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House of Commons Debates

SECOND SESSION—EIGHTH PARLIAMENT

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
THURsSDAY, 25th March, 1897.

The Parliament which had been proro-
sved from time to time, was now command-
ed to assemble on the 25th day of March,
1897, for the despatch of business.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PrAYERS.

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

MR. SPEAKER, —

His Excellency the Governor General desires
the immediate attendance of this Honourable
House in the Senate Chamber.

Accordingly, the House went up to the
Senate Chamber.

And the House being returned,
CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER. 1 have the honour to in-
form the House, that I have received from
the Judges selected for the trial of Elec-
tion Petitions pursuant to *“ The Dominion
Controverted Elections Aect,” certificates and
reports relating to the elections :

For the Electoral District of the South Riding
of the County of Brant;

For the Electoral District of the North Riding
of the County of Ontario ;

"~ For the Electoral District of the East Riding
of the County of Simcoe ;

For the Electoral District of Champlain ; and
For the Electoral District of Colchester.

In all of which electoral districts the elec-
tions were declared void.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House
that in conformity with chapter 9, section
46 of the Revised Statutes he had issued
his several warrants to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery to make out new writs
of election for the said electoral districts re-

spectively.
1
REVISED

Mr. SPEAKER alse informed the House
that he had received from the Registrar of
the Supreme Court of Canada a certified
copy of the judgment of the said court in
the Election Appeal for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Prince (West) P.E.IL.. confirming the
report of the trial judges in the court below,
declaring the election void.

Mr. SPEAKER alse informed the House
that in conformity with chapter 9, section
46 of the Revised Statutes, he had issued
his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery to make out a new writ of elec-
tion for the said electoral district.

ELECTION PETITIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the
House that he had received from the Judges
selected for the trial of Election Petitions,
pursuant to “The Dominion Controverted
Elections Aect.)” certificates and reports re-
lating to the elections :

For the Electoral District of Terrebonne ;

For the Elec.oral District of Two Mountains ;

For the Electoral District of Nicolet ;

For the Electoral District of the North Riding
of the County of Bruce ;

For the Electoral District of the North Riding
of the County of Grey ;

For the Electoral District of the East Ridinz
of the County of Northumberland, Q. ;

For the Electoral District of Maskinongé ;

For the Electoral District of Three Rivers
and St. Maurice ;

For the Electoral District of the North Riding
of the County of Perth ;

For the Electoral District of the East Riding
of the County of Durham ;

For the Electoral District of West Toronto ;

For the Electoral District of the East Riding
of the County of York, O. ;

For the Electoral District of Pontiac ;

For the =lectoral District of St. Antoine,
Montreal ;
For the Electoral District of St. Lawrence,

Montreel ; and
For the Elactoral District of West Toronto.

By which the said election petitions were
severally dismissed, and the sitting mem-
bers declared duly elected.

EDITION.
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. VACANCIES.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House. that
during the recess, he received communica-
~ tions from several members notifying him
that the following vacancies had occurred
in the representation. viz. :—

Of Darby Bergin, Esq., Member for the Eiee-
toral District of Cornwall and Stormont by de-
cease ;

Of William LeBouthillier Fauvel, Esq., Member
for the Electoral District of Boaaventure, by de-
cease ; and -

Of Charles Ramsay» Devlin, Esq., Member for
the Electoral District of Wright, by the accept-
ance of an office of emolument under the Crown.

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the
House, that during the recess, the Clerk of
the House had received from the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery. certificates of the
elections and return of the following mein-
bers, viz. :—

" Of Thomas Osborne Davis, Esq., for the Elec-
- toral District of Saskatchewan ;

Of the Hon. Clifford Sifton, for the Electoral
District of Brandon ;

" Of John Goodall Snetsinger, Esq., for the Elec-
toral District of Cornwall and Stor-ont :

. Of Charles Bernhard Heyd, Esq., for the Elec-
toral District of the South Riding of the County
of Brant ;

Of Duncan Grdham, Esq., for the Electoral Dis-
trict of the North Riding of the County of On-
tario ; and

Of William H. Bennett, Esq., for the Electoral
District of the East Ridiag of the County of
Simcoee.

MEMRERS INTRODUCED.

Hon. Clifford Sifton, Member for the Electoral
District of Brandon, introduced by the Prime
Minister (Mr. Laurier) and Mr. Sutherland.

Wiliiam H.

Charles
) .Tupper and Mr. Haggart.

John .Goodall Snetsinger, Esq., Member for the
Electoral District of Cornwall and Stormont, in-
_troduced by the Prime Minister (Mr Laurier)

and Mr. _Sutberland.

; ‘Duncan Graham, Esq., Member for the Elec-
toral Distriet of the North Riding of the County

‘ot Ontarie, iatroduced by the Postmaster General

V(Mr. Mulock) and Mr. ‘Douglas. -

' Charles Bernhard Heyd, Eeq., Member for the
‘»-Electoral PDistrict of the South Riding of the

- County of Brant, introduced by the Prime Min-
. ister (Mr. Laurier) and the Controller of Cus-
_toms (Mr. Paterson)

Thomas Osbm'ne Davis, Esg., Member tor the

' ’Electoml ‘District. of Saskatchewan, introduced

by the -Prime Minister (Mr, Laurier) and Mr.
) E Sutheﬂand

l!r spmxna. _ﬁ

Benneatt, Esq., Member for the.
~ Blectoral District of the East Riding of the
" County of Simzoe, intreduced by Sir

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 1) respecting the Administration
of Oaths of Office.—(The Prime Minister,
Mr. Laurier.)

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to
inform the House that when the House did
attend His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral this day in the Senate Chamber. His
Excellency was pleased to make a spee:n
to both Houses of Parliament. To prevent
mistakes, I have obtained a copy which is
as follows :—

Honourabie. (Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commons .

In welcoming you on your attendance at the
Sceond session of the present Parliament, I de-
sire to express the gratification I feel at the
evidences which prevail throughout the Do-
minion, of the loyaity and affection entertained
by the Canadian people for Her Majesty the
Queen and of the desire to join with their
fellow-subjects in all parts of the Empire in
celebrating the Diamond Jubilee in a manner
worthy the joyous event. And I am pleased to
be able also to announce that in accordance with
an invitation from the Imperial Government,
arrangements are being made for an effective re-
prcsentation of the Dominion in connection with
the commemoration of this historic occasion at
the Capital of the Empire.

‘Immediately after the last session, the Gov-

.ernment of Manitoba was invited to hclid a Con-

ference with my Ministars on the subject of the

‘grievances arising out of the Act of that Pro-
\‘vince relating to Eduecation passed in the year

1690. In response to that invitation, three mem-

‘bers of the Manitoba Government came to

Ottawa, and after many and protracted discus-
sions, a settlement was reached between the two
Governments, which was the best arrangement
obtainable urder the existing conditions of this
disturbing quastion. 1 confidently hope that this-
settlement will put an end to the agitation which
has marred the harmony and impeded the de-
velopment of our country, and will prove the
beginning of a new era to be chdracterized by
generous treatment of one another, mutual con-
cessions and reciprocal good-will.

A measure will be submitted to you for the
revision of the tariff, which it is believed will
provide the mecessary revenue, and, while having
due regard to industrial interests, will make our

fiscal system more satisfactory to the masses of

the people.

"You will be asked to give your. support to a
Bill abolishing the presznat expensive and un-

| satisfactory Fran*hise Aet and adcpting. for the
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election of Members of the House of Commons,
the Franchises of the several Provinees.

My Government has determined that the ad-!

vantages to accrue, both to our Western pro-
ducers and the busiress interests of the whole Do-

minion from the completion of the works for the |
enlargement of the St. Lawrence Canals, should :

-no longer be deferred, and has, subject to the
approval of Parliament, taken the initial steps
for a vigorous pros-cution of those works and
for the periecting of the Canal system by the
close of the year 18$8.

I have much satisfaction in informing you that
arrangements have been concluded which, if you
approve, will enable the Intercolonial Railway
system to reach Montreal, and thus share in
the large traffic centering in that city. The
many advantages which will fiow from this ex-
tension of that railwuy are apparent, and I have
no doubt you will gladly approve of the proposal.

Appreciating the difficulties encountered by our
farmers in placing their perishable food products
on the English markets in good condition, my
Government has arranged a complete system of
cold storage accommodation at creameries, on
railways, at ports and on steamers, by whichk
these products can be preserved at the desired
temperature during the whole journey from the
point of production to Great Britain. The con-
tracts made for this purpose will be laid before
you.

It is desirable that the mind of the people of
_ Canada should be clearly ascertained on the sub-
ject of prohibition, and a measure enabling the
electors to vote upon the question will be sub-
niitted for your approval. '

The Behring Sea Claims Convention cornstitut-
ed during the past year to adjust the damagss
payable to the owners of the British Sealing
vessels, seized by the cruisers of the United
Siates on the high seas, has completed taking the
evidence submitted to it by the respective Gov-
ernments of Her Majesty and the United States,
and has adjourned for a time to hear the argu-
ments thereon on bohalf of both Governments.
I indulge the hope that a final and satisfactory
adjudication of those long delayed claims will
now speedily be reached.

The calamity which has befallen our fellow- |

subjects in India has evoked a widespread sym-
pathy in this country. The geperous manner in
which the appeal for practical tokens of this
"feeling has been responded to, has elicited warm
~ assurances of grateful acknowledgment from the
Government of India which have also been
specially and heartily endorsed by the Imperial
authorities. . ‘
Gentlemen of the House of Commons :

The accounts of the past year will be iaid be-
fore you. ‘ :

115

. Colonization ;—which said Committees

The Estimates for thz coming year will be
presented at an early day. They have been
framed with every regard for eccnomy consistent
with the efficiency of the public service. I re-
gret that the receipts from -ordinary sources
continue to be inadequats to meet the charges
against the Consolidated Revenue. The pro-
posed revision of the Tariff and the application
of strict economy in the administration of the
Government will, I trust, restore the equilibrium
between income and expenditure.

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

Among the Bills which have bgen prepared and
will be submitted for your approval, are Bilis

; amending the Supsrannuation Act and the Civil

Service Act.

These and other measures, I commend to your
earnest comnsideration and express the hope that
your deliberations under the Divire guidance
will tend to increoase the happiness and pros-
prerity of every class in the Dominion.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moveq : ’

That the Address with which His Excellency
has been pleased to open the session be” taken
into consideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.
SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved :

That Select Standing Committees of this House
for the present session be appointed for the fol-
lowing purposes :(—1. On Privileges and Eiec-
tions.—2. On Expiring Laws.—3. On Railways,
Canals and Telegraph Lines.—4. On Miscel-

 laneous Private Bills.—5. On Standing Orders.—

6. On Printing.—7. On Public Accounts.—8. On
Banking and Commerce.—9. On Agriculture and
shall
severally be empowered to examine and inquire
into all such matters and things as may be
referred to them by the House ; and to report
from time to time their observations and
opinions thereon ; with power to send for per-
sons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORTS.
Report of the Joint Librarians of Parlia-
ment for 1897.——(3Mr. Speaker.) '

Report of the Department of Trade and
Commerce for 1898.—(Sir Richard Cart-
wright.) : ,

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at

13.55 p.m.

-
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The SI‘EAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

L IAYERS.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EX-
CELLENCY'S SPEECH.

The House proceeded to the consideration
of His Excellency's Speech delivered at the
opening of the session.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, if any diffi-
culty presents®itself in attempting to move
a reply to the Address with which His Ex-
cellency the Governor General has been
pleased to open the present session, it cer-
tainly does not arise from any want of ma-
terial to form the basis of discussion. Per-
haps 1 might be allowed at the very outset,
' to dispel any fear which any hon. gentle-
man may entertain of a too long discus-
sion on my own part, by assuring the House
in advance that 1 shall not feel obliged to
deal with more than one in three of the
numercus subjects which are treated in the
Speeah from the Throne. Those subjects
are so numerous, Mr. Speaker, and so di-
verse, that we might very well be alarmed
by the fear of a long and protracted ses-
sion, if it were not for the fact that as to
most of the questions at issue, I think I may
fairly anticipate that there will not be any
very serious differences of opinion between
the two sides of this House. I may per-
haps be a little sanguine, but I do think
that it is quite possible that on most of the
subjects which are presented for our con-
sideration in this Speech, we shall be
troubled with very little discussion of de-
batable principles, and that our attention
will for the most part be confined to mat-
ters of detail. Whatever little opportunity
I have had of observing the trend of public
feeling in this country, whatever little skiil
I may have in discerning the spirit of the
people throughout tkis Dominion, or rather
in gathering the impressions of those who
are wiser and have more experience than
I have myself, has convinced me that the
people of Canada are tired for the moment
. of political agitation, that the very violence
and acrimony of the discussions in which
we have been engaged during the immedi-
ately past few years have produced a feel-
ing, perhaps not exactly of exhaustion, but

at all events a disposition which longs for |
- calmness and

repose. Speaking for the
. great mass of the people of Canada in gen-
eral—leaving out the extremists of whatever
kind or description they may be—I think,
Sir, that there is no one desire that is more
widely entertained by our people, no one
aspiration that is more fervently breathed

Mr. LAURIER.

by the people of this country, no one prayer
that meets with a more profound response
in the breasts of the people of this country,
than that we may be allowed a short
breathing space during which to forget the
angry and bitter controversies in which we
have been engaged, and which during the
last few years have made so great and so
inordinate a draught upon the public energy
iof this country.

I forbear to dwell upon those unhappy
differences. The remembrance of them is
grievous. It was a great comfort to me to
know that even in the estimation of the
distinguished and hon. gentleman who holds
{ @ position in this House, perhaps second only
in importance, and hardly second in dignity
to that of the leader of the House, the time
had come when these angry controversies
might be allowed to cease. It was. Sir. a
great comfort to gentlemen on both sides of
the House; it must have been peculiarly
: gratifying to hon. gentlemen on his own side,
{ to hear his frank and unequivocal declara-
! tion. as I understood it. that he proposed for
; the future to confine himself to those sub-
i jects that come legitimately within the
| sphere of the political activity of Parliament,
i and to abandon the agitation of those excit-
' ing questions, which cannot be flung down,
-and which never yet have been flung down
into the political arena without exciting the
r wildest and fiercest passions of which our
 human nature is susceptible. And, Sir, I
{ think it would not at all be improper, for
| me to say further, that I have observed an
| interesting change in the hon. gentleman's
;manner in this House since those exciting
. controversies have been abandoned. I be-
ilieve I have observed in the hon. gentleman,
‘a spirit of mildness and sweet reasonable-
i ness, which well befits the unique position
. Which he holds in this House ; a spirit of
:fairness and equity which he has brought

. to the discussion of most of the questions,
y With which he has been called to deal, a
I spirit. I say, which is very engaging to
| many of us, especially the younger mem-
. bers of this House, who, while we cannot
; agree with that hon. gentleman, and while
; We cannot approve or endorse all that hon.
i gentleman has said and done through-

goug a very long and very distin-
;gmsh_ed public career, mnevertheless en-
tertain  a high admirstion for the

[ Titanic force which has characterized his
i public life, an admiration which has led us
| to entertain with virtual and probably with
é»absolute unanimity the desire that he may
be spared for many long years and for many
; Parliaments if that were possible, to adorn
the distinguished and honourable position
‘which he now holds as leader of the Oppo-
sition.

I have said, Sir. that the public mind in
respect to that execiting and once disturbing
question is at rest. Thanks to the admirable
spirit in which the question has been ap-
proached by the distinguished leader of this
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House, to the remarkable calmness and E their discussion. It was not always so,
evenness of temper which has been proof Mr. Speaker. Twenty or twenty-tive years
against every temptation to return blow for | ago the people of this country were all of
blow, ic the Christian character which has § one mind on this subject. There was then
enabled him to bear with equanimity, at-:a universal and unquestioned concurrence
tacks which a smaller and meaner spirit | among public men of all shades of politics
would have angrily and bitterly resented ; ; throughout this country in the principle
thanks to the wisdom that has inspired the | that a tariff was a tax—that it was at the
soft answer that turneth away wrath, to the ! very best a necessary evil, something to be

charity which has not been easily provoked,
which beareth all things, hopeth all things,
believeth all things, endureth all things ; to
that calm and restful and inexhaustible
patience, which vre have very high authority
for saying is of the essence of genius, and
which in every grave crisis of national
affairs is the indispensable condition, if it is

not the very basis of the highest statesman- :

ship, we have been borne in safety through
a crisis which was of a serious and alarm-

ing character ; 1 will not say a crisis which -
threatened tho national life of this country,

because I think that none but pessimists

and alarmists would corcede so much to:
their fears as that, but a erisis which threat- :

enea to bring about in this country a con-
dition of things

souis” before the federal constitution was

adgpted ; a state of things presenting the:
kind of obstacles; to stable and successful '
constitutional government which were en-:
countered in the old province of Canada dur-
ing the few years that preceded the union of :
Local agitations there will:
recrudescence here and :
there of the furious spirit which was import- .
ed into our discussions and controversies of |
a twelve month ago, eddying circles of sec-:

the provinces.

be. of course, a

tarian bitterness and rancour, but only such
as to direct attention more conspicuously
to the central current of peace and harmony

that flows through this land for its enrich- !
ment in every branch of our national life. :

But in spite of these local and temporary

agitations. I believe, that for the great mass
-of the people of Canada, the halcyon ‘days’
have come. An epoch has been brought in .
not unworthy to be celebrated in the organ '

toneg of Milton :
The ocean now hath quite forgot to rave,

While birds of calm sit brooding on the charmed :

wave.

There is one subject. Mr. Speaker, and one

subject only., which I think will occasion
any sharp divergencies of opinion in this
Hous? ; and even as to that subject. I think
our differences will be in the main of a
theoretical rather than of a practical char-
acter. 8o far as our differences may be of

simmilar to that of the
United States in * the times that tried men’s :

endured only so long as it had to be en-
dured, and to be got rid of if by any pos-
sible means it could be,—in the meantime,
to be endured with what measure of pati-
i ence we could command, to be kept within
:the narrowest possibla limits, to be ecur-
i tailed and hemmed iu at every point and
to be made to press as lightly as possiblz2-
i upon the incomes and resources of the
 people of this country. There is even a
' tradition floating in the minds of many
people—I thought at cone time that it was
a historical fact, though I have heard its
historical aeccuracy questioned—that when
the mild and reasonable proposition was
:mmade in this House to advance our tariff
; from 15 to 1714 per cent, it was assailed
here as the thin edge of the protectionist
“wedge. From that point to the present how
"great the distance that has been traversed.
Now, I believe it is the received doctrine
of Conservative orthodoxy that a tariff tax
is not a mnecessary evil at all, but a thing
intrinsically and essentially good.

Mr. MACLEAN (York). Hear, hear.

Mr. RUSSELL. But from the beginning
it was not so, as the hon. gentleman whno
says ‘ hear, hear.,” will remember, that
when we took our leap in the dark in 1878,
; the leader of the Conservative party in this
. country did not defend his position upon
; economic so0 much as on strategic grounds.
We were to have trade restriction, not be-
cause it was a thing intrinsically good and
‘ excellent, but bacause it was to lead to the
opening up of a still larger field of com-
mercial freedom. It was the commercial
freedom that was the good and excellent:
thing in itself, and we were to have only
a temporary restriction of our commercial
freedem as a means to an end, that end
being the untrammelled freedom of our com-
' merce which it is now the guintessence of
: Conservative protectionist orthodoxy, the
¢ articulus stantis aut cadentis ecclesie ” of
{ the Conservative fai*h to consider one of the
: greatest evils with which any country can
! be afflicted. According to the present lights
‘of Conservative orthodoxy in this House,
‘a tariff tax is not a necessary evil. only to
! be endured for as short a time as possible,

a practical character, I believe they willipyt a thing intrinsically good and excellent,
largely concern mere maiters of detail. Of! __go good and excellent that even if it were
course, there are differences of principle: not required for the purpeses for which all
-among the members of this House with: tgriffs are primarily devised it would never-
respect to the -kind of tariff that should De: theless be desirable to have it for the sake
imposed upon the people of this country—: of the collateral benefits it can be made 1o
-differences of principle which ‘might occupy  confer. It is a nacessary and logical deduction
‘volumes, which have occupied volumes 1n! from that proposition that even if by.some -
. { . i
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interposition of Providence, by some Imiracle
of modern science, we were able to dispense
with every dollar of taxation altogether,
if we were able to provide for all the want
and public services of the country—our raii-
roads and waterways, our lighthouses, our
fisheries protection, and all the thousand
and one demands that wear upon the pa-
tience and good nature of the Minister or
Finance, and of every Minister of Finance,
it would nevertheless be necessary to levy
an import tax for the purpose of preventing
our domestic industries from going to de-
struction.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. RUSSELL. That irresistible logical
deduction which seems to commend itself
to the minds of hon. gentlemen opposite,
appears on the contrary to us on this sivge
of the House, and I would have said, but
for the appearances to the contrary on the
other side of the House—to the mind of
¢very intelligent man in this country, to be
the ** reductio ad absurdum > of the principle
that underlies the policy of protection. 1,
for one, believe that if it were possible for
us to strike down all restrictions, to abolish
all custom-houses, and to leave all men as
free and untrammelled in the matter of buy-
ing where they choose and selling where they
can get a market, as we leave them in
regard to their conduct in every other re-
spect, the fruits of freedom in this field
would be just as beneficent as in every other
ficld in which the bounds of human freedom
have been enlarged.

We go still further, Mr. Speaker. We
think there are evils attending the protec-
tive system in this country to-day which
could not have been foreseen, or which, at
all events as a matter of fact, were not
foreseen eighteen years ago when that
policy was first introduced. The odious
system of trusts and combines which, I am
frank enough to say, are in some cases
more offensive to the feelings and senti-
ments of our pecple than they are actually
injurious to their material interests, was not
anticipated eighteen years ago. Hon. mem-
bers of this House, one hon. gentleman in

particular whom I have in mind, when they

were ransacking the tombs and dissecting
rooms to find the materials for the mon-

strous creation of 1878, never dreamed of.

the kind of merciiess Frankenstein that
they were bringing into life. Why, before
ever I had any dream of entering this
House I read with tears in my eyes
almost—-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

" Mr. RUSSELL. I only sa,id “almost.” 1
. read, at all events, with very deep emotion,
I am bound to say, the very pathetic ap-
peal that was made to this Parliament for
.the release of the North-west from the
grinding monopoly caused by the operation
of the tariff on agricultural machinery.

Mr. RUSSELL.

E

That pathetic appeal might be paralleled by
references te one item after another in the
g{nsff which was imposed on this country in

We believe, further, that expouance has
proved: that we were right in respect of
most of the contentions that were nade
when that system was set up; but I do not
intend to enter into the discussion of that
experience or to discuss at great length
those differences of principle that exist be-
tween this and the other side of the House
with reference to this question. Those dif-
ferences are vital, they are immense, they
would take volumes to discuss; and if we
did not think we could employ our time to
better advantage, we might take up what
remains of this winter and the bulk of the
coming summer in discussing them. But
the Aiscussion would be largely of an aca-
demic nature. In the pregnant words of
Mr. Cleveland, we are not dealing with a
theory, we are facing a condition. The con-
dition which Mr. Cleveland had to face was
the condition of an overflowing treasury.
The condition we have to ‘face is the fact
that, in spite of all the heavy imposts that
have been placed upon our people, under
the policy of the late Government, we have,
nevertheless, a deficit to face, left to useas
a legacy by the Government which has just
gone out. We have public obligations to
fulfil, we have our public credit to main-
tain, and public works to provide for, and
there is no conceivable way that I know of
in which a revenue can be raised in this
country, short of direct taxation, which will
not incidentaily afford all the protection that
any honest industry has a right to claim,
even supposing we were to concede the
validity of the protectionist idea, a doctrine
which I, for one, do not for a single mo-
ment propose to concede. Speaking for my-
self, if this matter were * res integra,” if we
could cultivate our national inheritance as
if we were cultivating on virgin soil, if
there were no vested interests which nave
kLeen created—most of them artificially crea-
ated under that policy, and which have a
right to claim that they ought not to be
ruthlessly struck ‘down, if there were no
delicate fabric of national, corporite and
individual finance, which may very fairly

- claim that it ought not to be too rudely

shaken, ther I believe the proper tariff for

‘this, as for any, country should be that po
‘articles whatever should be taxed, except

such as we were bound to import, so that
we could have, in its integrity, the zood
sound English principle that not a dollar-
should be taken out of the pockets of the
people, under the operation of the tariff,
which did not go directly into the treasury
of the country. But no country.can ignore

its past history, and we cannot ignore our:

past history. We have been for eighteen
years upon the wrong track. For eighteen
years we have been pursuing the wrong
policy, and sve must get back to the right
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ptolicy by gradual and not by revolutionary
processes.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. RUSSELL. Did [ not say, at the
outset, that I thought we would not be very
much divided in opinion? I trust, however,
~ that in the tariff which is to be introduced
by the Finance Minister (Mr. Fielding), he
+will be able to do what his predecessors in
office attempted and endeavoured to do, but
were never able to accomplish. I hope he
. will in reality be able to lop off the mould-
ering branches, to simplify, in many re-
spects, the methods by which taxes are to
be collected. I hope he will be able to elim-
inate the featuresof that tariff which make
for moenopoly, and to render its pressure
upon the great and staple industries of the
people, upon the farming, the mining and
the fishing population of the Dominion—less
oppressive than it is at present. If he
can succeed in accomplishing this, he will
fulfil all that can reasonably be expected of
him ; if he does less, it will be a disap-
pointment to many of us; but, if he should
attempt to do more, I am afraid that, in
the effort to pursue a thing which is in-
trinsically good and worthy, by toc hasty
methods, he will injuriously affect the fi-
naneial and industrial system of the <oun-
try. I feel assured that he will do nothin
which will injuriously affect the one or the

other.
There is one aspect of the question I have|
not dwelt upon, but which I do not wish to !
pass over without some observations. We
have had suggestions given to us in the pres
that ocur conduvet in respect of this matte
is, to some extent, to be guided by the con
duct of our neighbours to the south. Now,
have no reason to suppose, and I think that
nobody has any reason to suppose, that the
United States Congress, in passing its legis-
lation on the subject of its own tariff, has
had any regard to any other than the inter-
ests of its own people, as it concetved them.
I do not think it would be manly in us to
whine over the matter or sensible in ns to
go into hysterics in applying the remedy by
. our own legislation. As they have legislated
to suit themselves, so we propose to legis-
late here for the Dominion of Canada. We
should not, in my judgment, act in & spirit
of jingoism, or with & view to retaliation;
‘but the Government that will in this crisis)
command the confidence of the people yof’
this country must go forward ith its legis-
lation in & manly aod selfreliant spirit.
with an eye solely to the advancement of
the interests of Canada and to its relations
as a member of the great British Empire,
of which we form a part.
~There is one paragraph in the Speech
from the Throne which has a peculiar in-
- terest for the people of the maritime pro-
vinces. It is' of peculiar interest and im-
portance to the people of those two sister

“cities, St. John and Halifax, which are;

 deprivad.
- endeavoured in zood faith. but they endea-

'the trade of this country.
| time provinces have borne great burdees

competing in friendly rivalry for the trade
of this great Dominion. I refer to the para-
graph which promises us the =xtension of
the Intercclonial into the city of \Montreal
I believe it is the unanimous opinion, or the
almost wunanimous opinion of the mer-
chants of Halifax, that in that oxtension of
the Intercclonial into the city of Montreal
lies their best hope of securing any fair
share of the trade of this great country.
With the Intercolonial commencing at Hali-
fax and ending at Point Lévis, I think it is
impossible for the people of Ilalifax, and
not very easily possible for the people of
St. John, to have any very considerable
share of the trade of this country. The
people of Halifax, I believe, are keeuly in-
terested in this matter. and will watch with
very great interest the progress of the
measure in this House.

The situation of Halifax in some respects
is very difficult in regard to this matter of
securing trade. The hon. gentlenian who
leads the Opposition knows very well that
much of the trade which Halifax enjoyed
in former years, has been parcelied out
among the thriving towns throughout the
province that have in late years been doing
their business for themselves. It was pro-
mised to us many years ago that, in lieu of
the trade that we were losing and had lost,
we were to become the great winter port
of the Dominion, the whart of British
America, and secure a continental trade 1o
restore to us the commercial prestige that
we formerly enjoyed.

We have watched, with great interest, with
great anxiety, and soine measure of des-
pondency, the various expedients that have
been resorted to to bring back to the port
of Halifax the trade of which it has been
Lhe late Government I suppose

voured in vain, to do anything substantial
in this direction, but though nothing of a
substantial character has been accomplish-
ed. 1 do not despair that something sub-
stantial yet will he accormplished. I believe,
however, that as a condition precedent to
the b:inging abeout of the state of affairs
that we desire, we must have the extension
of the Intercolonial into the city of Mon-
treal. so that we may ignore. as much as
possible, differences of distance and disad-
vantages of position as compared with Port-
land and Boston, and secure for the city
of Halifax its fair and reasonable share ot
We in the mari-

for the development of the interior of the -
Dominion. We do not urge our sacrifices
in any sectiomnal spirit, we do not claim to
have done anything exceptional in making
such sacrifices as were necessary to develop

the country. but we do entertain the hope

that our friends in the west will remember
these sacrifices, and that when the proper
time ¢omes they will insist upon our only
real national highway belng given such con-
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nections and alministered in such a spirit
. as will result in bringing to us more than
the mere semblance of a traffic, the reality
of which goes now and has gone for years
and. years, under the fostering care of a so-
called national policy, to the enrichment of
a foreign country.

There is one paragraph in the Speech
which I approach, as I have no doubt some
bon. gentlemen opposite will approach it,
with some degree of trepidation. I refer
to the passage which relates to the proposal
to test the opinion of the country on the
subject of a prohibitory liguor law. The
question of a prohibitory law is not a party
‘question in this country ; it runs its line
of cleavage through both political parties.
and I fancy it will have very little respect
to either party. It is not bound to have
much respect to the lines of political par-
ties as they are drawn in this country.
Like an hon. friend whom I see on the other
side of the House, I myself, possibly “in a
moment of weakness,”” espoused the cause
of prohibiticn. I found s¢ many good and
excellent people going in that direction
that it seemed but natural for me to wish
to bear them company. I have not yet
seen reason to recant, but I cannot honest-
ly say that I am as dead sure about the
matter as I would like to be. My sym-
pathies are, as those of all lovers of
their country must be, entirely with the
objects which these excellent people have
in view. I entirely sympathise with them
in their desire to do everything possible to
mitigate and to remove, if possible, the evils
that have been brought upon this country
by intemperance, but I am not absolutely
convinced that a prohibitory law is the

best possible way. My faith has been some-
what shaken by a very important series of

investigations that have recently been made,

investigations conducted in the most scien-

tific manner, and in the most unbiassed, im-
partial and altruistic spirit. There is clearer
light upon this subject now than there was
a few years ago. I do not allude to the
labours of the Royal Commission which
roamed over the country at very great ex-
‘pense and collected a vast mass not 8o
- much of evidence as of miscellaneous opin-
fons bearing upon the liguor tramfie.
- lude rather to the voluntary commission of
' gentlemen in the United States of whose
- investigations  a most interesting and in-
structive account has been published in the
- Atlantic Monthly ”* of February last, under

the hand of President Eliot, of Harvard
‘ University 1 eould wish that the results ar-

rived at by that commission were more con-
 clusive . and. more helpml thap they are.

‘8o far as they go, I am sorry to say that

. these: investigations do not establish that
& prohibitory liguor law has been univer-
.xally successful in the states irn which it

.has been adopted or that it would, if adopt-
“eod in this country, be the most effective

. means of curtailing—I suppose we cannot
’ Mr. RUSSELL.

1 al-

‘Queen,
‘North America were travelling each in its

hope to abolish—the evils of the liguor
traffic. I hope that those who are engage:d
in the agitation will give careful study to
the results of that investigation. I believe
that anybody who will deliberately close his.
eves to the results of that investigation,
will show that on this subject he prefers
darkness to light. Wheun the wmatter has
been carefully considered by the people of
this country, as I believe it will be carefully,
soberiy and impartially considered, if it
should turn out that there is a pronounced
majority in favour, a majority so pronoun-
ced as to afford reasonable ground for hop-
ing that such an enactment can be enforced
in this country, I believe it will be the
duty of the Government to introduce such
a measure and place it on the statute-book,
and from that duty, I believe, the Govern-
ment will not shrink.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I have hardly kept
faith with the House, for I said when I
began to discuss the Speech that I would
deal with only one in three of the sub-
jeets of which it treats. I find that I
have reserved to the last that which con-
stitutes the first paragraph of the Speech
from the Throne, the paragraph in which
His Excellency says:

I desire to express the gratification I feel at
the evidences which prevail throughout the Do-
minion, of the loyalty and affection entertained
by the Canadian people for Her Majesty the
Queen and of the desire to join with their {ellow-
subjects in all parts of the Empire in celebrating
the Diamond Jubilee in & manner worthy of the
joyous event. ;

I believe there is no part of the Empire
in which that glorious occasion will be
more cordially celebrated than in the Do-
minion of Canada, and no people by whom
it will be more joyfully welcomed than by
ours. Ten years azo, on the occasion of the

jubilee of Her \mjesty 8 accession, volume

after voinme was written to show the won-

derful expansion and development of the

British Empire during the Victorian era. I
would not attempt to pass even in the brief-

-est retrospect, the history of the Empire in

the last sixty years. I prefer toc confine my-

self to our own quarter of the world. We
have in our own country abundant reasons

for thankfulness and congratulation when

we review the history of the Victorian age.

Sixty years is not a very long period in the
history of a great commonwealth, but it
requires an effort of the imagination to re-
call the condition of things that existed in
this country sixty years ago, and to con-

trast it with that which we see about us

At the accession of our gracious
these various colonies in British

to-day.

own individual orbit ; they were sundered

.by ‘dissension of race and creed some were
even in open rebellion against the Britisk

sovereign ;. all of them were poor and

sparsely settled, and none of them had even
‘the semblance of parliamentary government,
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To enumerate the various steps by which
that condition of things has been changed,
by which internal improvements have been
secured and external commerce has expand-
ed. by which the continent has been span-
ned with railways, and the oceans bridged
- with lines of palatial steamers, by which agri-
cultural, fishing, mining and manufacturing
Industries have been expanded and develop-
ed. to show the steps by which our noble
educational institutions have been establish-
ed and endowed, and those still more noble
and princely charities have been instituted.
which bear witness to what is highest and
best in our national life. would be to write
the history of the Dominion for the last
sixty years.

Time would fail me for even the faintest
t¢trokes that would go to compose a picture
such as that. But there is one subject to
which I will not refrain from referring. It
has been said by one of the old Nuw Eng-
land governors, that the Almighty had sifted
a whole nation that he mlght send choice
grain into New England. We have Uleen
more highly blessed ir this country, because
in addition to the three stroug races whiecl
form the basis of New England society,
we have a fourth in this country ; we have
&iddel the  lightness. and brightness. the
grace and genius of the French race. Time
was in this country when English-speaking
and the French-speaking people of Canada
looked upon each other with jealousy and
distrust, when our people of French descent

cultivated deliberately a spirit of isolation jh his essays years ago proved it to be, sim-

from their English-speaking fellow-subjects;:

and when people of English race and Eng-
lish blood looked upon their French fellow-
- subjects and fellow-citizens with suspicion,
if not hostility. Now such a state of things
could not continue if this country was to
become one great and united common-
wealth. Nothing could be more fatal to the
unification of this people of Canada than
the continuance of such a spirit. and every
true patriot in this country looked forward
to the time when these antagonisms shouid
pass away. But they looked in vain for
many a long and weary year. It was a
toilsome and painful ascent from those con-
dQitions to the conditions in which we find
onrselves to-day. Within the past year or

two, evenr within the past few months, we!

have \witnessed in this country one of the
mont siriking. one of the most interesting
things that ever occurred in the history of
any couitry ; because the very question. the
very agitiation of all others which threatened
to intensity and perpetuate those differences
of race and creed, has been overruled. in
the good providence of God, to weld into a
permanent and indissoluble unity of esteem
and affection those two races whose mutual
antagonism in the estimation of many per-
sons threatened the very foundations of the
state. 1 have been recently reading a poem
of Mrs. Browning’s which is not perhaps as
much read to-day as twenty years ago, in

which she says in her own striking manner,
* the English have a scornful. insular way
of calling the French light.” Sir, if that
great and goed woman could have lived to
this day to witness the constancy and de-
votion of this people to a true ideal, and s
trusted leader, she might well have com-
pared their lightness to that of the bullet :

That dashes from the gun mouth while the eye
Winks and the heart beais one hd
. . Even so direct,
So sternly undivertible of aim
Is this French people.
‘‘ Set your orators
To blow upon them with loud winly mouths.”

