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SECOND SESSION, SIXTH PA1LIAMENT.-51 VIC.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

T nURSDAY, 23rd February, 1888.

THE PARLIAMENT, which had been prorogued from time to
time, was now commanded to assemble on the 23rd day of
February, 1888, for the Despatch of Business.

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

PRAYERs.

A Message was delivered by Rêné Edouard Kimber,
Esquire, Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod:
'Mr. SPEAKER,

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

Accordingly the House went up to the Senato Chamber.
And the House being returned,

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, that ho had received
from the Judges selected for the trial of Election petitions,
pursuant to the Dominion Controverted Elections Act, cer-
tificates and reports relating to the Elections,-

For the Electoral District of Yarmouth;
For the Electoral District of Colchester;
For the Etectoral District of Cumberland;
For the Electoral District of the County of Haldimand
For the E lectoral District of V ictoria (N.S.)
For the Electoral District of Shelburne ;
For the Electoral District of the East Riding of the County of Nor-

thumberland, Ont. ;
For the Eleetoral District of the County of Kent, Ont.
For the Electoral District of the County of Halton ;
For the Electoral District of the County of Prince Edward;
For the Electoral District of the Weet Riding of the County of Mid-

diesex ;
For the Electoral District of Berthier;
For the Electoral District of Richelieu;
For the Electoral District of Champlain;
For the Electoral District of Chambly ;
For the Electoral District of Chicoutimi;
For the Electoral District of Yamaska ;
For the Electorai Distriot of :iohou4e nd ,Wolfe;
For the Electoral District of Queen's, N. S.;
For the Electoral District of the West Riding of the ounty of

Durham ;
For the Eleptoral District of the City of Kingston;
For the Electoral District of the West Riding of the County of Huron;
For the Electoral District of the County of Dundas; and
For the Electoral District of Gaspé.

VACANCIES.
Mr. SPEAKER also informed the House, that duriing the

recess he had received communications from several mem-
bers, notifying him that the following vacancies had oc.
curred in the representation

Of HEIm JULuS JUCHREAU DUo4HUONAY, Erquire, MNember for the
Electoral District of Dorchester, by decease;

1

of BixoN XAviUR VIxoN, Member for the Electoral District of Charle-
voix, by decease•

Of the Honorable EDwARD BLAKx, Member for theî lectoral District of
the West Riding of the County of Bruce, by resignation ;

Of GEoRGE F. BAinD, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District cf
Queen's, N.B , by resignation ;

Of NoAH S ÂaKsPEAsE, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Victoria, by the acceptance of an office of emolument under the Crown;
and

Of the Right Honorable Sir JoHr A. MAODONALD, G.0.B., Iember for
the Electoral District of the County of Carleton, by resignation.

He also informed the House that ho had issued the ov.
eral Warrants to the Clerk of the Crown in Chanoery to
tsak o nt new writs of election for the said electoral dis-
tricts respectîvelyé

NEW MEMBERS.

Mr. SPEAKER further informed the Hlouse, that during
the recess the Clerk of the House had received from the
Clerk of the Crown in Chancery certificates of the eleotion
and roturn of the following Members:-

Of HERBERT LADD JONES, EEquire, for the Electoral District of Digby;
Of JORN FEbeusoR, Esquire, for the Electorai District of the Bonth

Riding of the County of kRenfrew ;
Of JAxus ROWAND, Esquire, for theX lectoral District of th» ti

Riding of the Qounty of Bruce ;
Of SIxoN CioN, Esquire, for the Electoral District of Charlevoix;
Of the Honorable A.RCIBALD WooDBURY MoLuimA, for the Eleotorél

District of Colchester ;
Of the Honorable Sir CHABLEs Turra, G..i.G., for the Electorai

District of umberland ;
Of Joua Lovir, Esquire, for the, Eectoral District of Yarmouth;
Of Joar A mRCHIRALD McDOXALD, Esquire, for thé Electoral District of

Victoria, N.S. ;
Of WALTER HUMPHRIEs MoNTAQUs, Esquire, for the Electoral District

of Ealdimand ;
Of Joni WiRuauRNz L AUr, Major-General, for the Electoral District

of Shelburne ;
Of HONORÉ J. J. B. CHoUINARD, Esquire, for the Electoral District of

Dorchester ;
Of EDWiAn JooErAàxa, Esquire, for the Electoral District of theB ast

Riding of the County of Northumberland ;
Of GEoRGe F. BAIRD, Esquire, for the Rlectoral District of Qu*'e,

N. B. ; e - 9

Of EDWAED GAWLOR PaRiO, Esquire, for the lectoral District of
Victoria, B.C.;

Of GEoRGE LUNUEL DiuiWou, Esquire, for the Electoral District of
the County of Carleton; and

Of DàvW aHNDEasoN, Esquire, for the Eletoral Diatrit of thepugt
of Balton.

MEMBERS INTRODUOED.

The following Members, having previonsly taken the
U$th according to law, and subseribed the Roll oontaining
the same, took their seats in the Rouse:-

Hon. AORCIBÂLD WOODEURY MOLEcLAN, Member for the ElectoralDis-
trict of Colchester, introduced by Sir John A. Macdorald ahd-Hon. Ur.
Thompson.

SixoN Cixo, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Chare-
voix, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir gdctdr Langetlïl.

GaoRGE LENUEL DioxasoN, Esquire, Member for the Electoral
District of the County of Carleton, introdnced by Bir John A. Mac-
donald and Mr. Shanly.

JORN FERGusoR, Esquire, Member for the Electoral Distriqt of
South Riding of the Conty of Renfrew, introdued by Hon.'1fr. ow%
and Mr. Curran.

1
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WÂr HUMPRRIUS MONTAGUs, EEquire, Kember for the Electoral a measure will he submitted to yen for the purpese of implifling tie
District of the County of Haldimand, introduced by Sir John A. Mac- law and greatiy leEsening the oost of its eperatien.
donald and on. Mr. White.

EDWARD Cocimàiu, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of the The growth of the North-West Territories renders expedient an in-
East Riding of the County of Northumberland, Ont., introduced by provement in the system of government and legislation affectinig those
Hon. Mr. Bowell and ir. Guillet.

HoNoR J. J. B. OaoUrssno, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District
of Dorchester, introduced by Mr. Laurier and Mr. Amyot.

DAVID HENDRasoN, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of Balton,
introduced by Mr. White (Oardwell) and Mr. Brown.

-Joux LovITT, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of Yarmouth,
introduced by Mr. Laurier and Mr. Flynn.

JAmzs RowAND, Esquire, gember for the Electoral District of the West
Rlding of Bruce, introduced by Sir Richard Cartwright and Mr. Arm-
strong.

HEnssar LADO JONEI, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Digby, introduced by Mr. McLelan and Mr. Mills (&nnapolis).

JOHN ARCHIBALD MODONALD, Esqnire, Rember for the Electoral District
of Victoria, N. S, introduced by Mr. Thompson and Mr. Uameron.

EDWARD GAWLOR PRloR, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
the Oity of Victoria, B. C., introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and
Mr. Daly.

FIRST READING.

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

SPEECH FROM. THE THRONE.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the louse
that when the flouse did attend His Excellency the Gover-
nor General this day in the Senate Chamber, His Excellency
was pkascd to preisent a Speech to the Members of both
Houses of Parliament. To prevent mistakes, I have
obtained a copy of the Speech, which is as follows:-

Honorable Gentlemen qf the oenate:
enstlemen q the House of Gommons:

It affords me much gratification to meet you once more at the com-
mencement of the Parliamentary Session, and to congratulate you
upon the general prosperity of the country.

Althongh the labors of the huEbandnan have not been rewarded in
some portions of the Dominion by an adequate return, the harvest of
last year has on the whole been plenteous, while in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories it was one of remarkable abund mnce.

The negotiations between Her Majesty's Government and that of the
United States for the adjustment of what is known as " The Fishery
QuestionI" have, 1Iam pleased to inform you, resulted in a Treaty which
will, I venture to hope, be considered by yon as honorable and satis.
factory to both nations.

1 The Treaty, with the papers and corre spondence relating thereto,
will be laid before you, and you will be invited to adopt a measure to
give effect to its provisions.

The extension and development of our system of railways have not
only rendered necessary additional safeguards for life and property, but
have given greater frequency to questions in which the intereFts of rival
companies are found to be in conflict, and to require authoritative
adjustment. Aa further legislation appears to be needed for these pur.
poses, a measure will be submitted to you for the consolidation and
improvement of,' The Railway &ct."

Experience having shown that amendments are required to make the
provisions of the Act respecting Elections of the Members cf the House
of Commons more effective and more convenient in their operation, you
will be asked to consider a measure for the amendment of that Statute.

The Act respecting Controverted Elec'ions may likewise require
attenion with a view to the removal o certain questions of interpre -
tion which have arisen and which should be set at rest.

My Government has availed itieif of the opportunity afforded by the
recess to consider the numerous suggestions which have been made for
improving the details of the Act respecting the Election Franchiee, and

portions of the Dominion, and a Bill for that purpose will be laid before
you.

A Bill will be submitted te you to make a larger portion of the mod-
ern laws of England applicable to the Province of Kanitoba and te the
North-West Territories in regard to matters which are witbin the cou-
trol of the Parliament of Canada, but which have not as yet been made
the subject of Canadian logislation.

Among other measures, Bills will be presented te you relating te the

Judiciary, te the Civil Service Act, and to the audit of jhe Public Ac-
counts.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

The Accounts for the past year will be laid before you as well as the
Estimates for the ensning year. They have been prepared with a due
regard te economy and the requirements of the public service.

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

I commend these important subjects and al matters affecting the
public interests which may be brought before you toyour best considera-
tion , and I feel assured that you will addres3 yourselves to them with
earnestness and assiduity.

Sir John A. Macdonald moved:
That the Speech of His Excellency the Governor General be taken into

consideration to-morrow.

Motion agreed to.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir John A. Macdonald moved:
That Select Standing Committees of this House, for the present

Bession, be appointed tor the following purposes :-1. On Privileges
and Elections.-2. On Expiring Laws.-3. On Railways, Canals and
Telegraph Lines.-4. On Miscellaneous Private Bills.-5. On Standing
Orders.-6. On Printing.-7. On Public Accounts.-8. On Banking and
Commerce.-9. On Immigration and Colonisation;-which said Com-
mittees shall severally be empowered to examine and enquire into ail
such matters and things as may be referred te them by the House, and
to report from time te time their observations and opinions thereen;
with power to send for persons, papers and records.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.
Report of the Joint Librarians of Parliament on the

state of the Library.-(Mr. Speaker.)
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment

of the House.
Motion agreed-to; and House adjourned at 3:50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDAY, 24tb F bruary, 18Q8.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO HIS EXCELLENOY'S
SPEECH.

The louse proceeded to the consideration of Ris Excel-
lency's Speech at the opening of the Session.

Mr. MONTAG UE. Mr. Speaker. t At the outeet I must
express my regret that from among the younger members
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of the louse, there has not been selected some one better
able than myself to begin a discussion of the important
matters which are referred to in lis Excellency's Speech.
I am not unmindful, however, that to hon. gentlemen who
have in the past performed the duty which to-day has fallen
to me, there has been extended an unusual degree of
kindness and consideration ; and, Sir, having sat for one
Session in this Bouse, and having listened to so many hon.
gentlemen delivering able addresses from your right and
from your left, I the more keenly appreciate the difficulty
of the task which I have undertaken, and the need I have
to ask that the indulgence so often extended to new
members of this flouse may not be withbeld on the present
occasion. Hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House will
remember that, at the opening of last Session, the hon,
member for West Durham (5r. Blake)-whose absence to-
day I regret on account of its cause-with that kindness
and consideration which usually characterise him, was
gool enough to connect my name with the duties then so
well performed by my hon. friend from West Huron (Mr.
Porter). I must believe that only the hon. gentleman's
absence to-day prevents him expressing the pleasure, which
I am bound to suppose he would feel at my return to this
House, and at my engaging to-day in the duty for which
he selected me a yoar ago. Sir, 1 am welI aware that to
the members of this House, as well as to the people of all
sections of this country, bas come, with no considerable
regret, the announcement that the gentleman who has
administered the affairs of the country for the last four
years is about to remove from our midst. Speaking where
I do, I neeci not say that during bis incumbency of his
office, Iis Excellercy bas well performel the high duties
that have devolved upon him, and that, whether in public
or in private life, he bas found a place warm and deep in
the hearts of the Canadian people. Succeeding as he did a
long list of illustrious Governors, Ils Excellency leaves us,
having added one more brilliant name to the number of
those eminent British statesmen who, throughout years,
have performed great services for the Empire in this its
western portion. In the still more important office to
which the Imperial Government have, in their wisdom,called him, we can judge, from his eminent abilities and his
long experience, that a noble career awaits him; and I
think I can assure His Excellency that nowhere in the
Empire will be found friends more anxious to applaud his
winning of new honors and fresh laurels than among the
people with whom ho is soon to sever bis connection. It will
no doubt be urged, Sir, by hon. gentlemen who sit upon your
left that the Speech from the Throne is barren in the mention
of great matters, and that the legislation promised by the
Govern ment duriig this Session is not of the usual quantity
or the usual quality; but, perhaps, the Government should
be congratulated on the fact that the affairs of our country
at the present time are so well ordered as to need very little
interference from this Parliament. Some of the paragraphs
of the Address, however, deal with matters with regard to
which our information is explicit enough only to warrant a
passing comment, while other paragraplis deal with subjects
which may be more fittingly discussed in this Chamber during
a later period of the Session. By reason of this, as well as by
reason of my unwillingness to provoke a long discussion of
these matters, I shall only detain the House a short time iu
daling with a few matters mentioned in lis Excellency's
gracious Speech from the Throne. Sir, to gentlemen who
have so recently been among their constituents will have
occurred the desirability of certain changes in the Election,
the Franchise, and the Controverted Election Acts, and,
therefore, I need not anticipate what the proposed changes
will be. With regard to the promised measures relating
te the Civil Service Act, the application of English laws to
Manitoba, the changes in the [udiciary Act, and the audit-,