Array in order the strongest and the most
persuasive influences that could be brought
to bear to make them swerve from what they
believe to be in the best interests of their
race and faith—

This light French people will not thus be driven,
They turn indeed but then they turn upon
Some central pivot of their thought and choice,
And veer out by the force of holding fast.

And so, Sir, it has come abeut that by their
constancy, and courage, by their devotion
to what they knew to be right and fair aud
just, they have drawn to themn every
sound and honest English heart in this
country ; they have conquered the last for-
tress of prejudice among the English-
speaking people of the Dominion. They have
shown to us that this * scornful. insular
English way ” is in fact. what Hamerton

ply a species of narrow philistinism, and
they have brought about an epoch which is
eloquently described in the Speech from
the Throne as * the beginning of a new era
to be characterized by generous treatment
of one another, and by mutual concessions
and reciprocal good-will.” We are about to
hear from one of those hon. gentlemen to-
day. who, I believe, is to address us In his
own charming tongue. which it is one of
my great regrets that I am able to follow
so imperfectly. I do not feel justified in
detaining the House for a single moment
longer from the treat which is in store for
those of us who are able to partake of it.
Thanking you, Mr. Speaker, and thanking
the House for the kind indulgence which
has been shown me. I will conclude by
moving that an humble Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency in reply to the
Speech from the Throne.

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker,
it is not without a feeling of fear and of
hesitation that I rise to second the motion
of the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Rus-
sell), that an humble address be presented
to His Excellency in reply to the Speech
from the Throne, and I must, at the outset,
crave the indulgence of this House in be-
half of one of its junior members.

Mr. Speaker. although I fully realize the
difficulty of the task I have assumed in
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rising to address the House under so
solemn a circumstance, still I may say that
1 experience a particular pleasure in
discharging this duty, on account of the
honour which reflects on the constituency
which I represent in this House, and be-
cause also of the opportunity it affords me
of voicing the feelings of confidence placed
by a large majority of the people of this
country in the hon. gentlemen whom they
have put at the head of affairs, on the 23rd
June last, and in the wise and patriotic po-
licy which they have pursued, since their
accession to power. Mr. Speaker, after lis-

tening to the eloquent words fallen from the .

hon. member fog Halifax, I feel that I could
safely content myself with cheering the
generous and patriotic words fallen from
the hon. member who has so eloquently
spoken of and so firmly adbered to the po-
licy enunciated in the Speech from the
Throne, and the legitimate hopes which it

has evoked in our breasts for the future of :

our country. That policy, an outline of
which we have just heard., shall be defined
during the present session ; meanwhile, let
us, for 2 moment, divest ourselves of unfair
prejulice begotten by party spirit, and ex-
amine, from a national standpoint, the otHcial
statements embodied in the Speeeh from the
Throne. The Speech from the Throne men-
tions a fact unparalleled either in the records
of the House of Commons of Canada, or in
the annals of the legislative bodies of any
other country. I mean the sixtieth annivoi-
sary of the reigm of our august Sovereign,
Queen Victoria. I think I am but voicing
the feelings of the hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House as well as those sitting
opposite. when I say that, as loyal subjects
of Her Majesty. we are proud of our Sov-
ereign ; that we all pray to Heaven that
long may she continue to occupy the Throne
of Great Britain. the noble woman who is
the adornment of the nineteenth century
and whe, for the last sixty years has worn
and still wears with such lustre the British
Crown. of which Canada is. unquestionabiy,
the brightest jewel. Complying with the in-
vitation extended to himm by the home gov-
ernment, the distinguished leader of this
House will, no doubt, cross the Atlantie and
go and testify to the devotion of the Cana-
dian people, to their Queen and to their
motherland.
fact that on the banks of the St Lawrence
is found a young nation ih which are blend-
ed British energy and the chivalrous spirit
of France, Irish impetueosity and Scottish
- tenacity ; & nation which. through the union
of the English rose, the French fleur-de-lis,
the Irish shamrock and the Scotch thistle.

has grown and reached manhood, while lov-
ing and revering Victoria. Queen of the|

Urited Kingdom of England and Ireland.
Allow me now. Mr. Speaker. to say a few
words concerning that burning and vexed
Manitoba school question. which has been
get at rest since last session. As a French-

Mr. ETHIER.

He will bear witness to the!

each

Canadian, and as one of the representatives
of the province of Quebec, I deem it my
duty to offer a few words on the matter.
if I am asked on what ground I shall place
niyself t¢ deal with this question, I may
say, without any hesitation, that 1 will deai
with it from a national standpeint. from the
standpoint of a Canadian and of a member
of Parliament who has given his oath to fol-
low only the dictates of his own conscience.
free alike from fear. violence or undue in-
fluence from whatsoever quarter or author-
ity it may come. Political capital has been
made out of this unhappy Manitoba school
question. And what was the outcome of
that agitation ? For over six years the coun-
try has been disturbed by racial and creed
wrangles, and by dissensions which have
troubled the harmony which ought to pre-
vail among the various elements of our
population. IFor six years the publie affairs
have been paralyzed and the regular devel-
opment of the country brougzht to a stand-
still. Now. throuzh the settlement effected
hy the present Government and by the Man-
itoba governument upon the basis of concilia-
tion, peace and harmony have been restored
within six months ; a result which could not
be attained by six long years of procrastina-
tion. provoeation, nay more, of broken pro-
mises. And thus, to use the very words of
the Speech from the Throne, begins a new
era. Yes. let us hope that this is the be-
ginning of a new era; et us hope
that moderate men. irrespective of party
ties, will join hands to promeote har-
mony. pesce and  good-will among  the
several races and elements of our popu-
lation. Ideas of conciliation shall prevail,
I doubt not. and from the cliffs of Gaspé
to the shores of the Pacifie, there will uo
longer be found any Englishmen. Irisbmen,
Frenchmen and Scotchmen at war sga‘nst
other, but only Canadians walking
hand in hand. turpning to the future with
the brightest hope of grandeur and pros-.
perity. It is high time that the country

‘should be placed above political partles ;

let us render to Csesar the things that are
Caesar's and to Canada what is her due. At
all events, the result of the by-elections in
Cornwall and Storment. in Bonaventure
apd Wright—

Afe. LaRIVIERE. (Translation.) The hon,
member should not forget the result in St.
Boniface.

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) Those elec-
tions bear witness that the policy of concilia-
tion pursued by the present Government
is emphatically approved of and endorsed
by the voters of the province of - Quebec,
and Champlain. I venture to say., will like-
wise express its approbation of the policy
enunciated in the Speech from the Throna.
Before dismissing this subjeet, let the hon.
Prime Minister allow me to ceongratulate
him en the part he has played in that policy
of conciliation which, as I said, will usher
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in a new era in the history of this eccuntry.
The third paragraph of the Speech from the;
Throne is of the highest interest to the peo-;
ple of the Dominion. The reform of the
tariff will be the object of a strong, system-|
atical and judicicous legislation, likely to!
prove satisfactory to the country, insomuch
as it will show preferential treatment of
the agricultural and working classes, in op-
~ position to monopolies. while fostering our'

national industries and manufactures. The
country is now going through one of those:
financial crises out of which parties unfor-;
tunately try to make political ecapital. but,
the hon. gentlemen opposite know very well:
in what sad condition the country was iIn,
when the Governinent of the day came into:
power': they are fully aware of the legacy:
they have bequeathed the Ministry. of the ob-;
ligations imposed upon them and the grave.
issnes which have to be solved. Immediate.
steps will, undoubtedly, be taken by the pre-!
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development and prosperity, and, 1 venture
to say, this responsibility assumes, under
the circumstances, an exceptional import-
ance, but I have no doubt that with the
help of the enlightened and wise advisers
of His Excellency and with the equally
wise. patriotic and enlightened ecoc-operation
cf this honourable House, the measures fore-
shadowed in the .Speech from the Throne
will be successfully carried out, causing
trade, industry and agriculture to spring
into new life and vigour. Allow me. Sir,
to tender you my heartfelt thanks, as also
to the hon. gentlemen in this House for the
indulgent hearing you have granted me.
‘My remarks have been prompted by the
sole love of our common country, of this
Canada of ours which, I doubt not. will
play a distingvished and honourable part
in the jubilee celebratien to be held in Lon-
don in June next. Let me before resuming
my seat, repeat with the poet :

sent Government, so as to restore the equili-|
brium in our budget. bring back prosperity:
to the country. produce a fiscal system which |
will prove satisfactory to the masses, and!
fulfil the legitimate demands of the farming;
an;l industrial community. Continuing itsi
policy of economy and retrenchment, the; ’ peyrand . .
Government announces the abolition of the| hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Russell.

Franchise Act. While effecting, by that;  Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker,
relicy. a saving of $250.000 for the revision: it js a great pleasure to me to have the op-
of the lists, the Government secures to the! portunity of expressing the satisfaction with
several provinces of the confederation the. which I have listened to the able and elo-
respect of their autonomy. by adopting the quent speech delivered by the hon. member
franchises of the various provinces. for the!for Halifax (Mr. Russell) in moving the
election of members to the Federal Parlia-: Address, and the interesting speech, which
ment The country and this House, Irre-'1 regret I was not as well able to.foilow,
spective of parties, will, I doubt net. hail of the hon. member for Two Mountains (Mr.
- with delight this wise and economtcal: Ethier), who has just taken his seat. I
measure. so long expected and asked for.! peed not say, Sir. that the hon. mover of
It can hardly be expected of me, Sir. that I!the Address had a somewhat difficult task
should enter into the details of all the differ- f to discharge. An ideal free trader, as I be-
ent measures mentioned in the Speech from ! lijeve that hon. gentleman has 'always pro-
the Throne. I may. however, point out here: fessed himself to be, had to discharge the
the importance for this country of the policy: somewhat difficult task of preparing the
of deepening the St. Lawrence Canals, of House for a protectionist tariff. I do not
extending the Intercolonial from ILévis 1o’ pegret that fact, and I can assure the hon.
Montreal. and of establishing cold storage! gentleman that I shall be only tco happy to
facilitics on railways and on steamers. for join him heartily in carrying out the policy
the shipment of our farmers’ products. The which he has indicated as the one that the
prosperity and progress of a country. says: best interests of this country demand at the
a_writer. do not depend only on the wisdoin, hands of the Government and of this House.
of its statesmen, on the number of its In- It is a still more agreeable duty on my part
stitutions, on its higher education. but also!to tender to the leader of the House. the
cn the facilities of communication whereby: First Minister, my most hearty congratula-
its inhabitants are enabled to exchange tions upon the distinction which has been
their products, their commodities and even: conferred upon Canada. as Well.as himself,
to exchange their views and their thoughts. by the invitation of the Imperial Govern-
Such is the reason why the present Govern- ment to take part in the celebration of the
ment express in the Speech from the . Diamond Jubilee. I mesd not say, Sir, ‘thg.t
Throne their intention of completing those there is no person within the wide domain
important public works. Let us rise to the of Canada who willL in my view, not
importance of the cccasion and show our-; feel it fortunate for Canada that on such
selves worthy of a country so full of re- an occasion, when 8o great a com-
sources and promises. A great responsi-: pliment has been paid to this coun-
bility weighs upon our shoulders, as repre- try, an hon. gentleman occupies the
sentatives of the people. entrusted by the position of First Minister who is so well
country with the duty of watching over its able to discharge the duties incident to that

Canada Excelsior ! Brille au premier rang:!
Un peuple altier prend son essor chez toi, libre

et frane, )
11 sait, pour ta défense, signaler sa vaillance,
Vive Rigina! Vive Victoria !

1 second with pleasure the motion ot the
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hon. gentleman's position on so importzgnt
and so august an occasion. I read with
gsome astonishment a telegram frem London,
published a few days ago in the press here,
referring to the faet that Canada was be-
ing penalized by having only one represen-
tative on this great and important ccea-
sion, while Australasia will be represented

by no less than five Premiers, and the cor- !

respondent felt it was necessary that some
suggestion should be offered to Her
Majesty’s Government in order to overcome
that great disparity. I can only say that
the person who committed himself to such
an opinion knows very little of the position
that Canada occupies in the estimation of
the Empire.
confederation, a great Dominion, she spoke
with authority. She was represented at
the heart of the Empire, before the Im-
perial Government,

sioner, who was charged with the duty of |

representing not a province, but the whole
of this great Confederation. and I am happy
to be able to testify that not only in regard
to my predecessor but in regard to the gen-
tleman who has succeeded me in that high
office. the Iigh Commissioner has on every
occasicu obtained the hearty support and
co-operation of every one of the represen-
tatives in London of the sutonomous colo-
nies. which embrace all the colonies of
Australasia and South Africa, and that all
those representatives fully recognize that
the Dominion of Canada is entitled to that
precedence which gives its representative
the position of leader of the colonial repre-
sentatives in London. So on this occasion,
Sir. although there might be, and I should

have been very glad if there could be a re-

presentative from every one of the Austral-
ian and South African Colonies, the hon.
First Minister would find that he would be
associated with a body of gentlemen one

and all of whom would recognize the prece- |

dence that Canada occupies in consequence
of her advanced position as a Dominion.

There is no ground for apprehension on the

part of any person. that we will not be well,
worthily and efliciently represented on that
great occasion. This Diamond Jubilee is

unique in itself. There has been no ocea-

sion in the world’s history perhaps on which
such a celebration has taken place at all
corresponding in magnitude to this. It has
been the good fortune of this great Empire
that Her Majesty the Queen has throughout
a longer pericd than any other ruler in the
history of any other country filled the high

position of Sovereign of the British Empire.
Not only is that the case, but Her Majesty
has the satisfaction of having witnessed
during that long pericd a development in

‘Great Britain itself and throughout the Em-
pire that is unparalleled in the history of the
world. Great and striking have bren the
advances made within the United Kingdom
itself since Her Majesty ascended the
Throne. When I remind hon. gentlemen op-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

posite that 58 years age, when I had the
pleasure of visiting Great Britain for the
first time, there was only a horse railway
six miles in length in Scotland ard a rail-
way running from Liverpool toe Manchester
in England, and ask them to contrast that
situation as regards railway operations with
the present nosition in that country, they
will grasp in a moment the tremendous and
gigantic. advances made in different direc-
tions relating to the progress. prosperity and -
grandeur of the United Kingdom. But
great as has been the progress of the

Sir, when Canada became a i

by a High Commis-|

United Kingdom, the progress of the colo-
nies has been still greater. Sixty years ago,
at the time Her Majesty ascended the
Throne, Australia was a terra incognita. a
;small portion of it only was practically
| known, and it was a penal settlement, and
the site of the great city of Melbourne was
occupied at that period by camps of abori-
i gines, and in fact the creation of Australia
‘and New Zealand as great colonies has
taken place since Her Majesty ascended the
Throne. This has been a revelation to the
world. The same remark will apply to
South Africa. I need not refer to the satis-
factory progress made by the Dominion of
Canada, or do more than mention the pro-
gress made by India and the extension of
that vast Empire, but I desired briefly te
call attention to the enormous progress
made througheout the Empire during the be-
nign reign of Her Majesty. It has not only
been the good fortune of Her Majesty the
Queen teo witness this enormous develop-
! ment of the Empire under her sway, but it
has been the greater goed fortune of the
| people dwelling in every portion of this
I great Empire to recognize in Her Majesty
'a Sovereign of whom everyone is justly
proud. It has been the good fortune of
every. subject of Her Majesty even in the
most remote portions of the Empire to re-
cognize that the Queen, whether as a
{ woman, wife or sovereign. in fact in every
 relation of life, possessed all those great
charms  which endear her to the
hearts of every one of her subjects. Sir, I
am glad to know that Canada is not only
to be represented by the Prime Minister at
the Diamond Jubilee. but 1 aiso deem it to
'be a most happy suggestion on the part of
the Imperial Government to signalize this
great and important event by bringing to-
gether from the remote portions of the Em-
: pire the Premiers of the great autonomous
i colonies, and at the same time secure a
suitable representation of the militia and
military fcrces of Canada and the other
‘colonizs. I believe, Sir, that these matters
way by some be regarded from an economi-
cal point of view as perhaps attended
with some little expenditure and out-
lay ; but I am in a position to say
from knowledge gzained by many years,
residence in England that any expenditure
copnected with a display of that kind is
utterly insignificant compared with the
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enormous benefits it will confer on Canada
by presenting before, not only the people of

the United Kingdom, but people from the

H
i

Continent of Europe &nd other countries
that will be assembied in England on that
occasion, an exhibition that is calculated to
make a lasting impression on their minds
as to the advance Canada has made in that
as well as in other respects. I am quite
sure that every hon. member will be only
too happy to join in giving the Government
the most hearty and cordial support in any
measure proposed in connection with this
great event calculated te give it that due
importance to which it is in my judgment |
entitled.

Sir, I am obliged to pass rapidly to a less
agreeable portion of my duty on the present
occasion, and that is to offer some slight
criticism in respect to what remaips in this
Address.

There is much of it to whieh I am not dis
Fosed to take any exception whatever, ba

i

I draw the attention of the hon. the Firstz

Minister to what I think trenches very!
nearly upon an unconstitutional attitude on|
the part of the Government of Canada in:

relation to the school question. I tind ut‘

stated in the Address that:

governments which was the best arrangement
possible under the existing conditions.

Now, Sir, who authorized, where is the'
authority for a settlement being effected by
this Government ?
of the constitution of this country I do not:
think you will find any authority for the;
action which the Government here declares:
it has taken.
and the Act of Confederation defines what
the position of the Parliament of Canada is,'
and what the position of the Governmeni!
of Canada is in relation to the guestion of!
education.
declares that this Government has nothing:

constitution of the country, calling upon the
Government of Manitoba to provide by legis-
lation for the restoration of these privileges
which they had taken away from the Roman
Catholic minority of Manitoba by the Act of
1890. And,. Sir, when the Government of
Manitoba refused to comply with that Re-
medial Order, then, and not till then, did
the case arrive at such a position as that
this Parliament was not only justified. but
was called upon in the discharge of its duty
to pass a PBill for the restoration of the
privileges of which the Roman -Catholic
! minority had been deprived. There 1S ne-
| thing else provided for in the constitution.
It was the most natural thing that the Gov-

rernment of Canada should adopt and ex-

haust. (as its predecessors had done), every
means in its power for the purpese of ob-
taining a satisfactory solution of this ques-
tion ; but in my judgment. there is nething

§i11 the law nor in the constitution—on the
: contrary, 1 believe it to be an iuvasion of

ihe principle laid dowa in the constitution
! for this Government to assume that it is in a
 pesition to make a settlement with any-
body. I draw the attention of the hon. the
First Minister to that, because although it
. may be considered a hypercriticism, I be-

A settlement was reached between the two;heve that a close examination will prove

my suggestion to be well founded. and that
i there is no warrant in the constitution of

iour country for the course which the Gov-

Within the four cmnelm

The Manitoba Act lays down, '

‘

The constitution of our country |

whatever to do with the guestion of educa—~

tion except under particular circumstances. :
It provides that when any local legislature|

H

withdraws from the .minority the rights |

which are guaranteed by the constitution:

and by the laws of the country, themn, and

not till them is this Government clothed

with power to interfere in the slightest de-!

gree. Why, Sir, when the time caine that
the highest tribunal in the Empire declared
that this .condition of things existed, when
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Couneil
gave their judgment that the rights and!

privileges enjoyed under the law and the |

constitution of the. country by the minerity
in Manitoba had beem invaded, and that a
grievance existeﬁ and that the time had
come when the appeal justly lay to the
Government
wrong ; then, acting mxder that autheority
the Government of my predecessor. Sir Mac
kenzic Bowell, addresesd 2 Remedial Order
which was strictly in conformity with the

of Canada to redress that

ernment declares it has taken with regard
to this question.

I have another objection to make to &
. statement in the Address, and I am beld
cnouzh to challenge the accuracy of that
statement. The hope is expressed that :

It will prove to be the beginning of a new era
to be characterized by generous treatment of one
; another.

Sir, upon what grounds are these words
put into the mouth of His Excellency the
Governor General ? Where is the authority
for declaring that the conditions existing
in this country were such. that there was
room for hope for a mew era of peace and
happiness between the two great nationali-
ties of this Dominion ? I say, Sir, there is
rot a couniry on the face of the globe in
which the peoples of two great nationali-
ties living side by side, have lived in greater
mutual respect and enjoyment of each
other’s society than has existed between the

- English and French people of Canada down
to the present hour.

Whatever question
! may bhave arisen to produce a certain
amount of feeling, it is nevertheless a fact
known and recognized, and it is a fact
greatly to the honour and credit of both

our French and English people, that cordial

and genuine good feeling and friendly inter-
course has never been disturbed for a single
mement.

I shall now take the opportunity of draw-

ing the attention of the House briefly to the

resition which in my  judgment this ques-
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tion occupies. and I am compelled to do
that because the position of myself and my
friends, the position of the great party to
which I have the honour to belong. has
been greatly misrepresented in reference to
this matter. I find. in a speech delivered
by the hon. the First Minister in the county
of Wright a few days ago, the following
statement :— ,

He denied that under the Remedial Bill the
minority - would have secured their rights, and
challenged any Conservative to prove that they
would have got as much as under the present
settlement. :

I will ask the House to pardon me while I
draw its attention to what I regard as the
historical position of this question so far
as regards the efforts made by the late
Government and by the present Govern-
ment. I shall first draw attention to what
the Remedial Bill provided as submitted to
the House by myself as & member of the
Government of Sir Mackenzie Bowell :

The Remedial Biil proposed to constitute a se-
parate school board of education for the province,
to beé composed of a number of persons, not ex-
ceeding nine, all Roman Catholics. This board
was to have control of the separate schools, and
among other things, te select the books, maps
and globes, to appoint a Roman Catholic speak-
ing both French and English as superintendent
¢f separate schools.

My hon. friend will admit that no such pro-
visions are to be found in the measure
which he has referred as giving more than
the Remedial Bill gave. Section 4, subsec-
tion C, after amendment in committee reads
as follews :—

To select all the books, maps and globes to be
used in the schools under its control ; pro-
vided, however, that no book, map or globe other
than books in history, morals or religion, shall
be selected unless such books, map or globe has
been authorized for use either in high or public
schools of the province of Manitoba, or is now

or hereafter shall be in use in any of the public

or separate schools of any province of the Do-
minion, or booke published in any country.

1 ask my hon. friend if he can find in the

measure to which he has referred any pro-

vision giving that security to the religious
convictions of the minority in Manitoba.
The history of this clause is as follows, so

far as it provides for bi-lingual teaching.
McCarthy proposed the following

Mr. Mcf
amendment :—

Thé.t; in districts where any large number of

the pupiis attending separate schools do not un-

derstand English, but speak French, or a foreign
tongue, the books and maps shall, as far as prac-

ticable, be bi-lingual in the English or Frenck or
fcreign language spoken by the pupils, with the

‘object of teaching the Engiish language in the

most effective way. o
The clause carried as above was deemed to

embrace the scope of Mr. McCarthy’s

amendment, and when read Mr. Choquette

said : 1 think that is fair”’ Clause 4, sub-
-section C, was Mr. Powell’'s amendment up

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

tto the last six words. Mr. Langelier pro-
posed these words: “Or boeks published
in any country.” ‘The object of this I may
' say,” he added, “is to give full power te the
board to select any books they think pro-
per.” This proposal was accepted. Pro-
vision was made by this Bill so that on a
petition of at least five heads of families in
municipalities representing at least ten
Roman Catholic children of school age. a
i school district could be established. Pro-
i vision was made also for the establishment
iof school districts in cities and towns or
| where there was no municipal organization.
'The Remedial Bill made further provision
for the assessment of Roman Catholic rate-
payers and their property who did not pre-
fer the provincial system and exempted the
persons and property from taxation for pro-
vincial schools of those who coniributed to
the support of separate schools. The hen.
Premier, concerning this measure, said be-
fore the last general elections :

God help my poor fellow-countrymen and co-
religionists of Manitoba, if all the help they are
going to have is what the hon. gentleman and
his foliowers are prepared to give them. I pity
my poor fellow-countrymen of Manitoba or any-
where else, if they expect any justice from the
hon. gentleman.

And again :

What is before the House?
faint measure.
A measure of compromise, and nothing else.

During the consideration of this measure by
the House of Commons, the commissioners
appointed by the Dominion Government
conferred with the Government of Mani-
toba. Speaking at the Club National Ban-
quet at the Windsor Hotel, Montreal, in De-
cember, 1896, the hon. Premier pretended to
state the position of the settlement by way
of comparison. Referring to the proposal of
Sird Mackenzie Bowell’'s Government, he
said :

A half-hearted and

Here is the proposition made by the commis-
sioners of the Dominion Government :.*‘ In towns
and villages where there are 25 Catholic children
in a schooi, and ia cities where there are 50, the
school commissioners will be obliged to furnish
a separzte school or a separate apartment and
a Catholic teacher.” ‘

The actual terms of the commissioners
were very different. They suggested that
‘the Manitoba legislature should provide in
towns and villages where there were resi-
dent twenty-five Roman Catholic ckildren of
school age and In cities where there were
fitty of such children for the establishment
of a school house or schoel room where they
should be taught by a Roman Catholic
‘teacher. Where the majority of the school
children were Catholics the requirements
for religious exercises should not operate.
‘That the text-books in Catholic schools
should not offend the religions views of the
Catholics. That Catholics should have re-
presentation on the Advisory Board of the
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province as welt as on the Beard of Exami-
ners for the examination of teachers. That
Catholics should have assistance ®%n the
maintenance of a Normal School. That the
existing system of permitting a non-quali-
fied teacher in the Catholic schools should
be continued for two years so as to enable
them to qualify. The Minute of the Privy
Council. 27th March, 1898, which empower-
ed the commissioners, provided that the set-
tlement should be:
shall be satisfactory to the said minority.”
What did Mr. Sifton consider this proposal
involved ? The reply of the Manitoba Gov-
ernment, signed by him, will tell us. Among
their grounds for refusal it was said that
tne proposal “ Would establish a system of
state-supported separate schools for the
Roman Cathelic people, and would compel
their support bv the school taxes and legis-
lative grants.” XNot only so, but the whole
school orgamzatwn—-text-book regulations,
constitution of Advisory Board. Board of

“On such terms as!

Exantiners and Normal School—would be :

modified to bring it in accord with the

separation principle. The organization of';

the separate school would be compulsory.
The plan “ Would impair the efficiency of :

the publie schools.”
- the

proposal to assist a separate Normal School,
“Would be absolutely unjustifiable.”

It was also argued that :

legislature would be divested of the | the principle of mnational schools.

s s " peated d d for separate schools h
control of the schools S0 far as religious : heay rejooted.  The comduct, manasement, tepe.

exercises and teaching were concerned. The ' jation and control of the public school system
: remain substantially unaltered.

In:

posing of that point, I may just draw atten-
tion of M:. Sifton’s address as it appears
in the * Gazette” of December 3. Mr.

! Sifton said :

The long-pending dispute between the fed-
eral and the provincial authorities over what is
popularly known as the school question, has now
been happily terminated by a final settlement.

That is not what I understand a number
of the friends of the hon. Premier and of
lils supporters who sit behind him think on
ihat question. 1 observe that reference
hias been made by the hon. seconder of this
Address to the statement that Bonaventure
hed gziven its decision in favour of this
settlement, but I think it wii be found that

: the hon. member who has been returned

from Bonaventure has stated in the most
emphatic terms that he did not regard this
question as finally settled but would en-
deavour to get more justice for his fellow-
countryinen.

In the address of Mr. Sifton to his elec-

‘ters of Brandon, which therefore is au-
thentie, he said :
The terms of the settlement will, upsn ex-

the future discussion of the answer of the !
' sent proposition formerly made by the govern-

Alanitoba Government, the Government of
that province claimed that the proposition

the legal recognition by the legislature of
Manitoba of the right of the Roman Catho-

declaration of policy preceding our last elec-
tion from assenting to such statutory re-
cognition.” It appears also that any settle-
ment between the Government c¢f the Do-

minion and that of Manitoba must, by the !

! ment of

P . s :  sioners at the conference held in the city of
of the Dominion Commissioners * Aimed at " Winnipeg early in the present year. In the plan

amination, be found to be in strict accord with
The oft-re-

management, regu-
The settlement
amounts simply to a provision for more efficient
religious imstruction upon the lines of the pre-

the province to the federal commis-

 adopted for imparting such instruction, all de-
. nominations are placed upon an equal footing.

lic pecple to separate for school purposes.”
* We regard ourselves as precluded by our:

very terms of your instructions, be subject !

to the sanction of a third party. “In a
word, we are absolutely debarred from con-
ceding a system of Roman Catholic and
state-aided separate schools while the re-
presentatives of the minority, and, as 8 con-
sequence, the Federal Government will
accept nothing else.” The wmemorandum
containing this statement was signed by
Clifford Sifton and J. D. Caineron. The
hon. Premier econtinued :

Yet, after we have accepted from the provincial
government of Maniteba much more than the

commissioners of the late Government asked last |

spring, we are none the less denouced, in the
name of religion, as traitors to our race and
ereed.

Will the hon. Minister of the Interior agree
to that statement ? Will he say that the
hon. Premier has obtained more than was:
proposed by the commissioners sent by the-
Tate Govemment ? For the purpose of dis-

That is the view which Mr. Sifton held on
this matter. I may say that, in intro-
ducing this Bill in the Manitoba legisla-
ture, Mr. Camercn, the Attorney General.
seemed to differ in a very striking manner
fiom the views announced by the hon. First
Minister, on varioas occasions. as to what
this settlement had accomplished. Mr.
Cameren said :

He wished to deal with a particular charge. It
was siated that the government kad dealt per-

. idiously, a8 the settlement was substantially the

same as the offer of the Dominion commission-
ers a year before. If such were really the case,
the provincial government wouid have been
guilty and susceptible of condemnaticn. But
such was not the case. He referred to the offer
of the Dominion commissioners to prove this.
The first clause of that offer was compulsory :
that, without consulting the wishes of anyone,
as soon as there were sufficient Roman Catholic
children, there must be a separate school whick
shouid be taught by a Roman Catholic teacher.
The Domin!on commissioners further asked for

| separate text-books, statutory representation on

the advisory board and a separate normel school,
none of which things were to be found in tha
settlement. Thus there was no. resemblance be-
tween the offer of the Dominfon Commigsioners
and the Bill betore the House to-day.
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I draw the hon. First Minister’s attention
to the fact that he claims to have done a
great deal more than was proposed either
by the Remedial Bill or the commissioners
who were sent by the Government of Sir
Mackenzie Bowell to Winnipeg, and that he
is in direct antagonism with the hon. Min-
ister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton), who con-
troverts this view in the strongest posibie
manner, and also with the Attorney General
of Manitoba (Mr. Cameron) who introduced
the Bill in the Manitoba legislature.

I pass on as rapidly as I can and am onty
taking the time I consider absoclutely neces-
sary. As this is perhaps the oniy oppor-
tunity that may be presented for discussing
the question, I feel it due to its importance
and the share which the late Government,
of which I was the head, had in it, to put
the facts, as I think. more correctly upon
record than they would stand if the state-
ment of the hon. First Minister were al-
lowed to go unchallenged.

Comparing the hon. Premier’s statement;
at Montreal with the Bill recently intro-;
duced by the Manitoba Government in pur-|
suance of the settlement, I find very strik- |
ing contradictions. The hon. gentleman§
said :

Wherever there are ten Catheolic children, it
will be permitted to priests to enter the school
at half-past three o’clock in the afternoon and
give religious teaching.

In every municipality where there are 25 child-
ren belongirg to the Catholic Church, and in
every town and municipality where there are 50
children belonging to that church, the commis-
sioners will be obliged, on the petition of the

parents, to provide a Catholic teacher, not only |

to teach religion, but secular matters, such as
arithmetic and grammar, as well.

Contrast the Bill itself with the descrip-
tion which the hon. First Minister has giveu
of it, and which I am afraid he must have
given after a very careless perusal of that
measute. The Bill itself says:

Religious teaching in public schools is to take
place between 2.30 and 4 o’clock in the afternoon,
and is to be conducted ‘ by any Christian clergy-
man whose charge includes any portion of the
school district, or by any person duly authorized
by such clergyman, or by a teacher, when 8o su-
thorized,” but this religious teaching may take
place only ,

(2) When authorized by school trustees, or

(b) When the parents of at least ten children
attending the school in the case of a rural district,
cr by parents of at least 25 children attending,
the school inthe case of & city, town or village..

- One duly-certificated Roman Catholic teacher
is to be employed in any village or rural district
~where the average attendance in any school of

Roman Catholic children is 25, and cne duly-
certificated Roman Catholic teacher in towns and
cities. where the average attendance is 49.

‘The hoe. Premier took care not to mention
other provisions of the settiement which
- practically compel the children to study
text-books, history, &ec., which are objec-
tionable to Roman Catholics, for it is to be
enacted that * No separation shall take

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

p]ape during secular work,” and no pro-
v.isxon J4s made for meeting the conscien-
tious scruples of Roman Catholics in any
other matter than purely religious teaching.

The settlement contained in the Manitoba
Bill of 1897, involves therefore the follow-
ing :— i

Roman Catholics to obtain advantage of
the right to have either religious exercises
or religious teaching must attend the
schools as conducted under existing laws
obnoxious t0 their consciences and in de-
rogation of their rights. But when, and
only when, an average attendance at a par-
ticular school in town or country reaches
a certain figure, they may have a Roman
Catholic teacher and a Roman Catholic
priest to give religious exercises.

The teacher must be tully qualified under
the general law, and must teach from the
very text-books to which earnest conscien-
}ions objections are made by Roman Catho-
ies.

Outside of Winnipeg and large towns,
therefore, the *“‘average attendance” ren-
ders the Bill practically inoperative. For
the children must gather from far and wide
and make a record of attendance at the
saiue school, under the existing system
before their parents or gusrdians can ob-
tain for them the right to have the relig-
ious teaching between 3.30 and 4 o'clock
each day or to have a Roman Catholic
teacher teach from Protestant school-
books.

Nevertheless the hon. Premier, speaking
in Hull on March 16th, said :

Taking up the Remedial Bill, he denied that

‘under it the minority would have secured their

rights, and challenged any Conservative to prove
that they would have got as much as under the
present settlement. In order to have separate
schools, three things were necessary : distinct
organization, legislative grants and exemption
from taxation. The Remedial Bill only gave the
first ; the present settlement gave all three.

"The Remedial Bill secured separate schools
and provided for the- creation of a Roman
Catholic board of control and the teaching
of their own language and their own selec-
tion of text-beoks, &ec.

Five Roman Catholic heads of famiiies

could have a school district established or

allowed so long as there were ten Roman
Catholic children of school age living with-
in the distriet or proposed district not over
three miles from the proposed school site.

Yet the hom. Premier says the Remedial
Bill gave no organization. Section 28, sub-
section 2, of the Remedial Bill, provided as
foilows :—

No Roman Catholic who is assessed for the
support of a separate school shall be liable to be
assessed, taxed or required in any way to con-
‘tribute for the erection, maintenance or support
of any other school, whether by provincial law
or otherwise ; nor shall any of his property in.
‘respect of which he shall have been so assessed,.
be so liable.
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Yet the hon. First Minister says the Bill of Wright in Hull, the hon. gentleman made
gave no exemption from taxation. The pre-: the f(»llmvmn' coufession :—
sent settlement gave, he says, organization,

legislative grants, and exemption from taxa-

¢

is a burlesque, I humbly submiit, on the Bill:

of the Manitoba Government. The hon.
Premier said in Huil on March 16th :

When he entered office, he entered into negoti-

guage.
now be taught in the schools of Manitoba.
you satisfied 2 (Cries of “ Yes,
pealed to the good sense of all reasonable men,
if this was not a satisfactory settlement.
othe two languages taught in all the schools.