ing of the Public Accounts, I can only say that I suppose
the necessity of those measures bas been made mànifest by
the experience of the various Departments, and that they
will be in the public interest. We are promised legislation
with regard to the government of the North.West lerrito-
ries. It will be remembered by this House that some time
ago the Council of the North-West Territory was simply an
advisory board appointed by the Government. At the present
time that Counci [is partly elective and partly appointed, and
I have no dou bt the legialation which is promised this Session
on that subject will be in the direction of extending to our fol-
low citizens in those Territories the rights of representative
local government which we in the older Provinces enjoy.
The fact that the Government feels warranted in bringing
forward such legislation should be an ovidence to us of the
growing importance of those Territories, and the proba-
bility of their soon taking their places among the great
Provinces of this Confederation. Thon we are promised
railway legislation. Hon. gentlemen will remomber that
some time ago Commissioners were appointed to take evi-
dence with regard to the relations of the great railway cor-
porations of this country to one another and to the general
public. Those Commissioners have gleaned a large quan.
tity of information on this very important matter, and the
legislation which is to be laid before us this Session is, no
doubt, the result of the representations made by that Com-
mission to the Government. We are well aware, Sir, that
evils have existed in connection with our railway system,
evils which have bocome more apparent with the great
extension of our railway interests, and which have injuri-
ously affected the public interest, and I think the GoVern-
ment are to be commended for so speedily acting in the
direction they have promis:i in the Speech from the
Throne. At the opening of this House, last year, we were
free to admit that the Province of Manitoba had suffered
from a failure of its wheat crop, and that in consequence
the people of that Province were not enjoying that measure
of prosperity which we all wished they should enjoy. This
year it gives me very great pleasure to be able to turn to
my hon. friends representing Manitoba in this House, and
congratulate them on the fact that this year their Province,
though its soil is only as yet very partially tilled, is
sending to the markets of the world 12,000,000 or 13,000,-
000 bushels of the best grain ever grown on American soil.
Notwithstanding the very large amount of information
which we have had from various sources with regard to our
North-West Provinces and Territories, I think it will be
admitted on every hand that we are only beginning
to realise their immense wealth and value to this country.
The enormous harvest which bas been reaped in Manitoba
during the past year, must surely convince us that we ea
forrn no adequate idea of the future possibilities of that
Province-save this, Sir, that it gives us confidence that in
a very short time it must become one of the greatest, if not
the greatest, of our agricultural Provinces. And what shal
I say of that vast territory lying between the Province of
Manitoba and the Rocky Mountains ? What can I say, Sir,
except that we are only beginning to learn something of its
immense richness? I understand that in the UpperHouse this
Session a committee will be asked for to gather information
with regard to the great Territories lying beyond the well-
know fertile bolt of the North-Wet-vast regions which are
said te be capable of growing grain and rearing stock as
extensively as the settled portions of the older Provinces.
The only want I could find in that country, during a brief
visit to ir, was a want of population. It is true, standing
here to-day we cannot say that our schemes for attracting
immigration from older countries into this part of the
American continent have been as successful as we would
desire; we cannot say that we have secured as many of the
immigrants coming to thig continent as we could wish.

1888.
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But there is this fact to be taken in conjunction with the
one I have just mentioned. When we giance at the statis.
ties, we find that 85 per cent. of our present population are
native born, and it is a matter for congratulation, as an evi-
dence of our self-reliance, that our great public works and
general development are due, in a large measure, solely to
our own mative energy. At the presont time the pros.
pacts, as regards immigration, are much more hopeful. Hon.
gentlemen on both aides must admit that the evidence to-
day shors, that very shortly, we shall have an immensely
increased immigration. It is not for me to discuss now the
reasons why we have not reccived what we consider would
have been our proper share of the immigration to this con-
tinent; but I may mention one reason, the force of which
bon.gentlemen opposite will appreciate. We know very well
that the agents of American land companies, and railway
companies, have been very energetic in the distribution of
libels on the climate of our North-West, and to a considerable
extent succeeded in inducing the people of other countries to
p ut faith in the statements they so industriously circulated ;
but I avi confident hon. gentlemen wili agree with me
that the events of the past year must have dissipated those
false ideas and impressions. In all quartera sympathy has
been expressed, and tears have been s1hed, because of the
death and destruction that have followed in the wake of the
blizzards whicb, during the past year, visited those very
sections of the United States to which the tide of immigra-
tion was directed. But whilst death and destruction have
followed in the wake of the blizzards in the American North-
West, the people in our North-West have escaped thGe
calamities; they have lived in comfort and safety, enjoying
the result of their toil, and their thousands of cattle have
been grasing in safety upon our plains. One of the import-
ant matters referred to in the Speech is the Fishery ques-
tion, a question of great interest to the Canadian people. Our
fishing industry is undoubtedly a very great industry, one
in whose operations no less a sum than 87,000,000 is invested
and 60,000 of our population employed, and whieh yields
an annual harvest ta the Dominion reaching in the aggre-
gate a score of a million dollars. An industry of this im-
portance is one which commende itself to our protection on
all occasions, and I think the action of the Government
throughont the whole dispute with the United States, in de.
fending what we regarded as our just rights, meets with tho
approval of our people, irrespective of party, from one end
ofthe country to the other. The position of our Govern-
ment in this whole matter was a difficult one. They were
compelled by their duty, as the representatives of the Can-
adianpeople, to defend our rights; it was their duty as well
to see that, if possible, no rupture of the cordial relations
which hitherto existed between the two coutrieï Ehould be
ocasioned. The dispute was an irritating one, one which
at'no time increased those friendly relations, and at all
times was liable to lead to rupture of the same. Last year
we were pleased to learn that negotiations, with the view of
settling the difficulty, had begun, and I am sure hon.gentle-
men on both aides will express their pleasure at the succeas
ful termination of these negotiations. This is not just the
time to diseuse the details of the treaty agreed upon by the
Commission. When the Bill for its ratification is brought
before the Honse, I understand it will be accompanied by
the correepondence and varions papers bearing upon it,
o that every facIity will be given for a thorough dis-
cussion of its clauses and a thorough understanding of its
provisions. I believe the treaty to be a fair and equitable
settlement of a serions dispute between us and.the United
States. True, we may not have got all we wanted or de-
manded, but we could not expect to obtain everything. As
I understand the functions of a Commission of that kind, it
is organised fbr the purpose of arranging equivalents. We
have had, it is true, very serious attacks on the treaty, but
it is not the first treaty which has been attacked inthis

Mr. MONTAGlTI,

country. In 1871, the right hon. gentleman who leads this
House, was most severely attacked with regard to 'he
treaty which resulted from the negotiations in which he, as
a British plenipotentiary, took part. A few years later on,
hon. gentlemen will remember, ho was also vilified for n'ot
having taken a humiliating pasition in order to secure
the extension of that same treaty, for having accepted
which ho had been previously so violently attacked. In
connection with the Fishery Treaty, it is, perhaps, satisfac-
tory to know that the American Administration are also
being attacked by the American fishermen for having
completely given ap the American contentions; the Glou-
chester fishermen are, to-day, holding indignation meetings
and denouncing their Government for having, as they
claim, complotely surrendered the Amorican rights, by en-
dorsing this same treaty which our Governmont are con-
demned on this side for having endorsed. A treaty whioh
is thus condemned on both sides, by a certain section of each
people, we may conclude is a fair and equitable settlement of
a most serious dispute, one that places in a fair position of
rest the Treaty of 1818, concerning the interpretation of
which so much difficulty has arisen. At the same time, we
must express our belief and hope that, following in the
wake of the treaty, we will have enlarged commercial re-
lations with our neighbors. It is true that, in the search
for a natural market, we do not find a natural mar-
ket for all our products in the country further south ;
but, at the same time, we find there a natural
market for a limited number of those products which it
would be conducive to the best interests of the people of
this country to cultivate. I trust, therefore, we will be suc.
cessfut in arranging for an extension of trade in this -respect
with our American friends. His Excellency bas referred
to the prosperity of the country. That, I think, is a matter
upon which the -Dominion, to-day, can be fairly congratulated.
There are evidences of our prosperity in our own country,
and there are evidences of that prosperity abroad. In visiting
the various classes of our people, we must become convinced
that we are enjoying a very widespread prosperity. If
we visit our capitalists and our monetary institu-
tions, we find that, with slight exceptions, they have
enjoyed a prosperous year ; if we visit our business
men we find their credit unusually gDod and our
manufacturers increasing their already extensive oper-
ations. We also find our artisans and laborers em-
ployed at rates of wages very much in advance of what
was paid a few years ago. There is one fact to wbich I
cannot help pointing, and that is the absence during this
winter of the cries of wint and misery we have so often
heard during other winters from our cities. At the same
time, we must regret that from abroad, from the cities of
other countries, appeals for aid have come to our oars. At
the present time, while, I understand, a million people are
out of employment in Great Britain alone, hon. gentlemen
on both sides must admit that in this country not very
long willing handa wait for remunerative toil. The Toronto
Mati was, 1 believe, correct a fow months ago, when it said,
if Canadians would only devote a little attention to the
literature, so-called, of poverty in other countries, they
would have a higher opinion of the condition of their own.
It is true that since then the Mail has largely changed its
sympathies, so far as the two political parties are con-
cerned, but I would not suggest, for a moment, that the
Mail was lesa honest in the expression of its opinions then
than it claims to be at present. Whilst I am dealing
with this question, I might refer in words of com-
mendation to the efforts which are being made by
the Government for the extension of the trade of this
country with various countries throughout the worid. We
all remember that last year we were congratulated upon the
exhibit we made as a country at the Indian and Colonial
Exhibition in London. We are glad to learn from our busi.
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ness men in various sections of the country that the result
of that exhibit was to bring them trade which they did
not enjoy before. We have sent a Commissioner to the
Colonies in the Pacifie Occan, and that Commissioner
reports that the chanocs are fair for a very large trade with
the Colonies in that part of the Empire. Hon. gentlemen
will remember that, a few years ago, there was an exhibi.
tion in Sydney, N.S.W., our exhibit at which was the
beginning of our trade wiah the Australasian continent.
We iearn ihat there is to be shortly an exhibition at Mel-
bourne, and I bave no doubt that our Government, always
seeking to extend our trade, will .endeavor to obtain
an exhibit there which will result in extending our
trade connections with Australia and bring about,
an .interchange of trade botween us and those our
sister Colonies. Then, we bave taken stops to seek ont
a country in the South American continent, the Argen-
tine Republic, a grat prosperous country with five mil-
lions of people, whose wealth lies in the 100,000,000
sheep and 50,000,000 cattle that feed upon its plains.
We find that their imports amount to some $90,000,000 of
goods, $50,000,000 worth of which could be supplied from
the workshops and factories of Canada, and I think that
the Government, in seeking to extend our trade with that
Repubhic, will meet with the approval of the various sec-
tions of this country. Whon I was in the Pacifie Province,
I was glad to sec, as one of the results of the completion
of our Canadian Pacifie Railway, the shipping of China
and Japan resting in the beautiful harbor of the city
of Vancouver, bringing the produets of the Orient to this
continent, and carrying away the lumber and timber fron
the wondeî al forests of the ['acifie coast and the agricultural
products of our Canadian North-West. It is true that,
owipg to the nature of these peoples, we may not be able to,
cultivate that trade as rapidly as we would like, or as
rapidly as we might expect otherwise, but I think we are
none too hopeful when we say that only a few years must
elapse before we shall supply a great portion of what those
hundreds of millions of people consume in those two great
E astern Empires. Even now, as I speak, are being built, in
the shipyards of the Clyde, steamers for the Pacific trade.
I rermember that, a few years ago, we congratulated Our-
solves ui on having a lino of steamships crossing the
Atlantic Ocean. But to-day, Sir, the traveller may,
from the ports of the old world, cross the Atlantic upon
elegant Canadian steaners. He may fiit across the conti-
nent in palace cars, ever a railroad built by Canadian enter-
prise, and traversing from the Atlantic to the Pacifie
nothing but Canadian soi ; and in the near future, in a few
months, we hope that ho wili be able to continue his journey
across the Pacifie Ocean to the ports of China and Japan
and the shores of the Island continent itself. A moment
ago I incidentally mentioned the city of Vancouver. I must
congratulate my hon. friend who comes from that district
upon representing a constituency which contains the best
evidence of Canadian energy and enterprise. A few years
ago a groat forest covered its site. Now, anyono who enters
its limits will find a magnificent city with miles of well-
paved streets, dozens of magnificent business blocks and
innumerable well-built homos. having every evidence of
culture and refincrnent. While I have been speaking of
this general prosperity of the country, hon. gentlemen may
say that I have not spoken of the prosperity of the farmers
of Canada. I admit very freely that an effort has been
made to discourage our agriculturists in this country, but t
let me ask in what way are our agriculturists not prosper-
ous, and what agriculturiats under the sun are more
prosperous than the Canadian farmers at the present time ?
Lot me roter to the condition of the farmers in two great t
countries at the present hour. The New York Times, wbich

as not very marked sympathy with Canada, tells us that: :

"l The profit derived from American agriculture ls now so small a to
be unworthy of the elightest consideration."

And the position of farmers in the great mother country is
such as to call from Her Majesty in fier Speech to the Bri.
tish Parliament, the following words:-

"I deeply regret that there has been no corresponding improvement
observable in the condition of agriculture. I commead the interests of
that great industry to your attentive care, hoping that means may be
diaooveaed to enable it to meet more effectively the difficulties under
which it labori."
l view of the state of agriculture in England and in the
United States, it is pleasing to hear one of the professors in
the Agricultural Colloge of the Province of Ontario stating
that our farmers as a clas are prosperous and are making
money. But L need not quote the testimony of any partie.
ular gentleman as to that tact. Hon. gentlemen who rep.
resent agricultural constituencies will bear me out in what
I say. It,has been stated that our farmers are for the mont
part mortgage-burdoned. I do not speak for the constitu-
encies of those mombers who assert that the f armers are
mortgage burdened, but, having the honor to ropresent
the county of Haldimand, an agricultural county, I em-
phatically deny that the farmers there are a mortgage-
burdened community. Hon. gentlemen opposite who
have visited that community during the past year-and
I may say, by the way, that wo have had a number
of those visitors-will, I am sure, agree with me that
they found there evidences of wealth anJ prosperity.
I believe that what is true of laldimand is also true of other
constituencies in this Province. It is true that we have
some mortgages, but the latest returns show us that through-
out the Dominion we have mortgagos only to the amount
of , whicb, if they wre placed wholly on the
farms of Ontario, would be only 9 par cent. of the value of
the same. Take for a moment the figures in regard to ten
States of the.American Union, which show the following as
the mortgages in those States:-

Ohio ......... . ................... ...... .$ 761,000,000
Indiana ......... .. ... . 90..0.......... .398,000e000
Illinoi .............. ........... 20,000,090
Wisconsin........................ 250,000,000
Michigan............................... ...... 350,000,000
Minne ota................... ....... ,......... 17 ,000ooo
Iowa .......... ............... ............... 351,060,000
Nebraska .. ........... ...... 140,000,000
Kansas................... ............ .... 200,000,000
Missouri........ ................. 23,000,000

$3,422,000,000

That shows a total mortgage liability of $3,422,000,000 on
the whole value of the property of $ 13,931,000,000, or an
average of about 2â per cent. on the value of the farm
properties in those ton States. The percentage in Ohio in
25, in Illinois it is 25 per cent., in Missouri it is 30 per cent.,
and so it ranges from 20 to 30 per cent. We have heard a
great deal about Dakota. Sometimes some Canadians jour-
nale have lauded the condition of the farmers of Dàkota. In
that Territory they bave a population of 600,000, and they
bave $45,000,000 of mortgages, or $75 for each individual
and $375 for each family, and that not on the rate of 6 or 7
per cent., but at the rate of 10 per cent. in almost every case
ilmost every time. Then, take the State of Michigan, with
wvhich the Province of Ontario can be very fairly compared,
and you find that they bave farm property to the value of
P1,400,000,000, of which 0700,000,000 is encumbered, with
nortgages to the amount of $350,000,000, or 25 por cent. of
ho total value of the farm property in the State. Bat hon.
gentlemen will say, perhaps, that we should take the State
of New York, which may be more fairly compared with our
wn Province of Ontario. I shall not trouble you with

the figures, but simply an expression contained in a report
of the New York Departmont of Agriculture with regard
o the State of New York. Let me rad it all, because it

1888.
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will have a favorable influence u pon those gentlemen who
think that in the State of New York the farmers are more
prosperous than they are in our good Province of Ontario :

" On the whole, New York farmera are more in debt than tbey were
ten years ago. There are a large number of farms which were purchased
a few years ago and mortgaged, which now would not sell for more than
the face of the mortgages, owing to the depreciation of the farming lands,
which, on an average, is fully 33 per cent. in ten years. Probably one-
third of the farms in the State would not sell for more than the cost of
the buildings and other improvements, owing to the shrinkage."

Now, then, Sir, hon. gentlemen may say that this large
sum of mortgages has been placed on the farms of various
States of the Union for the purpose of making improve.
ments, or of purchasing new land. Well, I will not give
my own opinion upon that question, but I will give the
opinion of the New York Times, which deals with that
question, lately, in a long article. It says :

" The greater portion of the money representel by the faces of these
mortgages has not been expended in improving farms, because the
larger portion of the farms were equipped with buildings before the
mortgages were laid. The money has been spent to enable the farmera
to live. Ten States mortgaged for $3,422,000,000, and twenty-eight
States and eight Territories to hear from. We personally know that all
the agricultural Territories are heavily mortgaged. The total of the
f$z mortgages of America undoubtedly closely approximates
$9,00,000,000."

Now, Sir, it may be said that whilst our farms are not as
largely mortgaged as the farms of the United States, at the
same time our people seem less able to meet their engage
ments, and the property taken by the mortgage societies is
increasing. Well, let me say that the Brie and Huron Loan
and Investment Society, whose headquarters arc in London,
Ont., report that the arrearages are to-day ouly-4 par cent.
of the capital invested, and that they are 22 per cent. less
than they were on the 21Ist January, 1887 ; that only two-
thirds of the 1 per cent. on the capital employed comes
back in property to the company; and the farmers of the1
vicinity have placed in their hands over one million of dol-1
lars for the purpose of investment. Then, Sir, taking thej
report of the various loan societies in this Province I see
that, in 1880, the mortgages in default amounted to over 8
par cent, of the whole. In 1886 only 3j per cent. of the
whole. The foreclosed mortgages in 1880 amounted to 4
per cent. of the whole, and in 1886 only l¾ per cent. of the
whole. From thcse facts it may casily bc scon thatithe con-
dition of our farmers, unlike their brethern of the Empire
State, is growing more prosperous as the years pass by.
Another fact, and I leave this matter, feeling certain, Sir,i
that I have demonstrated to this House that our agricultur-
ists occupy a position which might well be envied by theiri
fellow farmers in whatever country. In Ontario the value
of mortgaged property in 1886 increased, as compared with
1883, by 634,000,000, whilst the amount of mortgages only
increased by $12,000,000. Now, I have dealt with the evi-
dences of prosperity at home, let me deal for a moment with
the evidences abroad. Hon. gentlemen need not be told
that our Provincial securities are high in the foreign mar.
kets, nor need they be told that Dominion bonds, which a
few years ago were only worth 88, are to-day worth 103.
Let me, however, refer for a moment to the decrease in the
rate of interest which we are compelled to pay, and to com.
pare that with the decrease in the interest paid by other
colonies. Since 1869 the interest upon British consols
£100, bas decreased 6s,, that upon India bonds 1ls. 3d.,
upon Cape Colony bonds £1 5s. 9d., New South Wales
£t 12s. 93., Victoria £t 10s. 9d., whilst the interest
upon Canadian bonds bas decreased £L 19s. 9d. This
state of facts calls forth from the Toronto Globe, a paper
which is not in the habit of painting too bright a picture
with regard to Canada, the lollowing expression :-

" Thus not only has the credit of Canada risen more than that of any
other colony, or than that even of England herself, but the credit of
Canada actually-stands to-day on the British market next to that of
Iadia, whioh ie, to some extent, guaranteed by Britain."

Xr. MON TÂaGUi,

So, when we corne to consider all these facts, we see that
His Excellency is abundantly justified in congratulating us
in this country upon the prosperity we enjoy.' But I may
be told that, notwitb standing our seeming prosperity, we
have a great debt hanging over our heads which is bringing
to us impending ruin. I can only say that, looking at the
figures, with regard to our credit in the money markets of
the world, the financial kings of those markets must have
adopted the idea of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), when he presented to those people the
silver liinng cof the shield, and explained, quite properly,
that our public debt stood for the large amount of develop-
ment that we have made and the large amount of publie
works which we have constructed in this country. Now,
Sir, in face of all these facts, in face of the prosperity that
we are enjoying, in face of the development that we have
made in the few years since Confederation, we have no
reason to be discouraged in the work we have undertaken,
namely, to rear upon the foundations laid by the fathers,
the framers of our Confederation, a great national super-
structure, and I trust that, in this House, and at this hour,
in view of our achievements in the past, are to be found
none who would discourage us in the work we have under-
taken. There was a time in this country when, under less
favorable circumstances, the pioncers might have become
discouraged in the struggle in which they were engaged,
but they manfully continued the struggle, and the result of
their labors is seen in the great heritage which we enjoy at
the present time. I think, Sir, it ill becomes us, their succes-
sors, to weary in the struggle we have taken up, where they
have dropped the implements of toil. It is, at the present
time, encouraging to see that this feeling is widespread, and
that everywhere there is a feeling of hopefulness, a feeling
of confidence from end to end of the country. It is pleasant
te know that among the younger members of our popula-
tion is being developed a feeling of Canadian nationalism,
and it is that feeling only which can assist us in fulfilling the
great destiny which is reserved to us. This feeling should
pervade all classes of our population. No matter what bloo'
flows in our velus, we are Canadians; no matter to
what country we look with pride as the home of
our fathers, it is to this country that we owe first and
last our devotion. No matter to what Province we may
turn with loving thoughts of home, true patriotisma wili
impel us to remember that we are citizens of a country
stretching from the shores of one ocean and reaching to
the shores of another. I say, Sir, if we are to fulfil our
destiny, it can only be by this feeling increasing, by the
fusion of the various parts into one great and harmonious
whole; it can only be by the Provinces uniting one with
the other, giving up the individual for the general weal ;
it eau only be by section joining section, by sect vieing
with sect in loyalty to the Constitution under which we all
enjoy the perfection of Christian liberty; it can only be by
the representatives of the varions nationalities which go to
form our five millions of people joining their hearts and
their hands in promuoting the welfare of the land, upon
whose hospitable shores all find a welcome to full, free
citizenship, the enjoyment of political liberties and happy
homes. Sir, [ beg to thank hon. members on both sides of
this louse for the kindness and consideration they have
extended to me, and to conclude by moving:

That a humble Address be presented·to His Excellency the Goev-
ernor General to thank His Excellency for bis gracions Speech at the
commencement of the present Session, and fui ther to assure His Excel-
lenc Y-

1. That we receive with mnch pleasure His Excellency's expres-
lion of gratification at meeting us once more at the commencement of
the Parliamentary Session, and of congratulation upon the general
prosperity of the country.

2. That we are glad to learn that, although the labors of the hus-
bandman have not been rewarded in some portions of the Dominion
by as adequate return, the harvest of lat year has, on the whole, been
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plenteoUs, while in Manitoba and the North-West Territories it was one in our country, but there perhaps never was a time when

remartble abundance. such a declaration was botter justified by facts than on this8. That we are pleased to be informed that the negzotiations lie-
tween Her Majesty s Government and that of the United States for occasion. Our ugriculture has not, in a long time, been
the adjustment of what is known as "The Fishery Question," have more productive, our commerce more fi urishing, and our
resulted iin a Treaty which we venture to hope, with His Excellency, industries more thrifty than they are at present. Thanksmay be considered by us as honorable and satisfactory to both nations. t. . a4. That we thank Ris Excellency for bis assurance that the Treaty, to the political system whose device 1s Canada
with the papers and correspondence relating thereto, will be laid be- for Canadians," our manufacturers expand the range
fore us, and that any measure to give effect te its provisions will receive of their operations, employ a larger number of hands,our careful consideration.