I know I have not got as much as I wanted,

" but I have got as much as I could.
tion, and, therefore, separate schools. This: &

Does he mean to say that he wanted more
than men in honour could give ? He .would

“hardly like to take that position, and yet
~thats is the conclusion at which one must

4

speak French because it is the language of my

mother, of the historic nation from which I have

the language- of business.
will enable the children of Manitoha to earn their
living as they could not otherwise do.

It was a misstatement, the hon. gentleman

will permit me to say. to say that the
the schools,” as intended in the above, when
all that the BRill provides. is that when
there are ten pupils whese meother tongue
is French the bi-lingual system of teaching

shall prevail.

hon. Premier, is, in my opinion, absurd.

§of the counsel for
sprung, but I also speak English because it is:

i VA l‘

This double teaching !

in ~3 Vo At i akes . @ -
ations with the Government of Manitoba and ob-! evitably arrive if he takes the hon. gen
tained from them concessions which gave the|
French Catholics of Manitoba religious teaching !
in their schools and the protection of their lan-; Hull :
As a result. the French language will:
Are ;
yes.””) He ap-|

The ** Star”
Premier at

tleman’'s statements as made.
continues, in reporting the hon.

Armmidst loud applause, Mr. Laurier quoted Hon.
Edward Blake’s opinion that the settlement was
far more advantagcous to the minority than any

. Remedial Bill that Parliament could pass.
I'want:
1i The

this is in the
was the opinion
the minority. But
Blake’'s fee was long since earned.
and he is in a pmmon to give either legal
or political opinions new  irrvespective of
his old clients. If his opinion is examined.
it wil} be found that Mr. Blake writes as a

force of
this

whole
suggastion that

o g ilawyer on a question not now in dispute. re-
French language * will now be taught inall.

specting the legal effect of the decision of
the Privy Council and the powers of the
Governor in Counecil. He traces the his-

~tory of this dispute till it becomes (atter

But, this aside. the pretense -
that this is a concession obtained by ﬂi‘i _relied on from Mr. Blake's opinion is in no

is a proposal of Mr. MceCarthy. as a matter -

of fact, and was accepted by the late Gov-

i any

ernment and made a part of the Remedial-

Bill. It is

in tlle interesis of Protestants:

as well as of Catholics, and this principle.

generally obiains the world over to-day.
And yet the hon. gentleman, at Hull. took

judgment, Order in Council and Remedial
Bilh, a political question. The passage

sense stronger than language used by other
leaders of the Liberal party, nor are they
sense supperted by the Catholic min-
erity of Manitoba, certainly not those con-
sregated in the district of 3t. Boniface. But
it is jmportant to observe that this opinion

.refuates to the pelitical phase of the qgues-

credit for having himself been the author
; - Mauitoba legislature does not restore any
deal of enthusiasm, and I Lhave no doubt ob-
tained a large amount of support from this:

and orginator of the idea. and excited a good

very delusive statement.
in addressing the House in August. 1806.
said

The hon. Premier: tje

tivl. I draw the attention of the First
Minister to the faet that the aet of the

of the privileges that were taken away.
This question arose from the decision of
Privy Council that the rights of the

' minority in Manitoba had been taken asvay,
and that the duty of restoring them de-

|
I have every reasen to hope. every reason to;

believe. that, :
bles, this question will have been settled satis-
factorily to all parties concerned.

And at Quebec in October, 1896, the hon.
gentleman said :

I have only one word to say. During the fight
I have often declared that, with the aid of Sir

Oliver Mowat, I would settle that qlestion in six |

months. I am not in a position to-night to dis-
cuss our recent arrangement. But I am happy
to say that now, before six months, it will be
settled by giving to the Catholics rights of con-
science, and those who believe in religion in
schools, will be satisfled. We obtained from the
delegates of Manitoba all the concessions which
juen in honour could make.

I draw the attention of the hon. Minister to
this statement that he had obtained all the
. concessions that men in honour could make.
And yet when face to face with the electors

2

when again this Parliament assem-:

volved upon the Government of Canada.
The hon. the Premier hoasts of the settle-
ment he has effected. but 1 ask him to read

‘the judgment of the Judicial Committee,

'support of Catholic schools.

and. for the purpose of refreshing his mem-
mory, I will quote a single clause of it
which deals with the subject :

Conirast the position of the Roman Catholics
prior and subsequent to the Acts from which
they appeal. Before these passed into law there
existed denominational schools, of which the
control and maunagement were in the hanis cf
®oman Catholics, who could select the bouks to
be used and determine the character of the re-
ligious teaching. These schools received their
proportionate share of the money contributed for
school purposes out of the general taxation of
the province, and the money raised for these
purposes by a local assessment was, so far as it
fell upon Catholics, applied only towards the
What is the posi-
tion of the Roman Catholic minority under the

REVISED EDITION.
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Acts of 1890 ? Schools of their own denemina-
tion, conducted according to their views, will
reeeive no aid from the state. They must de-
pend entirely for their support upon the con-
tribution of the Roman Catholic community,
while the taxes out of which state aid is granted
to the schools provided for by the Statutes, fall
alike on Catholics and Protestants. Moreover,
while the Catholic inhabitants remain liable to

local assessments for school purposes, the€ pro- .

ceeds of that assessment are no longer destined
to any extent for the support of Catholic schools,
but afford the means of maintaining schools
which they regard as no more suitable for the
education of Catholic children than if they were
distinctively Protestant in their character.

The hon. gentleman boasts of the settle-
ment he has effected, and of the Bill which
has been passed. Yet I ask him to state
one single privilege, one single right, taken

away from the Roman Catholics of Manito- |
ba by the Bill of 1890 which they will enjoy |

under this Bill. I know of none. I haveread
the Bill carefully and I have been unable to
find one single privilege that was taken away
from them that has been restored by the
Bill of which the hon. gentleman seems so

proud, and which it seems almost a breach |

of the constitution to mention in the Speech
from the Throne as a settlement. The
minority did not ask for what is conceded,
and declares that it will not accept it.
There has been no petition sent in, no ap-
plication made by the minority or by any-
body representing them, even down to this
very hour, that asks for one single thing
that has been given by the Remedial Bill,
as it is called, of Manitoba. Yet the hon.
gentleman boasts of it as a very great
achievement. 1 remember the non. member
for St. John and Iberville (Mr. Tarte), when
he rewurned from Manitoba, where, 1 be-
lieve, he had a very conspicucus part in
effecting this arrangement, boasted that
even under the very shadow of the Palace
at St. Boniface, this arrangement, whiclh
had boen made by his Government would
be ratified by the people. He did did not
expect that the Archbishop would concur,
but he saidl that the Freneh people whose
interexts were at stake. would be found to
concur in it Well, S8ir. there has been
an opportunity to test the correciness of
that propheey, and it certainly has not stood

the test. You have the unanimous declara-

tion of the electorate of St. Boniface in op-
position to this moasure.
greunds for that statement. A gentleman
was brought forward whe stood on the
piatform of opposition for the legislafure of
Manitoba, and he was opposed by Mr. Ber-
trand, a gentleman brought forward by tie
Government of Manitocba., and supported
with all the infiuence that Government
could give him, in opposition to the

gentleman so nominated. And. Sir,
what happened ? Why. not only was
the person opposed to the Manitoba

Government elected by a large majority.
but, during the contest their own candidate

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

I give you my

|

| came out and placarded the district with
ideclarations that he had never been in
| favour of this settlement. I have only to
add that not only iwas the hon. member for
| Iberville (Mr. Tarte) a little mistaken in
rassuming that it was going to be ratified
'by the people who were interested, but I
thave given the unanimous declaration that
i this settlement is entirely opposed to their
wishes and feelings. But I wish to draw
the attention of the First Minister, and of
other hon. gentlemen in this House who
have never sympathized with the claim of
the Roman Catholic minority in Manitobha,
to a very important feature of this measure.
While this Bill gives mnothing that the
Roman Catholic minority were deprived of,
while this Bill gives nothing that was ask-
“ed for by them, it'does give them a numbey

i of things that were not asked for. and that
are outside of anything that the Roman
Catholics enjoyed in the province of Mani-
toba up to the time of the passage of the
Act of 1890. I draw the attention of the
House to the fact that just as the minority
| were able to go to the highest tribunal in
the Empire and get the legislation of 1890
condemned, and obtain the declaration that
it had taken away rights which belonged
to the minority, so now the moment this
Bill becomes law you are going to have a
number of new and additional claims that
were not enjoyed by the Roman Catholics
previous to 1890 ; you are going to have
those put upon the Statute-book of Mani-
toba ; and as soon as that Bill becomes law
the minority can go to the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council and claim that
their rights have been extended to the ex-
tent, whatever it may be, of any privileges
that may be conceded. The hon. gentleman
smiles, because he thinks that one part of
my argument somewhat antagonizes the
other ; but that is takiag too superficial a
view of the question. What the Roman
Catholic minority in Manitoba claimed was,
that the rights they enjoyed under the law
of 1890 were not restored to them, you have
not given them anything that they claimed,
you have not restored to them a single right
that was taken away from them, according
to the decision of the Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council. But you Lave created
new and additional rights outside of those,
so that they are in a position not only to
reject any settlement, not only to fall back
upon the claim given them under that
judgment of the Privy Council as their
right, but they are in a position to add “to
that these new things you have put on the
Statute-book, under the Manitoba Act which
says that any concession made by the local
legislature to a minority can never be with-
drawn. They are in a position to press for
these in addition to all there was before.
Now, Sir, 1 have very little more to add
upon this question. No perscn would re-
joice more sincerely than myself if this
question were settled once and for ever. No
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person would be more delighted than my-
self if the First Minister had been able to
effect a settlement of this question that
would be regarded as a just, fair and hon-
ourable settlement of the claim that, under

the law and constitution of the country. as;

declared by the highest tribunal in the Em-
pire, these people were entitled to. But,
Sir, that is not the case, as I have shown.
A settlement that does not give substantial

justice, that does nct meet the case, in my '

judgment ought not to be dignified by the
name of a settlement.- It may be forced
upon the minority, they may be weak, they

. may be unable to resist, and a variety of |
causes may be brought into operation th:}t
prevent them from obtaining their:

will
rights. But I am now speaking upon the
position of the question in the abstract.
My predecessor, Sir Mackenzie Bowell, when
this judgment of the Judicial Committee of

the Privy Council was given, felt bound to

bring forward a measure that was, in his

judgment, calculated to carry out what the
law and constitution of the country demand-
ed, as declared by the highest tribunal in:
the Empire. I need not remind the House -
that, as representing the Government in this :
branch of the legislature, I submitted a Bill:
for that purpose. I need not remind the:
House that there was no effort I could make :
tkat was not made, that I put forth the
most strenuous efforts possible, not only on .
the fioor of this House, but with members :
of the party. individually as well as collec- .

tively, for the purpose of carrying that mea-

sure to a successful conclusion. The First:
Minister knows that the measure was not

defeated for the want of a majority in this

House, for we had an overwhelming ma-:

jority ready to carry it. The hon. gentle-
man knows that the great body of his sup-
porters left hin on that occasion, and again
and again their names are found on the
Journals in opposition te the hon. gentle-
man, and are recorded as opposed to the
obstruction by which that Bill was prevent-
ed from becoming law. As I say. when I
was called upon to form an Administration,
believing as I did, whether rightly or wrong-
ly. according to the best light and informa-
tion I possessed, that a wrong had been

done to the minority of Manitoba. and that
the Government of the country were bound :
to right that wrong in accordance with the .

provisions of the constitution, I went boldly

to the country and, notwithstanding the

great cleavage, that great division, in the

party with which I had the honour to be:

connected. notwithstanding all the clamour,
and agitation, and prejudice that were incit-
ed throughout the country on this question,
in the faithful discharge of what 1 conceived
to be my duty, I went forward and staked
the existence of my Government upon that
measure. Well, Sir, as the hon. gentleman
knows, T failed, and the hon. gentleman
knows how I failed. He knows that the
language which he held, standing on this

2%

I ] ,
| side of the House as leader of the Opposi-
| tion, directed to the Protestant portion of

‘ the community of this country, was entirely
. at variance with the language which he
‘held when he came face to face with his
i own constituents in St. Rochs at Quebec ;
and the hon. gentleman knows that he there
; committed himself to the unqualified decla-
; ration that if he obtained power he would
g0 further than I had gone. The hon. gen-
tleman knows that he declared that if Lie
: failed in obtaining by conciliation the pas-
i sage of a measure by the Manitoba legisia-
; ture that would do full justice to his fellow-
countrymen, he would fall back upon the
law and the constitution, and give them
their rights in their entirety. The language
:is fresh in the hon. gentlemar’s mind, as well
. as in my own, but lest he might think that I
ram giving, perhaps, a strong colouring to
: the attitude he assumed on that question, I
~will give him the opinion and declaration
: publicly made during the campaign, at a
meeting at Brockville, by the hon. member
for North Simecoe (Mr. McCarthy). Speak-
ing of the then leader of the Opposition (Mr.
Laurier), he said : -

He, too, is a coercionist in the last resort.
He has said that the touch should be gentle but
the hand firm. He has said, in effect, that if
separate schools are not restored by provincial
action, they must be re-established by federal
.ccercion. And I am more alarmed for Mr.
Laurier’s position because of the Mowat alliance.
That alliance, the speech of Mr. Ross at Orange-
: ville, the speeches of Mr. Laurier himself, all
: point in one direction—if the Liberals come into
prower an attempt is to be made to conciliate
Manitoba in the first instance, and if thati effort
. fails, as fail it must, then the firm hand of co-
ercion is to be applied.

That is the declaration of one of the hon.
- gentleman’s allies, one of his supporters, a
" gentleman who has contributed very largely
. to bringing him into power, and 1 therefore
- take it that his opinion will not be question-
.ed. But whatever means were taken, the
: hon. gentleman knows that the support for
“which I had a right to look, both from a
. public. standpoint and upon the question of
' principle, from the province of Quebec, I
. did not receive. The hon. gentleman is per-
: fectly well aware that the question of rade,
if nothing else, proved stronger than the
question of religion. But -whatever the
cause may be, the fact remains, that the
: efforts made by the Government of Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell. and the efforts made by my-
' self, and by those of the Liberal-Conserva-
: tive party who sustained me on that occa-
; sion, to restore the rights which had been
; tfaken away from the Roman Catholic mi-
. nority of Manitoba, were defeated by the
- votes of the  French Roman Catholics in
i the provinee of Quebeec.

. I do not want to raise any unpleasant
. controversy on this matter, but, without
| going into particulars, I draw attention
| to the fact that a large number of the hon.
| gentleman’s supporters made distinct pled-
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ges in order to place themselves in a posi-| make those exertions that I did make in
tion to bring the hon. gentleman into power.: defending rights, the protection of which
I ask the hon. gentleman if those pledgebz under the constitution now rests upon the
have been redeemed. Has the pledge made | shoulders of the hon. gentleman who sits
by the hon. Solicitor General, made in the opposite. I regret, Mr. Speaker, having
most solemn manner that a man eould been obliged to ‘occupy so much of the time
make a pledge and on a most solemn and of the House in dealing with a question
important question. been redeemed by § with which hon. gentlemen are so familiar,
this settlement, which the hon. gentleman: but I felt it incumbent upon me to do so,
boasts through the Speech from the Throne | under the circumstances, and as this per-
has been made on this question ? The haps might be the only opportunity that
hon. gentleman will not say that the p]edgeﬁ might offer of correcting some misappre-
given by the hon. member for Verchéres' hensions under which hon. gentlemen op-
(Mr. Geoffrion), or by other hon. gentlemen' posite seem to labour as to what is the
to whom it is not necessary more particu-: real position of this question.

larly to refer, made to the people of Quebec.! Sir, I have now great pleasure in passing
in the most clear, strong and unqualified on to the gquestion of the tariff, which is one
manner, that if the hon. gentleman was! of very great interest to the pecple of Can-
brought into power. they would withdraw: ada, and about which expectation is rife at
their support from him if he did mot carry the present moment. I was a little sur-
out faithfully the pledge which the bhon.! prised to find the statement made in the
member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) de-' Speech that:

clared the hon. gentleman had made in| 4 peasure will be submitted to you for the
order to obtain the support of the provinee: revision of the tariff, which is believed will pro-
of Quebec has Deen fulfilled. I am not ' vide the necessary revenue, and, while having
now cecncerned as to how that support was due regard to indusirial interests, will make
obtained. but only as to the result of that our fiscal system more satisfactory to the masses
action. The position now is this. In tha | of the people.

discharge of what I felt to be a solemng Sir, I feel as one of those who teok an
duty that I owed to my country, in the active part in the promulgation of the XNa-
discharge of what I believed to be a duty | tional Policy, as one who has been a firne
I owed to maintain the constitution of the: supporter of it from that time until now.
country so far as I was able, 1, in the most: that it never occupied a prouder or more
open manner, notwithstanding the antago-:triumphant position than it occupies to-day.
nism of a large number of my hon. friends. The hon. gentleman who moved the Address
for whose views I entertained the greatest' (Mr. Russell) referred to the deficit of $300.-
regard. and whose opposition I knew was as: 000 on 1st July, 1896. But I call the atten-
ccmsexentxouq as was my view in maintain-  tion of the House to the fact that tue
ing the opinions I did—I at very great risk ; general election was quite suflicient to ac-
as a public man, went forward to vindicate : count for that deficiency, that the very un-
what I believed to be demanded in com-: certainty created in the minds of the com-
mon justice by the minority under the mercial men of the country as to what
constitution, and I was defeated, and de- might be the result of the election was
feated by the votes of the Roman Catholie - sufficient to account for the deficit. Every
electors of the province of Quebec. Under person knows that the bare possibility of a
these circumstances I do not for a single party coming into power which was pledgeii
moment hesitate to say that while my in the most solemn manner to uproot every
views remain unchanged, the responsibility . vestige of protection and adopt a policy
which rested on the shoulders of Sir Mac-: of free trade in this country, was enough
knzie Bowell as leader of the Government,: to create sufficient commercial disturbance
and which subsequently rested on my. to account for that deficit. But I have no
shoulders of dealing with this question as: hesitation in saying that the year 1896,
properly became the Government of Can-: when the National Policy had been eighteen
ada, now I am happy to say rests on the years in existence, was the most successful
shoulders of the hon. gentleman opposite.: vear that Canada has experienced, the fact
I say more, if the hon. gentleman and his| that the exports, that valuable indication
friends can reconcile those most interested as to what this country is able to export,
in this question to their position and secur2 reached a figure never previously attained
their consent to the manner in which they: was in itself sufficient tribute as to what
bave disposed of the question, then I have! the Nstional Policy had done for this coun-
- not a word to say. No person will be more try and what has been achieved under it.
delighted to find it removed from Parlia-! Not only so, but the volume of trade in-
ment once and for ever. I am glad that creased in that year by no less than §15,
the responsibility no longer rests on my | 000,000. So if there was ever a time when
shoulders. and freed from the responsibility | a satisfactory financial and commercial con-
‘of Government, while my views remain un-|dition of the country was shown, it was
changed and my personal opinions will be|during that year, as established by statis- -
always maintained, I shall not feel it in the|ties in relation to the operation of the taritf
future as in the past incumbent on me to|and the fiscal peolicy of Canada.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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But, from that time, it will be seen
that a very unfortunate chaage has been
taking place. Everything bas been in
favour of the progress of the country, and
everything has been in favour of the Gov-
ernment so far as it represeuts the coun-
try. We know that owing to an unbhappy
visitation of Providence in India, the price
of wheat has greatly increased and the far-
mers of Manitoba and the North-west have
been placed in a position of prosperity that
they have not enjoyed for many years. Every
rerson knows that the European lumber
trade has not been for many years in such
a prospercus condition as during the past
season. I need not tell what the mineral
development of Canada has accomplished.
I dare say some oi you remember that
when on the floor of this House, I was ad-
vocating the construction of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. 1 veuntured to predict that
the asdvent of that road in piercing the
Rocky Mountains and giving our Pacifie
province communication with the rest of
Canada, would develop a mineral wealth:
which in a few years. would render com- |
paratively insignificant any expendlture that |
the Government undertook in constructing :
that road. That development has pexhaps
come more slowly than many of us hoped, |
but it has come at last, and now we find
the mineral resources of British Columbia
attracting the attention of the civilized !
world. Every country on the globe is now |

of the House at great length, but I
must refer briefiy to the proposal with
reference to the franchise. I need not say
how deeply I regret to learn that the Govy-
ernment of this country promises to pass
a law which will place the Parliament of
Canada in the most humiliating position
that any parliament of a civilized country
was ever placed in. Sir, that indefeasible
right that the members of a great legisla-
ture like that of the Doninion of Canada

have, the right to provide an electoral Act
whieh will return to this House men on &
uniform franchise ; that right is to be swept
‘awav, and we are to have it placed in the
power of half a dozen local legislatures to
tamper with the franchise of the Dominion.
Is the word * tampered ” too strong ? Why,
Sir, I have in my mind’s eve a fact that
is known to the Minister of Finance (Mr

Fielding), with reference to the manner in
twhich the Nova Scotia legislature acted in
iconnection with the franchise. Why, Sir,
before we had a Dominion Franchise
avowefll,y and ostensibly a change was made
iin the loecal franchise so as to affect the
representation of this Dominion Parliament,
‘and the law embodying that change was re-
i pealed before the local elections came on.
You propose to adopt the franchises of the

_varmus provinces, and under such a system
' what may occur ?

Suppose that this Par-
liameut is nearing the end of its term and
i elections are about to take place, you put

directing its attention, with the keenest in- f it in the power of the provincial legisla-
terest, to the development of the boundless i tures throughout this country to sit down

mineral resources of British Columbia. Wef;
interest of the party to which they belong,

know that from the Yukon country come !

marvellous stories of the discovery of
gold, and all through that province; in
Alberni, through the Xootenay, the Slo-

can and the Rossland and Rainy River
districts, vast deposits of rich mineral-
bearing ore are being developed. TUnder
these circumstances, [ have no hesitation in
saying
Canada to-day should be the most prosper-
ous in the history of our country.
what has prevented us reaping the benefit

of all those great advantages which 1 have |

enumerated ? What has deprived usg of the
advantages of these great sources of wealth
and of the circulation of the money thus
trought into this country ? Why, Sir, if the
First Minister will turn to the columns of

the “Globe” he will find there a doleful

communication from its Montreal corre-
spondent saying that 400 men are turned out
of employment because the reolling mills
have been shut down until they know what
the tariff it to be. This is only a single in-
stance of what is taking place throughout

Canada, and of what has produced a com-

mercial and financial paralysis that has
more than discounted all these marvellous
advantages which the country has enjoyed
in connection with those other resources
to which I have referred.

-1 do mnot wish to occupy the time

*rranchiae will be one that

that the commercial condition of

But

and manufacture a law that will be in the

: and without having any guarantee that that
they will use
for elections tc their own House. It is
possible that such a thing may occur as
'did occur in the province of Nova Scotia,
when they passed an Act for the Dominion
elections, and when the Dominion elections
were over, they repealed that franchise Act
and let the franchise remain as it was pre-
viously. I need not waste the time of hon.
gentieman in showing that a measure of
that kind wmust, in the nature of things,
lower the dignity of this Parliament. In-
stead of each member of this House feeling
as he now feels, that he sits here under
the same rights as his brother member, oue
representative of the people will take a seat
in this Parliament under one franchise, and
another member of this House will sit
under a franchise entirely different. While
I would be glad to see some means pro-
vided to avoid the large expense that is

| necessarily attendant upon the Franchise

Act as it exists, I feel that it is a yery
retrograde position for this Parliament to
‘abandon the control of its own franchise,
and delegate it to. people who may be sit-
ting thousands of miles away, the power
to control the franchise under which mem-

bers to this Parliament should be elected. - -

Now, Sir, it gives me immense sstisfac-
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tion to have an opportunity of approving
of any proposzl of my hon. friend. I ex-
press the pleasure with which I find that
the present. Minister of Agriculture (Mr.
Fisher) has, I have no hesitation in saying,
devoted a great deal of time and a great
deal of ability, and a great deal of energy,
in the most eifective manner to carry out
one of the greatest industries that this coun-
try possesses. 1 feel, Sir, that I am only
doing justice to that hon. gentleman (Mr.
Fisher) in saying tbhat in doing this he has
simply been closely following the course
pursued by his predecessors in office, of the
late Government. I am quite certain that
the Minister of Agriculture will ad-
mit on the floor of this House that
he finds in Mr. Robertson, a gentleman who
was appointed under the late Government,
a zealous and etflicient officer, who is de-
voting his great abilities in the most un-
wearied manner to developing our agricul-
tural industries.

I am delighted to find that the hon. gentle-
man has grappied with this question of cold |
storage and other matters connected with |
his department, with such vigour, and thati

|

the Governirent are making such successful
efforts to carry forward the policy of their |
predecessers. The hon. mover of the Ad-
dress complained that Halifax had not been !
made a winter port for ocean steamers. If
the hon. gentleman will read the few re-;
marks I addressed to the House last session |
on the subject of the Fast Atlantic Service, !
he will find that nothing was left undone
which the late Government could do to ac- |
complish that object; and when we went
out of office, we had already agreed upon a
contract with the Messrs. Allan under which
the ships would have been so constructed
as to provide ample cold storage, so that
the perishable products of this country
might be carried to the markets of England
in the best possible condition, as well as in
the shortest possible time.,

There is another point to which I wish to
make a single reference—a subject which is
a source of just pride and satisfaction to!
every Canadian ; that is, the contribution
that Canada has made to the Indian Famiue
Fund. In this connection, I think the thanks |
of this House and the thanks of every per-!
son in this country are due to the * Star”
newspaper, of Montraal, for the enthusiastic
manner in which it took that matter up and
pressed it from day to day, until to-day
it is able to announce that the “ Star” fund
alone has totalled no less than $50,600. I
say that the proprietor of any newspaper
who will devote his ability and resources
in the manner in which the proprietor of the
“Star” has done, in pushing this important
‘work forward, is deserving of, as he will re-
ceive, the thanks of this House and the
‘thanks of every patriotic person in Canada.
- Now, 8ir, reference is made here to the
Superannuation Act, and the Civil Service

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

Act, and I think it is quite time that we had
a reference made to those Acts. I have no
hesitation in saying, as I have said on
former occasions, that Canada has just
reason to be proud of her civil service, I
do not believe there is any other country
just in the position of Canada—we cannot
of course compare our position with that of
England—I do not believe there is any
other country with a eivil service comn-
posed of gentlemen of greater ability,
industry or devotion to thelr duties.
Therzs may possibly be exceptions here
and there; but, as a& whole. my ex-
rerieace of the civil service of Canada—
and it has been considerable, because I have
held office 'in a good many of the depart-
ments here—has increased my respect for
its ability, industry and high integrity ; and
that service has received at the hands of the
present Government a meost serious, dis-
couraging and damaging blow. If anything
could be done to lower the tone of the ¢lvil
service of this country and to discourage
the persens who are discharging the im-

| portant duties of the service from devoting

their best energy and ability to those duties.

:it is the course which has been pursued by

this Government. Why, Sir, talk of super-

annuation. While superannuation has been
i attacked and reviled by hon. gentlemen op-

posite—and I do not mean to say that it has

rot had its weak points—what do we
isce ? We see what has never been
iseen in this country before—men in

i the prime of life, of high character and of

first-class ability, who occupy the very high-
est positions in the civil service of the
country, obliged to choose between dismissal
and being degraded to subordinate positions.
Nothing that this Government could do has
been left undone to lower the tone of the
civil service of Czanada. You have had
wholesale dismissals without rhyme or
reason, from the humbiest artisan to per-
sons occupying the highest offices. You
have had the nauseating spectacle of the
Government of Canada sending out emis-
saries to search and endeavour to find cause
of complaint against civil servants all over

‘this country—in fact, degrading every civil

servant, whether he was maintained in his
office or dismissed—degrading him in the
estimation of the people where he was situ-
ated, by the very fact that a man of no posi-

' tion and no authority, neither a Mipister

nor the representative of a Minister, was
sent there as a political spy, to find, if pos-
sible, cause for his dismissal. That, in my
Jjudgment, is no way to raise the tome of
the civil service of Canada or to deal with

‘the important question of superannuation,
and I am sure the House will give very care-

ful attention to these questions when they
come before us.

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Chair.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 hope not to
be obliged to trouble the House much longer, .
put I thought I should be consulting the:
convenience of the House and expediting
public business by making a few references:
to matters that seemed to require a certain
amount of notice in the debate on the Ad-
dress, in order that they might be disposed.
of. I am sorry not to see the hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Davies) in his-
place as I wanted to call the attention of
that hon. gentleman to a statement which
bhe made in a meeting a few evenings ago
at Aylmer, in the county of Wright. The
hon. gentleman said there that one of the
greatest surprises which Sir Charles Tupper
and his lieutenant. Mr. Foster, would meet
with would be the sight of a band of poli-
ticians loyally carrying out their promises.
1 perfectly agree with the hon. gentleman,
for there is nothing that would give me
such a tremendous surprise as to see hon.
gentlemen opposite carrying out their pro-
mises. Adding to the hon. gentleman's
statement what no doubt he intended, the
word ** Liberal,” I must say that it is one
which I thoroughly endorse., 1 go further,
and 1 say that the record of the Liberal
party in this country is one of violated pro-
mises. I have a tolerably good memory, and
I am not at this moment able to recollect
one single instance in which they have
carried out their proiises.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurler).
The hon. gentleman has a lively imagmna-
tion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, that is
where I fail. The hon. gentieman entirely
surpasses me in that respect. He has a
brilliant imagination while I am obliged-
to Keep dewn to the dry level of matter of
fact. As reported in the * Citizen,” the
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries said
that the charge was made that the Liberals
had no policy and no intentions. ‘That
statement I also endorse. I plead guilty to
having made that charge myself, and I
now repeat that, so far as my experience
goes, the Liberal party have no policy and
have no intentions except to keep them-
selves in office by changing their policy as.
often as is necessary for that purpose. The
hon. gentleman said :

I can tell you that within a week of the open-
ing of Parliament we shall produce our Budget .
-and our tariff, and we shall give Sir Charles

Tupper one of the surprises of his life. i

As I have just said, Mr. Speaker, there
is nothing that could  give me a more com-!
plete surprise than anything in the shape.
of an accord betweenr Liberal principles,"
‘Liberal professicns and Liberal practices.:

record in the Journals of this House, and
that is a specific denunciation by them of
Governor General's warrants. They tabled
& resolution and recorded their names in
support of the declaration that one of the
most unjustifiable things that any Govern-
nment could be guilty of was to use the
warrant of the Governor General for any
purpose except to meet unforeseen and un-
provided expenditures. Yet these gentlemen
were not warm in their seats—I do now know
that they had even entered this House—
when they asked the Governor General to
sign his name to an authority to draw be.
tween one million and two million dollars
out of the public revenue for services
which His Excellency himself had declared,
over his own sigpature, were perfectly fore-
seen. If that is carrying out in practice the
principles they professed in Opposition, I
am at a loss to see it.

I shall rot further detain the House on
that point, but shall take up the question
of economy. For eighteen long years the
Liberal party had denounced the Liberal-
Conservative Government and party for
wild extravagance, and declared to the peo-
ple that in order te have an economical
administration of affairs in Canada the
pecple should clothe them with authority
to deal with the public business of the
country. Well, the country at last took
them at their word. With what resuit ?
Why, before last session rose the House

~was startled by tinding that this economical

Administration, this party shich had come
into office pledged to the most rigid eco-
nomy, actually demanded anrd obtained
from their confiding supporters a vote of
nearly three million dollars more than had
ever been asked for by any Government in
this country. What more ? Why, they have
been in power eight months, and the House
will be startled, if hon. members have not
elready scen it, to learn what the condi-
tion of public affairs is already, so far as
economy is concerned. I have already said
that the simnall deficit at the close of last
year, was due to the paralysis of business
caused by the unceirtainty attending a gen-
eral election, when it was possible that the
Liberal party. would come into power and
sweep away the fiscal policy of the country.
But that small deficit was about offset by
the increase in the revenue from the 1st of

~July, 1896, to the 30th September, 1896. The

revenue of the previous year amounted to
$8,610,564, and from the 1st of July, 1896,
to the 1st of September, 1896, it was $8,846,-
208, showing an increase of $235,64%4, or
nearly sufficient to offset deficit at the end
of the year. Hon. gentlemen opposite may
say : Yes, but we were in power. So they
were, but the effect of their being in power
had mnot yet come into operation, because
the revenue is derived from the customs

I now draw the attention of the House: i5;igr and the purchases of goods had been
to a very important matter, concerning| previously made, so that this increase of
which the Liberal party put themselves on avenue was due to the business transacted
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beforea these hon. gentlemen c¢ame into' Again, this country has rung with their
power. Let me now take the commence-: denunciations of dismissals from office.
ment of the period from which their advent The journals of the House show that the
to office would operate on the revenue of the hon. Prime Minister, when sitting on this
- country, and what do I find ? Inside, asked his followers to support him in
the five months from October, 1893, to | denouncing the dismissal from office of an
the 28th of February, 1896, the revenue W&S{ officer of this House who had grossly and
$15,260,598. The revenue for the same:on a-public platform insulted a member of
period. after they came into power, fell to:the Administration, the present Lieutenant-
$14,225.340, or a decrease of $1,035,258, a' Governor of Quebec (Sir Adolphe Chapleau).
marked and striking decline down to the: But to-day 'dismissals from office are so
latest period for which we have the cal- numerous that the coumntry rings with the
culations of revenue. Well, Mr. Speaker, : clamour arising from them. Officers are dis-
what about the expenditure ? What did missed, whether high or low, and whatever
this economical Government do with regard . their past service may have been. All that
to the expenditure for the corresponding.is necessary is the clamorous demand of a
period. during which the decrease in revenue hungry oflice-seeker to induce the Govern-
was assuming rather alarming proportions ?' ment to drive out the best, the most devot-
The expenditure from the 1st of July, 1895. ed, the most intelligent, and most respect-
to the 1st of September, 1895, was $5.537,- able men in the civil service of the coun-
627. The e\'penditure for the same perioa try. The Minister of Railways and Canals
in 1806 was $4,662,321, or a decrease of ex- (Mr. Blair) just before the House rose last
penditure in 1896, during that period. as: session and when my mouth was closed
compared with 18935, of $875.276. Then the. upon the subject, read a letter behind which
expenditure from October. 1895, to the 20th the Government proposed to shield them-
of February, 1896, was $15840.246. The selves. He had found, during the long
expenditure for the same period from Oc- period of eighteen years, a single instance
tober, 1896, to February, 1897, the five in which I had dismissed an officer on the
months from which the present Government: Intercolonial Railway, and this treasure
are directly responsible, was $§17.600.495, or which he had exbumed he brought forward
an increase of $1,760.249. In other words, and held up for the admiration of his fol-
during the first three months of the fiscal lowers. At last lLiere is a case in which the
year the revenue increased $235.644. and the Minister of Railways (8ir Charles Tupper)
expenditure decreased $875,276, while for . had actually dismissed a railway official for
the last five months of the fiseal year the taking too strong and conspicuous part in an
revenue decreased $1.035,258, and the ex-'election. I have had an opportunity of in-
penditure increased $1,760,249. So that, vestigating that matter, and I am prepared
making a moderate calculation, this House to prove to the House that the person who
is face to face with a deficit, in the first: was dismissed on that occasion was dis-
years of the administration of this Govern- missed in consequence of having actually
ment. of not less than something like three: resorted to physical force at a public meet-
million dollars. That is the evidence which; ing in support of his political views, and
these hon. gentlemen have given of their: that, 1 think, will be regarded as about as
readiness to carry out in office the pledges. stroug an evidence of what you call
they made to the country when in Opposition. ! *“ offensive partisanship ™" as it is pessible to
I could not give a more striking evi-:find. So I make the hon. gentleman a pre-
dence of the contrast between Liberal pro-:sent of that case; and I wish he was able
fessions and Liberal practice than the:to say that he had refrained from the dis-

manner in which the moment they have ob-: missal of public officers to the same extent
tained power. they have thrown to the: as I did when I held the office that he now
winds everything like pledges of economy | holds. But I was referring to the hon. Min-
and adopted a course completely at vari-!ister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Davies)
ance with those pledges. Then. I would: for he i8 a very bold man. I say it to his
like to ask the House whether they do net | credit. He is always ready to stand up and
remember that for a long series of years | ‘ defend his views in a very forcible and
the late Government were charged with | energetic manner. But among all the brave
doing publie works by private tender. 1! and bold things that the hon. gentleman has
would ask you if there is any subjeet in | | ever done during his public career, I think
which the members of the Liberal party : that the throwing down of the challenge
have been more often or more plainly pnt . contained in that portion of his Aylmer
on record than with reference to this. You ! speech which I have just read, is the bold-
will search in vain the records of past est. I think we might shorten the debate
‘Liberal-Conservative Administrations in this | | upon the contrast between the promises and
country for anything like the viclation of | practices of the Liberal party if the hon.
the principle of public tender that has mark- | gentleman would rise and state one case in
ed the administration of the present Gov- 1 whick the Liberal party has carried out in
ernment, and when the papers are laid upen | power the principles they professed while
the Table I think that that will be abund- i in Opposition. I have sought far and wide,
antly shown. ‘ lI have examined most diligently into their

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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records, and I am unable to find one single ! ! duties it was to attack the Government in
instance in the whole of their career in | their dealing with this subjeet, and no doubt

which their practice has not been in diame- | g . oceasionally with some good ground,

for

trical opposition to their promises. I have : straining the purpose of the Superannuation

instanced the case of dismissals from office. |
The House will appreciate that when I give

i Aect.