5. That we learn with interest that the extension and develop. enhance the case and contribute a more powerful
ment of our system of railways have not only rendered necessary argument in favor of the whdom of that policy of protec-
additional safeguards for life and property, but have given greater fre- tion which bas created the wealth and strength of manyquency to questions in which the interests of -rival companies are found other countries, and which assures the Canadian Confede-
to be in conflict, and to require authoritative adjustment; and that as
further legislation appears to be needed for these purposes, any measure ration a brilliant future. There is further ground for con-
submitted to us for the consolidation and improvement of "The Railway gratulation, Mr. Speaker, in the intelligence that the sole
Act" will be carefully considered by us.6. That we thank tiis Excellency for informing us that experience bas cloud which darkened our political sky lat year is on the
shown that amendments are required to make the provisions of the Act ove of disappearing, if it hias not already vanished out of
respecting Elections of Members of the House of Commons more effective sight. There is ground for trust, that the Imperial Par-
and more convenient in their operation, and that we will csrefully lnid
consider any measure submitted to us for the amendment of that Statute. 'lamnt, the Congross . f the Uiited Siates, and the Parlia.

7. That we will willingly consider any measure laid before us for the ment of Canada, will ratify the clauses of the treaty which
amendment of the Act respecting Controverted Elections, with a view has just been signed by the gentlemen charged with the
te the removalu ofcertain aestions of interpretation which have arisen duties of the Commission at Washington. The treatyand which should be set afrest.

8. That we are pleased to learn that His Excellency's Government bas which will be laid upon the Table of this House, probably
availed itself of the opportunity afforded by the recess to consider the to-day, for ratification, will furnish proof that the lina of
numerous suggestions which have been made for improving the details conduct, wise, prudent and energetic, followed by the Gov-of the Act respecting the Electoral Franchise, and that any measure
submitted to us for the purpose of simplifying the law and greatly less- ernment, in pursuit of a satisfactory settlement of this
ening the cost of ils operation, will receive our earnest attention. knotty fisheries question, deserves the general approval of

9. That Bis Excellency having beenpleased toinform us thatthe growth this louse and of the conntry. The secrets eof the futureof the North-West Territoies renders expedient an improvement in the
system of government and legislation affecting that portion of the Dom- are unknown te me, but the action of the Government
imon, any Bill for that purpose laid before us will bu earnestly considered. inspires me with confidence. I have reason to rest satisfied

10. That we will carefully consider any Bill submitted to us to make with the present condition of this question, and I have noa larger portion of the modern laws of Englaud applicable to the doubi that îhey who assurned iho burdensomo mission of
Province of Manitoba, and to the North-West Territorio, in regard t,)doubt.tattey wo asedt Wh nsom mon of
matters which are within the control of the Parliament of Canada, but going to defend our cause at the Washington conference,
which have not, as yet, b-en made the subject of Canadian legislation. made sure that, while sturdily guarding our naval intereste,il. That His Excellency may rest aseured that ail measurus la id te eendu imcnlcsdtietlt the geneabefore us, especialy Blle relating testhe Judiciary, to the Civil Service screened us from conficts dotrimental te the general
Act, and te the audit of the Public Accounts, will receive our earnest eoconomy of our Confederation. I speak of the energetio
attention. defence of our naval interests, because, Mr. Speaker,12. That we thank His Excellency' for informing us that the Ac- whether viewed from the national standpoint, thecounts for the past year will be laid before us, and that we shalo
respectfally consider the Estimates for the ensuing year; and that our standpoint ofeconomy or the standpoit of business
thanks are due to His Excellency for the information that they have relations, the fisheries of Canada are of the highestbeen prepared with a due regard to economy and the requirements of importance. I do not hesitate to repeat before thisthe publie service. ggewa Ihaearaysae arlth sbfo,13. 'I hat His Excellency mny rest assured that these important sub- House what I have already stated several times before,
jects, snd aIl matters affecting the public interests which may be an.d do not apprehend that I shall be charged with
brought before us, will receive our best consileration, and that we exaggeration when I say that the Contederation of Ca.thank His Excellency for the expression of his confidence in our readi- nada. in possession f the ri'hest und most extensive
ness to address ourselves to them with earnestness and assiduity. fihd ifipds e the whole world. As national demain,

Mr. JONCAS. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, on rising to their value is priceless; as a ground of exploration thrown
seond the proposition of my hon. and cloquent friend, open to commerce and to the spirit of enter prise and .indus-
the member for faldimand (Mr. Montagne), I cannot refrain try, they are well nigh exhaustless, and further, furnish our
from a certain feeling of apprehension which one naturally people a plentiful and cheap food, easily accessible to all.
experiences on being called for the firsi time to take part in If we examine the pages of history, Mr. Speaker, we find
the debates of this House. Had I consulted only my incom- that, in ail ages, the nations holding the iea coasts and the
petence to treat the important questions which wiil come people dwelling by the sea, have understood the importance
up for deliberation during the present Session, I should as- of their fisheries, and those who have worked them have
suredly have held myself aloof, but, aware that the spirit of become prosperous, and successfut in war and traffic. We
indulgence animates all the members of this honorable see that the most famous and prosperous nations are
louse, I take heart at this knowledge and feel reassured by those who pursue navigation and the fisheries, and that

the kind welcome which you have just given me. I eagerly the most prosperous are they who trace their origin
join my hon. friend from Ilaldimand (Mr. Montague) in bis from their fishermen. Tyre, Venice, Byzantium, and
regret at the departure from among us of lis Excellency the Canstantinople of to-day were celebrated among the
the Governor General, and, in the name of the French Can- cities of ancient times, and they owed their fame, their
adian population of the Dominion, I am certain that I echo power, and their wealth, only to the fisbermen who had
their sentiments whenI declare that this departure is viewed pitched their tents either on the shores of the Adriatie Sea
by them with sorrow. In summarising and-discussing, with or on the Straits betweenî the Black Sea and the Moditer-
his n-ual eloquence and skill, the several paragraphs of the ranean. Who does not know the important part played by
Speech from the Thione, the hon. member for HIldimini Holland, in Europe, during tho sixteenth century ? Who
(Mr. Montagne) has singularly lightened my task, and I does recall the high deeIs of renowned Datch admirals in
have comparatively litt!e te add to his remarks. It isl the those days ? An i to w hom is lolland indebted for this
rule, Mr. Speaker, at the opening ofa Session of this Parlia. fame if not to her fi-herrnon, who became great sailors, and
mieni, in good years as in evil, in years of dearth as in the to her fishories which made her one of the richest nations
year s of plenty, to hear those who aro comnmissioned to pro on the globe ? Mire re.cently we behold the English, th e
pose the adoption of an Address in reply to the Speech of French, the Norwagians and the Spaniards take a n
Ris Excellenuy, declare that peace and prosperity prevail active part in fisheries, with an ardor of rivalry, not
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alone with the view of nourisbment and trade, but undertanding whioh should nover ceas to exiot betwun
especially to preserve the masteiy of the seas. And two nations having identioal interests to shield and sheltor.
this day, if Britain is the first naval nation in ktthongh our fisherie3 are far frein having acquiredasyet,
the world, il ber commerce is the most outspreai, ail the development which ie within them, the yearly pro.
its colontal possessions the vastest and the most im- daet whioh, in 1870, was only $7,000,000, now rises almost
portant, does she not owe this almost incalculable wealth, te the miof 820,000,000. And yet, aithongh the oxten-
according to the opinion of ber most distinguished stateo- sive organisation f our DepartmeDt of Fisberies, and car
men, to the importance of hor fisheries which are the found- modeofcollecting statistical information are cited as modela,
ation of ber present prosperity? And where does the car ayotem, as indeai ail those of the same sort elsewhere, is
English navy recruit its best sailors, if not among that deficient mn several respects, and one can easiy understand
hardy people, among those bold fishermen who, brought up, tlat in a country vast and extensive as is Canada where
as it wore, in a fishing-boat are, from infancy,accustomed to every dweller on the sea-shore, or the lake shore-these
face with calm the perils of the ocean and to regard as lakea a roui inland ceas. Can, on stopping a few feet away
their territory and their own property the several seas that from hiedoor, draw food for his fuily, it is impossiLle for
are crossed by Englis b menof war and merchantmen ? And, aur atatistical writers to make report with mathematical
Mr. Speaker, when we consider the thousands of miles of accuracy. Thue these $20,000,000, just mentioned, do not
marine coasts which offer inexhaustible riches to our toil, represent, se to epeak, the value of the ish preparod
the 100,000 seamen who, in our young country, are already fer the market only. It would be necessary te add
directly or indirectly employed in the fisheries; when we te this amount the value of the fish taken for
witness the energy, hardihood and skill of our fishermern, local censauption, and even the fish taken in Canadian
as many of us have had personal opportunity of doing, I waters by foreign fishermen, especially of the neigh.
cannot help believing that the future, the future more speci- boring republic. Thus, as was said by n on. friend,
ally of the Provinces of Nova Scotia, Quebec, New Bruns-the member for Northumberland, (Mr. Mitchell), when
wick and Prince Edward Island-perhaps, in their whole ho proaided, with equal talent and honor to himself and his
extent, not as adapted to tilling as our western Provinces country, over the destinies of the Department of Marine and
-depends in a great measure on the encouragement and Fisherie of Canada, whether we consider themafrein the
protection whioh we will give our naval population, and standpoint of the extent, importance, and abandance cf food
that one of the chief sources of our national prosperity is towhichthey affcrd, as frein the point cf viow cf thoir stili
be found in the depths of the seas, whose value we maynot greater value as resources su2ceptible cf ccnstautiy moros-
have sufficiently known and appreciated. We are informed ing develcpmont and unlimitod production, the fibhries
by the distinguished writer, Lacépèle: :f the Canadian coasts are a naLional property at once pre-

"The fisheries preceded the tillage of the field. It is proper te civi- cica d enduring. These fisheries annually employ a
lised peoples, and so fair from being opposed to the progress of farming, Capital of several millions of dollars, give occupation sud
to trade and manufactures, it increases the fruits of the latter. the means of livelihood te hundredeof thousande cf perscue,

" If in the beginning of societies, fishing afford amen, still half savagexfavor th
a sufficient and wholesome food, if it teaches them not ta fear the
danger of the deep, if it makes sailors of them, it gives ta more advanced foreigu trade, keepa evêr iu activity aud ready for uEo a
people plentiful harvests for the needs of the poor, varied tributes for plucky and etalwart race of sailors, and for these ro s,
the luxuries of the rich, choice preparations for commerce abroad, fer- they deserve our serions attention, an enlightened apprecia.
tile composts for barren fielde. It forces men ta cross the seas, ta brave
the ice of the pales, ta stand the fires of the equator, ta struggle against tien, and a protection cemmensarate with their value and
siorms, and it breeds experienced seamen, bold tradesmen and doughty their importance. And etili, Mr. Speaker, whule acknow-
warriors." ledging their whole value and thir importance, we should
All iations that figure to day at the head of progress, daim f.eîntho Gaverument full protection for cur fiaries.
eivilisation and commerce, and, in special, the British, the Bat we have net the right, hcwever, te ask that greater
French, the Dateb, the Americans, the Norwegians and iuterests ahould ho sacrificed te thia protection. Neither
others, attribute and attach as much importance to the pro. mast we verloQk the fact-indeod wc should sorioasly con-
ducts of the sea as they do to the products of the land, and ider it-that it is altogether in cur intereste te maintain,
this importance is due not only to the immense riches with the 60,000,000 inhabitants cf the ueighboring republi,
which may be drawn from the depth of the sea, without the noet friendly relations possible iu alI manner cf corn
visibly draining its supply, but because the fiuheries are a morcial affaire. Neither must we forget that a continuation
school like to no other for a large number of solid mon, cf-the strained relations existing last year between the
aeboeled againet danger, ekilled in trade during times of United StatesudCanada, might give rise te serions con
pe.e, and among whom thoir country will always find fluets aud werk immense harm te the business cf both
vsàiant defenders in the day of national peril. Bounded countrie. This has bean properly underatood by the mam-
on the uerth by the Arctic Ocean, on the east by the At- bers cf the prosent Administration, whe have surely a right,
lautic Ocan, and on the west by the Paoific Ocean, net only te the greetings, but aIse te the gratitude cf the
Canada can boat, Mr. Speaker, of at least 10,000 miles cf country. t is a clear case, Mr. Speaker, that terenovo
nawal .coast, bordered by waters rich in marketable fish of the uneasy feeling arising eut cf the interpretation cf the
aLl kinds. It is to these eplendid fusheries that our neigh- Treatyof 1818, sud reachiug an underetanding on a question
bors of the American Union desired to have access. They whieh placed se many interes at stake, mutual conces-
pretended to -have, equally with ourselves, the right to draw siens were imperativo, but the debate on the clauses cf the
from thie well of riohness. The -fact that the Americans treaty which we shah be called apon te ratify, wili show
have always held, with steadfastness, to a common right that we have net conceded toc mach; that we have yielded
and privilege of working these fisheries, the eagerness nothing of majur importance, sud that the complainte
which they always manifested to obtain tho enjoyments already put forth in certain quarters are net well founded.
of theso extensive and lucrative privileges, are se many Reprenting in this Rouie a ceuuty deeply interested in
proofs of the importance of their posscssion, and their the protectioncf the fisherias, 1 should ho the firet to
manufacturing and commercial value. We owe a debt of withdraw my support freintlicGovernment if I thought
acknowledgment, Mtr. Speaker, te the present Govern, that they had sacriflced us in the Washington Commission;
ment for having understood the imp:rtance and bat 1 amuhappy te be able te proclaim my satisfaction aud
value of iis national property, and having employed the te state thât the intereste cf my constituents have been
means of defending it against the encroachments of our guarded by this treaty which is dispol te develop the
zeighbors, without easing, however, to maintain the good relations .between the twc coantries and despite an element
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of serious and dangerous confict which might have similar occasion, the right hon. gentleman at thehead of th
brought on grave complications, and compromise the Government stated that he did not share the opinion onc
peace necessary to the advancement of our young country ezpressed by his former colleague, Sir George E. Cartier
and the development of its immense resources. The re- who on one occasion stated that ho never would be satiefic
vision and amendment of the laws relating to our railways, until the only measure brought down by the Governmen
the Act concerning the Election of Mem bers to the House of of the day would ho the Supply Bill. But, Sir, while th
Commons, the Controverted Elections Act, the Civil Service bon. gentleman protested against that course, in my humbl
Aet, the Electoral Franchise Act, and the improvement in opinion he was doing indirectly the very thing agains
the system of Government in the North-West, are all impor- which he was protesting. For instance, last year t he Speec
tant questions whioh will occupy our attention. The very from the Throne statedc:
considerable increase in the population of the Canadian "Your attention will be invited to the expediency of establishing
North-West, and its rapid development will entail not only Department of Trade and Commerce under the supervision of a respon
important amendmtents, but even an almost radical change sible Minister."
in the existing laws in order to harmonise them with the That statement was somewhat controverted by the hon
new conditions into which the country bas entered in late member for West Durham (Mr. Blake), when reviewing th
years. With respect to the laws affecting the election of Speech-that is to say, ho doubted the utility or expedienc
members of this House, if experience has proved the need of establishing suoh a department, and the right hon
of modifying them, to render their administration more gentleman detended hie measure, or rather hie oontemplate
effective and easy, we should not be blind to the circum- measure, with some warmth and vigor. The right hon
stance, Mr. Speaker, that several of the trials for the gentleman gave hie reason for this new departure in th
invalidation of elections, held during the recess, have brought following language:-
to light a lamentable state of things, and I feel convinced "I was not prepared for the sneer of the hon. gentleman as to one othat every member of the House will back the Government the modes which had been adopted by the Goverment for the develop
in its attempts to stay this flood of corruption which ment of the trade and commerce of the country. The hou. gentlem
threatens to invade our electoral body and constitutes a says he hopes there are sone other steps to be taken than that of takin
real danger for the future of our Parliamentary institutions. a new departure. The hon. gentleman met know that from year tÀyear the different Chambers cf Oommerce and Boards of Trade a,
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I beg to thank you and this Canada have been representing to the different Governments of th
louse for the kind attention and the tokens of sympathy country, have been petitioning for the establishment of such a depart
which yen have been pleased t, impart te me ment as is proposed, and for the appointment of a Minister specialli

charged with the interests of trade and the development of the commerc
Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Speaker: I am entrusted by Her of the Dominion. I have evidence of this desire from every great city 1

Majesty's Opposition in this flouse to present the views of Canada, and from every great commercial body formed for the purpos
. .of àidin in the development of trade, and in obedience to this universa

hon. gentlemen on this side of the flouse on the questions cry the Government have resolved to establish a department espociallj
suggested by the Speech from the Throne. Before I pro. devoted to those subjects."
ceed I am sure the flouse will bear with me if I pause to That measure was brought down, it was oarried and la now
give expression to the inexpressible regret felt by the Op. on the Statute-book. But, Sir, I vainly look over thi
pesition in this House, and largely shared, I am confident, by Treasury benches to see the Minister who is to take charg
hon. gentlemen on the other side, that the seat of the hon. of trade and look after the intereste of commerce. It would
member for West Durham (Mr. Blake) is still vacant by seem as if the Government, as soon as they had resolved to
reason of ill-health. I am sure that everyone will agree carry out the wishes of the trade and establish a depart;
with me that at any time Canada could ill afford to lose the ment specially devoted to that purpose, had exhausted their
services of one of views so broad and of abilities pre-eminent, enorgies. I will not make any odious comparisons, but I
and t am sure also that on the present occasion when so will say that in my opinion that the way of the Govern-
many important questions are looming up for discussion and ment seems to be paved with good intentions, but is deficient
determination, the absence of the hou. gentleman from hie in good deeds. I ask, what can the matter be ? Am I to
soat will be felt as a national calamity. It is a more suppose, I think I am forced to suppose, that the Govern-
pleasant duty to me, Sir, to offer te the mover and seconder ment have come to the conclusion expressed by Mr. Blake,of the Address my hearty congratulations, if they will ac- that the formation of the new department was inoxpedient,
cept them from me, on the very able manner in which If I muet not believe that, what am I to believe ? would
they have discharged what is always a very difficult task. have to believe that this apparent desire to meet the wishes
I am sorry to say, and perhaps I will not surprise then or of trade and commerce was nothing else than a blind for
any hon. member in this House, if I state at once that I the passing of a measure of patronage which might ho kept
cannot agree in everything they have said ; but there is one for an emergency; or, perhape, I would have to b3lieve that
thing upon which I eau cordially agree with them, and it the representations of the commercial bodies having once
is one on which everybody, not only in this House met with the consideration of the Government were return-
but in the country at large, will agree with them, ed to the pigeon-holes and there forgotten, and treated with
in the gracions tribute which both of those hon. no more respect than if they had come from Indians or
gentlemen paid to Hie Excellency the Governor General. Half-breeds. Again, upon the same occasion we were told
Lord Lansdowne came here with an illustrios name, made in the Speech from the Thronc:
illustrions, not only by his own career but by precding 'You wil aise b. asked to consider the propriety f making uch
generations of statesmen, and if I were to characterise, improvements in the organisation of the Departments of Justice, Oui-
according to my own judgment, what has been his career toms and Inland Revenue as will provide greater facilities for the dis-
in this country, I would say that it has been characterised patch of the large and increasing volume of business with which thos
all through by eminent wisdom, and when he leaves us-I departments are charged."
am sure I am speaking the feelings of every Canadian when But it turned out, when matters were developed, that the
I say this-wherever ho goes and wherever ho may be ho improvement so far as regards the Departments of Custons
will carry with him our esteem and affection, and our hope and Inland Revenue, was that the Minister of Oustome and
of ever-increasing success for himself. Now, Sir, the Minister of Inland Revenue were to be improved out of ex.
Speech promises us several measures of logislation, some of; istence. I am glad to see, and I say it in all sincerity, that
which I am sure may provo veo y useful; but I am rather the Minister of Custome and the Minister of Inland Revenue
sceptical, judging of the future by the past, that many of have both their heads solid on their shouiders. But again
them wdl come to anjything like practical legislation, or, if 1I ask, what can the matter be ? -what is the reason that,
they do, that they will be put into force, Last year, upon a when, last year, it was in the public interest, that those hon.
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COMMONS DEBATES. FrBRtATY 24,
gentlemen should be improved out of existence, they still able to settle, with regard to the Franchise Act. That Ac
are in existence? Are we to suppose again that on this has certainly a very checkered career. It was passed i
occasion the public weal has been sacrificed for private con- 1885, put in operation in 1886, suspended in 1887, and is to
venience? There was another measure proposed: an im- be amended in 1888; and I express the hope-i do no
provement was to be made in the Department of Justice, know whether it will be fulfilled or not-that it will be
an improvement which turned out to be the appointment repealed in 1889. Sir, the more that Act is discussed
Of a Solicitor General. You are aware, Mr. Speaker, that the more apparent I believe it wili become that the
mot the slightest word of objection was offered on this bide principle advocated by the Opposition is the true principle
of the House to that measure; on the contrary, it namely, that the franchise should be left to be fixed by
bas been for a great many years the opinion on the different Provinces, because the franchise is a con
this side of the House that the appointment of such plex question, the application of which must vary according
an officer was requisite in the public interest, and, indeed, to the education, the manners and the habits of the peopl
this was one of the measures brought down by the Mac- of the different Provinces. With regard to the Fisheries
kenzie Administration when they were in power. I Treaty, I think it is premature to discuss that question ai
am aware that the measure at that time, though it is now this moment, and I am not going to express any opinion upon
acknowledged to be in the public interest, was bitterly it just now. The Speech expresses the hope that the treaty
assailed, combined though it was with another measure, will be found to be honorable and satisfactory to both
that is to say a measure for the suppression of the office of nations. Well, Sir, I will only say that I hope it
Receiver General, which would have made the new office may, but I would not be led to that conclusion by a
cast no additional burdens on the revenue of the country. perusal of the blue-book which was issued by the
That measure was bitterly assailed and finally it was de- Government, and the most admirable Minutes of Council
feated, if I remember rightly, in the other fHouse. But which wero prepared and sent to England in support of our
after ten years the Government took up those two measures, contention as to the interpretation of the Treaty o 1818. The
and I am glad to say that the Administration of the hon. Speech affirmed the great prosperity of the country, and
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), who 1 am also both the mover and the seconder of the Address have devot-
sorry to say is kept away from his seat by ill-health, has ed the greatest portion of their remarks to an emphatic de-
received the fullest vindication at the bands of its own ad- monstration of that assertion. Sir, I have always mirvel-
versaries, those who opposed it with great vigor at that led at the resolute tenacity with which ministerial orators
time; and I can add that this is not the only instance where continue to affirm, in spite of the facts, that the country is
the course and policy of the hon. gentleman has been vindi- prosperous. I make the completely contrary assertion-I
cated, and the people are commencing to appreciate the say that to-day the country, far from being prosperous, is
value of the services which he gave to the country, and to in the very reverse condition.
realise that the most valuable public servant is not he who Some hon. MEMBERS: No, no,panders to popular prejudices, but he who seeks to carry out
true principles, though they may fail to give him victory, Mr. LAURIER. Yes. I say there never bas been a
but lead him into defeat. It was in the publie interest last time in the history of Canada when the agricultural classes,
year that we should have a Solioitor GeLeral; yet this year who form the bulk of this nation, have been in so depressed
we have no such officer. Again I ask, what can be the mat- a condition as they are in to-day. The truth is, theJ,: is to-
ter ? The ministerial press told us, if I recollect correctly, day a general feeling of discontent, and a desire for some
and prominent supporters of the Government told us, that thing to turn up which will remove the agricultural de-
the right hon. gentleman was feeling the pulse of the con- pression which exists. My bon. friend the member for
s!ituences to sece wheher the country was favorable to H aLlimand (Mr. Montague) quoted statistics to prove thit
such an office; whother the pulse w.is responsive or not we we are prosperous; but il we are, why is it that hurndreds
do not know. But here is the fact, that three moasures of Canadians are turning their backs on this prosperity ?
which were brought down last year in the public interest, low is it that, day after day, hundreds and thousands oi our
and which were placed upon the Siatute-book, are still in- people are leaving that prosperity to seek homes on the
operative. Again I ask, what can the matter be? If those other side of the lino? The permanent exc.dus from which
measures were brought down simply as adoraments of the this country is suffering is the best evidence that this
Speech from the Throne, I profer the frank statement of prosperity, of which ministerial orators so frequently talk,
Sir George Cartier, who said that he would not be satisfied exists only in their mouths; and against the boasting and
until the Speech from the Throne contained noth- self-glorification which we constantly hear from them, the
ing but the Supply Bill; if, on the other band, 1,000,000 Canadians who are to day living on the soil of
those measures were brought down in the public interest, the United States are a living protest. I can understand
the Government is censurable for not having acted upon them. e migration from distressed Ireland, from over-populated
Several measures which are to be brought down this year England, from Scandinavia, and from Germany, where
will certainly, if they are carried out, prove to be of the people are crushed by the iron heel of a military
interest and value to the country. The election law despotism; but why is it, I ask, that this free country can-
is unsatisfactory as it is, and ought teobe amended, and not keep ita native population at home ? The reason is not
I hope the first amendment which will be made to to be found In the country iteelf; it is as good a country as
that law will be one depriving the Government of can be found under the sun; but the reason is in the vicious
the power they have to day of selecting the returning economical system which exists, and it cannot be found in
officers, and embodying the principle that the man who is anything else. It bas been our aim for many years past to
to stand as umpire betwoen contending parties should not be open to settlement the vast and fertile fields which we
selected at the bidding of the candidate, as hai of ten been the possess. We have sent agents to Europe who have not
case in the past, but should be a permarent officer of the painted our country in the black colors in which the hon.
law, as in every other country. With regari to the Con- member for Halton said it was painted by American agents.
troverted Eloctions Act, we have certainily seen enough dur- We have sent agents to Europe who have doue their best to
ing the recess to convince us that it requil es improvement, bring immigrants to this country, and to a crtain extent
for we have found judges ia Ontario, in Quebec and in New they have succeeded. Immigrants have been brought here,
Brunswick differing from each other as to the proper inter- but where are the settlersa? Nt only immigrants, but our
pretation of the Act, and it is time for us to try to settie by o en people are deserting in scores, and hundreds and thou-
legislation the questions which jurisprudence has not been sands, and what can the cause be if it is not to be fouiid