But I ask that hon. gentleman, I ask

. every hon. gentleman in this House, whether

-an instance in which, according to my judg- ;
ment, the Government have been guilty of .
‘men brought into the public service for
 their high attainments and ability to serve
. the public, being dismissed from office under

one of the deepest wrongs to Canada. Mr.
Speaker. you can imagine my astonishment,
when. in London. 1 toock up the morning

papers and found the announcement that: a

the gentlemen whe had served Canada .

faithfully for forty years—served both

Liberal and Conservative Governments—to
the great advantage of the people, had been

dismissed from the office of solicitors to the

Government, and a young man,» COMPAra- .
: been signally different.

tively unknown, appointed in their place.
I say that this exhibits an utter reckless-
ness of everything that is due to the people
of Canada and to the character of its Gov-
ernment, such as I could not have believed

p:ossible for them to do, had I not seen it:

with my own eyes.

The hon. Minister of’

Trade and Commerce (8Sir Richard Cart-':

wright) knows these gentlemen well,
has had their services again and again, and

he’

I need not say to him that no solicitors are’
to be found in the great city of London of:
higher standing. of greater integrity, or more
able efficiently to serve the interest of Can-:

ada than Messrs. Bompas, Bischoff & Co.

Yet when I found it announced broadeast—-.
' the view of influencing them by the result

and a very unprofessional thing, I am told,

it is to do—in the morning journals of Lon-!

don that these eminent solicitors.

who for.

forty years had served all the Governments
- ed, that is, having every election in Canada

of Caunada ably and well. had served Mr.
Miuckenzie's Government with

the same’

fidelity that they did all the others, as the

Minister of Trade and Commerce well knows,
when I found this ancient and honourable
firm ruthlessly swept aside and a young
man, Mr. Russell, put in their place, I was
greatiy astonished. Whatever Mr. Russell's

abilities may be, he can have no stand-

ing. no position, from his years, as
these gentlemen have ; still I have no doubt

' portant rights of the people.

it was ever in his power to bring forward
instances of young, able and eflicient men,

pretense of superannuation, and charging
them upon the public revenues of the couu-
try. 1 give that to my hon. friend, the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Da-
vies) as another instance in which an utter
disregard of principle has been exhibited,
and in which promise and performance have

There is another very important subject
to which I will refer. Hon. gentiemen op-
posite who have been long in this House.
know that the late Government were again
and again attacked—and it is possible there
may have been occasionally some foundation
for it—for violating the cardinal principle
embodied in the Statute-book in regard teo
holding simultaneous elections. The whole
object of simultaneous polling in the elec-
tions is to prevent an unfair advantage be-
ing taken by either party ; the object of sim-
ultaneous polling is to prevent the Govern-
ment in power being able to select constitu-
encies in which to run certain elections with

of public sentiment in other constituencies.
That principle was swept away, and the
principle of simultaneous poilling was adopt-

held on the same day so far as possible.
That is one of the dearest and most im-
Now, Sir,
the hon. gentleman who seconded the Ad-
dress here to-day, although I regret to say

‘I could not follow him as closely as I could
! have wished, made a great boast as to the

i

that for the purpose for which he was ap-:
pointed to the office, he may be infinitely
better calculated to serve this Government'
than the eminent firm whose services have

been dispensed with. No doubt,

tive of the Government of Canada at the

Vatican, Mr. Russell will suit their purposes |

irfinitely better than the well-known firm of
Bonipas, Bischoff & Co.; and that, Sir, is
the only justification that can be given for
the wrong dome, mnot to these gentlemen-—
that is 2 matter of utter insignificance to
them—but the wrong dore to Canada, and
to the reputation of the Canadian Govern-
ment everywhere.

Now, Sir, these hon. gentlemen opposite
have found great fault with the Superannu-

ation Act, and I see an hon. gentleman be-|
fcre me. one of the most important of whose‘

Sir, that!
as an emissary to Rome, or as representa-

nanper in which the policy of the Prime
Minister had been sustained in the province
of Quebec. Well, I am prepared to chal-
lenge that hon. gentleman and his Govern-
ment with having been afraid to appeal to
a fair and honest expression of sentiment in
the province of Quebec.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, hon.
gentlemen may laugh, but they cannot alter
the records. I ask them why was Cham-
plain vacant for months, and yet elections
were sprung in Bonaventure before the late
member was scarcely cold in his grave ?
I ask, why was an election sprung in the
Widely extended county of Wright when

‘large bodies of the electors were not at

home, and others. could not be reached in

the brief time that was at their disposal, -
when the Government had had all the op-
portunity of carefully preparing their in-
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trenchments and getting everything ready Was adopted by the hon. geatlein_who-
for battiv? [ want to know why Cham-:carried the county of Bonaventure. What
piain was left open. Why was Colchester, ! d.ld he do * He issued two addresses. The
in Nova Scotia, left open ? 'The county of | tilne was short. There is a large i*rotestant
Colchester is entitled to have its represen- Vote, awmounting to something like 1,000,
tative on the fleor of this House to.day. cand there is a still lal’ge Roman <Catholie
The seat had been vacant for months, and: vote. The hon. gentleman issued an ad-
yet the writ was only issued a few days ago. . dress to the Protestant electors, saying : I
Why was Champlain and Colehester left. call upon you I'retestants to stand i.v me—
vacant for months, when elections were I am not giving the words, hut the sub-
suddenly sprung in Bonaventure and Stabce--because 1 am tlouting the bishops
Wright 2 Sir, I will tell you why. It was and the priests to their faces; I ‘iave re-
because the hon. leader of the Government: fused to take anything but an independent
wished to take an unfair advantage of the position. I have refused the advice of the
public sentiment of the country, because he; bishops as to giving a pledge in regard to
was afraid to act with even-handed justice the school question, and I am entitied to
between the two parties in this country.: your support for the manly and independ-
'That was the reason, and there can ent course. I am pursuing. While the hon.
Le uno other. The hon. member boasts geutleman took that position as iezards the
cof what he has achieved in the county English voters, this Janus-faced politician
of Bonaventure. Sir, when that matter, turned around to the French electors and
is investigated, as investigated it will!issued an address to them, in which he
be, no doubt, it will be found that: pointed out that he was opposed to the Con-
the result is no triumph for the Gov- servative party because they had not accept-
ernment, but the very reverse. In the ed, but had treated with contumely, the ad-
county of Bonaventure the Baie des Cha- vice of the revered episcopacy of Quebec.
leurs Railway had been opened. I was If hon. gentlemen opposite think they can
applied to to open the Baie des Chaleurs obtain credit for getting public sentiment
Railway before the elections ; I submitted behind them by acting in this fashion, I do
the question to the Minister of Justice as to not agree with them. The intelligent peo-
whether this Government had power to ple of this country will feel that, so far as
make any arrangements for opening the the Bonaventure election is concerned, hon.
Baie des Chaleurs Railway. I may say gentlemen opposite have no reason to
that the application came to me from the plume themselves upon the result.

First Minister of Quebee, who wanted A word now with regard to ihe \Wright
that railway put into operation ; and the election. What do you find ? Mr. Devlin,
Minister of Justice stated that without K who, on the fioor of this House, -lelivered
the authority of Parliament it would be one of the most able and eloguent philip-
illegal for the Intercolonial to operate the  pies in opposition to the course adopted by
Baie des Chaleurs Railway, and conse- the present Prime Minister to which he
guently we had to forego any advantage ever listened, joined issue with the hon.
that could be gained by giving the people gentleman on the question of the Manitoba
of that section of the country those rallway scheols. Mr. Devlin was able to sezure his
facilities. Well, these gentlemen in office: election because he was able to show rthe
have no such trouble, the law is a matter  Catholic electors of Wright that his leader
of secondary consideration to them, and had pledged himself in the wost solemn
they opened the Baie des Chaleurs Railway. manner that, if he could not obtain full
But what more ? Why, Sir, the moment rights and justice for the minority in
that vacancy occurred by the death of our Manitoba by persuasive methods, he would
late lamented friend, Mr. Fauvel, the elec- fall back on the law and the constitu-
tion is sprung upon the county, an extensive: tion to give them their rights in their en-
county, the inhabitants of which are spread  tirety. But as Mr. Devlin felt himself un-
over a great extent of country, and the;able to support his leader on the ficer
Government were in a position to say : See of this House, and as he shrauk, as a
what we have done for you, we have opened: man would naturally shrink, from meeting
the Baie des Chaleurs Railway, if you will: Parliament again and going back on the
elect our man we will extend this railway ' pledge given to his electors to stand fast to
down through your county. But worse than: his trust, if they would re-elect him—find-
that, the Government, having power to con- ing he was in a pesition in which he could
_ trol the fishery licenses there, gave out that not come here to defend his course and
the men who opposed this Government; support his leader, he placed his resigna-
should be deprived of their fishery licenses. | tion in his hands—for a cousidecvation. [
Then what did you get ? I am astoanlshed | wouder whether the Postmaster General
that the hon. seconder of the motion for (Mr. Mulock) is within the souud of my
the adoption of the Address should have voice. I am sorry to disturb his slumbers,
ventured to mention in this Honse the sub- but I must recall to that hon. gentleinan
Ject of the Bonaventure electiwn.  Talk! that I believe he introduced a Bill in this
about a Japnus-face or double-face policy !! House to make it a penal offence for a
- The most scandalous double-facéd policy : member of Parliament te acespt an office

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. ‘ ‘ ‘
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from the Government which he was sup-
porting ; and I call his attention to the fact
that, in vulgar pariance, his supporter and
friend, Mr. Devlin, sold out, rather than
come here and stand in the preseince of
Parliament, where he had proved hinself
to be one of the most able defenders cf the
minority of Manitoba, and support the pre-
sent leader of the House. What was done
then ? It appears that the Government had
ample knowledge of aill these tacts. They,
however, kept the secret, and suddeuly in
that constituency, externding over husndreds
of miles and embracing points which it is
almost impossible to reach, they rushed an
election in the very shortest time possible.
But that is not the worst feature. In the
history of Canada hon. members cannot
point to such a scandal as marked the con-
duct of that elcetion. What wwas it ? The
Minister of Public Works (Afr. Tarte) let a
contract privately for puiting a covering
upon the Western Block, and, having let
this contract to Mr. Bourque, that contrac-
tor had electors of Hull brought over here
by the hundredi and paid out of the public
treasury of Canada—because their work
has to be paid for by the Government—
voters, 1 say, were brousht over here by
hundreds—330 in all, I am teld—when an
Ottawa man could not get a day's work,
and they were found smoking and sunning
themselves in groups of fifties. If there was
work for them to do,” why were they dis-
missed by the hundred the day after the
Wright election ? That was one of the most
daring, one of the most flagrant violations
of election law ever witnessed, and one of
the most flagrant that, I trust, ever will be
witnessed in Canada.

I will not go into the particulars reepect-
ing the election in the eounty of Brant, al-
though the statement made by the late re-
presentative are enough to make one’s hair
stand on end. The statements that are put
before me by the late member go to prove
this, and I am certain that hon. gentlemen
who had the opportunity of meeting the
late representative, Mr. Henry, will admit
that the House lost in him one of its
most able and valuable members. That
gentlemnan reports the means resorted to

in order to carry Brapt, where the major-

ity had been given at the general election
against one of the most able and re-
spected members of this House, the present
Controller of Customs, and hon. mesmbers
know that if there is one man ~alealated to
poll the last vote that could be honestly
polled in that constituency, it is the pre-
sent Controller ; and when we find that
-such devices: comd be used by the Govern-

ment to enable them to poll a heavy vote

the other way a few months afterwards,
the inference is obvious. But it is not on
inference I go. Mr. Henry will be able to
show, and will show, that no voters. of
the Liberal party in that constituency hed
died for many years past who were not

polled on that day, that the personation of
voters was resorted to to an extent that [
would be ashamed almost to mention on
the floor of this House, in view of the dis-
repute into which it would tend to bring
Parliament. I am quite certain that public
opinion manufactured in that fashion will
not be very valuable to hon. gentlemen or
to any person who has to rescrt to such
measures.

Sir, there is another subjeet that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite have been very long and
foud in denouncing, that is, the National
Policy and retaliation. Where is the question
of the National Policy and retaliation now?
Why, Sir, I need not tell the House that
one of the standing charges of hon. gentle-
men opposite was as to the impropriety of
and ahsolute folly of any suggestion of re-
taliation on our great neighbours to the
south. Take up the press of the Liberal
party now ; take up the interviews of the
Minisiers now ; and what do you find?
You find that retaliation is the trump card
they are playing. They have stolen our
clothes and they are masquerading about in
them without a blush upoun their faces. I
cite that to my hon. friend the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Davies) as an-
other instance in which the professions and
practices of the Liberal party are entirely
at variance. During the last session of
Parliament it was my painful duty to offer
some strictures upon the action of the First
Minister in regard to his interview with
the reporter of the Chicago *° Record.” The
hon. gantleman (Mr. Laurier) will remem-
ber that I ventured to insinuate that for
him to unbosem his mind to a Chicago re-
porter was not the best mode of diplomacy,

and was calculated to lead to the impres-

sion that Canada was in a very bad state.
What has that action of the Prime Min-
ister been followed up by ? It has been
followed by a mission to Washington of
hon. members of this Government at a time
when there was no United States Govern-
ment for them to meet ; and what was the
result ? Why, before ‘the gentlemen had
returned they received their answer. They
have got the Dingley Bill, they have got
‘he Alien Bill, and they have got the Re-
publican Club of New York publishing
all the arguments used by hon. gentlemen
opposite themselves when they were de-
-vuncing us ; in order to show to the peopie

of the United States that Canada is now in

the most deplorable financial position and

‘that all that is necessary is for the United

States to jump on us while we are in that
prostrate condition, to compel us to bow
to their own terms. There is another in-

‘stance of th2 prefession and practice of the

Liberal party being at variance. These

‘gentlemen opposite have told the people of
‘this country that all that was necessary
'to obtain favourabie and friendly relations N

with the United States was to put the Libe-
ral party in power. There never was any-
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thing more unfounded than the insinuation
that the Liberal Conservative party were
not always disposed to treat the American
nation and the American Government with
the utmost consideration. The people of
Canada have been told time and time again
by hon. gentlemen opposite. that ,if they
wanted friendly relations with the United

States, and if they wanted a reciprocity !

treaty, the only way to obtain it was to
put the Liberals in power. Well, they are
in power now, and they have gone to the
Chicago reporter with the interview, and
they have gone down to Washington to in-

terview public men. and they have come ;

back, and the evidence is to the fore that
instead of friendly relations with the United
States we have never had graver cause to
complain of our most vital interests being
attacked, and formidably attacked, than we
have at the present time by reason of the
course pursued by the United States.

I would like my hon. friend the Minister

of Marine (Mr. Davies) to tell me how it

would be possible to carry out the promises
of the Liberal party. He tells me that it
is going to be one of the surprises of my
life to find the Liberal party, within a week,
bring down their budget and their tariff.
and exhibiting to the world the magnificent
spectacle of a body of Liberal politicians
carrying out their promises. Well, Sir,
it they do carry out their promises, I can
assure the hon. Minister that it will astonish
"me treinendously and be one of the sur-
prises of my life. If they want to give us
one of the greatest possible surprises, they
will astound us in the last degree by carry-
ing out their promises.
attention of the Minister of Marine and

Fisheries to what he said in 1893. 'These
were his remarks then :
Well, gentlemen, I need say no more. What-

ever doubts or difficulties there may have been
about our trade policy in times past, there is
ncne mow. Our platform is clear and definite.
Tc-day the people stand face to face with such
an fissue, and the next contest is to be won be-
tween free trade and protection.

Sir, was the last contest between free trade
and protection ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, it was not,
and the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fist-
eries Knows it, and he knows too that the
promise he made was falsified by his party.
He declared that the battle was to be be-
tween free trade and protection, Yut free
trade was thrown overboard and the effort
was made, and successfully made, to climb
on to the protectionist platform. The hon.
gentleman spoke on the 4th January, 1896,
and the words are hardly cold yet, because
all the. words come so burning from the
lips of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies),
that they preserve their warmth for a length
of time. He then said:

Sir CHARLER TUPPRR.

Let me call the.

]

| manufacturer.

A seventeen and a-half or twenty per cent
tariff was high enough to give protection to the
If it were not the manufacturer
should go down.

Will the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies) tell
me that he is going to say that next week
when the budgz~t comes down. Is he going
to say to the manufacturers of this country
that they must take a 17%% pef® cent or a
20 per cent tariff, or go down. ‘The hon.
gentleman knows he will not say it, and
he knows that it was an idle boast of the
mest glaring kind to teil the people of
‘Aylmer that such a sight was to be ex-
pected on the floor of this House as a bedy
of Liberal politicians carrying cut their pro-
mises. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies)
added to the last declaration of his, which
1 have quoteqd :

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

Is that to be their policy ?* Will this tariff
which they will bring down do that ? The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Davies) need not be
so reticent now, because his hon. friend
the Minister of Firance (Mr. Fielding) from
whotu a fe'v months azo wild horses would
rot draw a word in reference to the tariff,
has unbosomed himself to some gentlemen
connected with the coal industry in the
city of Montreal, and he has announcel
what the policy of his Government is going
to be. 1 do not quite understand the mode
in which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fielding)
reached his conclusion, but I would like
to krow which promise is to be carried
out ; whether it is the promise of the
Minister of Finance that coal shall be pro-
tected or the promise of the First Minis-
ter. made and reiterated to the electors of
Montreal, that coal should be made free.
You cannot carry them both out. The hon.
gentleman will find that no legerdemain
will reconcile both of these policies. My
own belief is that the policy of the First
Minister will be carried out. I belleve that
coal will be made free, and I believe it be-
cause the hon. gentleman pointed out, in an
elaborate argument teo the people of Mont-
real, that great manufacturing centre, that
his object was mnot to injure the manufac-
turers, and that whatever he was obliged to
reduce, of the protection which the manu-
facturers had, would be more than made
up to them by the free coal and the free
iron he would give to them. Therefore, I
take it that the only means by which the
hon. gentieman can carry out his pledges
to the electorate of Canada—pledges given
before he obtained his present position—and
his assurances to the manufacturers and
the great railway Interests of this country,
that coal would be made free, is by falsify-
ing the declarations made by the Minister

‘of Finance the other day at Moatreal, in

somewhat equivocal terms, that, while they
were very desirous of going in the direction
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of reducing the tariff on coal, if the Umted
States increased their duty, they would bei
obliged, not only to maintain the duty on:
bituminous coal, but to tax anthracite coal
as well. Here is the declaration made by
the Finance Minister. I will read his:
words :

If, however, your view is correct, and it tums'
out that the United States duty is raised to a:
high figure, then we shall claim and exercise the’
right to revise our views respecting this Can-:
adian duty, and we shall feel bound to impose;
a duty not only on bjtuminous coal but also on:
anthracite coal, which at present comes into our
markets from the States free of duty. We should |
much prefer, however, to move in the other dl-A
rection, and we shall still hope that nothing
may occur at Washington to prevent us carrying :

Now, Sir, I want to know if the hon.:
Finance Minister had the authority of the:
hon. First Minister to make that declara-;
tion. I have a right to know that, when !
we have public declarations of policy abso-:
lutely and completely contradicetory from
the Prime Minister and the Minister of Fi-:
nance. * Under which king, Bezonian ?.
Speak or die.” I want to know what is tﬂx
be the fact. My own impression is that this
interview in Montreal was manufactured;
for the Wova Scotia market. The hon.!
IFirst Minister laughs; but he will, per-;
haps, permit me to give him my reason for:
that opinion. The Nova Scotia legislatare
does not expire by efflux of time until the!
spring of 1898. It has been dissolved, how- |
ever, at the most inclement season of the!
vear in the maritime provinces.

Scme hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no
period of the year in which commauication
throughout the country is so difficult as it
is in the present month; and I want to know
why the Nova Scotia legislature has been
dissolved just on the eve of this new tariff
being brought down. if it is not for the pur-
pose of snatching a verdict from the elec-
tors while they are blindfolded, and before
they know that their interests are to be
sacrificed. The hon. Minister of J'inance
knows well that the party 'with which he
was cohinected, of which the Hon. Mr. Mur-
ray is now the leader, would not have the
ghost of a chance to earry the elections in
Nova Scotia, if this Goverameut were to
repeal the policy of the Liboral-Conserva-
tive party of protecting the great coal inter-
ests of  that province, ind he adopts the
course of bringing the elections on a year
the end of the term. Did he

want to create triennial parliaments ?
What do you suppose the lion. wenileman’s
When they were
told that their heads were to be cut off

brought in. making. the term of the leg%%la;
a

is the ‘'way in which matters are carried on

by the hon. gentleman’s friends in Nova:

i been
i very proud man, and the great party

Scotia. Now, I will read the cause assigned
for the dissolution of the legislature
at that most inopportube time, and this is
the most farcical part of the whole pro-
ceeding. Here is the manifesto of the leader
of the Government of Nova Scotia, putting
the whole issue on a Dominion uestion :

For this reason (and in view of the proposed-
action of the present United States Congress)
the Provincial Government has already distinetiy
: assumed the position that no action ought to be
 taken by the Federal Government which would

tin any way imperil this important industry, and

I deem it fitting and proper, before any action is
taken in regard to fiscal legislation affecting
coal, that the voice of the people of Nova
: Scotia should be heard@ upon this issue. This is
i one of the reasons which influenced the elector-
ate at this early period.

What has the hon. gentleman got to say to
that ? Instead of requiring an opinion of
the people, he knows that the people of
Nova Scotia are a unit on this question. ile
Knows that there is at the present moment
in the province of Nova Scotia no man who
is not prepared to stand up and defead the
protection of the great coal industry of
Nova Scotia; and he knows, ioo, that if
this Government wanted te strengthen the
hands of their party in the loecal clections
of Nova Scotia. there is no meaas by which
they could do it so completely as by proteci-
ing that industry. Were it inteadel to carry
out the suggestions which the Minister of

{ Finance has thrown out here, I szay there

would have been no election in Nova Scotia
at present. Instead of closiug up the fiouse
in a great hurry and dissolving it, if they
had wanted to give advice to the Parlia-
ment of Canada, they would have had a
unanimous vote of the legisiature; for
there has never been in that House, as the
hon. gentleman knows, any onc who has
not been in favour of the protestion of coal
except his own party. But they have
converted ; and I ought to be

io which [ beleng ought to be very proud.
to find this great rush of converts to
our arms on the national policy. Why.
ihe hon. gentleman himself was. a
short time ago, for free coai. He was an out
and out free trader.. But heis, I am happy to
say, gradually improving, and I fully ex-
pect to have the pleasure of giving a hearty
a° <husiastic support to a tariff to pro-
“ janadian industries, which we may
loo.. for at his hands at a very early day.
But so far as the ceal industry of Nova,

Scotia is concerned, I believe that the hon.

Finance Minister will prevail, and that the
coal interests of Nova Scotia will be sacri-
ficed. The hon. gentleman hopes, how-

ever, that before his policy is announced,

the elections, which have been so rapidly

‘rushed t5 a conclusion, will be over, and
‘that the Government will have spatched a

verdict from the people of Nova Secotia

whﬂe these pecple are blindfolded.
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The House will be glad to know that I do
not intend te detain them any further. I
must apologize for having taken up so
much time, but I must say this, and it is
the only other remark I shall make before
sitting down. Hon. gentlemen opposite will
find no obstruction or vexatious opposition
on any question from this side of the House.
They may rely. with the utmost confidence,
on the support of every hon. gentleman on
this side in every measure calculated to
foster and promote the great industries of
this country or the prosperity of Canada.

‘The PRIME MINSTER (Mr. Laurler). It;
is to me more than an ordinary pleasure to;
add my own to the congratulations which!
my hon. friend has most generously and:
most fairly and deservedly bestowed upon:
my hon. friends who moved and seconded
the Address. My hon. friend who moved
the Address (Mr. Russell) comes from a
province which has long been acknowledged:

as the classic ground of oratory in British|
North America. He showed us last session, |
and has shown us again te-day, that the
soil of Nova Scotia is as classic as it ever
was. He has shown us that the fame which
that province has acquired it still retains,
and that, in this as in other respects, it:
shows no signs of degeneration. With re-|
gard to my hon. friend from Two Moun-|
tains (Mr. Ethier), those of us who hai
the privilege of following his remarks can
testify to the fact that he acquitted himself
in a manner most creditable to himself and;
most creditable to his electors.

Now, with regard to the speech which has
just been delivered by my hon. friend (Sir
Charles Tupper), the least I can say of it is|
that it certainly showed that my hon. friend!
is not in a very happy frame of mind;%
There were certain portions of it which, I
must say, and I say it with very great:
pleasure, indeed, were certainly commend-
able. What he said with reference to the
fact that the position which I now occupy!

may compel me to go to the other side of;
1he water in order to take part in the cele-
bration of the Queen’s Jubilee this year,
was not only courteous but very generous
indeed, and I am happy to tender the hon.
gentleman this expression of my sincere
gratitude.

But there were other parts of the hon.;
gentleman’s speech which were not at all
couched in the same style. There were
other parts which showed that the hon.
gentleman had severely cudgeled his brains
in order to find some ground of attack
against the present Administration, and the
method which he followed is not altogether
peculiar to the hon. gentlemian. When ar-
guments were deficient, he supplied their
place with copious doses of vituperation.
‘When, for instance, he spoke of inquiries
into charges against officers of the civil
service. he made use of the terms emissaries
and spies, and later on, if I 'rememberl

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

i not to be gemnerous.
' be great to recall those spies and emissaries,

rightly, spoke of ballot stuffing, or if not
exactly of ballot stufling, of election frauds
of some kind or another. And as he spoke
in this strain, I was reminded of the lan-
guage applied by one of the recent Ameri-
can poets to a vituperative orator who was
stumping Morgan county :

He bheld the banner upwards from trailing in
the dust,

He cut loose from monopolies, and cussed and
cussed and cussed.

My hon. friend devoted a good part of the
speech, I am afraid, to cussing and cussing
and cussing. When he spoke of superannu-
ations and of the civil service, 1 listened to
bhim, I must say, with some interest, for he
dared to utter the words emissaries and
spies. This is, I am afraid, the only reward
we may expect at the hands of the Oppo-
sition for having been generous in our treaf-
ment. We announced on the floor of Par-

i Hament last session that no member of the
i eivil service, whether of the inside or outside

gervice, would be dismissed, except for
cause. We declared that every man against
whom a charge was brought would have an
opportunity of defending himself before a
court of inquiry. We appointed commis-
sioners, to investigate charges against mem-
bers of the civil service, and all the reward
we have at this moment is that honourable
men, discharging their duty faithfully, are
cailed by my bhon. friend emissaries and
spies. Sir, the temptation might be great
The temptation mizht

as the hon. gentleman describes those men
who are dealing justly and honourably with
the members of the civil service, on the
charges brought. But we shall not do that.
We shall be generous as well as just and
fair. What we have done and are doing,
we shall continue to do. We shall dismiss
no man except for cause. Every charge
shell be investigated and justice be done,

 but no mercy shalil be shown to a delinquent

officer.

The hon. gentleman, proceeding with his
remarks, said that he would be very much
astounded indeed if he saw a Liberal Ad-
ministration carrying their principles into
practice. Why, Sir, he has had that spec-
tacle already. At this very moment he
has the spectacle of the Liberal party carry-
ing into practice the principles it professed
in opposition. In opposition we pledged

ourselves to appeal the infamous Franchise

Act, and that is the very first thing we are
doing. I am very sorry this reform does
not commend itself to the judgment of my
hon. friend. The hon. gentleman used, in
reference to this matter, some very strong
language. I do not care to discuss it at
this moment, because not later than next
Monday the Bili will be introduced, and we
shall have it up for its second reading at
an eariy date. But if the Franchise Act
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is the palladium of our liberties, which the:
hon. gentleman says it is, if without It the:
federal system carnot be worked, how is'
it that hon. gentlemen opposite did not dare:
to apply that Act as often as it should have,
been applied ? How is it they were;
ashamed and afraid to apply it? It has:
been in force during ten long years, and:
under it there should have been a revision
of the lists every year.
had but four revisions, and in this House

during the last Parliament, when the then:

AMinister of Justice announced that there
would be no revision of the lists, he was

sreeied with cheers, not only from this side:
but from his own followers. Well, we are.

coing to revert to the system which was in
force during the first twenty years of con-

federation, a system which worked most:

admirably, and against which there never
was a murmur. We are going to revert to
that system, and abolish the one which was

r.ever accepted with any sense of security.

even by those who supported it. From
that point my hon. friend passed to the
reform of the tariff. Well, I shall follow
the example of my hon. friend in this
matter by not saying much about it

To that extent I shall follow him. But I

shall endeavour to say the little that I have
to say in fewer words than my hon. friend
employed. My bhon. friend is in doubt as

1o what will be the character of the reform -
of the tariff, and he says that the country

also is in doubt. I take issue with him ;
the country is not in doubt as to the nature
of the reform of the tariff which we are to
bring in. True, there are a few doubting

Thomases on the other side of the House. !

and the hon. gentleman himself is the chief-
est sinner of all
doubts : he rolls them as sweet morsels
under his tongue. As to the character of
the reform of the tariff, there is no business
man, there is no consumer or preducer who
is in doubt as to what it will be. It is well

known that we will endeavour to alleviate :

the burdens which now press upon the

people, without, at the same time impairing
As .
to gratifying my hon. friends curiosity, the
hon. gentleman will not be surprised if I tell
him, that this is not the moment for such a

any of the interests which now exist.

course. Everything will come in its time,

and when my hon. friend the Minister of -

Finance (Mr. Fielding) introduces his meas-
ures the hon. leader of the Opposition will
find it exactly on the lines I have stated.
From this point my hon. friend launched
into & comparison of expenditure. Upon
that point I shall not say much, as it is
sufficient for me to recall just one expres-
sion to show to the House very forcibly how

Nevertheless we:

But he cherishes his’

As a matter of fact, we took the estimates
of the hon. gentleman himself and for the

‘very same amount. We did not ask $3,000.-

000 more than had been asked by any Gov-
ernment before when we took the very
same estimates that he had asked for him-
self. Does not the hon. gentlemnan see how
little of force and weight are to be attach-
;ed to such statements as this ? They carry
their own refutation. We were told that
- we should be judged by the expenditure of
. the money that we were asking Parliament
o vote. That is all there is to be said upon
that point.

Another statement made by the hon. gen-
tleman I was: agreeably surprised to hear
.him make. That statement was to the effect
that simultaneous polling is the privilege
and the right of the people. S8ir. I welcome
that ; it is a triumph for the Liberal party
to hear such a statement from the hon. gen-
tleman. How many years of agitation and
strife did it cost the Liberal party to gain
from the Conservative party that simultane-
ous polling which he says is the right of the
people ? I wwant to ask the hon. gentleman
whether. when he was sitting on this side.
he ever put in practice that principle of
simultaneous polling which he now says is
necessary in order to maintain the people’s
liberties. Is it not a fact that when there
were by-elections to be held. they were held
one after the other., so that the same band
of wire-pulling could go from one constitu-
cency to another. We believe, as the hon.
gentleman professes to believe. in the prin-
ciple of simultaneous polling., and we have
fought for that principle for many years.
We believe, that where it is practicable.
simultaneous polling is the right of the
people. and not only do we helieve that, but
let me tell the hon. gentleman in answer to
~what he said a moment ago, that in this
“as in every other respect we put our prin-
.ciples in practice. Several by-elections
. were to be held some time ago and we had
simultaneous polling, in South Brant, North
Ontario. and East Simcoe. My hon. friend
asked why we did not have an election in
Champlain as well as in Bonaventure. I
will give him the facts at once. Bonaven-
ture is populated largely by fishermen, and
all the electors there are at home and the
- election was held at the best time for them.
"But Champlain is largely a county of
‘ lumbermen, and at least one quarter of the
‘electors are in the woods. But we have
i issued the writs at a time when, the operat-
- ing season being over, the electors will be
. back home to vote. I do not know what
. the result will be, I make no boast. But I
i have reason to believe that the temper of
. the people in Champlain is the same ag it

little there is to answer in what he has has been shown to be in Bonaventure, in
said upon that point. He stated in so many ;| Wright, and everywhere else throughout the
words that we had asked for estimates last ; length and breadth of the province of Que-
session which were $3,000,000 more than had : bec. :
ever been asked by any previous Parlia-; In connection with this. the hon. gentle-
ment. This statement he made deliberately. ; man ventured to make remarks, which, bold
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|
as he is—for I pay him the compliment !

readily, he is a bold man—I did not expect !
from him on this occasion. He attempted
to speak of frauds in these recent elections.

He gave us only words without any proof

whatever. But why does he not speak of
what took place in Manitoba ? We know
that the majorities gained by his party in
Manitoba were obtained by ballot-stutfing,
ballot-seratehing, ballot-tampering, such as

rever was known in any country, not even .

in New York, in the worst days of Boss
Tweed and Tammany Hall.

a well known fact that the officers in that

election, the men who were to take the votes

of the people, were, some of them, jail-.

birds, convicts escaped from penitentiary,
men who should have been in jail instead of
recording the votes of a free people. It is

a well known fact that there are men actu- !
ally in jail to-day having been put there be-

lecause the truth, or rather a part of the
truth came to light.
But the hon. gentleman devoted by far

the greater part of his speech to the Mani-

toba school question, and it was indeed a:
From the first word .

characteristic speech.
to the last it exhibited the policy of the hon.
gentleman and those who still adhere to
him. The hon.
stating that the settlement that we had
made with the Manitoba Government was
not constitutional. He said that it was
hardly constitutional for us to say in the
Speech from the Throne that a settlement
had been arrived at between the two gov-
ernments.

view of the history of the case. But the
bon.

not be surprised at that which he takes to-
day.
itis not constituiional for the Federal Gov-

ernment and the provincial government of -
Manitoba to come 1o a settlement upon that:

question., Well. if it be not constitutional,
I want to know why did the hon.
wan .send commissioners to Winnipeg to
negotiate a settlement.

Sir CHARLES TUPPRER,
tlemnan is-cntirely mistaken.

The hon. gen-
I did not

the point I raised, as a constitutional point,

was that the Government of this Dominion
have no authority, outside the coustitution:

of the country, to warrant them in naking
a settlement. They ¢aa framne a settlement,

and they could announce that they bhad used '

their good osfices, and that a settlement

had been effected with the government of |
but, in my md«rment there is!

Manitoba :
no warrant for placm’v thewmiselves in the

position of claiming that they had made;

the settlemient.

The PRIME MINISTER. I rather thank

the hon. gentleman for the explanaticn that,

. Mr. LAURIER.

Why, Sir, it is

gentleman commenced by :

I do not know exactly what the
hon. gentleman means by that, especially in

gentleman has occupied so many posi-.
tions on this question that, perhaps, I should :

Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman says that -

zentle-

say
that it was not within the right and the
power of the Federal Government to nego-.
tiate with the government of Manitoba ; but:

he has given. I always thought that those
‘nefjotmtwm were a shan. In the very
words of the hon. gentleman, com:mission-
cers were sent by the late Government to
Manitoba. If they were not sent to effect a
- settlement, why were they sent at all ? Sir,
~if the conduct of the hon. geutleman, last
Cwinter, wiien he sent commissioners  to
“Manitoba, wuas not a sham, his present lan-
guage is nothing else than a sham., Thisis
the condition in which we find ourselves.
.The verdict of the people upon this ques-
i tion. taken on the 23rd of June, has put a
rew face upon it. When we came into
power, we approached that (uestion in the
ouly way in which it should have Lieen ap-
proached. aud if it had heen approached in
:that way first, his coantry would have
-been spared the years of agitation which
have brought it almost to ihe verge of
civil war. We went to the government of
Manitoba and said to thein : The legisla-
tion of 1890 has inflicted a grievance upmn
‘the minority of Manitoba. You have 1he
“authority of the Judicial Commiitee of the
Privy Council that such is the case. Repair
' the grievance yourselves.  8Sir, they under-
‘took themselves to repair that grievance.
: We thought, and still ihink, sand upoa that
(issue 1 am ready at anv time to take the
fverdict of the conntry—that the smallext
measure of conciliation was far preferable

i to any measure of coercion. The hon. gen-
. tleman says that we obtiained no 2onces-

sions for the minority ; he argued no less
i than forty minutes to prove that we ob-
tained no restoration to the minority of the
crights which they had enjoyed before. I
‘care not what he says about that, in view
of what he said immediately afterwards.
i He insisted that we had obtained no re-
t storation of any rights which had been on-
i joved by the minority, but in the next
- breath he <ays that we have obtained new
rights for the minority. I carve not whether
we obtained a restoration of old rights or
a4 concession of new rights; the only thing
I care for is that. whereas, ander the Act
-of 1890, they had net the privilege of tea:h-
ing their own religion in the schools, by the
conecessions w}uch l:tave been made, whe-
ther they ave concessions of new rights or
a restoration of old rights, they will have
the right hereafrer of teaching their own
raligion in the province of Manitoba.  Sir,
i the hen. gentleman sald that th2 population
of the province of Quebec were not =atisfied
-with the setrlement. First of all, the bhon.,
i gentleman attempted to show that my
‘friends and myseif were in contradiction
with wourqolve when h: stated that here,
on the fHoor of Parlinment, I had addressed
myself to the Protestants. and going after-
wards to the ‘province of Que‘bo-o had ad-
dressed myself to the (atholics, I repudi-
ate both assertions. Whether on ‘the fioor
i of Parliament or in the provinee of Quebec,
‘I addressed myself uaeither to Protestaats
nor to Catholics, hut 1 addressed. myself to

fln
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Canadians. The position I took upon this
question, I took on the floor of this Parlia-
ment, I took it in the province of Ontario, I
took it in the province of Quebec, I main-’
taived it everywhere, and it was this : That
though the constitution of this country
gave to this Parliament and to this Govern-
ment the right and power of interiereice
with the school legislation of Manitoba, it
was anh extreme right, a reserved power, 1o.
be exercised only when all other uieans had
been exhausted. Well, the moaent I found
that the people of Mamtoba were ready to
make concessions which practiczally  re-
stored to the Catholics the right of teaching
the French language and of teaching their
own religion in the schools, I subiiitted to
my fellow-countrymen in the province of
Quebec that it was far better to obtain
those concessions by aeuntiation thaa o

endeavour to obtain them by meuas of co-:

=ub-
1t

oreion.  Sir, that question has Leen

mitted to the electors more than ounce.
was submitted in Wricht,
result by an increased majority. It was
submitted in Bonaventnre, and you have
the result by an increased majority. It was

submitted in Cornwall and Stormont, and .

von have the result there alse by an in-.
creased majority. Siv, that question will be
submitted to the people in other constitn-:
encies ; and

of Quebece, there is not a man in this coun-:
try, whe, looking at the settlement, vnbi-.
assed and unprejudiced, will not ~ome to.
the conclusion that it was a happy solution
of & very diflicult situaticn ind2ed. I am;
perfectly aware—why should 1 disguise to
myseif a thing which stares us in tho face ‘“
—I kpow very well that the settlement we
have effected is not acceptable to ceriiini
high dignitaries in the church to which I hc-i
long. But I have every reason to believe, !
nay, as day after day passes, it becomes
more. evident, that as the facts are better:

understood, the conviction will take pos-§

session of every breast in this country ibat, |
if we are ever to make a nation of Canada, |
if we are ever to solve successfully any of
these difficulties that may arise, we can
only solve them in the way expiressed in
the Sppech from the Throne, by mutual
concession and recipreecal good will. I :uizht
say more, I am quite free to say more. I
may say that this settlement is not as ad-
vantageous as I desired myself ; but I have
no hesitation in saying, that thoash it is
not as advantageous as I would have de-
sired myself, still, after six long vears of
agitation, when the passions of men had
been aroused to the highest piteh, it was
not possible to obtain .more, nor for the
government of Manitoba to concede more,
under present circumstances.

My hon. friend has the. audacity—yes, I
will use that word—to mention the name of
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and you have the.

I venture at this moment to:
say that there is not a 1ran in the province:

the new member for Bonaventure, Mr.
Guité, with some opprobrium. Why, Sir,‘

3 |
REVISED

if there is a man to-day who, in my estima-
tion, occupies a proud position in this coun-
try, it is the new member for Bonaveature,
a man who maintains his civil rights
against great odds, 2 man who, while main-
taining his civil rights against great odds,
did not hesitate to say : I am a Catholic,
and I shall spare no effort ‘o secure for
iy fellow-countrymen i Manitoba mcre
rights than they now possess. Aad who
can blame the hon. member for sv deing ?
it is open to every man in tiie province of
Manitoba to seck for an amendment to the
law. DNow, the ouly thing upon which I
take issue with my hon. friend opposite is

that, while it is open to my friend,
Mr. Guité, to persuade the people of
Manitoba, it is not open to the hon.
centleman to coerce that same people.

But, Sir. the hon. g2ntlaman, after having
made that speech, concluded—no, 1 beg the
hon. gentlrman'’s rardon, he did not con-
clude at all—he spoke for an hour, and after
having spoken for an hour. did not dare to
enunciate a policy. Why, Sir, on the con-
trary, he told the House, 30 far as his
language would go., that he washed his
hands of the whole matter, that he had no
more to do with it Last session he was
ready to ie. to shed his blood, for he ex-
pected there would be votes for him in the

province cf Quebec. But like many an-
other hero. when there is nothing more

to bhe zained by heroism there is no more
heroism whatever. But the hon. gentleman
uttered a word a moment ago which he
does not suppose I will allow to pass by
without having something to say in regard
to it. The hon. gentleman speahmv of Mr.
Russell, referred to him as the emissary of
: the Canadian Government to the Court of
Rome. I do not understand what the heon.
gentleman means. If he will make a charge
plain and substantial, that we can under'
stand, I will meet him. but I will have no
cowardly insinuations in regard to that mat-
ter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 may say to
the hon. gentleman that I based my state-
ment that he was an emissary of the Gov-
ernment to Rome on the telegram that was
published in the hon. gentleman's own
papers, 1 think, in which it was stated that
he had officially communicated to the Gov-
ernment the result of his mission.

The PRIME MINISTER The hon.
gentleman wants to give circulation to a
newspaper report, [ am surprised that
an hon. gentleman of his years, of his
reputation and experience on the floor of
Parliament, in discussing great questions,
as he has been discussing them, should
make charges on mere newspaper rumours.
Again, I repeat, if the hon. gentieman will
make a charge, I will not say make a
charge, but put a question even, I will be
prepared to give him an answer; but I
do not want, and I protest against any such

EDITION,
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innuendoes being thrown into this di_scussiqn.
The hon. gentleman stated before six

o’clock, that there was peace and amity !
Government in ithe Dominion of Canada.

among the different races and creeds of this
country. Thank God, there is. But if it is
so, there is too much reason to fear that if
such statements as the hon. gentleman has
made, if the policy of the school of the
lion. gentleman were to prevail, we would
not have peace and harmony, but civil war
amongst us. The hon. gentleman spoke this
afternoon feelingly, eloguently and well in
regard to the jubilee of Her Majesty the
Queen. I could not add a word to what he
said at that time, except this, that there
ifs not perhaps in the bread dominiens of
Her Majesty any portion of the Ewmpire
where so much can be achieved out of the
jubilee year. This is the jubilee year ; this
is the sixtieth anniversary of Her Majesty
the Queen. Throughout the broad Empire

all the tribes. all the races and all the:
nations which acknowledge her supreme au-|
thority, will vie with each other to do her

honour ; all the tribes, all the races, all
the nations, divided though they may be
in colour, in religion, in education, in blood,
still will. be unacimons in their endeavours,
in their efforts, in emulation among them-
selves to testify to their devotion to her
person. Monuments will be erected in com-
memoration of the event. The arts will be
called on to give expression in marble and
in bronze to the loyal devotion of so many
millions to one who is so wise and whose
reign has been so beneficent. But there
are monuments which speak more elogquent-
1y, more loudly and more eloquenfly than
even those of sculptured bronze or carved
marble. There are monuments which will
be more fitting for this occasion than sculp-
tured bronze and carved marble. Let this
be a jubilee year, indeed. Let this year be
as of old, a year of remission. Let the past
be forgotten. let old scores be put into ob-
livion, let strife and contention be for ever
buried, and instead let trust, confidence and

good-will spring forth from the ground and.

rise towards heaven. This is the noblest
monument, in my estimation, which the
Cana-lian people could offer as their con-
tribution to the glory of the jubilee year.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, there is one

fact which is quite patent to hon. mem-

bers on both sides of thz House, and after
to-morrow it will be quite patent te the
country at large, and that fact is this, that
the nine months of ministerial responsibility
which have weighed, we will say, upon the
shoulders of my hon. friend who has just
taken his seat have not had the effect either
of diminishing his verbiage or of adding to
the weight or te the logic of his remarks.
I may be permitted to remind my bhon.

friend and the hon. gentlemen who sit be-

hind him that that same light, indefinite
and airy metbhod which might well become

a gentleman who led the skirmishes of his

Mr. LAURIER.
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‘his Minister of Finance went

army on the side of the Opposition, is not
quite what we might expect from a gen-
tleman who is now leader of Her Majesty’s

and who is expected in a grave. reasonable
and dignified manner to answer the obiec-
tions that are brought against his Govern-
ment and his party. I leave it te the hoxn.
gentleraen on either side of the House to
say if the hon. leader in the course of his
fifteen or twenty miunutes address even at-
tempted to answer the strong points made
by my hon. friend against his Government
and party. The hon. gentleman has given
us an example to-night of the skirmishing
order of debating school reply. He bhas
given an answer which when it comes to
be placed side by side with the indictment
of his Government and party made here
to-nignt, will not read to his a:dvantage,
and will not accrue to the advantage of his
party. If he can be serious for a moment,
let m call the hon. gentleman’s attention
to some things that he found it convenient
to forzet. To take the first point, my
hon. friend poiated out a distinct disagree-
ment which prevailed between the hon.
gentleman and his Finance Minister with
respect to certain matters in regard to the
tariff. Is the tariff an unimportant matter
to bon. gentlemen opposite ? If the hon.
leader of the House thinks it an unimport-
ant matter, the commercial interests have
not thought it an unimportant matter dur-
ing the last nine months, and to-morrow,
when the business men read the light and
flippant answer the hon. gentleman made
to the remarks of my hon. friend, they will
be no more satisfied and no more set at
rest and at peace with respect to the way
in which the hon. gentleman treats matters
of this kind, which is ome that would not
be expected from him as leader of his party
on this, the gravest question which to-day
is before this Parliament for consideration.
I ask the leader of the Government: Is it
true or not, that his Finance Minister went
down to Montreal the other day and took

it upon himself to make an announcement

with reference to the duty on coal, evidently
with the consent of the Government—un-
less the Prime Minister allows the Minister

of Finance (Mr. Fielding) to do what the

Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) declar-
ed before he went into the Ministry he
would do, namely, do just as he pleased and
have a free hand in everything. But, Sir,
it there is to be any solidarity in govern-
ment, and if the strong grasp in the gloved-
hand is to typify my hon. friend as the
leader of the Government, let me ask him :
if it was under his advisement that
ister down to
Montreal a little while before the tariff was
to be brought down, and made a public
announcement with reference to one in-
dustry, while he has for nine months seal-

~d his lips with reference to every other

industry in this country. Does my hon,
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- friend (Mr. Laurier) think that is a practice% as to that industry. They were right in
which is honest or decent ? The pork pack- | ithat, because, though they might indicate
ers of this country, taken in connection with : the principle on which they proposed to
the agricultural interests, are as important | proceed, they are bound by the Iaw and
an industrial body as any in Canada. They | practice not to announce the details on any
were in the direst quandary of any set of | ziven article. Sir,they had no right to give
producers in this country, and the farmers ' out a detail of one single item of their tariff,
were linked with them in that quandary.: uptil they published all the details. What
The pork packer buys in the autumn of the | right has the Minister of Finance, because
year and does the packing and curing of | a certain inqustry may be a pet of his own,
what he purchases in order to sell in the ! or because he may be “ rigging ” a political
market ten or twelve months thereafter. market; what right has he to announce in
Like highwaymen, who when they had not advance a single item of his tariff rates.
the tools of war in their hands threatened ! If he refused to every other industry in the
and boasted of what they would de when | country an indication of what the Govern-
they got the implements of warfare, the | ment would do, what right has he, for a
party led by my hon. friend bullied the . political purpose and on the eve of a political
business interests of this country, and boast- | election, to state what he is going to do

ed that when they got into power and got
the sword, they would cut off the head of
protection and trample upon its body. When
the sweord of power was put into their hands
they uplifted it upon the basis of their pre-

ceding pledges ; the solemn promises of the;

1893 convention which was their bible, and
their compendium of solemn pledges which
they gave to this country for the last eight-
een years—a country that they said was be-
ing bled white, a fair country that they
told us lay helpless and powerless under
the shackles of protection. The sword of
power was put in their hands, and the pork
packers of Canada came before these would
be executioners, these professed execution-
ers. The pork packers laid their dire straits
before them, and they asked that commis-
sion to be kind emough to give them some
hint as to their policy, for the sake of the

farmers from whom they bought, and to:

whom they must pay on the basis of what
might be the worst possible position they
would be put into nine months hence. If to-
day they had a protection of 2 or 3 cents per
pound and could be sure that that protection
would hold in this country when they came
to sell their purchases of the nine months
previous, they would pay on that basis;
but if they thought that the duty was to
be taken off, and that when they came to sell
they would have to face a competition which
would take so much from their price, they
must pay the farmer the lessened price for
his pork. The pork packers of Canada ap-
peared humbly before this great commis-
sion with the uplifted sword in their hands,
and laid these facts before them, and pray-
ed them for the sake of the farmers and

in their own interets to give them some indi- |

cation of what they would do so far as the

principle of revision was concerned, or at
‘friend to single out ome indusiry and set

least that thelr Royal Highnesses would
say they would not put into effect any re-
duction of the tariff which would injure
them in the sale of the purchases
they. had -made wunder differing con-
ditions ; but the Finance Minister buttoned
up his lips, and the Minister of Trade and
Commerce looked wise and said nothing.

You could not draw from any of them a hint

3%

with reference to one singe industry ? And,
Sir, relying upon the Minister of Finance
who did that indecent thing, politically
speaking, there is t)-day a provineial election
in the province of Nova Sceotia, which is not

a contest on provincial policy. The
programme of Mr. Murray was read
and it is based on a Dominion issue;

it is constructed on the promise of th=
Finance Minister. I arraign the Govern-
raent of which my hon. friend is the Prime
Minister, for no man who is Finance Min-
ister under him would dare to make a state-
ment like that, if this Government is a8 con-
stitutional government, without having
first consulted his colleagues. Did the Prime
Minister authorize the Finance Minister to
single out one industry and in that indecent
fashion make the will of the Government
known to that industry, whilst every other
industry languished in doubt. Did he or-
Aid he not ? Noanswer. If the Finance Min-
ister was authorized to state that, what is
“Lie position of the Prime Minister, as his
words stand before him to-day and gaze at
his face from every paper which published
them. Does he remen:per that he stood be-
fore the business men of Montreal—that is be-
fore the business man of Canada—and declar-
ed, that the policy of his Government would
be to make cheap coal and cheap irenm, to
take off the duty on coal and iron. And,

- Sir, when the inconsistency of these state-

ments is pointed out, and the Prime Min-
ister is asked to recomcile them, he makes
some flippant argument such as a school boy
would use in a debating society. He has
no dignified, no governmental answer to
give such as this House and this country
demand. Now, Sir, I put this question
strongly, and not one whit more strongly
than it deserves : what right has my hon.

that at rest, while every other industry is
kept hanging in doubt and uncertainty. 1
want to ask the Prime Minister one more
guestion. He has come before us with one
single unbroken promise. Out of the five hun-
dred promises he has made, when they are

fiung in his face broken into flinders, he -

takes up one and he says: Oh, the hon. gen-
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tleman says that we did not keep our pm-z

mises but I will prove that he is not right'
for here is a promise that we kept, we are'
going to introduce a Bill to repeal the .
Franchise Act. Here is one insignificant pro-:
mise fulfilled amongst the hundreds that
have been broken and the scattertd frag-.
ments of which lie all arouad my hon. friend. :
He is going to bring down a Franchise Bill
now. After nine months of the flaming sword |
over the business heads of the cou yr ,
after the preceding year of threats whsn
they had not the sword ; by what right do |
they meet Parliament to-day and refuse to
bring down their Tariff Bill until the elec-|
tion in Nova Scotia is over: In the face of .
the statement of Mr. Murray—I challenge
the Finance Minister to deny it—let me ask :
is he going to put that tariff before the
House before Mr. Murray's election is
over ? Mr. Murray knows. Mr. Murray
is running his election on that promise and
on that rig. Mr. Murray declares to the
people of Nova Scotia: you are called
upon to vote because through you, this
general election in Nova Scotia is to
tell the people at Ottawa what you
want, before their tariff is brought down,
and before their tariff is carried through.

Hon. gentlemen may think that I speak:
I speak what I feel, and:

warmly. I do.
I speak what every honest Liberal wﬁl feel,
at such a gross manipulatxon of secrets that
should lie locked up in the Finance Min-
ister's breast, until he is prepared to lay
them all before Parliament, and at the un-
blushing and pronounced abuse of his posi-

tion which he thus prostitutes for the pur-

poses of party politics.

Now, Sir, I am not going tc debate the
tariff question at this time. 1 will debate
it later when the tariff comes down ; but 1
point out to this House and the countrv
that my hon. friend the Prime Minister has
not taken a dignified position here to-night.
and I charge him and his Ministry with
- doing what was never before done in the

Dominion of Canada by a Finance Minister

on the eve of bringing down a tariff, and I
ask again for a justlﬁcatxon of this course.

Honour and purity in elections sit very
nicely on the lips of my hon. friend ; but:

there is not a scheme nor a wrinkle known

to the latest resources of political warfare’

' that my hon. friend and his followers are

~not - capable of putting into operation and

this one is the worst and the rost indecent

one that has taken place in the history of
;parhamentary government in this country.
There is one other point that I wish to

- -speak of on this same tariff business In
- his airy, delightfully airy. nothing but airy
way, my hon. frierd the leader of the ‘Gov-
.ernment says there is not a man nor woman

“ip this: country who does not know to-day
' gwhat the Government is ‘going to do with
- the tariff. You heard him say that, Mr.

’ -'Speaker, hon. gentlemen on both. sides

:heard him say that ; and then to show ‘how

l!FOSTER.

!

tldesirable it waz that every mar in the
Dominion of Canada knew just what they
are going to do, he defined, in just so many
: English words, what their tariff is to be.
Here it is:

" To alleviate the burdens of the people, and
; impalr no present business interests.

1 Delightfully definite. The president of the
Board of Trade in Toronto knows now ex-
f&etly what this tariff is to be: the new
1 president of the Board of Trade in Montreal
| knosvs now exactly what the tariff is to be ;
.the rolting mill men can now light thexr
| furnaces and start their fires, and rell along
menmly, for they know e‘mctly what the
| tariff is o be. The great man has spoken
' the wonderful definer of things to be detined
has made his definition, and it is definite.
Do you, -want to know what the tariff is to
do in #ll its principles and details ? 1t is
‘*“ to alleviate the burdens of the people and
to impair no present business interests.”
Delightful ! No longer will the commercial
papers say that the business of the country
is retarded, is languishing and is becoming
demoralized on account of prevailing doubt
and uncertainty. Dun, Wiman & Co., and
BPradstreets will now be delightfully
explicit, and will say: * All doubt is re-
moved, and the ‘clink and whirr of the
wheels of business goes on right merrily
since the 27th day of March, 1897, when
the Premier of the Dominion gave this lucid
explanatior of just what the principle and
the details of the tariff are to be.”” And the
bankers, one of whom, by the way, writing
to me the other day, said to me at the end
of the letter: * Help them to get through
the tariff as quickly as possible, for every-
thing is hung up on uncertainty.” I am
going to send him in the morning the very
words of this definition, and ask him 1if
everything cannot now be taken off the pin
and allowed to roli ‘along.
' As to simultaneous polling, it was a de-.
fhghtful and logical and stralghtforward
answer which the Prime Minister made on
that question. Fere you have, Mr. Speaker.
for eighteen years a virtuous party, a party
of purily, a party of principle, thundering
at the wrong method and bad practice of a
'Government at any time holding the hy-elec-
ticns ome after another, and arranging
them to suit themselves. It is brought
to the leader’s mind that in four or five
_cases, after he has got the rule and power,
instead of carrying out the principle which
he has been advocatmg for all these years,
he has violated his own principle. His
answer is ready, and it is just as weighty
a8 it 18 ready: *“ What have you to say
about it? See how you used to do it.”
That is a complete absolution for present
disregard of principle which he was so
strongly in favour of, and which he made
a’ cardinal principle of the Liberal party
‘when in opposition, and even then he sajd
,too much or he did not say enough The
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hon. gentleman has a wide knowledge of the' he had a catch on. the

Conservatives, and

county of Bonaventure. He knows exactly he did net bring on Champlain because he
where the people were and what they were did not want that election brought on before

doing. Why was the election brought on sco
soon in Bonaventure ? Because he says the
people there are fishermen,

and might go eral principle again.

_all the others were decided. He hroaght on
 Wright, but in doing so he violated a Lib-
What has been his

away fishing. Why was it not brought on ' contention, as Liberal leader ? It has al-

80 soon in Champlain ? Because he says the

: ways been that, when a county wished to

people there are lumbermen and are away ' elect a representative, it should not be left
lumbering. Does the hon. gentleman not' to the bosses and leaders to dictate to the

know that Bonaventure is a very large lum-

bering as well as fishing county ?

to their fishing for a month yet ?

Does he:
not know that the fishermen do not go out’
Was it:
so pressing, therefore, that he did not allow
the days of honest grace to his opponents to:
canvass the county and make preparations.

. county what representative it should ehoose,
but the independent men of the party
should be called together and nomiunate the
candidate they desired. In this case that
principle was not carried out, but my Lon.
friend himself was the nominator for the
party. It was he who choose the romince

for the election ? What has he to say abouft_§ for the party. Sc anxious was he to smother
the county of Colchester, one of the best. the real voice of that large electorate, that
counties in the province of Nova Scotia,: his writs were issued so late that I doubt

which for three months and more has been

H

. very much if the notices could have been

without a representative, and which to-day! posted up within the legal delay of eight

has no voice in this Parliament ?

He was' days before the day of the election. I be-

asked the reason of that by the hon. member: lieve that, unless they were posted up on
for Annapelis (Mr. Mills), and he dodged; Sunday, the required legal netice could not

the question, as he dodges every question have been given.

So determined was he

which he finds it a little difficult to answer, | that the county of Wright should not have

and forgot to tell us what the reason was.

§any time to discuss the question thrust on

Will he tell us now the reason why the! the electorate all at once, that he rushed
election in Colchester was not brought on ? this election on within a working 1-eriod of

'The PRIME MINISTER. The answer was' ¢SS than ten days.

made to the questions of the hon. leader!

There was a charge made against wmy

of the Oppesition, who was speaking of the hon. friend to-might which he cannot let go

effect of the school question in Quebec. My
~attention had not been called to Colchester.

£

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend has not:upon as seriously given.

1

 and maintain his position in this House as a
| Prime Minister and a public man anxious

that his word, when given, should be locked
My hon. friend

answered my question. I asked him if he! (Sir Charles Tupper) analysed what the hon.
would give the answer now why he Lad not: gentleman said in the town of Hull regard-

brought on the election in Colchester.

has dodged the question again. If my hon.

He: ing the number of school children required

| by the Manitoba Bill to compel the carrying

friend goes on in this way as Prime Minis-| cut of certain things which were agreed {o

ter, he will soon be called the artful dodger.

' in the school settlement, and my hon. friend

I will tell. my hon. friend what I think is the: pointed out that there was a very great
reason why he has not brought on the:difference between children of school age
election in Colchester. I think the motive,in average attendance and the number of

which induced his Finance Minister to make: children living
a wrongfual declaration with reference to the trict.

: in the parish or dis-
My hon. friend the Prime Miaister

coal industry before the time, so as to in-|took the latter as the basis of his state-
- fluence the elections in Nova Scotia was: ment, if he is correctly reported—and he
about on an even keel with my hon. friend’s: has not denied the report—which is, there-

intention of keeping back the election in

i fore as incorrect as it could well be. The

Colchester so as to bring it on on the very . inaccuracy has been pointed out to him,

same day as the provincial elections.
For what purpose ? For the purpose of
overwhelming the Liberal-Conservative can-
adidate in the county of Colchester under
what they hoped would bhe a very great
rush, a very great majority in the provin-
cial elections which are now being car-
ried on. My hon. friend forgnt the county
of Wright. If Champlain could not be called
on because -lumbermen lived in Champlain,
and were absent, is not Wright a Ilum-
bering county, and a very large lumbering
county ? My hon. friend forgoet to :quare
- all these points, when he thought of that
ready, light answer to his opponant. He
brought on Bonaventure becauvse he thought

i and he has not noticed it. If it were an
i inaccuracy, made simply through carcless-
{ess or inappreciative reading, it is bad, but
if it were intended to deceive the electorate,
all the worse for my hon. friend. But I call
the attention of the House to the fact that
he has not thought it worth while to notice
this grave charge made against his ver-
- acity.

My hon. friend made another statement,
He said that the stutement made by the
leader of the Opposition that the Estimates
brought down last year by the Government
were some three million dollars greater
than the largest estimate brought down by
the Liberal-Comservatives, had no .founda-
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tion in fact. Well, I have the figares be-[man who folt that he belonged to the domii-
fore me. and they bear out the statement nant party and wanted promotion to the
of the hon. leader of the Opposition. And. ! place of another, was at work trying. if
if the First Minister did not know that he ; possible, to trump up some charge against
was wrong, his hon. colleague the Finance:a superior officer in order to secure that
Minister might very easily have set him ; officer’s place for himself. I say that from
right. Here are the figures. The Estinates | one end of this country to the other the
brought down by the late Governinent were i civil sarvants of a political taith different
\37,800,000. and the amount which was ! from that of the party in power do not
passed through by hon. gentiemen opposite, | teel themselves secure in their position. No
as their Estimates, including whit should | man knows but that a chance word that he
Lave been passed for expenses of this ses- ! drops to an acquaintance may be re-
sion but was left over as Supplementaries, | ported to his injury. There is fear and
was a little over $§40,000,000. 'tremblmf' and demoralization and confusion

But my hon. friend tried to turn theiamong the civil service such as will always
poiut of the attack by introducing new mat- | be manifested when the dowminant party,
ter, and he referred to thz2 alleged illegal not being strong enough to ward off the
practices in the province of Maaitoba dur—ias‘eaults of its *rleedv supporters, listens to
ing the elections. It would have been as . their demands, and. while giving fair words
well for my hon. friend if he Lhad not done! to the public such as my hon. friend gave
this. My hon. friend has followed tiie ex-; here to-night that no man would be dis-
ample set by the Liberal papers, and some ! missed without a charge and an investiga-

of the Liberal speakers, of taking cvery
charge made as proved, but he has not got
their excuse of doing this before the
charges were gone into. From one end of
this country, te the other, and throuzhout
England as well, the charges wore circulat-
ed of misdoings by the returning oftiicers

und Conservative candidates in the province !

of Manitoba, and every charge made was
heralded as if fully proved. Well, the trials
were rushed on by the Liberal governinent
of Manitoba. and constant changes of court
were obtained. in order to secure convic-
tions, if possible ; but, after the cases had
gone through the courts, what was the net
result ? Out of the whole twenty-seven or
more against whom charges were i:aade,
hut one conviction was obtained. ivery
other man accused was cleared for want of
proof, and the atlorneys of the Liberal

party, conducting the ease against Mr.
Hugh John Macdonald., whom we miss

here to-night, said in open court that there
was not a shadow of proof for the state.
ment made charging him with persénal cor-
ruption. Although he had been charged
with being a personator and a ballet-stuffer
and with having been guilty of illegal vrac-
tices. the attorneys for the party admitted
that {or these charges there was not a tittle
cf foundation.

Then, with reference to the civil service,
my hon. friend deftly turaed the arguinent
against the hon. leader of the Opposition
by charging my hon. friend with having

called the commissioners spies on the civil

gervice. I listened to my hon. friend and
did not take that meaning from what he
said. I understood him to say that the|
civil service, from the top to the boitom,
was permeated by spies and emissaries. and
that staterent is as true as the Gospel. Golng
into the Dopartment of the Interier to-day or
apy time sivce the late election, one could see

that the statements made by myx hon. friend

is true, and that the department had been
the hiunt of spies and emissaries. Every

Mr. FOSTER.

ition, acts upon a different principle. Did
not my hon. friend state to-night that no
man would be dismissed without a charge
and an investigation ? e Jdid. But the
time will come when, in this House, I will
give him dozens of examples of men who
ihave served their country faithfully for ten,
twelve, or perhaps twenty years, without
charges against them, were dismissed, the
first intimation being a notice from head-
quarters that their services were not re-
quired after a certain time. 'Take the case
of a man appointed under the Liberal- _
Conservative Administration. who has done
his work faithfully and served the Gov-
ernment well for years without a blot upon
his record. and has paid into the superan-
nuation fund for the benefit of his wife and
family if he should be disabled. The other
party comes into power, and this man, mere-
ly because he is a Conservative, is dis-
missed, and the Government retains the
money that he paid in. I would ask the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Laurier), who has just left
the House, if he thinks that is an honest
and fair thing to do ¥ That has been done,
“and before the session is many weeks older
we shall have the cases before the House.
And yet the hon. gentleman has the ef-
frontery, the audacity, to use a word which
 he used with reference to my hon. friend
(Sir Charles Tupper), to stand up and. in
the face of the country, which has examples
of this thing from one end of it to the
other, declare upon his word of honour. that
no man has been or will be dismissed unless
there is a charge and an investigation. And
yet behind him sits the Minister of Rail-
ways (Mr. Blair). who, in this House, made
public declaration of the policy he would fol-
low—that he might possibly give a chance
for a man to repel a charge if he was a
‘high class official and got a goed salary,
but in the case of a poor labouring man,
there were so many of them, that he could
not take them into comxdemtion. And do
you know what else demoralizes the civil
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service ? If you are doing your work well{i
in a public capacity. you have your own dig-
nity and self-respect, and does it help that-

to have a political heeler whom you know
to be not your equal made a high commis-

sioner to come and scent around your ofli-

cial distriet, and hale you before him to
answer charges against you.

vice than submit to such an indignity. In

New Brunswick, in Manitoba, in other parts

of the country, that kind of commissioner
is travelling the country to-day.

taker in a public
oever 4 man was, respected by the people of

both sides of politics, and who, simply be-
cause he voted for the Liberal-Conservative :
candidate. was turned adrift, and his family
is without this means of livelihocod to-day.
Is that a thing for a great:
party of talents, and brains, and business
capacity, to be engaged in ? Why is their.
not some policy .
is the;
Crow’s Nest Railway matter not decided ? '

Is that honest ¥

tariff not ready, why is
upon the fast line matured, why

Simply because the great heads have been

so busy cutting of the small heads that they !
have had no tiine to devote to matters of ;

policy. And we may look for worse because
they have capitulited to their followers.

Some hon., MEMBERS. Oh, obh.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend knows it,
he knows that they have capitulated to their

followers, and that the dismissals that have:
been made are not a circumstance to the .
And dismis-

dismissals that will be made.
sals, superannuations. appointments—every-
thing goes through with the greatest of
facility. ‘Things are not as they used to be.

Some hon. MEMBERS. OL. oh.

Mr. FOSTER. Irom my hon. friend's
standpoint he would think that adiat was
hard. But we do not think it so. But 1
know the gentlemen opposite would find it

still worse if they had to go out of office. :

I wish to eall the attention of the House

to a matter which has already been before
it—the reputed action of the Government .
Baie des Chaleurs
I thought it was a tenet of the.
Liberal party, I thought it was a feature of :

with reference to the
Railway.

sound constitutional government in British '
countries, that Government could not enter:
into comntracts and spend money for pur-.
poses for which ne appropriation has been :

made by Parliament.

would justify the Government in taking
twenty or thirty or ninety miles of railway
anrd operating it? They could make an agree-
ment to operate it, to be afterwards present-
ed to the House and the expenses provided

As a man of
self-respect and good standing you are apt
to say : I would rather go out of the ser-’

I ean give:
the case of an honest old man who for the:
last fifteen years has done his duty as care-’
building—inoffensive as .

We own the Interco-
lonial Railway, and we appropriate money .
for the purpose of carrying on that railway.:
But have we appropriated any money which |
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for. If they have been operating the Baie
des Chalevrs Railway they must certiinly
hiave been operating it at an expense to the
. country ; and, if so, what becomes of the
. principle that the Government is simply
the servant of Parliament to expend the
. moneys appropriated by Parliament. Has
my hon. friend. the Minister of Trade
and Commerce, who got up last year and,
in a fit of penitence, declared he had done
it. he knew, but would not do it again. bhas
he been at it again ? Has my hon. friend
. been getting a Governor General’'s warrant
to operate the Baie des Chaleurs Railway
for political or other purposes ¥ We will
have the answer by and by. I draw the
attention of the House and of the country
to this : 1t has been stated that this matter
has been carried on for some months, [f
it has, under what warrant, and Ly what
right ?

Now, Sir, I come to another question. and
that is the Manitoba School Act. I have a
few words to say with reference to the
Manitoba School Act simply and solely be-
cause the question is now a question of
record between the two parties ; and I do
not think that we on this side can sit still
iand have the record of the Liberal-Conser-
vative party put in a different position from
that which it should occupy. There are
 just some thoughts which come to my mind.

In the first place, my hon. friend the leader
cof the Government, praises Mr. (Fuité. con-
“cerning whom he tries to tell the House
"that my hon. friend, the leader of the Op-
pesition. had made insinnations. The leader
of the Opposition made npo insinuations
against Mr. Guité. He did say that there
had been a double-headed circular sent out
“to the electors of Mr. Guité’s county. and
that these two had been directed to people
of two different beliefs. That did not con-

stitute an insinuation against My, Guité.

But I wish to draw the attention of the

Solicitor General (dMr. Fitzpatrick) to the
high encomiums that my hon. friend the
leader of the Government, and his leader
and colleague in the Government, paid to
Mr. Guité—for what ? Beeause Mr. Guité
“had been brave enough and strong enough
to say to the bishop: No. I cannot sign
what you want me to sign, I must stand for
civil liberty. Was the Solicitor General in

his place at that particular time ? Did it
grate harshly upon his ears? No, 1 am

i afraid that even my hon, friend has not
‘that within his bosom which sometimes
makes cowards of men. What was the
point of the encomium upon Mr. Guité ?
"7That he did not bow to the bishop, that
when the bishop wanted him to sign a
letter. he would not sign it. There was
' your hero, there was your brave man. And,
| par conséquence, is my hon. friend the
i Solicitor General a hero or a brave man?
i For he bent the knee and he took the pen,
'and he straightway made his solemn pledge
;of faith and honour, that he would—stand
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No, but do just exactlyi posite. But my hon. friend the Solicitor Gen-
what the bishops’ mandement bade him do., cral is made of different metal. When the
Now, if Mr. Guité was a hero in the estima-' bishop asked him to sign the pledge he gets
tion of my hon. friend for the reason given, down and signs it—because he wants to be
what must be the rather equivocal position: elected. He declares to his bishop that he
of my friend the Solicitor General ? My submits to the bishops’ will and mande-
hon. friend the Solicitor General is in a! ment, that he is in favour of remedial le-
peculiar position. But I will make it a little: gislation, that if. at the next session of this
cleavrer. We missed to-day the ruddy coun-! House, remedial legislation is not intro-
tenance of the former member for Wright.: duced and carried through by his leader, he

for civil liberty ?