Mr. LAURIER.
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COMMONS DEBATES.
in the vicions economical system which we have followed
for several years ? By the fruits ye shail know the tree,
and what are the fruits of this tree ? Rings, monopolies
and combinations, which increase the wealth ofindividuals
at the expense of the community-rings and combinations
by which greedy men secure by law from foreign competi-
tion, are holding the people of this country in their claws,
and wringing from them-out of their bread, their fuel,
their very necessar:es of life-an unfair and illegitimate
gain. That is the position of affaire, and that position can-
not be long tolerated. I say it is the duty of the people of
this country and of Parliament to apply themselves at once
to the consideration of the condition of this country, and to,
take stops to put an end to that condition. We muet go
further-we muet also do something to put an erd to the
emigration from the country; we muet find the means of
keeping in our own country our own population with
which God has blessed us. It is not only general considera-
tions of policy, but even financial reasons that should make
us feel bound to take that course, because to-day we are
saddled with financial liabilities which we have incurred
under the expectation that we should have in the country not
only our own population but a large influx of foreign popula-
tion. It is a matter of history, which cannot be contradicted,
that the people of this country would never have consented
to the construction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, had
they been led to understand the cost of it would have to b
defrayed by increased taxation. While they were willing
to build the road, they always insisted that its construction,
whether rapid or slow, should not anticipate, but should go
on concomitant with our power of bearing taxation. They
always insisted that the construction of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, whether rapid or gradual, should keep
pace with the resources of the country. That condition
was expressed in Parliament again and again. We find it
expressed in the very first Act passed, the Act of 1872.
In that Act it was provided:

" Whereas the House of Cominons of Canada resolved during the said
lait Session that the said railway should be constructed and worked as
a private enterprise and not by the Dominion Government, and that the
public aid to be given to such undertaking should consist of such
liberal grants of lands, and such subsidies, in money or otherwise, with-
out increasing the present rate of taxation, as the Parliament of Canada
should thereafter determine."

Such was the very first, the initial step, taken in the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway. Two years
later, after a change of Government and also after a change
of policy, when the Government undertook to build the
railway thomselves, they determined that it ehould be
built exactly upon the same lines-that is to say, without
jncreasing taxation. After reciting the history of the case,
the resolution goes on to Bay:

" And whereas it is proper to make provision for the construction of
the said work as rapidly as the saie can be accomplished withoui fur-
ther raising the rate of taxation."

Two years later this feeling was so much ingrained in the
minds of the people that it was thought proper, when a sum
of money was required, to go on with the construction of
the road, that is to say the preliminary work, to add the
following rider to the proposition:

"While granting this sum, this House desires to record its view that
the arrangements for the construction of the Canadian Pacific Railway
should be such as the resource of the country will permit without ia-
creasing the existing rates of taxation."
There cannot, therefore, be any doubt at ail that the object
of the Canadian people ever was to keep the cost of con-
struction of the railway within the existing taxation of the
country, and to prevent its being made an additional bur-
den. To-day, however, despite this oft-reiterated desire, the
people find themseolves saddled with an enormous debt, and'
that in the teeth of these resolutions which still stand upon
our Statutebooka as the iaw of the land. Though this law
bas never been superseded, the resistance of the people was

11
overcome. And how? It was overcome by the delusive
promises and by the fallacious statements that the rapid
construction of the railway would bring such an influx of
population into our territory that there would be no noces.
sity to increase taxation. I beg the louse to keep this
fact well in mind: that one of the conditions under which
the railway was built was the expectation of the people
that its construction would bring so great an influx of pop-
ulation into our unsettled North-West, that the cost would
not bear upon the people. That was the statement made
by the right hon. gentleman himself He stated, in 1880,
after ho had come back to power, that, for that year, ho cal-
culated the number of immigrants who would come in our
North-West, would bo 25,000; ho calculated upon an in-
crease of 25,000 for the following year, and so on until
1890. flere is the very language ho made use of :

" Then we calculate that as 25,000 people will go in this year, we may
add, each year, an increase of 5,000, so that we may expect 30,000 to go
in next year. This is a very small percentage, if we look to the results
from railway enterprise in the United States. We assume, therefore, an
increase of 5,000 a year till 1890, and expect in that year 75,000 settlers in
our North-West. I think that is a very moderate estimate. On those
figures the estimate of the total cash revenue to be received for the lands
by 1890, is $38,593,000."

Then ho went on to say what would be the revenue not col-
lected, and ho estimated it for mortga es on pre-emptions
$16,430,000, mortgages on railway lands, $16,272,000,
making a total of $71,395,000 upon which to put the cost of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. The calculation would
have been perfectly right and legitimate had the expecta-
tions of the right hon. gentleman proved true. If we had
received immigrants at the rate of 25,000 a year, if we had
received something liko theso figures, nothing could be said
against this policy now. If to-day, though we have not
reached 1890, we could depend on something approaching
those figures, the calculation of the hon. gentleman would
have proved true, and the people would have not more taxa-
tion to bear than they had formerly. True the hon, gentle-
man was good enough to deduct from his estimate $2,000,-
000 for expenses in collecting the $72,000,000, leaving at
least $69,000,000 available cash to meet the liabilities in-
curred by the country in the construction of the road. Some
time later, the thon Minister of Railways (Sir Charles Tup-
per) dilated upon the same idea. He did not altogether cor-
roborato the figures of the right hon. gentleman-I do not
mean to say that ho at ail controverted them-but ho went
on to another side of the argument, and said that the in-
crease of population would, in ail probability-not in ail
probability, but certainly-bring into the Treasury
$60,000,000 Customs revenue received from those immi-
grants. He said:

"But supposing the land does not give us that, we have an autbority
which hoi. gentlemen will accept, that the Oustoms revenue from the
people who will go into the country during the next ten years will
furnish the interest on 360,000,000."

Well, the census of Manitoba, and the census of the North-
West Territories have dispelled all those great expecta-
tions ; and as to the sale of the lands, instead of receiving
$60,000,000 or $70,000,000, we have received, from 1880
to 1886, just $4,351,515.

Mr. MITCH ELL. That is about as near as ho generally
gete.

Mr. LAURIER. That is not yet all recoived, because
out of that we have to deduct $3,500,000, for surveys and
expenses connected with the surveys, which leaves the
small amount of 8700,000 or 880u,0>00, and if from that
we deduet the other expenses, we will find that absolutely
nothing is left. So that of ail the great expectations we were
deluded with as to the 870,000,000, which was to go into
the Treasury to defray the taxation of the people, we have
not yet received one cent nor can we depend upon receiv-
ing one cent. The result is that while it was oontemplated
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that the construction of the road would not increase the ment doing? While at one end of the ceantry they euh.
taxation of the country, while the wish of the people sidi8e railways with the idea that they wilI develop the
was that their taxation should not be increased, they settiement of the country, in Manitoba they crush every
have, to.day, to meet that extra taxation without any effort which le made by the people of that country to build
of the resources upon which they depended at that time to raiiways for that purpose. Instances are net wanting iu
meet the liabilities. Now, this is an important matter. history where a tyrannical Govern ment las wrung from the
If we'go on with our present population, if we keep on at people the earnings obtained by their labor, but it was left
the same figure, if, instead of increasing, our population ie for the Government of Canada to do its bet and exert its
to continue leaving us by the scores and hundreds, the power to crnsh and te stifie the energy and labor of the
result cannot fail to be very serions. Should a commercial people of a Province. I think this is one of the worst forme
depression occur similar to that which took place some of miegovernment which bas ever been known in any
years ago, we would have to face the most serions crisis in country. When we have corne to this point, whcn rings
our finances. The Speech goes on to deal with the good and combinations can take advantage of the law te
crop of Manitoba, and my hon. friend from Haldimand also opprees the people, when monopolies are protected by the
dilated at some length on this subject. True, Manitoba, direct interfereuce of the Government, using and abusing
this year, bas been blessed by a superabundant crop. the conetitutional power given te them, wlen individuals
But the blessing of God has been taken away by the hand are made wealthier at the expense of the community, when
of man. In what has the position of the people ofManitoba, taxation bas beenunduly increased, and when the resources
to-day, with bountiful crops, been better than it was with upon which we depended te meet the liability are dissipated,
the scanty crops of years past ? Has it been better for their when aur country is unable te retain its ewn population, I
wheat to stand around the stations of the Canadian Pacific say the time las came for gentlemen on the other side te
Railway, to be wasted by frost, by rain or by roving cease their boasting and solf glorification, and for the people
animals? The evils of monopoly, of which the people et this country to open their eyes and say that a new de-
of Manitoba have been complaining for so many parture must ho nade from the policy which we have been
years, were never so apparent as they have been following for the last ton yeare. Farther than this to-day
this year. In former years the monopoly worked to1 will not go. 1 have said that a change lisebecome
the injury of the people by the increase of prices, but absolutely neceseary te the well-being of this country. Fur-
this year the monopoly is sending to waste what it ther than Ihat I will net go. 1 will follow the almost
cannot carry. When the Canadian Pacifie Railway con- invariable practice af late years of not meving any amend-
tract was under discussion, it was felt that the monopoly ment le the Addrcss, aud will wait for a future day le
clause was an evil, but it was distinctly provided that the propose what, on this sideoethe lonse, we consider is
monopoly was restricted to the Territories, and that it could necessary in the present condition ef the country.
net affect tither the Province of Manitoba or the Province
of Ontario, which were exemptd by namne. In tliefran t Sir JOHN A. MACDOoALD. As the hougentleman
guage of the Firet Minister, it was etated that they could not has announced that noamendmetes te nbmoved, in may
check Manitoba, that the legisative power was suprem h in congratula hi an followig oeut weat, I thiunk, i a very
it s phère in eaci Province, aud conld net ho iuterfored laudable practicein that regard, and il will not b. noces-
with; but afterwarde, in violation of the plodgo given te sary for me to cccnpy t h imef the oues very long in
the eountry, Manitoba wae ciecked and the monopoly was respect to chis remarks. I congratulate im upon takig
*ztended over the whole Province. That was net only a the position liP now occupis, and upon the ability which
fault but a crime, and I say 1heconduot of the Goverumonthof mlas displayed in hi speech, whih, instructive as itn a
s beyond the expression of any adequate condomnaticn at in som parts, shows ehat oe is gting ta fi that position
thue time. If we wau ta krow liow far tle Govornment le worthily ; and 1 hope aid I blieve tat h and the leader
guilty towards Manitoba, lot us compare their own railway for thepreset eop the ministeria majority wi l preserve
policy in othor parts of tle country with their policy in sud relations as to the publierbusinessgaf athecoundry as isa . h a t pt-usual England pdwlas been genoeraly in Canada. Whiule
ways. W. have been subsidising ail sorte of railways. We offéring my isincero congratulations 10 the Ion, gentleman
have made il part of aur policy te subsidis ail kindsoetoanrie mappointment te exposition he coldsmen wagren
railwaye, frein interprovincial fines, or international linos, with himi that it is Io be regrettod an many accounts that
down taemali micrascopical linos tîree miles long, and thc tho absence of Mr. Bli-wr may use bis naie in hiesab-
reson which kias been given lias heenIhat thèse lines were suonc-has caused the hon, gentleman oppoite te belevated

ryfor the development of the sottlementofthecan-tawhien uprosent position. Mr. Blake is a distinguishod man,
r mquotebiehe reason given by the Minister ho is a ma who would be a credit te any country, from hie

cf Ra.ilwayin introdUCingoeecf th.Bils with which we abiityhromsie eloquence and fro bis dvotion t pubole
have become se familiar. lu 1886 lie said: affair. Wo have net had te good fortune te agry e in aur

il Wend, particnlarly in the Province of Quebec, that this poli was political courese fro the ime h entered Parliament, but I
neeesaary to restrict the emigration of our own people lu the United hiave at aili limes been ready le pay a juet tribute ta bis
States. It bas beent thrown te nus acrois the.flous by the Oppomition great abilities and ta the earnestuess with which lhe has
that we ught do fometohing tefreoain trse petple in tnisytry,.drattettieran th a
tht wogh tobe doing somehing furter than building great lins nt i a t a ae

of from one end the other cfthe country." agree with tesaon gentleman a d with my ion. frieurd
Ba lie admits that something muet ho donc ta koep aur aw behind me, in wle regret whicl leyo ave expressed
people within our awn limite. Thon ho says as tatiop e approaching departure ao the proseit repre-