I was told in the county of Wright when I
was conducting a canvass there as best 1.
could against the myrmidons of the (Gov-!
ernment—-

Mr. DOMYVYILLE. You have not much In-
telligence.

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, there is my hon.’
friend again. .1 did net know but thar'
business out in the North-west had rather:
relieved us of him. Now I was going on to
say that I was told in the county of Wright
the reason why the former member was;
rot here. Is the Minister of the Interior,
around * He does not seem to be in his:
place. But the reason that was given to;
me in the county of Wright why Mr. Devlin:
resigned, was that his health was so poor,
that it would not allow him to do his.
duties to his constituents, the electors of:
Wright. Now, I understood my hon. friend:
last year to declare that the Government was
going to launch out intc a vigorous immigra- f;
tion policy. They have Iaunched out, and!
they have commenced by making a sort of.
national sanitarium for sick politicians on:
the other side of the water. Well, Mr.:
Devlin's health was so delicate, so report:
says. that he cannot stand three months of
the year here, and the other eight or nine:
months in the balmy breezes of Aylmer:
and the county contiguous ; but he is vigor-:
ous and strong enough to-go to an exigent
and large field of labour, and to put in:
operation that vigorous iminigration policy !
I think that was not the real reason. Now,
I make another illustration fcr my hon.
friend the Solicitor General. Why did Mr.
Devlin not face the House ? Mr. Devlin, I
think. gave the reason why when, last year,:
he stood in his place in the House and!
launched that speech of his in favour of:
the Manitoba minority. the oppressed mi-:
nority, the humiliated minority, the minority:
robbed of rights by superior and arrogant;
power, as he phrased it. On that ocecasion:

will resign. He has not resigned. There 18
the Solicitor General, the representative of
justice in the cabinet of the country, mak-

ing a solemn pledge, which is stronger thaa

an oath to any honest man, violating his
pledge ; in the first place making a pledge

' to get into the House, in the second place,

violating the pledge to keep in the House,
and to Keep his position. The former mem-
ber for Wright would not face a contingency
of that kind. and he handed in his resigna-
tion—for a consideration. The hon. gentle-
man opposite, in a piece of casuistry which
is anything but commendable in the repre-
sentative of justice in the cabinet of this
country, tries to justify himself. and he
justifies himself by saying that after all he
did not know that it would do any good if
he did keep his word. and that therefore he
might just as well break it. But his col-
league. the Hou. Mr. Geofirion—he will par-

i don me for mentioning him by name—took

occasion to read his friend and other such
friends as he, a lecture the other night at
a club meeting in Montreal. Mr. Geoffrion
proceeded to give his definition of a Liberal.
“He was a man who had the courage of
his convictions, and one who defended the
cause he had at heart with firmness.” Now,
1 want to ask the leader of the Government
this : Is it true, as he is reported in the
papers, after his declaration, and the de-

“claration of Mr. Greenway and his Govern-
‘ment, that the settlement given was final

and nothing more would be given, that my
hon. friend, speaking in Montreal. described
this as but the first instalment of the jus-
tice that was to be done to the JManitoba
minority 7 If that is true, how comes it
that my hen. friend now, in the Speech from
the Throne, deliberately declares that this is
the best and only arrangement that can be
got ? How is it that Mr. Greenway. the
Premier of Manitoba. when the rumour
went vp to Winnipeg that he was going to
give more concessions to the Catholic mi-

he uttered this langunage : ‘nority, came out andsaid: That is not
he princiol ‘true, this is the wultimate and all that
I vote for the principle of this Bill because it we will do as a Government. But

declares the right of the minority to separate: . ; it
schools, and God forbid that the day should ever ; the hon. the Solicitor General is a mem-
come when, in this House or out of it, holding : ber of the hon. gentleman's Government. he
the belief which I do, I should refuse to vote in | is one of his colleagues, he is responsible for
favour of the principle of restoring to the Catho-: the speech that was put in the mouth of
lic minority its separate schools. | the Governor (ieneral as well as is my

That was Mr. Deviin’s principle. that was: hon. friend ; and yet the Solicitor General
his stand. Having stated that in this House: in explaining that he has mnot kept his
Mr. Devlin felt that he could not. in con-|solemn word, makes two important state-
sistency with his manhood, come into this| ments. He said that * either Sir Charles Tup-

House again and vote for my hon. friend op‘i per or Mr. Laurier will be returned, the

Mr. FOSTER.
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latter of whom promised conciliation mst
and coercion only in the event of the ap-
peal to obtain a peaceful settlement failing.”
That disposes pretty effectively, so far as
the testimony of the law officer of the'
Crown goes, of the contention that the:
leader did hold out to the province of Que~ :
bee, that he would secure justice to the mi-
nority of Manitoba, that if he could not get :
it by conciliation he would do it by using:
the constitutional power. But the Solicitor-
General goes further. He says: the settle-

" ment might be modified and made more
satistactory. He did not accept the settle-.
ment as final—the law officer of the Crown
does not accept it as final-nor did Mr.
Laurier accept it as final ; the Solicitor Gen-
eral speaks for his Prime Minister, and there-;
by backs up the assertion of the hon. gen-:
tleman that this is only * a first instalment.” !
The duplicity is not yet ended. Commenc- ;
ing six long years back in the party to which :
the hon. gentleman belongs, and contmumg,
through their own partisans, and none of ;
them stronger and wilder than the present
Minister of Public Works on that questxon(
in those past days, making one statement in-
one place and another statement in another
atter the Governor General's mouth had ut-:
tered the words that this is the final settle-
ment. the Solicitor General and the Premier !
both saying : T am not satisfied with it, and |
Mr. Guité saying to the bishops: it is not!
al I want and I will do my best when I:
get into Parliamment to have full justice |
done Now, with respect to the Manitoba :
schools let me add something further. I am |
oren to the judgment of the country if it isi
not true that the whole course of the leader
of the Government when in Opposition was | |
directed to impress on the minds of all|
Catholies in this country that he wanted !
Manitoba separate schools restored. Was
the Manitoba minority anywhere simply
asking for the prxv-le"es of getting a half ;
hour after school was out in which to teach .
religion ? 'That was not what the mmomtyj
were after. The discussion did not rage .
about a proposition of that kind at all ; it
raged over the proposition raised by the
Minister of Public Works—and I have hns.js
words under my hands—where he declared i
that the minority of Mamnitoba had been dps
prived of their rights and had been suffi-
ciently humiliated. that they had made con- |
cessjons when the upper chamber of \Iam-v
toba was allowed to go under a promise;
that their rights would never be taken from
them. The hon. gentleman stated at that
time that the Catholic minority in Manitoba
will make no more concessions, that they
will stand on their rights, and turning to
the then Government he demanded that
justice be done to that minority and that
their separate schools be restored. And
all the way up they have impressed that
lesson,on the public mind until it sank deep
inte the heart of Catholicism from one end

; That was,
; throughout ; that was the line of argument
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. of the country to the other. Am I right in
' that statement or not ?

Mr. DOMVILLE. No.
Mr. FOSTER. That is a very high au-

' thority, I must, however, appeal from this

luminary to Ceaesar.
Mr. DOMVILLE. From King's County.

Mr. FOSTER.
however,

I will appeal to Caesar.
the course pursued

used. I want to call the hon. gentleman’s
attention to one point, which he as a respon-
sible Minister cannot afford to treat in
silence. He repels the insinuation that he

‘ broke faith, that he broke any pledge. He

has ufterly broken and ignored a pledge he
made from his seat on this side of the
House to Parliament and to the country.
When he moved the six months’ hoist to the
Remedial Bill, what was the hon. gentle-
man’s position ? I will not read the whole
of his argument, but I will give the gist of
it, and it was this : That this is more than
a matter of law, it is a matter of prejudice,
a matter of opinion, a matter of feeling ;

:that you cannot drive people by force, but

that you can get things by showing the people
that they are reasonable. He asserted that
the people did not understand this question ;
he urgzed that an inquiry be made into the
facts, saying that the people did not know
. the facts. He demanded on the floor of this
House that before anything was done a
‘ commission should issue and the whole
| facts of the case shouald be inguired into.
What for ? For his information, for my in-

f formation ? No ; for the information of the

people of this country. for the information
| of the Protestant people especially, for, said
he, I have more influence with the Pro-
has the present
Government ; there is my old friend Sir
i Oliver Mowat, who is the champion of sepa-
rate schools in Ontario, I will go to him,
and when all the facts are brought out we
will place them before the people and show
them lLiow reasonable is our proposition that
separate schools should be restored. And
the lion. gentleman pledged his faith as a
man and as a leader of the party that the
first thing done should be the appointment
i ¢t a commission with Sir Oliver Mowat at its

i head to investigate and obtain full informa-

tion on tha subject and spread it before the
people. Did the hon. leader of the Govern-

i ment do so ? His solemn pledge was treat-

ed as the idle wind. Once the election was
over and his pledge had served its purpose,
he did not think that the best settlement
for this country would be secured by having
ilie whole faets inquired into, that Sir
Oliver Mowat should be placed at the head
of a commission of inguiry, that when the
whole facts were brought out they would
produce such an impression on the minds
of Protestants they would see the justice
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of restoring the right of having separate | i Mr. FOSTER. That reminds me that the
schools for the minority of Manitoba. Not ' Liberal party is becoming demoralized all

a step was taken in that direction. The:
hon. gentleman and the Manitoba Goveru-

ment sat down together and settled the
question. Settled what question ? Settled
the questicn of party advantage Dbetween
himself and the Greenway government.
That is what he settled.

|
Mr. DOMVILLE. Very successfully any- |

way.

Mr. FOSTER. Very successfully ; the!
Minister of the Interior is there, and my:
hon. friend is there.

Mr. FRASER.

Mr. FOSTER.
that I am here. and hon. gentlemen oppn-
site will know that I am here,

Mr. DOMVILLE. And
there.

Mr. FOSTER.
member for King's (Mr.

And you are there.

And perbaps the hon.

will just curb the exuberance of his spirits, :
I was go-

may know also that I am here,

ing on to say that what this hon. gentleman
promised to the country was that he would"
get the full information and spread it be-;

fore the people, so as to mould the Protest-
ant mind into an acceptance of separate
schools being restored to the Manitoba mi-
nority. But the hon. gentleman sat down.
with the party of one side and without con-

sultation with the party on the other side. |

A, B and C are three persons. A comes !
to B and says: There is a contract of :
twenty years’ standing existing Dbetween
us, under which I have had certain iights!
and privileges ; to-day you have annulled :
that contract. B says: No, I deny that:
there is any contract. A says: There!
was, but if you deny it, I will take it
to the courts. They take it to the rourts,!
and the decision comes, and then A goes to:
B and says: The courts declare that you
had an absolute right to cancel the thlact
but they declare, as well, that I had certain
privileges for twenty years, and which I
believed, and which it was believed, were’
guaranteed to me by the constitution of the:
contract, under which I made the 2oniract, |
and that, therefore, I have the right of re-
dress by appeal to a higher power. A comes
with his appeal to C. C tells the person
who is aggrieved to stand out of the way
whilst he and B get together and make a
little settlement to suit themselves, ignor-
ing the party which has the primary griev-
ance and which got a verdict in his favour.
And my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) calls that
a settlement.

‘Mr. LaRIVIERE. A is at (C) sea now.
Mr. FOSTER. Yes, A is at (C) sea.

Mr. SOMERVILLE You are all at sea.
Mr. FOSTER

| pagne.
P Mr. Speaker, and I will never make such a
' one again.

i yet.
fister
‘friend (Sir Charles Tupper), he has the au-

And I am happy to say.
you will stay:

Domville), if he:

I Her Majesty’s reign.
| sixtieth year is by all the evidences ¢f pro-

round. They leave off one species of ba:d
~work and go to another. For instance, in
tbe county of Wright, the Liberal party left
" off Devlin and the took strongly to Cham-
But that is an unpardonable pun,

My bhon. friend (Mr. Laurier) calls that a
final settlement, and yet he says it is only an
finpstalment. and the Solicitor General says
- that both he and the Premier consider the
r question is not settled, but that it Is open
Using the word which the Prime Min-
(Mr. Laurier) applied to my hon.

. dacity to accuse the Liberal-Conservitive
party of destroying the peace and good-will
tand harmony of this country during those
:last five or six years. In the light or re-
“cords and history, the proposition is too
.absurd to demand a single minute's refuta-
- tion. The plain statement of fact that I
have made simply shows that the Liboral
. party commenced it, the Liberal party kept
it up, the men who are now prating so
strongly for peace and amity, were the men
' who were strongest in their expressions,
two, and three, and four, and five years
ago. For every sake, let us have all the
amity we can have in this country, but I
center my protest, because we are IFrench-
cmen, and Englishmen, and Scotchmen, and
‘lnshmcn that every time we seem to have
.4 little disagreement on a principle or de
tail of a question, alarmists shall say that
1the whole of this Dominion is being set
{aflame. There is nothing of the kind.
;(‘ atholics. Irishmen or Frenchmen, are men
 Just the same as Englishmen. They know
qmte well that there are differences of
ropinion, and if a Frenchman and an fng-
 lishman do not see eye-to-eye upon a Jjues-
| tirn, either pubhc or private, who is to say
.that they are going to tear at each other's
i throats because they are discussing a prin-
f¢iple or a detail of pla(tiee ‘The history
;of the last five years is the strongest pos-
: sible argument that the French and the
: English are coalescing in this country, that
i they are uniting together to form cne peo-
ple, not a people which shall have every
:diversity combed down so that there shall
: be no points of difference between them,
fbut a people who are stronger :and better
'united because they do differ on some
2ﬂaings. and because they are strong
enough and manly enough to differ,
and yet not set the heather afire
on account of such differences. Sir, I re-
iterate the sentiment so well expressed by
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition,
and so elaborately expressed by my hon.
friend the leader of the Government with
regard to the auspicious year through which
we are passing now ; the sixtieth year of
Signalized as that
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gress and advancement in the physical sci- !
ences, in the mental sciences, in religion and |
worals, I Lope that we shall go out of that |
&!the;h year of Her Majesty’s reign strong | !
in our admiration of the history of that great |
country which for a thousand years has been '
the synonym for civil and religious liberty,
and for progress and advancement; and |
stronger still in our hope, relying upon that |
past record of unexampled greatness and
progress ; stronger I say in the hope, that
the fature holds no peril in the distant hori-
zon threatening disaster to the Emplire,
which having progressed through a thou-
sand years in the van of liberty may, united
in all its parts, progress in the same van:

of liberty and enlightment for a thousand "
years to come,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr
Speaker, I am not going to inflict myself

at this hour. upon the indulgence of the
House, but before I move the adjournment
of the debate, I might take occasion to make
a remark or two. I am inclined to think,
and I believe the majority of the House
will agree with me, that taking into account
the well-known feelings of a large propor-
tion of his own followers., all things con-
sidered, I am not going out of the record in
saying, that the Qpeech of the hon. leader
of the Opposition in respect to the Mani-
toba school question was about as in-
judicious as could well have veen delivered
under any circumstaaces. At least that
was my opinion until I heard the remarks
of the ex-Finance Minister on the same
subject.

Mr. FOSTER. And then you changed ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And then
I am obliged to say, I modified my convic-

tion.
Mr. FOSTER. I am glad I modified you.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes,

there are no depths so profound that there
are not a deeper still, and I think my hon.
friend the ex-Fipance Minister has probably
attained to the lowest. I would like to put
two questions to these hon. gentlemen op-
Dosite. They have occupied between them.
pretty mnearly three hours of actual count
by the clock, in discussing the Manitoba
settlement; I would like to know whe-
ther either or both of these hon. gen-
tlemen are prepared to move a vote of
censure upon the settlement as arranged.
I should like to know if they have the
smallest intention of deing it, and I would ¢
like to know how many of their followers
would dare to support them in it. [ would
like to put a second question: If any of

their followers move a vote of censure, will |

either; or both of them, venture to vote for
it? As that is a conundrum equal to either
of those which the hon. gentleman has pro-
posed, I will give him till Monday to think
it over; and, in order that he may have
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ample time, I prepose now to move the ad-
journment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have the
honour to inform the House that the Clerk
of the House has received from the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery the certificate of
the election and return of Louis Napoleon
Champagne, Esquire, for the Electoral Dis-
trict of Wright.

MEMBER I\TRODUCED

e e vy

Louis Vapoleon Champagne, Esq., Member for
the Electoral District of Wright, mtroduced by
;hedane Minister (Mr. Laurier) and Mr. Suther-
an

REPORTS.

Report, Returns and Statistics of the In-
Jland Revenues of the Dominion of Canada.
for the fiscal year ended 30th June, 189G :
Part 1. Excise, &c.—(Sir Henri Joly de Lot-
biniére.)

Part 11. Inspection of Weights and Meas-
ures and Gas, for the fiscal year ended 30th
June, 1896.

Part IIL. Adulteration of Food, for the
fiscal year ended 30th June, 1896.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and House adjourned
at 11.15 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
\[o\'bn‘, 29th March, 1897,

The SPEARKER tool\ the Chair at Three
o’'clock.

L"RAYERS.
NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honour to in-
form the House that the Clerk of the House
has received from the Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery, a certificate of the election and
return of Jean Francois Guité, Esq., for the

jlectoral district of Bonaventure.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier)
moved :
That notices of motion be deferred until after

the consideration of His Excellency’s Speech at
tke opening of the sassion.

Motion agreed to.
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MEMBER INTRODUCED. I wish to offer one or two words of explaba-
t tion. This is the same Bill that was intro-
r duced last session, and it seeks to comnel
Electoral District of Bonaventure, introduced bY | pailway companies to adopt the automatic
the Prime Minister (Mr. Laurier) and Mr. Talbot. ; coupler and air-brake, and it also contains
SRV N VAV ;one or two cother provisions on a similar

SAFETY ON RAILWAYS. {line. The Bill is supported by the entire

Mr. CASEY moved for leave to introduce | Failway organizations of this country; the
Bill (No. 2) further to secure the safety of | {rainmen and the engineers, and not ouly is
raiiway employees and passengers. He ' it in their i.nterest, but it is in t!‘e inte}'es‘t
said : This is substantially the Bill- which : of the public as well. I also desire to inti-
I have already introduced twice. It went mate to the Government that I would pre-
to its second ]}eading in the last session of : fer that this Bill should h2 considered by a

the late Parliament, but was done away | special committee, much on the same lines

Jean Francois Guité, Esq., Member ZIor the

with by the Railway Committee. On the:
present occasion I hope for a better fate
for the Bill. I have urged before, and I in-;
tend to urge again, that a Bill of this na-.
ture, being a public Bill, should not be sent
to a private bills committee, where there :
is no opportunity for a careful discussion of :
its provisions such as there would be in a:
committee composed of persons knowing :
something about the particular subject, and
interested therein. At the proper stage,
therefore, after the second reading of the
Bill, T shall try to have it comnsidered by a .
committee composed of persoms favourable
to the principle of the Bill and interested
in its success. I shall not enter fully into:
its provisions now, but will merely mention .
one or two of them, as there are a number
of hon. gentlemen present who have never'
heard of this Bill bgfore. It provides for'
certain attachments to box cars and to air-.
brakes on such cars as are fitted therewith, -
calculated to increase the safety of railway !
employees and travellers. Accidents fre-:
quently occur from the air-brakes failing
to work., and this Bill provides that the!
engineer shall have means of knowing:
at any time whether the air-brakes:
are in working order or mnot. Con-;
veniences are also to be provided for.
railway men getting on and off ears. Per-:
haps the most important part of the Bill,:
however, is a proviso for & minimum com- .
pulsory compensation for all employees on ;
railways who may be injured by aceci'
dents not caused by their ¢—n negligence. !
The Bill contains rather ciaborate pro-’
visions for this purpose, which I will fur-.
(her explain on the second reading. I have
not included in this Bill all the provisions -
which I would wish to have in one Bili, for '
the reason that the hon. member for East'
York (Mr. Maclean) bas made himself :
master of one branch of the subject, and:
lhas given neotice of his intention to intro-
~duce a Bill to deal with it. Therefore. 1.
‘have not included in my Bill anything '
covered by the Bill introduced by him on |
a previous occasion. ;

Motion agreed to,
time. P :
~_Mr. MACLEAN moved for leave to intro- |
duce Bill (No. 3) to promote the safety of
- railway employees. He said : Mr. Speaker, |
Mr. LATURIER. '

and Bill read the first |

;
!

as outlined by iny hon. friend from Elgin
(Mr. Casey). We did not make much head-
way with the Bill a year or two ago, but I
propose to push it this session and to ask
for a special committee, and also to ask the
support of the Government. 1 believe the
Ifirst Minister and some of his colleagues
have already intimated to the railway men
of (anada that they are disnosed to be very
favourably inclined towards the objects of
the Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

RAILWAY AMENDMENT ACT.

Mr. MACLEAXN moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 4) to amend the Railway Act.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
Explain.

Mr. MACLEAN. The object of this Bill
is to provide, in the first place, that all rail-
road companies which run sleeping cars on
their trains shall keep the upper berth
closed whenever a passenger in the lower
berth requires it, and when the upper berth
is not occupied. This is at present the law
in a great many States of the Union, and I
think we ought to have a simiiar law here.
The second clause of the Bill is to compel
railway companies to make a return to Par-
liament, under the oath of their chief ad-
ministrative officer, of the number of passer
of all kinds they issue and of all the special
rates for passenger travel that they give in
the course of the year. I believe we can
only reach the solution of the transporta-
tion problem by knowing the number of
persons that travel free each year and by
knowing the number of persons who get
what is called preferred rates in regard to
passenger travel,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

EMPLOYMEXT OF ALIENS IN CANADA.

Mr. COWAN moved for leave to intro-

i duce Bill (No. 5) respecting the employment

of aliens in the Deminion of Canada.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.

- Mr. COWAN. This is a Bill for the pro-

hibition of the employment of labour con-

-
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tracted outside of Canada, and also for the
purpose of prohibiting the employment in:

the Dominion of Canada of persons who re-:

side outside of Canada and earn their living
in Canada.

Mr. MACLEAN. I would like 0 ask the
hon. member (Mr. Cowan) if there is any
provision in his Bill for preventing the Gov-.
ernment from giving contracts to contract-
ors who are not subjects of Her Majesty ?

Mr. COWAN. No. There is, however, a

provision in the Bill forbidding the employ-
ment of alien labour on any public works

in Canada. :

Mr. MACLEAN.
contractors.

That does not cover
You will have to widen it.

time.

FOREIGNERS.
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%sort. I may say that the Bill has been

very largely drawn upon the lines of the
Bill introduced by Sir John Thompson as

. Premier and Minister of Justice in 1894,
"when he also undertook to substitute the
. clectoral lists of the provinces for those

existing under the Franchise Act. Perhaps
it would be proper, at the same time, to
draw the attention of the House to the fact

that, up to the present time since the elec-
“toral Franchise Act has been in force, there

has been an expenditure of $1,141.000 undevr
it. And<I may say that the chief object
that the Government has in view in intro-

.ducing this legislation is to avold similar

expenditure in the future. I would like 1o

.draw the attention of hon. members to the

‘fact that there is an error in schedule 3 of
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first.

this Bill. The sceond paragraph would

‘purport to convey the idea that the whole
.of chapter 7

IMPORTATION AND IMMIGRATION OFf(jgmada

of the Revised Statutes of
is repealed. This is a printer's
T is all repealed except

error.  Chapter T

. sections 2 and 3.

Mr. MILLS (for Mr. Taylor) moved for:
leave to inireduce Bill (No. 6) to prohibit

the importation and immigration of foreign-
ers and aliens under contract or agreement
to perform labour in Canada.

An hon. MEMBER. I do not think it
needs any explanation. It has been before .
the House a good many times.

Mr. BRODEUR. 1t is the same thing.
Mr. MILLS. Yes.

Metion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

_discussion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I need not In-
form the House, after the remarks I made
upon this subject Friday. that this is a ques-
tion upon which the Opposition in this House
feels very strongly. I nead not recall to
the attention of the House a number of the

;objections that I feel could be pressed
~against such a measure as is indicated in
_1he Speech from the Throae.

I am quite
certaia that hon. gentlemen opposite canuot
expect such a measure as this to pass this
House without very full and very elaborate
I do not for a single moment

-mean to say that it might not be possible

FRANCHISE ACT.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitzpat-
rick) moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
7) to repeal the Franchise Act and to make.
provision in lieu thereof. He said: The
heading explains fairly accurately, I may:
say very accurately, the character and scope
of this Bill, and also the changes which, if
passed, it will make in the present system.:
The heading to which I refer to reads: A
ccnsolidation of the present law respecting,
Dominion elections, with some amendments, |
and with the addition of provisions substi-
tuting provincial laws as to franchises,
voters’ lists, and polling divisions for the:
present Dominion Franchise Act.

So that the chief object of this Bill is to l
substitute the provincial lists for those now !
in use under the Franchise Act. 1 need

‘ture at the present moment.

1o improve the present Franchise Act. I
am quite certain that attention could be

_given to that subject which would result mn

one of the principal objections to the exist-
ing Act, to which the hon. Solicitor General
has referred. that of expense, being largely
mitigated. But I wish to put the question
very seriously to the consideration of the
hon. leadgr of the House as to the propriety
of pressing this measure upon this legisla-
The hon.

gentleman knows that in Xngland it is

. usual, after passing an Act which largely

changes the franchise of the country, to
appeil to the electors. When such changes
are made Parliament no longer represents

. the electorate as it exists under the law,

and, therefore, an opportunity is given to
the new electorate to choose their repre-
sentatives. I believe the hon. gentleman will

not go into details in discussing the Bill at| probably be able to gquote a precedent, per-
the present time, because I apprehend it will . haps in this House, that will bear against
be more convenient to the members on both  that view pf the case. I do not wish to
gides of the House if we take the matter: refine upon that point, but simply to call
up after the Bill has been distributed and an | attention to the British practice and to say
opportunity has been afforded for consider-; that unless there is an intention—and I do
ing its provisions. On the second reading not gather from the hon. gentieman that
there will be opportunity for the regular he has such an intention—of appealing to
debate. I understand that this has been:the country, such a measure should not be

the proceeding hitherto in matters of thisg passed. I should be very much surprised
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if the hon. gentleman, situated as he is,';from the little consideration I have been
should adopt the course of appealing to the: able to give t6 this question of the franchise,
country. But, that being the case, 1 want' looking at the character of the franchise in
to put to my bhon. friend whether it is well: the various provinces, it appears to me it
in this, practically the first session of a new:is quite possible that, after careful consider-
Parliament. at any rate in the first year, ation, we might arrive at the conclusion
without any immediate or early prospect of that there is a better and a more efTective
a dissolution of the House, there is any ne-'way of dealing with the franchise of the
cessity whatever for pressing this measure’ electors of Canada. I believe that if you
at the present time. The hon. gentleman:lcok at the franchise as it exists to-day in
will have accomplished largely the object, the various provinces. if it is to be accepted
that he has in view. I believe, that of vin- a¢ a model, and if you look at the tendency
dicating the position he has tak®a before:in all the provinces to extend the franchise,
the country of his intention to adopt such: I am inclined to think that we have ap-
legislation as this. by bringing down the. proached to-day so near, in many of the
Bill, having it printed and distributed for provinces, if not all of them, to the con-
the information of the country. I would: fines of manhood suffrage, as to render the
ask him, whether it is well to take up a, guestion worthy of the careful consideration
measure that, in the very nature of things,, of this House as to whether we might not
as the hon. gentleman knows, must be a adopt a franchise that would be unattended
very contentious Bill, and must occupy a!with any considerable amount of expense,
great deal of time and attention. I need;one that would not materially broaden it,
not remind the hon. gentleman of the anx-; certainly not in many of the provinces, be-
iety I have expressed, a most sincere anx-|yond what it is at this moment; and thus
iety, that there should be no failure on the come to a general agreement and a final
part of the Prime Minister of this country.accord upon a franchise that would be
to take part in the great Diamond Jubilee | found beneficial and acceptable to the whole
to take place in June which is not very far country. I am speaking now rather of ihe
away. Ia expressing that view, I think 1’ views I personally entertain thau otherwise,
:wn expressing the feelings, not ouly of the' g I have not had an opportunity of con-
members on both sides of this House, but of : ferring upor this subject with the gentle-
the p2ople of this country, and I give that men on this side of the House, so I merely
as an additional reason to my hon. friend' throw that out. T may also add that in
why such a contentious measure as this,! my view the adoption of manhood suffrage
with no expectation of its being required:in Canada to-day would not give to Canada
at an early date, should not be pressed upon: anything like as low a franchise as exists
the attention of the House at this session.'in England. When I say that I am quite
The hon. gentieman knows that at this; aware that manhood suffrage does not exist
moment the country is suffering, most, there; but every person who knows any-
keenly suffering, and has long suffered,; thing of the character of the large body of
from uncertainty in ra2ferenze to the tariff.!the electorate in England knows that tens
I am quite certain there is not a member on' of thousands of those who now enjoy
either side of the House that will for a, the franchise in England know nothing
momeant question that statemeni. We may. whatever of the political questions that are
differ as to the necessity that has existed’ agitating the country, and take compara-
«f that condition of things, but no person: tively no interest in those questions ; there-
will question the accuracy of the statement: fore, so far as an intelligent discharge of the
I make that at this moment the great com-i quties of the electors are concerned, man-
mercial classes of this country, the best in-: hood suffrage would, in my judgment, be a
terest of this country, are deeply inter-' higher franchise than that which exists in
ested in a prompt declaration on the part England to-day. 1 do not intend, after
of the Government of their tariff policy. what has fallen from the hon. Solicitor
I am inclined to believe, 1 do not hesitate: General, to go into this debate at any length;
to say, I am inclined to hope, that the mea-: but I rise simply for the purpose of asking
sure will be one that will not necessarily, my hon. friend opposite if, under all the
involve a very long and laborious consider-; circumstances, he does not think that it
ation ; but at the same time no materlal would be a wise and convenient course,
alteration, no substantial alteration, of the . looking at the condition of public affairs, to
tariff can be made without a considerable allow this measure to stand over for a time,

portion of time being devoted to it.
think under these circumstances I am justi-
fied in making an appeal to my-hon. friend
to adopt the course I have suggested, of
having this measure introduced and pub-
lished for the information of the country,
and allowed to remain over until a future
session, when there will be an opportunity
of giving it the fullest possible consider-
ation. Before I sit down I may say that

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

I/ when we will be able to give 1t that full

and deliberate consideration which, if pres-
sed in its present form, it is absolutely
| essential should take place before any such
measure should be adopted.

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier). I
do not approach a consideration of this mat-
ter in the same way as does my hon. friend
‘opposite. The Government are convinced
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that they can do nothing which will be
hailed with greater satisfaction by public
opinion at large than to introduce at once’
and prosecute to a proper solution, a mea--
sure for the repeal of the Franchise Act.
The hon. gentleman says this is a subject:
upon which he and his friends feel strongly.|
I can assure him that he does not feel, that:
he cannot feel, half as strongly as we feei,:
and have felt for the last ten years that
this Act has been in operation. The hon.
gentleman says that he feels strongly upon.
this question, but when the hon. gentle-:
man and his friends were in power- they
honoured the law more in the breach than:
in the observance. They never observed:
the law. They always proclaimed its want’
of utility, they proclaimed its deficiency.:
We are pledged to the country to repeal
that Act, and we intend to carry out that.
pledge. The hon. gentleman said a few.
days ago that we never fulfilled our pledges.
Sir, we are pledged to repeal this Act, and
we shall do it, and in that T hope we shall,
have the assistance of the hon. gentleman,:
as I think we shall have, judging by the
half-hearted manner in which they ap--
proved of the Act when they were in office.,
It is true, we are not likely to have a gen-:
eral election very soon, at least, such.ig’
not the intention ¢f the Government, and.
the Government sees no signs in public:
opinion which require a general election |
at present. But, Sir, I wish to give every:
opportunity to my hon. friend to fulfil his
own pledges. If I remember aright, it is
not six months ago, it is not four months:
ago, when he stated that there would be.
another general election before six months
were over. 1 am glad to see that my hon.
friend has changed his views upon that;
subject. We shall have a new franchise,!
but there will be no necessity of going to
the country upon that question, Decause
the peopls have already passed upon that
question, as well as upon many others, on:
the 23rd of June last.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to add a word .
upon a point upon which I.do ot think my .
hon. friend who has just taken his seat,!
‘has dwelt long enough—probably because
he did not altogether take it in—in his de-!
sire to make a peint against my hon. friend,
with reference to an election In six months.
My hon. friend, in the few remarks he,
addressed to the House, has stated the
best of all reasons why there is no pressing |

i

necessity of bringing this Franchise BIill oni

at the first of the session, and in front of

what I think the whole country will ac |

knowledge is the.piece of legislation that
is looked for and longed for by the businessg
The hon. gentle-;
that there is not any pre-iter of greater necessity, and that it must

interests of the country.
man has stated

sent necessity for such a Bill on the ground|
be an appeal to thej
electorate. 'Then if there is not soon to be;to
however stronglyiand some future time when it will be more

that there is soon to

an appeal to the electorate,
this Bill may appeal in principle to the

hon. gentleman, there is nothing practically
gained by its passage two months, hence,
rather than six or more months after.
They have made a pledge, my hon. friend
says, that they will do so and so. They
kave made more than one pledge, Mr.
Speaker. They have declared that they
would reform the tariff the moment they
got into power. They have been in power
for nine months. They could not reform
the tariff at the last session because, they
said, it was too early to have the details
ready. Now, I want to impress upon my
hon. friend that whatever he may think
of the views of the country at large with
refercnce to the present necessity of a re-
peal of the present franchise, that subject
is not in it in the public mind with the
requisition from the press, from the hon.
gentleman's own press, from the boards of
trade, from the chambers of commerce, and
from the business men and the business
interests of this country, from one end of
it to the other. The cry is: Let us know
what you are going to do with our business.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh dear, now.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend does not
want to hear that. I am afraid my hon.
friend will have to listen to a good many
things that he does not like to hear; and
I am afraid he will have to hear a great
many things that he is not fitted to under-
stand ; but he must not rate the intelligence
of other hon. gentlemen who sit beside
him, so low as his own in supposing that
they do not want to hear this question de-
bated, and are not able to understand it.
But I was proceeding to say, when inter-
rupted, that there is a cry from the busi-
ness interests of the country to have the
tariff policy of the Government brought
down and announced. I think I am right
in that. and I think the men who sit on
both sides of this House know that. Where,
then, is the sense, or rhyme, or reason, In
interposing between that demand of the
business interests of the country and its
answer, a Bill which may be good in itself,
according to the views of hon. gentlemen
opposite, but which cannot be of any ser-
vice for wmonths, for years, and for
which the country is not crying out?
Why interpose this Bill before the demands
of the business interests in respect to a re-
form of the tariff in accordance with the
will of the Government ? I do not think
there can be any ground for this proceed-
ing. What we expected from the Govern-
ment was that they would bring down their
tariff measure. Why is it that the tariff
measure is not brought down ? Is it on the
ground that this Bill supervenes as a mat-

be put through first ; or is there some other
reason, and is this Bill thrown in in order
fill up a gap between the present time

desirable for political reasons to bring down



the tariff ? The country will ask that ques-
tion and will await the answer to it. I. can
tell hon. gentlemen that the Opposition
seated on this side of the House has a duty
to perform in this matter, and the plain
duty from the Opposition at the present
time to perform is this, to say to the Gov-
ernment, that we with the country want
your tariff measure ; bring it down ; we will
help vou to put it through just as fast as
it can be put through with any reasonable
discussion on its merits. But we would not
be performing our duty if we allowed a use-
less Bill. such as this is, to intervene and
take a month of discussion before the tariff
measure is brought down. That is the only
point I wish to put before the House, and
I desire to put it strongly. What we want
to do is to assist the Government to get the
tariff measure into the House and through
the House. not to keep it back a month in

order to waste our time in passing a Bill

that will not be wanted in this country for
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vears and years, for probably four or five !

years.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT.

r. N ved for leave to introduce
Mr. GIBSON move i to enter into negotiations with the Canadian Pa-

Bill (No. 8) in further amendment of the
Railway Act.