sentative nof the pSvereign in this country. Ho las

ofh Otio, which erenteemptyud by pne In th elan- o h erso h epeo aaa ofa ce

f uragpike roadt. WhaMturpike rads were t this country forty
yee ago, rabway, are to-day,oe eihat iereri wn spuibilityci kieping the part af a constitutional Governor; ho las takon great
our own peple i home exep by opeaing up h c ouontry by railways, intere t iiîle development of the ceuntry, in al ite ma-
so ; ut give rwahem faclilies for inter-ommnioation. e n tonal aspects and in 1he encouragement afthe artsand

here thonGovtrumynt admit thatraiways are a noces- meclanical devetopment of the country, but more especial.
sity for the devlopment of vie cauntry. Tlie people ly in literature, and atllaI tends te elevate a nation more
of a itoba rme ofane sayie m nd with the hon, gentleman. thanmorematerialprosperity. 1aslavingbeenbisadvieer
Tbeyalnd blieve pat raiways are a necesmity to deventp dung the whole athe period li las been in Canada, atuld
this ettement f w h ountry. But what is the G ve- pak mu more strongy; I coud attosta his dovotien to
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his duties, to the earnestness with which ho addressed himse
to every subject of public interest, and more than ail, to th
great ability with which that earnestness was directed.
arm greatly relieved from the necessity of answering m
hon. friend opposite by the speeches of the mover and sec
onder to-day. They have discussed all these subjects an
pressed them upon the consideration of the Rouse in
manner which must meet with the general approbation o
the majority of this House, and, I believe, with the approba
tion of the people of this country. They have shown, ir
contrast with the despondent wail of my hon. friend, despon
dent for very many causes-a very natural despondency-
they have stated their opinion that this is a happy, that thi
is a prosperous, country, and that this is a satisfied and con
tented people. Mr. Speaker, ut first, when the hou. gentle
man began to speak, 1 thought the millennium had come
since the measures that were to be submitted so completely
met his views, that as ho had to make a speech, ho addressed
himself to the Speech from the Throne of last year. H
told us that we were full of good intentions but that wE
did not carry those good intentions into execution. Well,
among the good intentions which ho desired to be carried
into effect, is, in the first place, the establishment of the
Department of Trade and Commerce. I thought for a few
moments that ho approved of that, because we were to cnt
off the heads of the Minister of Inland Revenue and the
Minister of Customs. We ought to have done that, and yet
the hon. gentleman said ho did not want to have it done.
Therefore, instead of making it a matter of charge against
us, ho ought to have said-1 did not observe that ho did-
that wo bad learned wisdom from the Opposition, that
although numerically small, they were intellectually great,
their judgments were gceat; and that, although armed
with a greater numerical strength in this House, we had
yielded to the arguments of the intellectual Opposition on
the other side, and had reviewed our legislation. Well,
now, Mr. Speaker, that is not exactly the case. The
hon. gentleman will not dispute that, for many years,
the different Chambers of Commerce and Boards of Trade
have asked for a Department of Trade and Commerce;
ho will not dispute, I think, that the Government had a
right, and were fully justified, in asking Parliament, in
obedience to this gencral desire, to establish such bureau,
to establish such department; atd, therefore, the only
charges ho can bring against us is that we have not carried
it out this year. Well, if the hon. gentleman will look at the
Act ho will see that the Government took, with the consent
of Parliament, the power of judging when that department
should be established. There is a little clause ut the end of
that Act which provides that it shall be brought into effect
whenever His Excellency the Governor General shall pro-
claim that it ought to be brought into effect. One reason,
perhaps-I merely suggest it to the bon. gentleman
because I am not going te let him into the inner circle-I
will euggest that one reason why the Department of Trade
and Commerce has not yet been established, is that, though
we have not a Minister of Trade and Commerce, yet the
administration of the affairs was so good, the devotion to
the matters of trade and commerce was so complote, that
we have ceased to see the necessity of filling the new
Department, and there bas not been from one single
Chamber of Commerce, from one single Mechanices Institute,
from one single body of workingmen, a request that that
bureau should be brought into force ut once. And so, Mr.
Speaker, we have got liberty from the Boards of Trade and
Commerce, the permission of the whole of the commercial
and manufacturing bodies of Canada, to select our own time,
to select our own opportunity for bringing that Act into force
The bon. gentleman would seem to be anxious-although ho
rather objected to the use of that phrase as applied to my hon.
frienda the Minister of Oustoms and the Minister of Inland
Ievenue-to have their heads out off. Well, if ho will look

f at the Act he will find a littie clause declaring that the Act
e shall not be brought into force until the necessity for it is
I proclaimed. by the Governor General. Now, we believe
y ourselves to be a Government with considerable forosight,
- we like to look ahead, we do not go on from day to day, but
d we desire to forward the botter organisation of the varions
a departments of the Government when the neces§ity exists.
f Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not think that we could well
- dispense with my hon. friend the Minister of Customs.
n Although I say it in his presence, I believe that his
- administration of that Dapartment has been se able, so

earnest, and so zealous, that the whole body of the honest
s traders of this country would regret if that hon. gentleman
- gave up that position.

Mr. MITCHELL. Not much.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He has protected the

honest trader, ho bas put down the dishonest trader, ho has
not allowed the smuggler or the dishonest merchant-if ho
eau be dignified by the name of merchant-to continue
lis practices; ho has not allowed false invoices, ho has
not allowed false statements, ho has followed with just
punishment every effort to defraud the revenue; and the
.National Policy which the hon. gentleman now decries,
although at one time ho was a strong advocate of it, and the
tariff regulations would have been of no value if it had not
been protected by the action of my hon. friend the Minister
of Customs. He has met, I say, with general acceptance from
the whole of the commercial classes of Canada, and until
my hon. friend is disposed to apply otherwise his great
abilities, there is no hurry for bringing that Act I speak of
iato operation. And so I say with respect to the .Depart-
ment of Inland Revenue, the revenue bas been protected
to the utmost extent, and the department most efficiently
administered. The hon. gentleman speaks of the Solicitor
Generalship that it was not brougbt into play. I dare say
my hon. friend and colleague, the Minister of Justice,
when the time comes, will be able to defend his course
in refraining from filling that office. But the hon.
gentleman us mistaken in his statement that the
legislation is identical or equivalent to the proposition
made years ago when Mr. Mackenzie was at the head of
the Government. If the hon. gentleman will compare the
two propositions ho will find that they are not identical,
and tho objections taken then against that Bill do not
apply to the Bill introduced by my hon. friend the
Minister of Justice. On the whole, I cannot complain of
the remarks of the hon. gentleman with respect to the
Speech from the Throne. He says ho thinks the election
law requires amendment. We agree, therefore, as to the
necessity of the action of the Government in that regard,
and when the Bill comes down I hope we may get the as-
sistance of the hon. gentleman in amending the Act, and
that ho may forget for a moment that ho is the leader of
the Opposition and play the role of a patriot.

Mr. LAURIER. If you will follow my suggestions.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Thon the hon. gentle-

man objects to the manner of appointing revising officers
and wanta them to be offlers holding fixed positions.

Mr. LAURIER. lear, hear.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, and the revising
officers be selected from among those appointed by the pro-
vincial authorities, mon often bitterly hostile to the majority
of this House, bitterly hostile to the Conservative party,-
and the hon. gentleman is anxions for the appointment of
men who will ut all events give but a scanty measure
of justice to Conservative candidates at the polle. The hon.
gentleman would have those officials appointed ; but the
party to which ho belongs in his own great Provinoe of
Quebec sometimes takes a differont course. Look acroum
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the River Ottawa. There is a sheriff and a registrar, also unconscious of their doom as a victimised people-the
and if I am not very much mistaken those officcrs are victims being the people of Canada-to act as they did on
the officers who ought to perform tho duties of returning the 22nd February last, as they did in 1882 and as they did
officers, and yet I believe that those two officers were in 1878, to support this party which persistently is ruiñing
informed that they must decline to accept the office of the country. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a free country.
returning officer under pain of disrmissal by the Government The people have a right to ruin themselves if tbey
of the day, so that the friends and supporters of the Gov- wish, and the people of Canada have, beyond a doubt,
ernment of the day might be appointed to fill them, and they declared that ruin at our hands is preferable to prosperity
did so of course. I would ask if there is not a sufficient jus. at the hands of hon. gentlemen opposite. There is a
tification as to the manner in which the present difference of opinion as to what prosperity is, and as to
Government have exercised the power given to them what misfortune and calamity mean, and we happen to differ
by statutes to appoint returning officers in the fact in opinion; the majority carries the day, and here we are
that, although we have had an enormous crop of elec- governing the country. By the same token, referring to
tion petitions, although corruption and bribery have been the elections on the 22nd of February last, there has been
charged against candidates on both sides, although some elections since then ; and, strange to say, such i nthe
a good many, some of whom were from the other aide and blindness of the people of Canada, although they have the
of the party of purity, have been unseated, yet not one peti- advantage of common schools, of model schools, of high
tion has alleged impropriety of conduct on the part of the schools and of universities, and in fact every mode of
returning officers chosen and selected by tbis Government. instruction is afforded to the people, yet with all these
The bon. gentleman spoke about the Franchise Act, and he advantages of education to bring tbem up to the right
bas said he boped it will be repealed in 1889. Well, it may consideration of what the interests of Canada are, they
be repeated if the hon. gentleman is in power; but I think, deliberately prefer all this ruin at our hands than to
to use Mr. Gladstone's celebrated phrase, that does not come take blessings from the hands of the hon. gentlemen
within the limit of measurable possibilities. I am very glad and those who fight the battles behind them. Was
the bon. gentleman and those who support him are about it not enough to cause the hon, gentleman, if he
to adopt or have adopted, and will carry out, a judicieus re- felt called upon to use strong language, to use that
ticence respecting the Fishery Treaty. Of course, it would language against the ignorance of the people who have
be premature to disouss it now, until the treaty itself and decided in favor of the National Policy, who preferred
the papers are laid before the House; and even then, for a vicious economical systen to a system of free trade,
reasons which will be obvious to leading members on the by which our industries and our trade would b. thrown
other side, a very considerable degree of caution with open to foreigners to compete against our own people ?
respect to ihe manner in which the discussion is carried on As I said a little while ago, the hon. gentleman wa.s
in the public interest should be observed. On that subject strongly in favor of the National Policy. Tho bon.
I hope to have an unofficial discussion with theb hon. gentle- gentleman's language is on record, and ho spoke as
man opposite. The hon gentleman bas endeavored to cast strongly as I ever did, and a great deal more strongly
some degree of ridicule upon the prophecy which I ventured in favor of it; and it has been cast up to me that
to make some years ago respecting the settlement of the I desired not an increased protection but only a read-
North-West country. My estimates, although based on the justment. Well, I did say that we wanted a readjustment,
reports of our varions officers, I must admit have not been and the readjustment was simply this: to increase the duty
carried out. That thoy have not been carried out is in a on articles we could manufacture ourselves, and take the
very great degree due to the great earnestness, the great duties off articles we could not manufacture or produce in
ability, and the great persistence with which bon. gentle- this country. But theb hon. gentleman was a protectionist
men opposite have expresscd their vicwý. of pure blood, and now, perhaps through the inevitable

Some hon. MERMBERS. Oh ! Oh 1 pressure of bis political position, ho is obliged to give up
bis old predilections and his own political opinions, and to

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hon. gentlemen may declare that what h. once said was an absolute requisite to
laugh,.but it is a laugh of the lip and is outward only. The the fiseal system of this country is a vicious economical
hon. gentlemen know that to them is due the fact that policy. You know the story of the man in the
the settlement of this country bas been so long retarded. lunatie asylum. I do not at all mean to say that