Mr. BERGERON. Explain.

Mr. GIBSON. This is practically the same !

Bill that I introduced inte the House last
session.

our railways from
means of contracts given out by censtruc-
tion companies.
all wages due and payment for work don=
and material supplied in the construction of

a railway, and to make these charges a first :

lien on the road. In the west we have had
considerable experience regarding this mat-
ter. In the constructien of a certain rail-

way, which was before the House some time i lands are vested in the Govarnment.’”

ago, the late Government intervened and !

The object of the Bill is to prevent :

sub-contractors and others doing work on tain and work branch lines of railway from any
being defrauded by . point or points along their main line of railway

So it is, in a word, to cover : 5y pranch they shall first deposit a map and plan
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tract fulfilled, for under a provision in the
contract to the effect that the construction
company should not receive a final certifi-
cate until such time as the chief engineer of
the company would grant the same, that
certificate has not been forthcoming for at
least twelve or fifteen months. The result
has been that a large number of Canadian
contractors are out of pocket in sums vary-
ing from $2,000 to $10,000 ; in other words,
the sub-contractors have built this railway
with their own money, and now the con-
struction company leave the country and at
the same time receive the benefit of the
work done at the expense of our own people.
This, briefly, is the object of the Bill, and
I think no railway company of standing
will object to its provisions. I am quite
satisfied from discussing the matter with
leading railway companies in the Dominion,
they are not afraid to pay their honest debt
when due. nor to pay for materials supplied

i for the construction of their railways.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the {irst
time.

PACIFIC RAILWAY COM-

PANY.

Mr. MACLEAN asked:
Whether it is the intention of the Government

CANADIAN

cific Railway <Cowmpany for the abrogation or
modification of the following article in the con-

‘tract and agreement made between Her Majesty

i

and Mr. George Stephen and others, as set out in
chapter 1, 44 Victoria :—

‘“14. The company shall have the right from
time to time to lay out, construct, equip, main-

to any points within the territory of the Domin-
ion : Provided always that before commencing

§o’f such branch in the Department of Railways,
: and the Government shall grant to the company

H
H
i
i
i
H

caused the railway company to provide no |

less a sum than $100,000 to pay the wages

the lands required for the road-bed of such
Lranches, and for the stations, station grounds,
buildings, workshops, vards and other appurten-

; ances requisite for the efficiant construction and

working of such branches, in so far as such

2. Whether it is the intention of the Govern-
ment to enter into negotiations with the Can-

‘adian Pacific Railway Company for the modifica-

then due and materials supplie@ for the
- .chapter 1, 44 Victoria :—

.construction and operation of that line, on

the conditior that it should be extended ;

from Hamilton to Welland ; and we find the
same conditions obtain to-day, namely, that
a large sum of money, if not exceeding

$£100,000, at all events very nearly that sum,
is due by the same railway company under !

a similar mode of operation, that is to say.
that the railway company gave the contract
to a construction company. The construc-
tion company, formed of a number of gen-
tlemen coming from the United States, gave
out the work to sub-contractors, and the re-
sult has been that the sub-contractors have
not been paid and the conditions of the con-

Mr. FOSTER.

i

tion or abrogation of the following clause of

“ 20. The limit to the reduction of tolls by the
Parliament of Canada, provided for by the 11th
subsection of the 17th section of the Consolidated
Railway Act of 1879 respecting tolls is hereby
extended so that such reduction may be to such
an extent that such tolls when reduced shall not
produce less than ten per cent per annum profit

on the capital actually expended in the construc-

tion of the railway, instead of not less than fifteen

| per cent per annum profit as provided by said
¢ section, and so also that such reduction shall not

be made unless the net income of the company
ascertained as described in such subsection shall
have exceeded ten per cent per annum as pro-
vided by the said subsection : and the exercise
by the Governor in Council of the power of re-
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ducing the tolls of the company, as provided by

the 10th subsection of said section 17, is hereby
limited to the same extent with relation to the
profit of the company, and {o its net revenue,'ss
that to which the power of Parliament to redQuce
tolls is limited by said subsection 11 as hereby
amended.”

3. What si>ps, if any, have been taken by the
Government to ascertain the capital actually ex-
rended in the construction of the said Capadian
Puacific Railway as referrad to in the above
qguoted clause ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I may say for the
information of the hon. gentleman, that the
subject is under consideration, but no comn-
clusion has yet been arrived at; I refer to
the two first questions. As to the third
question, we have no¢ intention at present
of making the inquiry to which the hon.

gentleinan refers. .

THE DIAMOND JUBILEE.

Mr. DAVIN asked:

Is it the intention of the Governmenti that the
North-west Mounted Police shall be represented
at the Queen’s Jubliee ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Mr. Laurier).
This question is now engaging the attention
of the Militia Department.

CANADIAN MANUFACTURE OF PIG
IRON.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron) asked :

1. How many tons (2,000 ibs.}) of pig iron were
manufactured in Canada during the years begin-
ning ist July, 1873, and ending 30th June, 1878 ?

2. What was the amount and rate of duty paicd
on pig iron during these years and the rate and
amount of bounty paid (if any} during this per-
jod ?

3. How many tons (2,000 !bs.} of pig iron were
manpufactured in Carpada during the years be-
ginning 1st July, 189, and ending 30th June,
1896 ?

4, What was the amount and rate of duty paid’

cr pig iron during those years and the rate and
amount of bounty pald ?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). In sns-
wer to the first guestion, I have to say that
the figures cannot be given, as prior to the
time when a bounty on the manufacture of
fron was authorized, ne returine of quantity
were required from our msnufacturers, and
there are no statistics other than mere esti-
mates available, and those only for a por-
tion of the time. In answer to the second

question : There was no duty paid upon pig

iron during the years in question, meither
was there any bounty pald during the same
period. In answer to the third question, the
manufacture of plg iron in Canada during
the years beginning 1st July, 1881, and end-
ing 30th Jurpe, 1898, was as follows :—

4 B

 REVISED

Tons.
1891-92 ... iie it 30,294
1802-93 L. e teicarraaes 46,948
1893-94 ... e ieieiaean 62,522
1894-95 ... ...t 31,692
1895-96 ... ittt e 52,871

The rate of duty paid during the years in
question was $4 per ton for the year 1821-92.
Pig iron was classified with iron kentledge
and cast scrap iron ; the amount collected
on pig iron cannot be given. For the year

1892-93 the amount was....... $226,816 15
1893-24 do do ....... 167,207 01
1894-95 do do  ....... 125,397 40
1885-96 do o ....... 144,040 49

The rate of bounty payable was for the
year 1891-92, $1 per ton. Subsequent to
i892-93, $2 per ton. The amount of duty
paid gduring the year

1891-92 was .........cinnel. $ 30,294 37
1892-93 ...oiiiiiiel e 93,806 48
1893-94 ... 125,044 49
1894-95 ........iiil el 63,383 95
1893-96 ... ...l call, 105,741 24
THE KINGSTON COTTON MILLS—DUTY
ON COTTON.

Mr. FOSTER. ' Befcre the Orders of the
Day are called, I wouid like to ask the
Finance Minister a question, and as a basis
for the question I shall read a very short
extract from one of the newspapers of Sat-
urday last. The correspondent of the daily
‘¢ Msil and Empire,” writing from Kingston.
says :

To-day the welcome announcement was made

that the Kingston Cotton Mill, beginning on
Monday next, would be rum on full time. When
the manager of the mill was seen this forenoon,
he said he could not account for the present
order any more than they could for the one for
halZ-time a few weeks ago. He was asked whe-
ther it was possible that an intimation had been
received from Ottawa that the cotton industry
would not be seriously interfered with by the
coming tariff. He sald he coul@d not say any-
thing about that, but would not be surprised if
it were true.
I hope my hon. friend (Mr. Fielding) will
be able to assure the House that nothing so
unconstitutional as an intimation with re-
ference, either to the principle or details
of the tariff, has been made known to the
cotton manufacturers.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). My hon. friend (Mr. Foster) said he
was about to put a question. I shall be
pleased if he will put that question dis-
tinctly, because I must confess I did not
hear any question at the conclusion of his
remarks. What exactly was the question ?

An hon. MEMBER. Let him give notice.

The MINISTER CF FINANCE. I do not
want any notice. If the hon. gentleman
states what the question is, I shall answer
it. : '

EDITION.
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Mr. FOSTELR. The question is §imp]y
this, and I suppose:d it was made quite de-
finite in my concluding sentence, when I
hoped that iny friend the Finance Minister
would be able to assure the House that
nothing so unconstitutional had been done
by the Government as to give an intima-
tion to the cotton manufacturers with re-
ference either to the principle or details of
the tariff, before bringing the tariff down.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hopes
of my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) are exceed-
ingly interesting, but I do not think they
amount to a question. If so, I shall have to
give my hon. friend the assurance that he
can always comfort himself with the bel}ef
that the present Government will do nothing
that is unconstitutional.

Mr. FOSTER.
satisfied—-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. FOSTER. I am perfectly in order.
The Finance Minister has asked me te put
the question, as he cannot see that a ques-
tion has yet been put. The guestion is:
Is it true, as intimated in the paragraph
¥ bave read, that an intimation bas been
mude by the Finance Minister, or by any
member of the Government, with reference
to either the principle or details of the cot-
ton schedule which will be framed in the
coming tariff ?

The MINISTER OF FII/ANCE. In the first
place, in the paragraph as read by the hon.
gentleman (Mr. ¥oster), I have failed to
hear any statement that the Finance Minis-
ter gave any intimation on the subject at
all; and in the second place, as he has
qguoted from the Toromto * Mail and Em-
pire,” I beg to say that with every respect
to that journai I have no desire to be held
responsible for its telegrams.

Mr. FOSTER. I commend the hon. gen-
tleman's answer.

If my hon. friend is not

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

House resumed adjourned debate on the
. proposed motion of Mr. Russell for an Ad-
dress to His Exceliency the Governor Gene-
ral in answer to his speech at the openin
of the session. :

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). Mr.
‘Speaker, possibly my hon. friend (Mr. Fos-
ter) will be able now to answer the question
of which I gave notice a couple of days
ago. : :

Mr. FOSTER. You are too inquisitive.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-

ERIES (Mr. Davies). Let us have recipro-
city in questions now. '

Mr. FIELDING.

The MINISTER OF TRADE 'AND COM-
MERCE. I asked my hon. friend (Mr. Fos-
ter) whether his opinions as to the settle-
ment which was arrived at in the matter
of the Manitoba school question are such
as to induce him to move or to support a
motion of censure on that settlement. The
hon. zentleman (Mr. TFoster) does not appear
to be in any great hurry to reply to that
question. I would like to know. because 1
will take the liberty of saying to him
and to his friead beside him (Sir Charles
Tupper), that if these gentlemen do not feel
themselves called upon to move a censure
upon the settlement which was arrived at,
and to which they devoted so large a por-
tion of their speeches, all I can say is—
and 1 think not a few of their own sup-
porters will be disposed to agree with me—
that they show very small discretion in-
deed in dwelling on a subject which must
recall painfully to the minds of these hon.
gentlemen themselves, and also to the minds
of a good many of their supporters, how
terribly that question was mishandled by
them during the preceding year or two.
Sir, I have to say to these gentlemen who
criticise so severely the action of the Prime
Minister ; 1 have to say to them, that I
believe it is a pretty general opinion en-
tertained by both sides of the House that
whatever their motives may have been,
their action was such as greatly to imperil
the paace of Canada, and that it resulted
to no small extent, and deservedly resulted,
in their own political destruction.

Now, Sir, this question was one of those
few questions which arise froin time to time
and which may, 1 think, be considered as
a real test of the capacity of the men who
had to deal with it. The Manitoba question
was one which required for its settlement
no smail amount of courage and ne small
amount of statesmanship. It was not one of
that class of questions which could be set-

tled by a faculty for glib phrase-msaking :

higher qualities a good deal were required
for it. How did these hon. gentlemen op-
posite deal with that question % They had
had ample time : heaven knows they had

tample time to consider their course. It was

Lot sprung upon them hastily. Four or five
years at least had elapsed since that matter
became a prominent guestion in Canada and
before these hon. gentlemen were ecalled
upon to deal with it, and I will venture
to say, looking at the matter impartially,
that I do not think it would have been
possible for any set of men to have com-

‘mitted a greater number of tactical and

strategical blunders in a shorter space of
time than they did in their dealings with
that question. Why, if there ever was g
case in which the Federal Government of
Canada were .called upon to deal both cau-

| tiously and courteously with a provineial

government with whom they were brought
in contact. I say if there ever was a ques-
tion on which the Federal Government were
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called upon to deal cauticusly and courte-
ously wtih a provincial government, it was
in reference to that.same Manitoba scheol
question.

And yet, Sir, the Manitoba Government.
whom it was important for them to have
conciliated, with whom it was important to
have full negotiation, were treated by them,
on the occasion of their issuing what was
known as the remedial order, in a fashion
in which a common county court debtor
would not have been treated in the ordinary
courts of this country. Thaat, Sir, was their
initial blunder ; and, Sir, in a tactical point
of view, it was followed by another and,
perhaps, greater blunder. ~The only excuse,
from a party point of view, for passing that
remedial order was that had they follow-
ed it up by a dissolution, they might pos-
sibly have had a chance ¢f snatching a
verdict ; they might have confused the
public mind on the question; ana they
might have posed as constitutional martyrs
(which I understand is the role of
the hon. leader of the Opposition. They
might have passed in the province of
Ontario as the mere vehicle for conveying
Her Majesty’s commands to the electors, and
in another section they might have come
forward as the chosen champions of the
church. What they did practically was to
couspire against each other. I do not 1uink
this House will readily forget the spectacle
—a spectacle never, I trust, to be repeated
in our annals—when seven Ministers of the
Crown, in the ioterval between bringing
down the Address and its coasideration Iy
Parliament, came forward on the fleor of
this House to denounce their liate chief as a
traitor or an imbeciie. Nor do I think wa
are likely again to see a repetition of the
scene of men, after having, in such fashion,

caluminated their chief, choosing to slink!

back into his Cabinet ; and I may add that
it was a mistake, which the most ordinary
tyro in politics would have avoided commit-
ting, under these circumstances, to have
staked the whole fortunes of their Govern-
ment on the desperate chance of passing an
Aect of the complicated character of the
Manitoba School Settlement Act, in the sixth
session of moribund Parliament.

The hon. gentleman was pleased to allude
rather disvespectfully, I thought, to the con-
duct of my hon. friend on that occasion.
What was the hon. gentleman’s conduct, 1
shoull like to know ? What was his policy,
whatq was his recipe for settling that ques-
tion ?

 that he was simply making a desperate bid
for a certain vote, which he faziled to get;
and I do not wonder that his di:sappaint—
.ment was proportionately considerable.
Like Lord Salisbury, on & recent occasion,
the hon. gentleman has bet on the wroag
horse ; but, unlike Lord Salisbury, he had
not the frankness to admit that he had
meade & mistake and was very sorry for it.

4%

Why, Sir, he knows, and we all
know, because he has virtually admitted it,

It is true, he told us he was going to wash
his hands of the question from this time
forth ; and if he had consulted some of his
friends, I think he would bave added that
for the future he intended to hold his tongue
about it. But I do not want io be unrea-
sonable, and perhaps neither they nor I
should ask for impossibilities.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that compari-
sons are odious, and they are likely to be
particularly odious to my hon. friend. But
i desire to ask in all fairness what this
present Government have accomplished in
snd by the settlement they have effected cf
the Manitoba school question. Sir, the
present Government have grappled with
that question as they promised ito do, and
have grappled with it successfully. The
present Government, within six weeks after
the last session of Parliament had risen, had
accomplished what hon. gentlemen opposite
in six years had failed to do, exeont, in-
deed, to make confusion worse coafounded.
Sir, it was a ditlicult, a delicate and a dan-
gcerous problem ; and I will venture to say
that of all impartial and sensibie men
throughout this country, ninety-nine out of
one hundred, whatever their political creed
may bhe, approve on the whole of that settle-
ment, and are very glad it was effected. I
believe, Sir, that when the news spread over
our various provinces that that settlement
had been successfally accomplished, there
was a great and general feeling of relief on
the part of men of all classes and creeds
and ranks. Sir, what Mr. Laurler promised,
Mr. Laurier has done. From the first to the
last—and hon. gentlemen know it well, and
never was it more plainly and distinctly de-
clared than in the course of the speeches
made by my hon. friend last session—from
the first to the last during the last half
dozen years the whole course of my hon.
friend was to advise conciliation. Did he
not recognize from the beginning that this
was not a matter that.could be settled ac-
cording to strict legal conditions and iimita-
tions, but that the feelings, and, if you will,
the prejudices, of all classes of the commun-
ity had to be taken into aceount, if you were
to make a stable and lasting settlement ?
And if that settlement has been effected, it
is due in great measure to the courage and
the wisdom of my hon. friend, and also to
the loyalty and good sense of his supporters
from the province of Quebec. I hold and

will maintain that the present Administra-

tion has rendered a great service to the peo-
ple of Canada at large by its settlement of
that question; and if hon. gentlemen are
not able to recognize it, if they do not

choose to applaud it, the least they can do

is to be silent respecting it. But, 8ir, if hon.
gentlemen opposite do not recognize it, I
think I may say with truth that the country
at large has recognized it fully. Since the
terms of the Manitoba school settiement
were made public, we have had, in various
parts of this country, no less than elght
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by-elections—one in Manitoba, one In the
North-west Territories, four in Ontario, and
two in Quebec. If I remember rightly, the
scats for which those elections were held
were evenly divided, four baving been held
formerly by our supporters, and four by sup-
porters of hon. gentlemen opposite; and, un-
less my memory fails me, the net resuits
have been : seven to us and one tc them—
a proportion which I do not object to, he-
cause I sheuld be sorry to see the Opposi-
tion unduly diminished in this House. Now,
Sir, I humbly submit to those hon. gentle-
men that if they pay no attention to our re-
presentations, at least they might profit by
the lesson taught them by the electors of
Saskatchewan, by the lesson taught them
by the electors of Cornwall—as to which 1
think my hon. friend the ex-Finance Min-
ister (Mr. Ioster) indulged in some prophe-
cles which did not come off ; by the lesson
taught them by the electors of North On-
tario, by the lesson taught them by the
electors of Brant, which produced an un-
pleasant effect, I am told, on my hon.
friend’s mind ; and last, though not least,
by the lesson taught them by the electors
of Wright and Bomaventure.

An hon. MEMBER.
prophecies then.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Well, I was not so well acquaint-
ed with these. Possibly, the hon. gentle-
man will offer the explanation which has
been advanced by some of his press, that,
after all is said and done, this is not to
be wondered at, because by-elections do
usually go in faveur of the Government
of the day. Well, if that be the case, ail
I can say is that it is a doctrine these hon.
gentlemen were diligently preaching to their
supporters for elghteen years, and as they
have sowed so let them reap. Now, what
remains for the country ? What remaips
for the House ? I say that, in this matter,
this remains. I think that parties on both
sides of this House will do well to recog-
nize tie uzter and superlative folly of stir-
ring this question up any more. Seo far as
federal interference goes, it appears to e
that no sensible man can dispute that the
pagze Is closed, ithat we wmust look, if there
be need for further improvement and amend-
ment, to such smendments being made by
the Government of Manitoba ; and if it
will relieve the minds of hon. geatlemer,
I can tell them that we have had every
assurance that men could have from the
Governinent of Manitoba that this Act of
gettlement will be administered in & gen-
‘erous and liberal spirit, that my hon. friend
(Mr. Greenway) will redeem to the full, in
the spirit ag well as the letier, the pledge
which he made on a certain memorable ce-
casion in Montreal, fresh in the memory.
I dare say, of many of my hon. friends.
Under these circumsiances, he is no friend

8ir RICRARD CARTWRIGET.

There were more

of his country who will stir this guestion
up again, and if any man so does, let him
be buried eight hundred fathoms deep, as
in Wright and Bonaventure.

Mr. FOSTER. And have a glorious resur-
rection.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Of the Manitocba question ?
I hope my bhon. friend will be the
party to bring it up. Now, as regards the
rest of the attacks from the hon. gentle-
man, they will be dealt with, I can assure
him, in the proper time, These hon. gen-
tlemen complain of dismissals. Well, if
dismissals have been improperly made, we
are here to justify them and explain
the causes, and we are not going to
shirk our duty. If they want to dis-
cuss the tariff, they need not do it on vague
rumours of newspapers, because they will
have the opportunity very shortly when the
tariff is produced, and they will be heartily
welcome to do it.

Mr. FOSTER. When?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. No one knows better than =y
hon. friend that I would be grossly violating
my official duty if I were to tell him when.
As for those iniquities which have occurred
at recent elections, and which were of such
a character that they have made the very
bair on the head of the hon. leader of the
Opposition stand on end, I confess that
my imagination fails to realize what they
can be. I had thought that, if there was
& man who, from his age and experience,
was likely to know pretty much everything
that could be known in the way of corrupt
practices in elections, it was that hon. gen-
tleman. Why, it is my private impres-
sion that, so far as hon. gentlemen on this
gide are corcerned, in the matter of corrupt
practices at elections, the hon. gentleman
has forgotten more than we ever knew.
All T can suppose, is that his memory has
played him false, and that peradventure,
some indiscreet persons st Brant may have
resorted to certain old tricks which long
ago he may have abandoned in favour of
more perfect methods.

There was one point, however, which was
made by my hon. friend the leader of the
Opposition, and to a certain exient en-
dorsed by his hon. friend beside him (Mr.
Fester), which needs a little attention. As
the House knows, I have been ordinarily ad-
verse to engaging in any financial debate
on the Address. Usually speaking, it seem-
ed to me that the proper time to induige
in that was on the ocecasion of the intro-
duction of the Budget. But I intend to
depart a little from my practice on this
occasion, gnd for two good reascns. First
of all, that the QOpposition have chalienged
ft. and in the next place, because I am
perfectly well aware, as is everybody here,
that when the Budget comes to be brought
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down, the attention of this House and the |
country will be wholly concentrated on the
changes proposed to be made in the tariff, |
and that the mere financial side of the!
question cannot possibly hope to receive any |
particular attention. Therefore, it is that|
being a matter of very considerable moinent,
1 desire to spend a short time in calling
the attention of the House to the financial |
position and the unfairness of the ecriti-!
cisms which were levelled at my hon.
friend beside me. Sir, an old trick is being
repeated, but it is nome the less dan-
gerous on that account. To the older
members of this House I may venture
to recall the circumstances which at-
tended the fall of the Conservative Gov-
ernment from power in 1873. I very well
recolicet how, within a very few days after
I became Finance Minister, my attention

was called to the fact that the Government ?

whiclk we succeeded had gone out of power,
having added over four millions of dollars
a year to the annnal expenditure of Can-
ada, for which it had made no provision,
that it had likewise entered into engage-
ments, set forth in the speech of Sir Leo-
nard Tilley, which would require a fur-
ther addition, rfor interest alone, according
to his estimate, of $3,360,000 a year, for
which no provision had been made, making
in ail a total addition to our annual charges,
when these engagements would be fulfilled,
of something like seven and a half.million
dollars in round numbers ; and I very well
recoliect at that time how exceedingly dif-
ficult it was to explain to the hon. leader
of the Oppnosition how he and his friends,
whbo had incurred these liabilities, who
had made provision for the huge increase
of debt and interest, were in any wise re-
sponsible for their own acts. They repu-
diated them like men, and in the elec-
tions whieh succeeded, we found it exceed-
ingly difficult to explain to the public the
extent to which those gentlemen had tied
our hands, and the extent of the burdens
they had . inﬂicted on Canada. Something

of the same kind is being attempted now. |

These gentlemen have raised, whatever they
may be pleased to say to the contrary, our
annual expenditure largely. They have left
behind them various large and formidable
liabilities, for which they had made ne pro-
vision. Bat there is this difference be-
tween them and their predecessors. Sir

Leonard Tilley, whatever else may be said

about him. certainly stated plainly and de-
finitely what he .had done. Sir Leonard

Tilley’s successor on the Conservative side
has not been equsuly candid. I am afrald

that he has kept his cards up bis sleeve.

and I propose to explrin to the House the

reasons why I entirely dissent from the
position assumed by him and his friends
beside him. Now, I do not want to re-
peat to the hon. gentleman the language
which he thought fit {0 use to my hon.
friend beside me. I shall not, therefore,

| say that his conduct was indecent in the
highest degree—I think that was the phrase
i he used—and utterly unbecoming a Finance
{ Minister ; but I would ask him in what
| words I can describe his conduet, that will
ibe pleasing to him. I say that the hon.
gentleman's conduct on the occasion of the
| delivery of the last Budget, and his cop-
duct since, has beenr doubly misleading. In
‘the first place. he concealed facts which
i it was his bouaden duty to have stated to
the House and the country, and, in the
second place, he is now claiming credit for
a reduction for which he has no right to
claim credit. I propose to call the atten-
tion of the House to the facts, so far as we
have ascertained them. _
The hon. gentleman cannot possibly deny,
,because it is a matter of public notoriety,
that on the occasion of his last Budget
speech he brought down estimates amount-
ing to $38,308,548. Estimates for this sum
were commended to our attention in a mes-
sage from His Excellency himself. But,
Sir, the hon. gentleman knew, and every-
body who Lknows anything about our
finances knew perfectly well, that these
main estimates by no manner of means con-
tained all the sums that he was likely to
ask Parliament for. It was perfectly no-
torious that in addition to them he would be
obliged to bring down large supplemental
estimates. Over and over again, not one,
but twenty times, knowing that, I in my
place in Parliament demanded of him that
he would state to us what these supple-
mental estimates were, in order that we
might know, in order that the country
might know, the true amount of money
which was required for the services of 1896-
97. Not one single particle of information
could we extract from the hon. gentleman.
But, Sir, after the hon. gentleman went out
of oﬁnee I was able to obtain a copy of the
estimates which had been submitted for the
consideration of Council, which I now hold
in my hand, and I beg to call the attention
of the House to the fact that, over and
above the $38,308,000 in his main estimates
the hon. gentleman had under consideration
the trifilng sum of $3,180,000, to be added
| to the consolidated fund expenditure. I say
nothing of capital charges, nor would this
include all the estimates he wotld probably
have had to produce. So that, if the hon.
gentleman were to be judged, as he ought
to be judged, by the addition together of
his supplemental estimates and his main
‘estimates, the sum that he was expecting to
demand for the charges of the year was
$41.488,578. 1 say nothing of the Ilarge
‘statutory provisions, I say nothlng of the
large loan engagements, I say nothing of
the proposals he made to us for the con-
struction of railroads in Prince Edward
Island and elsewhere, 1 just give the gen-
eral results and they are these—that the

{hon. gentleman, had the opportunity pre-

sented itself to him, was, appafently. will-
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ing to have raised our expenditure to forty-
one and a half millions per annum, with
a 1million and a half or two millions te
follow if his engagements were fulifilled
and the provisions of statutes involving
heavy charges were carried out. Now, the
hon. gentlemen come to us and say that
they are responsible only for the expendi-
ture of 1895-96 amounting to thirty-
seven millions. On that, I will have a word
to say hereafter. But at present I desire
to say ;—and this is a point on which, 1
have not the slightest doubt, I shall not
gain the hon. gentleman’s concurrence, but
I appeal to the judgment of the country and
the House ;—that the attempt to disown the
responsibility for these supplemental esti-
mates, under the circumstances, is disin-
genuous and unfair. I will not permit, I
trust my hon. friends will not permit, 1
trust our press will not permit, the bhon.
gentleman to repudiate his own supplemen-
tal estimates. It is a well known principle
of law, I believe—my legal friends can cor-
rect me if I am wrong—that no man should
be allowed to profit by his own wrong do-
ing. I hold that hon. gentleman doubiy re-
sponsible. First of all I say, and everybody, I
think, who considers the constitutional rule,
will see the force of my contention. that it
was his bounden duty, having brought down
his main estimates, to lay his supplemental
estimates on the Table. That was his duty
to the House, it was doubly and trebly his
duty to the country. He and his friends
were about to appeal to the country to
Judge between them and us, and it was
very important, in the public interest, that
the people should be fully advised of the

sum total which these gentiemen required for

the services of the coming year. Now, IJay it
down as a sound constitutional prineciple,

that honour, justice, and good faith requir-

ed that the hon. gentleman should take the
House and the country into his confidence
as to the extent of his supplemental esti-

mates. Heaven knows he had time enough

to do it. In the last six or seven. weeks of
the session what had he to do ? He was
keeping us here morning, noon, and night,
or his leader was, and he himself had no-
thing to do but to polish and finish and
bring down his supplemental estimates,
which he should have done. Another thing
will commend itself to the House and it is
this. All threugh the 1ast elections, more
particularly in the Maritime provinces, we
found that these gentlemen were using state-
ments from these very supplemental esti-
mates in various counties for the pur-
pose of promoting the election of their
friends. My Nova Scotia friends know how
they were met in various counties with the
statement that were it not for the Opposi-
tion, such and such and such and such
items for the benefit of Nova Scotia would

have been passed in the supplemental esti-

mates. And, certainly, the former First
Minister is not liable to the charge of hav-

8ir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

ing forgotten his own, for I see in the sup-
plemental estimates that he proposed to
give 10 separate votes in Nova Scotia. So
I say the hon. gentleman has no right to
repudiate his supplemental estimates now.
Mind, I do not pretend to say that he might
not possibly have pared them down, but,
under the circumstances, and knowing the
conditions wunder -which these gentlemen
were struggling for existence, knowing the
difficulty they had to keep their men in
their own ranks, I can tell you, Sir, my
private impression is, that very few of these
supplemental estimates would have been
withdrawn before—

Mr. FOSTER. Private impressions do not
count.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. We will not call it that. I say
that is the inference I draw and that the
previous conduct of these hon. gentlemen
and the surrounding circumstances warrant
that way of putting it.

Now I come te another side of the case.
The hon. gentleman places himself on his
expenditure for 1896. He declares, and de-
clares with truth, that this showed a very
considerable reduction from the expendi-
ture of 1895. In 1895 our charges against
consolidated revenue amounted to $38,132.-
000, and in 1896, they had fallen to $36.-
949,142, That woulid have been an important
reduction on one condition—that it was an
honest and a fair reduction and was likely
to be permaneng.. But how was that reduc-
tion produced ? I will give the House a
sample or two. Take, first, the case of
militia. In 1895:these gentlemen expended

$1.574.0600 on militia, while in 1896 they ex-

pended $1,136,000. Now, was that a bona
fide saving ? Not a bit of it ; it was effect-
ed simply by declining to drill the militia,
simply, I may say, by wasting two-thirds
of the vote; because, without the annual
drill—as my hon. friend the Minister of
Militia pointed out to the House—the great

‘bulk of the expenditure, not all, but a very

large portion of the expenditure incurred.
was absolutely useless. To claim this $300,-
000 or $400,000 as a genuine saving is to

trifle with the House and the country. We

will take another case—the post office.
am aware that my hon. friend the Post-
master General (Mr. Mulock) has had a
special audit made of the transactions in
his department, and I am informed that he
has discovered that some $500.000 or $600,-
000 of accounts which ought to have been
charged to and paid in 1896 have been
thrown over to 1897. Sir, under these cir-
cumstances, I am not altogether surprised
that the hon. gentleman was able to make
a reduction of a million or more ; and it is
easy to force a balance on those terms.

Mr. FOSTER. Does my hon. friend vouch
for the accuracy of that statement he
makes ?
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The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-|

be inflicted upon the public. I repeat, it is

MERCE. I cannot vouch from my personal f exceedingly easy to force a balance on those
knowledze of the matter ; I can vouch for|terms; and it is for these reasons that I

my hon. friend having made an audit, and|
No doubt:
ting that the actual statement of 1896 can

I am advised that is the result.
the hon. geatlemian -will have the most
ample opportunity of discussing that matter
in detail. Mind you, Sir, these are only
selections ; because 1 have strong reason

for believing that a closely similar scheme,

or practice, was carried out in respect of theﬁ
a false and fictitious economy practised in

public works of this country, and that num-
.erous sums which ought to have been
charged to 1896 were thrown improperly in-
to 1897 ; and I am bound to say that the
last three or four years go to show toler-
ably clearly that this practice existed. 1In
1893 our public works cost us $1,927.000 ; in
1894 they cost us $2,033,600; in 1895 they
cost us $1,742,000 ; in 1896 they fell to $1,-
299,000. Now, that may have been genuine
economy, but I am afraid that when my
hon. friend the Minister of Public Works
to explain the details of his
department, he will be obliged to point
out to the House that the way in which this
was effected was by endangering many im-
portant public works, by neglecting work
that ought to have been done, and, as I
sald, by deliberately casting forward on
1897, for very obvious reasons, charges and
expenditures that ought to have been pro-
periy placed to the credit of 1835-96.

Mr. FOSTER. Which cannot be done.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Oh, my hon. friend underrates
his own ingenuity. ‘

Mr. FOSTER. I beg my hon. friend’s
pardon. I said that it cannot be done; I
meant that it could not be done while I was
Finance Minister, and while we had the
public works under our management.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps it was done
during the six days you were out.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say it could not
be done under the present regime.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. My hon. friend, on consideration,
admits the possibility. I do not know whe-
ther he accepts my hon. friend’s suggestion
that a great deal of mischief was done in
the interregnum, However, I think my hon.
friend beside me will be able to make it

very plain and clear to the House that for

the sake of producing an apparent saving in

1896, mauny important public works which

ought to have been attended to, were neg-
lected. There is not the slightest doubt
that that can be done. There is not the
slightest doubt, either, that by negle-ting
at the proper time legitimate expenditure
on iraportant public works which weve in
danger of being destroyed, for the sake cf
effecting an apparent and temporary saving
of a few thousand doilars, a loss of many
hundreds of thousands of dollars may easily

wholly and utterly repudiate, for myself
and for my friends here, any idea of admit-

be taken at all as a fair average, or as
fairly representing the true actual expendi-
ture of the people of Canada for that period.
Now, Sir, let us briefly sum up the situation
as we find it. We find here, as I have said,

1806, by which an apparent saving of a
million over the preceding year of 1895 was
effected at the expense of great loss vo the
service, and by throwing over on the suc-
ceeding year large sums of money which
ought to have been properly charged to
1806. We find, also, that the actual engage-
ments for 1837, and the liabilities that
they had incurred for various works, some
of which were proper emnough, such as
canals, and for various other works as to
which I have my doubts, such as their pro-
jected scheme of railways in Prince Edward
Island, and certain other works of a similar
order—all this: would have entailed future
liabilities of one million and a half a year. So
that we had practically, although not nom-
inally, a real charge against the public re-
venue under the hon. gentleman, if he had
had the candour to bring down the suphle-
mentary estimates, if he had had the can-
dour to allow the House to know the posi-
tion in which we really were—an actual
charge of about $41,500,000, supplemented
Ly other charges of the same character,
which woulid have amounted to a miilion and
a half more at least, if mot two million.
Now. the hon. gentleman is aware that

forty-one miilion and a haif, and one million

and g half, equal forty-three millions, and
that™would be a very much more accurate
statement of the case than the assumption
that all he is entitled to be charged with
is - the thirty-seven millions which were
actually exvended in 1896, Now, Sir, it is
only common justice to the Government, it
is only common justice to my hon. friend,

- that these facts should be stated and pub-

licly brought forward. 1 ecan tell my hon.
friends here present that they may rely np-
on it that this assertion which I have just
exposed, will he brought against them on
every occasion that they will have to weect
the electors, after the actnal facts of the
case have been forgotten ; and 1 urge upon
them to take the earliest opportunity, col-
lectively and individually, of impressing up-
on the people, so far as in them 1les, the
real and actunal state of the case. It is not
correct, it is not true, to say tnat these hon.
zentlemen went cut of office with an ex-
pendituve of thirty-seven millions ; it is cor-

ary estimates together amdgnted to forty-
cne milticns and a4 half; and™if they object
to being charged with tbe whole of their
supplementary estimates, on their own

rect to say that their maing suppieinent-



111 [COMMONS] 112

heads be it, because, in defiance of constitu- Moose Jaw to do away with the oppressive
tional practice and their clear duty to the freight rates, his answer to me was that
country, they concealed the facts from the that promise must have been made in con-
electors, as they concealed the facts from - - nection with the tariff, and that the tariff
the House in the session of 1895-96. Now,: was to be so regulated that the resuit would
Sir, for the rest I have simply to say thisi be that freight rates would be greafly
to the hon. gentlemen : We are perfectly  modified, and their oppressive incidence
well aware, on this side of the House, that: upon the travelling public, removed.
we have got a delicate and very important; That was not explained. Nor it seems
task to discharge. I am not going into a!shall we have relief. I come to that
discussion of the tariff, or any of its con- conclusion from the tenor of this speech,
ditions, but I will say to the hon. gen-iand also by what we hear, for instance
tlemen, that it is the earnest desire, and will ! ; from the leading organ of hon. gentlemen
be the endeavour of the Government, so far: opposite, that leading organ which for
as in them lies, to do justice to all classes | seventeen years expressed the varying opin-
in this community, to do justice to the con-:ions of the hon. gentleman who has just
sumer, to the producer, and to the manu- taken his seat and of his colleagues, which
facturer alike, and they hope to be able to: fcr seventeen years was consistent only in
produce a tariff at an early date which will i opposition to the National Policy. 1 find
show that the Government of Canada have,  that organ in 1882 stated that the moment
to-say the least of it, made an honest at-:the Liberal party got into power they would
tempt to do their duty by the people who  sweep away every vestige of protection. 1
have entrusted them with the responsibility ; read to-day a speech delivered by the hon
of office. gentleman (Sir Richard Cartwright) not
made so long ago as 1882, not made

Mr. DAVIN. I do not rise to take up the {longer ago than three years, in which
time of the House at any length upon the |he described the manufacturers of this
Address. But I think it would be improper | country as legalized robbers, and yet
that I should allow the debate on the Ad-|to-day hLe concluded his speech by asserting
dress to go by without expressing my own | that when the tariff was brought down
opinion, and also the opinions of those|it would be found that all interests, includ-
whom I represent, on some of the subjects|ing the interests of manufacturers, would
of that Address. But, Sir, before I deal |be protected. Sir, I greatly admire the
with anything in the Address, I want to deal | mildness, the contentedness of the hon.
with what it is not in the Speech. When I member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
heard it read, I was amazed, be-|Cartwright). Why, Sir, I not only admire
cause when the hon. Prime Minister and: him, but 1 admire the cloak—I do not
several of his colleagues were up west, | want to use that term harshly—the smiling
when they were in Manitoba, when they|mask he puts on, in view of the feelings
were in the Territories, and in British Col-| that must rankie in his breast when he
umbia, they held out before the people of | looks back to his seventeen years of denun-
the west that certain things were dear to ciation of the National Policy, when he
their legislative hearts, and that the mo- | recalls the fact that the Liberal party has
ment they got an opportunity they would | come into power not by means of free
_put them into practice. The Minister of the | trade, -although he often declared that free
Interior, whom I do not see in his place just | trade as it is in England was inscribed on
now, spoke at Moosomin. After he had ! their banner, and when he looks back over
been made Minister of the Interior he spoke | those seventeen years and finds that now
at Brandon, full of his blushing honours ; that the party has reached power he is not
he spoke at Winnipeg where he received a |only degraded from the position of KFinance
banquet, and he there held out before the | Minister to which he properly looked for-
people of the west that we snould have a|ward, but is like the captives of old,
Land Bill, that we should have a measure |dragged at the tail of the trlumphal
enlarging the powers of the Executive of |chariot of a policy which he utterly
the North-west Territories. But, Sir, I look | abhors. The hon. gentleman has ventured
in vain in this Address for anything what- | to say something about keeping faith, about
ever for the North-west Territories. But a | carrying out the policy of which the party
more important man than the Minister of | with which he acts has held out before
the Interior dealt with this matter. The |the public. I cannot speak leniently of the
Prime Minister himself, when he was up |position of hon. gentlemen opposite in re-
west, promised to do away with tariff mon-|gard to their promises on the tariff, or in
'opoly, with land monopoly ; and what was |respect to their promises upon any subject
of great importance, and what he dwelt on | whatever. The leader of the Opposition
in many places, he would do away with the | when speaking the other mnight excited a
oppressive fr t rates on tne railways.|good deal of laughter by quoting what the
Last year, last session when I put a | Minister of Fisheries sald in Wright County,
‘question on the Paper to the Prime Min-|that he would be very much surprised to
ister and asked him how he was going to |see the Liberal Government keep its pro-
implement the promise that he made at|mises. Coleridge used to say that he did

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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I
not believe in ghosts, as he had seen too;

many. On the same principle, I do not
believe in Liberal promises, and I never:
had such doubt in Liberal promises as I:
have at the present moment.

be a man who will require any allow-
ances to be made for

years, at the statements made in regard!
to the tariff especially and made through :
out the length and breadth of the country,:
and compare the position taken then with!
the position taken by the hon. gentlemaun!
now and the position for which we have,
been prepared by the turning around and:

swivelling on the part of the * Globe,” for:

which there is no parallel whatever, I must:
admit that it is very hard indeed to be
asked to trust almost any promise made by
hon. gentlemen opposite, because it is per-

fectly clear that even they laugh heartily;
at the position in which they find them-:
people, |
they have sold to some extent the Conser-: _
. Sir, we must be thankful that we have got
It
is true that members on the back benches’

sold the

selves. They have

vative party, they have sold the great

Liberal party throughout the country.

will cheer them, and that when the House
divides those members will stand behind

their leaders, and they will have a majority:
But what is a political.
It is & body of men in a‘country;
who believe in certain principles and aim:
And wsgs there !
. certain policy, and it is now perfectly clear
:they are not going to carry out that poliey.

in the House.
party ?

to carry out these principles.
ever a set of politicians who to the same ex-
tent as the leaders of the Liberal party aban-:
doned every principle inseribed on its banner
in the past, especially every principle of free |
trade ? As to promises: the other day 1!

In fact, muchi
as I admire the Prime Minister, and 1 do;
sincerely admire him, and I am glad we:
have such a man to go and represent us
at the Queen’s jubilee, for we shall be well !
represented and nobody can say that he will.
: bell which is to be sent to Wolseley.
him—when ;
I look at the history of the last few

west farmer, who was very much oppressed,
and the Prime Minister was giving him,
among other things, *‘ freedom from land
monopely,” * freedom from tariff monopoly,”
* freedom from railway monopoly.” Where
are all those remedial measures set forth
in the Speech from the Throne ? There Is
no such remedy mentioned. The only thing
the Prime Minister has done for the North-
west is this : He has stood sponsor ror a
I
was glad to notice this fact, because I sup-
pose we in the North-west must be thank
ful for small mercies. We have at the hands
of the Premier the blessing of a bell to be
sent up to Wolseley, and when the bell is
rung and its tones vibrate it will tend to
dissipate evil spirits. Not only so, but we
are told it will dissipate bad weather ; and
so I suppose when a blizzard is coming over
tke North-west the bell will bid us not to
grieve because we did not get freedom from
railway monopoly from its sponsors ; but the
magic and brazen tongue will send forth its
vibrations over the North-west Territories,
and no doubt the result will be that the ticket
sellers at the railway stations will charge
less, and if there is a blizzard brewing, why
it won't dare to make its appearance. So,

from the sponsor of the bell this brazen
present in order to dispel any gloom and
make up any difficulties that may attach
to us up-there.

Now, seriously speaking in regard to this
tariff, hon. gentletuien on the Treasury
benches are in a position that cannot be
justified on any moral ground. They have
come mto power promising to carry out a

What is their position ¥ My hon. friend
((Sir Richaird Cartwright) has used very
'strong language about the Estimates that he

saw in the * Globe” a cartucrn, which was!aileges were not brought down by the ex-
a companion cartoon to one to which I:Finance Minister. He has suggested fraudu-
called the attention of the House last ses-ilent action. deceptive action. in not bring-
sion. The cartoon to which I then called:; ing alleged Supplementary Estimates
attention represented the Prime Minister as; down. But what is the position of
bending over a North-west farmer and ad- his own Government ? Are they stand-
mmistering to him the wine of consolation ing in the same shoes that they stood in up
and pouring the oil of comfort into hlS to the date on which the election was won ?
wounds. The other day we had what was  Are they going to implement one of their

almost a replica of that. It must be ad- prommes ? Is there a single promise of
mitted that Mr. Bengough, who at one time
was thought to be and I suppose is still con-
sidered to be a man of genius, has been
struck with atrophy. Since he sold his

tha
L4

i theirs in regard to tariff which they are
going to carry out? If we are to believe
the * Globe,” if we are to believe the guard-
ed statement of the hon. gentleman who

genius for hire and became a mere instru-i moved the Address (Mr. Russell), what are

ment to represent partisan views, no longer
do we find in those cartoons the humour
that once characterized them.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Not for you.

Mr. DAVIN. My perception is not so
keen as that of the hon. gentleman: I
do not see humour in them. We had a
replica, and what was it ? We had a pic-
ture of the Premier leaning over a North-

we to assume is their position ? The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Russell) is as eloquent ss
he is learned, hut ! believe he is a stroung
free trader, and although there was the
same felicity of language as he used last
session, and althouzh there was the same
grace of utterance, he was very like (and
I do not say it in any uncomplimentary
mood), he was like an unwilling school boy
brought up by the ear to say an unwelcome
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lesson. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Russell)
did not like the task that had been set
him. He had to prepare this House
and to prepare the country for one
of the most flagrant slops-over that has
- ever occurred in the history of any political
party. Remember, Mr. Speaker, that there
is no parallel for the position that the Libc-
ral leaders are in to-day. There is no paral
lel in the case of Sir Robert Peel. Peel,
four years before he took action on the corn
laws, had proclaimed a principle that car-
ried within it the kernel of the action that
he afterwards took on that question. He
had proclaimed himselt a free trader, and
he said there were two pianks on which he
would not carry out his free trade views. an:l
he mentioned the corn and sugar laws.
Peel was some four years in office and
meanwhile important events had taken
place. He was not hot from an election
where be had professed principles wholly
differert from ihose he was about to carry
out in practlcp There is no parallel for
gentlemen coming back fresh from the con-
stituents with a mandate to carry out free
trade as they have it in England, a man-
date not to leave a vestige of protection in
the tariff, a mandate not to leave a single
grain of the virus of protection in our fiscal
policy ; there is no parallel, I say, for a
party in the position of the Liberal party
of Canada acting as they mow propose to
do. This was the mandate that they had
from the electorate to which they made
these professions, and they come here, and
they are not warm in their seats when they
refuse to carry out these promises. The
¢ Star ” newspaper, on July 2nd, commenced
an article by saying : Now that it is clear

Mr. Laurier is not going in for a revenue

tariff, then such and such things have to
be considered. They propose to carry out
their policy on the lines of protection. al-
~ though the people were told by the Prime
Minister himself, and by others of his sup-

to be allowed to remain in the tariff. The
hon. gentleman (Sir Richard Cartwright)—
who should have been Minister of Finance—
denounced all the manufacturers as robbers.

"Mr. WOOD (Hamilton). Are you not
pleased that he has changed his mind ?

Mr. DAVIN.
ilton (Mr. Wood) will excuse me if I say
that I am not discussing now whether T
am pleased with the change of mind or not.
I may be pleased that gentlemen have ad-
opted views that I have held. but I am
not pleased to have men occupying the high
position of members of the Government
“of Canada laughing cynically in the face of
the el2ctors they. have deceived. I am not
pleased with that. and I am not pleased to
see.a whole lot of geutiemen that have been
howling: all over the country for seventeen

years in favour of a revenue tarif and
againm: protecticn, aind who in this House

 Mr. DAVIN.

e Sun "

My hon. friend from Ham-‘

crowd.

I have heard for ten years cheering and
cheering the sentiments of the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) ; I am not pleased to see them,
now that they are wallowing in power,
laughing at their own shame. There is
no man in Canada who has finer quali-
ties or no man who could oecupy the posi-
tion of Prime Minister in a more distn-
guished manner than the present Fremier
of this Dominion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear., hear.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes:; but there is no man
who has occupied that position, or could
ever occupy it, that, in my opinion, has
struck or could strike a more deadly
blow at public morals. I say that
already a deadly blow has been struck at
public moerals. When I come to deal with
the school question. although I probably
shail have to say some things that will
surprise some of my friends, I will show
where 1 think the Prime Minister was
wrong there. I will not discuss the finan-
cial question raised by the hon. gentleman
(Sir Richard Cartwright), but as it is now
palpable that the Government of Canada
is going to turn around to its followers and
say to them : We want you to be converted

in squadrons and baptized into our new doc-

trine in platoens ; I must say that the spec-
tacle presented to this young country and
to the world at large is an immoral spec-
tacle,

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Oh.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, I say it is, and 1 say
that it must be attended with a serious
Nemesis for the country, apd that if the
people of this ccuntry are what I believe
them to be; it the Liberal party of Can-

ada is, as I believe it to be, composed of

honest men who hold honestly by their
opinions ; then, Sir, the first real opportun-
ity that is given them they will undoubt-

porters, that not an atom of protection was | edly avenge their bertayal. Not merely has

the Liberal party been, as it were, sold, but
look .1t ‘the position of the Patrons. In the
of 1894—

Mr. CAMPBDLL Tell us about your ma-
jority.

- Mr. DAVIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not

‘think that any one will suppose I am mak-

ing an idle boast when I say that I ca-
deal with that gentieman or with the whole
You know. Mr. Speaker, that he
has no rizht to make that kind of inter-
ruption. It is the first time I ever appeal-
ed to the Chair, but I must mention that
last year similar mterruptlons took place,
and T had to turn around and deal with
these gentlemen. and when it was found
that I was squeezing them pretty tightly,

‘then the Chair came to their rescue, al-
‘-though I was the person over whom your

fegis should  have been thrown. S8ir, I
call on you to defend me, although 1 must
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say that T do not need your defence, for
I can take care of the whole crowd of them
any time ¥ like.

There is another body in this country that
has reason to complain. I refer to the
Patrons. I see a distinguished Patron oppo-
site me. a colleague of mine from thé
North-west Territories.

Mr. BENNETT.
Mr. DAVIN.
Mr. BENNETT. Yes.

Mr. DAVIN. Oh, impossible. However,
don’t you interrupt me either. I wasreading
a few days ago a letter addressed to the
Patrons by the member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) in which that gen-
tleman tells them : ** My dear friends, why
should you think that you and the Liberal
party are opposed to each other. I have
read the Patron platform, and these are ex-
actly the principles for which the Liberal
party has been contending for years.” He
goes over these principles in the most lov-
ing manner, and, in his elephantine way, of
course metaphorically, he hugs to his bosom,
the Patron correspondent, as a friend and a
brother and says: * These are my principles.”
The principle most dear to the Patron heart
is a tariff for revenue, and the hon. mem-
ber declares it to be a principle most dear
to his heart. Where are the Patrons to-
day ? Nothing contributed much more to
the success of the Liberal party in the late
contest than the support they got, some-
times insidious, sometimes genuine, from the
Patron body. The great majority are noble
specimens of our yeomanry, thoroughly
Bonest men. Where are the Patrons to-
day ? Where will they be when they find
that the party to which they gave their sup-
port and in which they trusted has sold
them also ?

He has his trunk, too.

Has he his trank ?

One subject in which we are much inter-

ested in the North-west is the Crow’s Nest
Pass Railway, and I see nothing about that
subject here. It is important, as everybody
who knows anything about the mining con-
ditions of Rossland and Slocan knows, that
we should have a railway there as soon as

possible. 'What we are doing at the present

moment is building up a great American
city, when we might be building up a great
Canadian city, because we have not the
transportation facilities. Why have we
not ? Was there or was there not a bargain
made with the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company to build that railway ? If there
was a bargain made with the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway Company to build it, and pro-
per conditions were imposed, as I gathered

from the “ Globe” newspaper, which I read

very religiously, we shouid know it. The
Government would have had my support if
they had chosen to build the railway either
in that way or to build it themselves. In
fact, I am inclined to think—and we may

as well face the question—that in the
not distant future we shall have to have
Government railways, if we want to retain
our freedom in this country. Whether that
railway is built by the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, or by another company.
or by the Government directly, built it
should be. Why have we no mention here
of that railway ? Because, Sir, the practice
which characterizes hon. gentlemen on other
matters is going to characterize them on
this, and they are gcing to put off to a safe
or tactical moment the taking of a definite
course.

There is another subject which is dear to
the North-west, of which we have no men-
tion here, that is, the Hudson’s Bay Rail-
way. The people of the North-west are
anxious to have the Hudson’s Bay Railway
built ; why is it we have no mention of it
here ? The Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries has sent a little twopenny-halfpenny
boat up to the Hudson’s Bay to see whether
it is navigable for four or five months in
the year. We did not need to have that fact
established, for it is already established.
Why did he not accept the offer of an
English firm to send out boats of a pro-
per size, and maintain the navigation if
he would build the road ? Thus going
farther than merely testing the ques-
tion, instead of sending up a little boat
which will be crushed between the ice-
bergs ? The Winnipeg ‘‘ Free Press,” which
cannot be said to be other than friendly to
the present Government, discussing this
question, pointed out that the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries had never uttered one
word on the subject that was not hostile to
the . Hudson's Bay Railway. It expressed
regret that so important a matter was in
the charge of that hon. gentleman, and even
hinted that he had sent such a boat to the
Hudson’s Bay to test its navigability, as

‘would force the person commanding it to
come back and report that the Bay was not
‘navigable, and that the project should be
given up. No government can have the con-

fidence of the North-west, as I know it,
which is not ready to build the Hudson’s
Bay Railway. There is no question so near
te the hearts of the people of the Terri-
tories, and I am therefore surprised to see
no mention of it in this Speech.
There are other things which I miss. We
were promised by the hon. Minigter of the
Interior, in those post-prandial speeches
which be made, a Land Bill. One of the
hon. members of this House has brought for-
ward certain views in regard to our land
laws, both in and cut of this House. Some
ifen years ago the “ Call” of Winnipeg was
converted to those views, but even before
that-time, even as far back as 1885, a per-
son in the North-west advocated that the
Government should acquire . the odd sec-
tions. Almost the very words of that
person were quoted by the Minister of
the Interior on the occasion to which I have



119 [COMMONS] 120

|
referred. He pointed to the great loneliness ;| An hon. MEMBER. They are not a happy

of the settlers, and other difficulties under | family.

the present system; and I am very glad. | np. pAVIN, I know that. But that is

although it is late in the day, that the. ; i
same views have commended themselves, ?\}li%igfe;hg Oreli%%lls Wth rfl a“i'drzzgfle 13;]? fli];stf
to another member of the House COmiDZ. ,..inct the opinion of some of his own
from the North-west Territories. But ho‘v?friends as well as mine, I have never wav-

js it that we have no mention of that: .. 3 ot

question in this Speech, after the Minister : %i&iﬁiﬁ% e{iﬁ?ﬁ?.&ggiﬁ}; é el;%;'e :lg";‘l{'g
of the Interior announced at those banquets . ‘ted nd refined man, but a st y

that he intended to deal with the question ? . Yot ol \ ’ strong man as
How is it, I repeat, that we have no mention ; well, and I bave been confirmed in that
here of a’ny amen’dment to the North-west oplmon.by the wayVm WthI;Ch h.e has man-
Territories Act, which also we were pro- ?;;?jbé]rls fgl?mgﬁelb‘mgm% b le . etnh,g 1(1&11.
mised ? In his speech at Moosomin, the ' s .

P ‘ h . ' Fielding) who has been a kind of Czar in his
Minister of the Interior said that now that séctionb; there is the hon. member for—

he had become Minister of the Interior, the
swaddling days of the North-west Terri-: Mr. BENNETT. North Lincoln (Mr. Gib-
tories were over. He said he was surprised : son).

at the moderation of the demands of the

North-west Executive. I think he had had' Mr. DAVIN. No. I am going higher than
an interview, a couple of days before that | that, there is the hon. member for Sunbury
banquet. with my hon. friend Mr. and Queen’s (Mr. Blair) who has also been
Haultain, the head of the Executive, and i in his province, a kind of Czar ; then take
Mr. James H. Ross, a colleague of his. ! the hon. member who has lately taken his
He had an interview with those gentlemen, seat—think of the ponderous eloquence
and he said, fresh from that interview, that! of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
he was surprised at the moderation of their Richard Cartwright), when, from that seat
demands. Those demands were for en-: where the hon. leader of the Opposition now
larged powers. They were demands which ' sits, he used to rise and thunder and swell
were made of the late Government when we ' and fume and roar, and now we find he can
spoke on this question, and which prominent | 4o nothing more than smile blandly at his
men in the then Opposition, notably Mr.  own disruption. Why, Mr. Speaker, it is a
Mills, who is no longer here, I regret to wonderful thing. I having been reading
say, rose up to state should be granted some of the speeches of the Finance Min-
because the Territories were ripe for re-'ister, and find that he is a great free trader,
sponsible government. We have not a hint.that he perfectly abhors every vestige of
now of anything at all being done in the: Drotection just as much as ever my hon.
way of conceding those demands. In fact,: friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
if a little bird has told me rightly, it would | wright) did, and yet he, too, eats the leek
seem that the Government has sat upon the : with just as good grace as the hon. member
Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton). The for South Oxford. I have a speech of the
Minister of the Interior, I have no doubt, K member for Sunbury and Queen’s (Mr. Blair)
made his proposals, but the Gove;nment ito which I wish to call the attention of the

sat on them. . House, and I am sorry he is not in his place.
Mr. FOSTER. He was going to sit on. An hon. MEMBER. Wait until after
them. i dinner.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, in one of his speeches| Mr. DAVIN. Is it possible that this is
he said he was bound to have a free hand. | getting unpleasant for hou. gentlemen ? I
He intended that things should be changed. | grant you it is unpleasant for people to be
He even pointed out that all the blame was confronted with the ghosts of their own
not to be attached to Mr. Daly, that if Mr.  misdeeds. You all remember that scene in
Daly failed it was not all his fault, thati Macbeth, which is one of the most striking
it was the fault of the other members of : i the whole range of dramatic literature.
the Conservative Government, who had sat; When Macbeth, after having committed a
on Mr. Daly, but that he was not going to : crime, is confronted with the ghost of the
be sat upon. He would let the Government : murdered Banquo, he exclaims : “ Take any
understand that he was going to have a free | shape but that” And I have not the slight-
hand. He—an independent man—would not | est doubt that for hon. gentlemen opposite,
have accepted the position at all unless he, who still have some sense of shame
were going to have a free hand. Well, Mr. | left in them, it is cruel to have con-
Speaker, I am told that the way he has had : jured up before them the ghosis oi these
a free hand is that he left the Council two | broken promises and these dead reputations,
or three times in dudgeon, threatening, I i because the reputations of some of these
suppose, to resign, but the following morn- | gentlemen are pretty well interred now. We
ing found him in his place again. That is | had a visit from the hon. Minister of Rail-
the independent man who was golng to do| ways (Mr. Blair) at Regina, and there ne
so much for the Territories. ‘lmade a speech, and an able speech, &s no

Mr. DAVIN.
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doubt he could not fail to do. I had not the
bonour of hearing him, because his speech
was addressed only to a select mumber of
the Liberal party in the Liberal room, or 1
would certainly have been present. The hon.
gentleman said :

The Liberal party had strenuously upheld great
principles during a very long period in oppeosi-|
tion, and it was now their duty to apply these
principles. ’

How are they going to apply them ? I sup-
pose the hon. gentleman will change his
tune when he comes to address you in this
House. Oh, he will say, the Liberal party
had strenuously upheld great principles dur-
ing a very long period in spposition, and it
is now our duty to eat them all.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. Are you speaking of
your majority of one ?

Mr. DAVIN. That joke, if joke it be, has
done its work. There was never anything
gaulois about it, and it comes with very bad
grace from the representative of a witty
race. He makes but a sorry exhibition when
he has always to hark back to a poor little
joke ; it shows a barrenness of inteliect on
the part of my hon. friend which one would
hardly bave expected. But I know that he
is suffering, too, and has to be content with
very little.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I had a bigger ma-
jority than that.

Mr. DAVIN. I know that very well, butl
see the pallor that never fails to come on the
face ¢f a man that is dying of balked and
batfiled ambition. 'These little petulant out-
breakes on the part of my hon. friend from
Montmagny (Mr. Choquette) argue a want of
respect for his great leader. Does he not see
that I am building a pyramid on which to
place his leader ? I want to show how high
I place his leader, because I am building
a pyramid for him upon the bones of these
distributed and degraded statesmen. Let me
refer t¢ a statement made by the hon. Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Davies)
to which some importance appears to have
been attached because the Minister of Raii-
ways repeated it at Regina. He says : Every
man in the Government had achieved signal
success in his own business. If that,
is intended to have any influence on the
electors, I would point .out that it is
not true. Every member of the Govern-
ment has not achieved success in his
own business. But if the statement
is meant to carry weight with the electors,
I wish, T repeat to point out that it is un-
true. What is the major premise behind
it ? It is that the man who achieves suc-
cess in his private business is likely to
prove a good statesman. I say that the
converse*of this is trae.. I say that a man
capable of taking an interest in public mat-
ters has a great weight to carry the mo-

‘ment he attempts to succeed in his own

private affairs, and this has been the his-
tory of every great statesman, be it in
Greece, or Rome, or England, or Canada.
What has been the fate of most of the
Prime Ministers of Canada ? My late il-
lastrious friend, Sir John Macdonald, told
me once that most of the Prime Ministers
of Canada had died paupers. Why ? Be-
cause a man carnot devote the whole force
of his intellect to the affairs of other people
and attend to his own. What enables a
man to succeed in business ? Narrow con-
centration upon his own concerns. Take
the greatest statesman England ever pro-
duced, who, I think, undoubtedly, was the
younger Pitt. He could not take care of his
own affairs, but left those affairs in a state
of the greatest possible confusion. I could
give a dozen of such instances and, on the
other hand, I could give you the names of
men who have risen to the places or states-
men and have been able to take care of
their own private affairs, and have bungled
the public business, as was done by a cele-
brated Athenian statesman. I do not wish
to elaborate this point, but I may say that
the position I take is shown in the very
Government we have to-day, because the
men in that Government who have the
best claims to be considered statesmen are
not the men who have paid most attention
to their own private affairs. He goes on
then to speak about railways :

He believed it was more important to know
the people’s wishes than to know the wishes of
the men who have charters and have already a
large railway system.

He is taking a dig here at the Canadian
Pacific Railway, though at that very time
it is believed an arrangement had been
come to by other members of the Govern-
ment with that railway.

I feel that the time has come for a new de-
parture in the principle of railway building in
Canada—or. the adoption of a principle founded
on the real interests of the people who have to
pay for the building. In any case, their interest
alone is to be considered in plan and methods of
railway construction. He would cast no reflec~
tion upon any existing corporation.

You see he is doing what the Prime Min-
ister objected to—he is striking by innuendo
at the Canadian Pacific Railway.

Men are alike.  Tkey do not do business for
their health.

And so on. Then he closes in this way :

He promised that he would propound in Coun-
cil the railway policy he had outlined, and make
secure the approval of his colleagues. He be-
lieved that it would be like bread cast upon the
waters—the return would surely come with mani-

“fold advantage.

And he says earlier that it is sometimes to
the advantage of the country to work a
Government raiiway at a loss rather than
to give the buillding to a corporation. Why
then is it that we have nothing for the
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Crow's Nest Pass ? It is absolutely needed
at the present time, and it should be built,
if necessary, as a Government work. My
hon. friend who has just sat down
spoke about incompetence. In regard,
anyway, to the part of the country I
am interested in, the grossest incom—§
petence is shown in relation to this import-
ant work, and in having no announcement
regarding the Hudson’s Bay Railway, and
in having nothing concerning legislation
to amend the monopoly freight rates. Not
one single suggestion have we that we are|
to be relieved from the freight rates that
weighed s¢ heavily upon the souls of hon.
gentlemen. I think that we in the North-west
Territories have some right to complain of
that. Then, Sir, we hear something of an-
other proposed measure. I de not propose
to dwell upon this as it is none of my
funeral. I refer to a bill of pains and
penalties against the bishops in Quebec.
If Dbishops, or priests, or ministers,
clergymen of any church, go out of their
way to interfere improperly in elections,
any man or any government that take steps
to prevent such conduct shall have my
sympathy and support. But, Sir, the “ Mail”
smelt a rat months ago in regard to these
ecclesiastical philippics in Quebec. The
fact is that in the history of poli-
tics or in the history of art, there never
has been such a sublime comedy, such a
‘sublime piece of melodrama played as that
played by the Liberal leaders in regard to
this school guestion. We should have a tri-
logy. I would fain take as my subject “ Not
for Joe, or the engineer hoist with his own
petard.” First, we had Joe Martin, whom
I regret not to see in this House. He
passed the Manitoba legislation of 1880,
and, at the same time, he declared himself
‘to be the greatest enemy in Canada of the
freight rates of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. He declared himself, ir season and
_out of season, the enemy of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. He does all he can to get
his party into power. His party gets into
power and where is he? The engineer
is ‘hoist with his own petard. He passes the
School Bill of Manitoba, but he himself reaps
nothing of the success of his policy. He de-
‘nounces the freight rates of the Canadian
Pzacific Railway, but we find him pocket-
ing $12,000 a year ‘to further the Canadian

Pacific Railway, and doing everything he|ar ‘
sider that as between those who held that

‘this Parliament could deal fruitfully with
the question, and myself, there was always

can for them. That is a good sample
of Liberal existency, but he, of course,
is only a minor actor. The great
actor in this imelodrama is the Prime
Mipister himself. He poses well. He be-
haved with great skill in regard to the
school question. Of course he was in dan-
ger with a certain portion of the people in
the west especially—there are such things
as prejudices in the world—but what is
dope ? A certain number of his clerical
friends in Quebec make a feint of fighting

(tyranny. It is really amusing.

Government in regard to that.
in regard to this settlement I think I speak

him. They issue thunders of a certain sort
 Mr. DAVIN. | ‘

against him, but when you examine them,
they are as harmless as the powder crackers
that the boys let off in the streets on a
certain day in November. No better course
could be taken for the hon. gentleman than
that. It enables his supporters in the west
to figure him as riding the Protestant horse

and &s the champion of Protestantism
against ecclesiastical and “hierarchical

But I think
he should have put an embargo on that re-
porter, that enthusiastic reporter, who has
now revealed him to us in his true light,

. because no man who was not heart and

soul with the Ultramontane party in Que-
bec would be able seriously to ge¢ througn
the solemn ceremony of standing
spousor to the Dblessing of the bell
That, I am told, is a cardinal test of a
man’s devotion to the extreme tenets of the
church to which he belongs ; and therefore
all this supposed fighting with ecclesiastics
on the part of my hon. friend, is but a mask-
ed fight. The truth is that it is a fine piece
of melodrama which enables the hon. gen-
tleman te carry out the Government policy
in Quebec as a devoted son of the church,
while he rides the Protestant horse out
west, wearing the appropriate danger scarf
while fighting the ecclesiastics. It is a case
of riding two horses. In circuses 1 have
seen these clever acrobats riding two norses
when there was not more than a foot or so
Ltetween the horses, and thought it marvel-
lous enough, but to ride two horses
with fifteen hundred miles between
them displays an agility on the part of my
hon. friend the Prime Minister that even I,
was unable to give him credit for, until I
had witnessed it. Now, having remarked
upon the melodramatic character that ap-

iplies to a good deal of the discussion con-

nected with the school question, let me say
what I think of the action of the Manitoba
Now, Sir,

not only for myself but for a good many
others, when I say that the legislation of
Mr. Greenway is, to my mind, a final act.

I consider that that legislation is very like

what 1 suggested in 1895 should be done.
The only government that I held should

‘deal with it, the only power that could deal

with it successfully, in my opinion, has

dealt with it—the Government of Manitoba

and the Ilegislature of Manitoba. I con-

a great gulf. I mever could think that any
other power could settle that gquestion ex-
cept the Government and legislature of

‘Manitoba. I may say also that whatever

they have done was very like what has been
done in the North-west Territories, and I

accept that, and have no adverse ecriticism -
‘to make on it. Now, there is a point con-

nected with that which I wish to mention.

‘The Prime Minister, in his speech on that
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uestion, ve roperly, and very honestly, ! I am harking back for a moment, as I did
(tlook the regogsilﬁlitg ' for that settlement | not wish to refer to him when he was not in
as being the outcome of an agreement made | his place. But when the commission was up
between the Government of Canada and the ' West my hon. friend smelt a rat, he thought
Government of Manitoba. 1 Lave noithe commission was about to abandon its al-
controversy with the settlement, I person- | legiance to the Liberal doctrines that the Gov-
ally am satisfied with that settlement ; but ; erRment were about to abandon their allegi-
if I had a controversy with it, I would have ' ance to tariff reform, to a revenue tariff. Sub-
to point this out, that it is not, of course, a ; Sequently his fear became still greater when
settlement in this sense, that when two they went down to Montreal and the lead-
parties have a controversy, and an arbitra- ; ing business men of Montreal, the leading
tor comes to séttle the matter between them | business men of this country who hold the
and you bring both of them together, and | business of the country in their hands, came
the two agree, you have a settlement. Here : before them and lectured them as if they
you have the controversy dealt with! were children, when they lectured the Fi-
in a different way and it is not a. Dance Minister and lectured the Minister of
settloment in that sense. An arrange | Trade and Commerce as if they were child-
ment has been made between the two gov- | rén, and the Minister of Trade and Com-
ernments, and so far as the Government | merce hung his head and the Finance Min-
consulted with others, they probably were | iSter was mute. Then, Sir, what happened ?
acting unconstitutionally, although I would | Again, I admire the Prime Minister. The
not attack them for consulting with others | Prime Minister sends a couple of them
than the Government of Manitoba. But, down to Washington. Now, what happened
Sir, what the Prime Minister has done is to | Was this : They came to him and they said :
take full responsibility for that settlement, { We must bring in a revenue tariff, we
and before the country to-day he is as re- | must mové for free trade as they have it
sponsible for that settlement, as Mr. Green- | in England, we must carry out our promises.
way is responsible before the people of | The hon. gent[eman smiled on them with
Manitoba. In his own language, what has | that smile which charms gods and men.
taken place ? I have thus far spoken for and said: You are very simple. The best
myself, but now speaking for others, I must | thing you can do is to go down to Wash-
say there are a large number, not merely | ington. But before this, in order to help
in my own constituency, but in the" North- them, he sent to Washington a
west Territories, who feel that Mr. Green- | turtle dove with an olive branch in
way has gone too far. They feel that the | his mouth, in the shape of the hon.
principle of separate schools has been ; member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
adopted by Mr. Greenway, and they resent | 1he result was that those gentlemen came
that. On the other hand, there are also in | back from Washington, having achieved no-
the North-west Territories those who feel | thing and the Prime Minister told them :
that enough has not been done, that a great | We are not going to have any revenue tariff,
deal more should have been done. How-| We are not going to have free trade as it is
ever, I have expressed what my own view | in England. Then the hon. member for
Is. Now I have also expressed my views on | South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) got
that question on previous occasions. In |sciatica and rheumatism—political rheu-
1895, from the seat where the hon. member  mMmatism and revenue-tariff sciatica—and off
for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) usually | he went. He came back after some weeks,
sits, and when the hon. member for Brandon |and he had been here only a couple of
(Mr. Sifton) was in the gallery, T stated my | days, when we were told the tariff was
views on this question. Also in the course | ready. What it means is this. that the
of the debate in the session of 1896, when | hon. member for South Oxford was scan-
we were in committee, I rose and declared | dalously used, and the Finance Minister
what my view was, and my speech on that | had to sacrifice his principles ; and now
occasion was sent up to the North-west Ter- | I want to know whether the hon. mem-
ritories to a paper in which it should have! ber for Lisgar (Mr. Richardson) will be called
been forthwith published. That speech never| upon to sacrifice his principles. He came
appeared till a long time afterwards, and the out strongly—I think he thought he might
consequence was that 