Mr. LANDERKIN. By bad government we know it. my hon. friend is not in possession of all those great abili.
ties and intellectual powers which have distinguished him,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman since ho has been in this House; i merely mention this
says ho knows it; it is well h knows something. The story as an illustration. The man in the lunatie asylumn
hon. gentleman (Mr. Laurier) bas remarked the marvel- was asked why h. was there : "Well," hoesaid, " it all
loua tenacity with which we proclaim the prosperity of this arises from a difference of opinion; the people think I am
country. We proclaim it with considerable tenacity because mad, and I think all the people are mad, and the majority
we believe we are justified in doing so. But what is our bave carried it, and I am here." So my hon. friend thinks
tenacity compared with that of hon. gentlemen opposite, we have a vicious economical policy, the majority is against
who from the time of Confederation down to this day, him, and he is there. The hon, gentleman also speaks
except during the five years wben we enjoyed so much about our wasteful expenditure in the building of the Cana.
prosperity, when it was so much developed under the dian Pacific Railway, which he says was built far too fast
auspices of hon. gentlemen opposite, have kept up a 1 and cost far too much money and, perhaps, too much land.
constant wail about the miserable condition of this country, Well, Sir, suppose the policy of the Government of which
as tothewretched conditionof'the people, astotheincreas- the hon, gentleman was a member bad been carrie:
ing poverty and increasing dependence of our people. That out, what would bave been the position of affairs to-day ?
doctrine has been proclaimed in this House, it bas been HEow would a crop of the North-West b. got down
proclaimed on public platforms, it has been stated in the to the sea-board ? There have been about 12,500,000
Opposition press and on the hustings and everywhere, and bushels of wheat, or 400,000 tons, to be brought out
yet the people of Canada are so utterly ignorant of their of the North-West this year. Now, the water-stretches,
misery, so utterly blinded to thoir misfortunes and the with railways here and there, were promised to be
wretchedness under which they suffer, that they discard all capable of moving forty tons a day ; so that to remove
the prophecies of hon. gentlemen opposite and they venture, the whole of this seaon's crop would require 10,000,
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days, or, taking the season of navigation, 661 years. they do come, he cannot keep here. Our consu returna
And, to-day, the people of the North-West are crying show that of these immigrants who have been brought in
out against the monopoly, and are saying that half-a-dozen at an enormoas oxpense, tbree out of four have gone to the
other railways should be built instead of one. Yet the hon. United States. I say that these things were not caused,
gentleman, in the face of these facts, in the face of the enor- and the proof I have given is ample to show that they were
mous agricultural development of the North-West, and in in no respect caused, by the policy of my hon. friend, who,
the face of the magnificent crop which has over-taxed ail I am sorry to say, is unable to be present to-day. They have
our means of transport, ventures to get up and impugn the resulted, to a very great extent, from the mischievous policy
policy of the Governmeut in building so speedily the which my hon. friend has rightly denounced, a policy
Canadian Pacific Railway. The hon. gentleman is a French of enormonsly increasing the debt and taxes of the country,
Canadian and of French descent, and if it were not that he at the very moment when the great country to the south of
is so solid a Liberal, I would almost call him a Bourbon who us is enormously reducing both. Time and again I have
remembers nothing and forgets nothing. Weil, Mr. shown on the floor-aud no man has yet been able truth.
Speaker, having made these few imperfect remarks in fully to contradict my statements-that whereas the hon.
answer to the hon. gentleman, I would simply say that, as gentleman entered office under circumstances which gave
we are commencing pleasantly, I hope we shall address us an enormous advaritage over the United States, the
ourselves to the business of the country with the same dis- position of things to-day is that in Canada we have totally,
position. I have no doubt with the energy, the zeal, and utterly, absolutely reversed those advantages ; and we are
the ability of the gentlemen on that side of the House, we to-day, relatively to the United States, in just the same
shahl be criticised, and we invite criticism, and more than disadvantageous position as that in which they were rela-
that, we challenge criticism, and our challenge I have no tively to us some twenty years ago. That, I suppose, is to
doubt will be accepted by the hon. gentlemen. I have be advanced as a proof of the marvellous foresight the hon.
only to say let us have a fair field, and let the best man gentleman has just claimed for himself. The hon. gentle-
win. man is good enough to tell us that this is a free country,

that we are free to ruin ourselves if we like. Well, that is
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, if the pretty nearly the only freedom of those we formerly

hon. gentleman had continued to confine bimself te the tone enjoyed which the hon. gentleman has left us. Canada
with which he commenced his remarks, I do not know that is not a country to-day in which a man is free to
a single word further would have been said on this side of buy or sell where he pleases, or free to build a
the House ; but so far from doing that, the hon. gentleman railroad out of his own money. Canada is not a
has, within the last few minutes, assumed to lay on the country in which those constitutional rights for which our
shoulders of the Opposition the charge that we, forsooth, forefathers fought and bled are any loàiger respected; and I
are responsible for the fact that, to-day, as my hon. friend say my hon. friend is strictly right when he says that such
truly said, not by tons, nomr by scores, nor by hundreds or a gross and infamons tyranny as that which the hon, gentle-
thousands, but by millions, the people of Canada, to whom man has been perpetrating on the people of Manitoba, has
Canada belongs, have found it impossible to maintain a never been and would not be tolerated in any other country
home in Canada Sir, we accept the challenge of the hon. in the world possessing representative institutions. I defy
gentleman. The hon. gentleman, as we know, is much the hon. gentleman and his friends to point ont to me in
more prone to make calculations, such as those my hon. any country under heavon, having representative institu-
friend exposed a few minutes ago, than he is to state the tions, another instance in which the Government have
real facts which lie, as a prominent statesman of this coun- given a monopoly extending over 2,000 miles te a private
try, ought to know, But if Le warits to know what was the c'o p)oration, and have impudently disallowed, contrary to
exact movement of population in the Province to which he all coestitutional usage and precedent, contrary to the
and I belong, during the period from 1874 to 1879, when my spirit and essence of our constitution, the right of the
hon, friend Mr. Mackenzie was responsible fLr the admin- pecople of that Province, at their own cost and charge,
istration of the business of this country, and its movement without appealing to us for one penny of subsidy,
during the last six or eight years, for which he and his poliey to build a railroad in order to relieve themselves
are answerable, I can tell him in a few words. During the froin that intolerable oppression. I wonder that the
four or five years when Mr. Mackenzie presided over the hon. gentleman, knowing, as le must have known, the
destinies of this country, the agricultural population of the facts with respect to this harvest in Manitoba, has asked
great Province of Ontario, of which alone we possess to receive with pleasure His Excellency's assurances
accurate statistics, increased just six times as fast as the that the harvest of Manitoba and the North-West has
returns show it bas increased during the seven or eight been one of remarkable abundance. I advise the hon.
years the hon. member for Kingston has been responsible gentleman to read the report of the Board of Trade of the
for our affairs. Now, Sir, I do not want at present to inflict city of Winnipeg on that subject. If he will read that
on the House minute statistics showing the movement of report, made by mon of every conceivable shade of politics
population, but I can tell this House that of some 440 in the Province, ho will learn that while Providence has
rural municipalities in the Province of Ontario, scarcely blessed the country with a most abundant harvest, the dog-
twenty can be founi in which during the seven or eight years in-the.manger policy, sanctioned and enforced by the hon.
that have elapsed since the hon. gentleman's return to power gentleman, bas had the result that at hundreds of stations
the total growth has equalled the natural increase of the popu- throughout the country, tens of thousands of bnshels of the
lation. Such a statement as that alone far more than bears finest grain in the world are to-day lying rotting in the
out the contention of my hon. friend that, from whatever streets, unable to find a market. That is the direct result
cause it may arise, whether partly from natural causes or of the policy of the hon. guntleman. And if, as the temper
partly from misgovernment on the part of those entrusted diéplayed in the recent elections in Manitoba goes to show,
with the affairs of Canada, we are in a situation whiich no the people there have bccome convinced that their only
man who reg.ards the real welfare of Canada eau consider to chance of redress lies in asserting their rights at any cost ;
be wholesome or hualthy. During that interval, in spi'e of the hon. gentleman has incuried a greal and grave respon-
our remonstrances, in spite of the protest of those who kne w sibility by persisting in the disallowance which we, on thii
what was going on, the hon. gentleman has persisted in the bide, endeavored in vain to remove during the course of
mischievous pol.cy of expending very large sums of public last Session. I was amused to hear the hon. gentleman
money to bring into the country immigrants whom, when enter into a computation, which I do not take the trouble to
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check, touching the amount of grain that can be transported meane $15 of Canadian currency, to pay their way. Bo the
bv the water stretches in 66# years. Ail I eau say is he hon. gentleman is quitejuetifledin demanding our congratu-
muet have been thinking of the period which must elapse tiens, which 1 freely tender to him, on the marvellous victory
be'ore the smallest fragment of his 871,000,000 would be he achieved on that ocion. Now, 1 have heard that the
realised by the people of this country. I observe also that hon, gentleman is a cbanged man. 1 sincerely trust that ie
the hon. gentleman, and perhaps with some reason, alluded, sot and I Bincerely trust that, in regard to those several
not at very great length, but still rather pointedly, to the meaures for the irprovenent of our Election Act, and for
result of certain bye-elections which had taken place. I the improvement of the trial of centroverted elections and
think that, considering the hon. gentleman has beside him other thinga which ara promised us here, we are going at
two colleagues, at least, who have shared the fate of war, length and at last to have sore subitantiai tokens of the
he might have considered their feelings before calling their right hon. gentleman's penitence; I trust that he will at
attention to the resuits which sometimes flow from the once do away with the Gerrymander Act, even if ho will
indiscreet actions of agents and others engaged in elections. not abolish the Franchise Bil. I am very sDrry--I am
In the hon. gentleman's own case I observe that very afraid it is an instance of back-sliding on the part of the
recently-I suppose I will be pardoned for referring to what hon. gentienan-that he cannot see hie way ta deprive him-
took place in the recess-he congratulates himself and hie self of the meane which he bas taken in certain counties,
hearers, with good cause, on the fact that this time, at any and notably the Oenty of Queen's, N. B., to promote perfect
rate, lie was not found guilty of corrupt practices. Practice impartiality in the returning officers by allowing the candi.
makes perfect. The hon. gentleman was caught twice, but date supporting the Ministry of tha day te select hie ewn
I am bound to say that he was not caught for the third time. returnin officer and hie deputy returning officere tee.
No doubt the hon. gentleman on that occasion was pardon- The hou. gentleman dwelt at length on the power which
ably proud of the victory he had achieved. It was, no was vested in those pernicieus Local Governments, wlo do
doubt, a remarkable one. Hlere is the hon. gentleman- net seern by the way, te share that confidence in the
whose constituent, by the by, I am, and I hope lie will hon, gentleman which, lie says, the people of Canada Boom
remember that fact if I have any application to make te to entertain, te select permanent oficers ta disclargo those
him-here is the hon. gentleman, the Premier of the Do- dutios. But my hon. friend beside me (Mr. Laurier) did not
minion, .with the power, the prestige, the influence of the say anything about officors in the employment of tli Local
position of Premier, returned to a seat which he had repre. G ernmonte. Th- riglt hon, gentleman chose, for hie
sented by great majorities for twenty-five or thirty years- own purposes, to add te what my hon. friend said on that
ho will correct me if I am wrong. subject. What we ask le that we should have returning

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONAL D. A good long time at any offlcers, and deputy returning officers, in whose action toth
rate. aides could have some reasonable amount of confidence.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The on gentleman,that n complainte have
Sir ICHRD CÈTWIGH. Th bo. getleanbeen made as te the action of returning officers, but, whule

the Premier of Canada, succeeds in defeating an absent man that may be true, it las been in the power of the candidate
by a majority of 12 in that constituency, which, six weeks te nominate a score of deputy roturning officers who are
before, had returned a friendly supporter of the hon. gentle- net likoly te be ever-scrupulous, as las been shown on
man to the Local House by a majirity of 180. It was a great several occasions, in the way in which they will promete the
victory, and lie has very good ground to b. very proud of it. return of their patron for the time being. I agree witl tle

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am. riglt lin gentleman in part that this is nota fit time, in fact
that it is net possible for ns new, te discuse the detaile of the

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is another rea- Fishery Treaty, butIdo notthinkthatthehon.gentleman is
son why ho sBhould be proud of it. [, as I say, am a entitled on that ground ta expeat that ne attention should be
constituent of the bon. gentleman, I know something of called te the patent and apparent fact that, whatever may bo
the position of parties in tie city of Kingston, and I notice said as ta thc mente of that trcaty in iteîf, that treaty je
a remarkable thing. Thero were about one hundred non- hopelossly, utterly inconsistent with the position which wu
residents in Kingston. These are generally pretty well taken one bare year ago by the hon gentleman
divided between the two parties and there is not mach diffi- himseli, accordiug te the Minutes breDght down te
culty in knowing, as we are ail aware, their opinion; and it us in the bine book which 1 have her in My
muet have been a comfort to the hon. gentleman to know desk; uer is he entitled te say that we are going ont of the
that lie owes bis return to the fact that, while only ton of record wbon we caîl attention te the fact, wlatover may b.
those non residents voted for his opponent, fifty-one came the mente or demenits of the question, that this treaty, as
from the ends of the earth to vote for him. far as w. are advised, las net settled anything. The hon.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear. gentleman and hie friende centended, ne doubt witl groat
force, for many thinge whicli tliey and wo have always

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yes, the hon. gentle- agreed were the roal and absolute prerty of the people et
man is quite right. It is a feather in his cap here. We Canada, and I eau see on the face ef it ne sort of recognition
had these men, we had these poor men, we had these men of the thinge for which the han, gentleman contended. I
to whom days' wages were matters of great importance, say that either the lon, gentlemen wero meat grossly in the
these men to whom the price of a railway ticket there and wrong bofore, if this tneaty b. an honorable and satisfactery
back was of great importance; we had these mon coming, settloment; or, if tley were riglt before, thon I wonder
I am told, from Texas, from Port Arthur, from Watertown, how tliy, after having Ris Excellencys signature te those
in the State of New York, from Rochester, from Chicago, several Minutes whicl 1 have alluded te, can come dowu te
from est and from west, from north and from south, all ns and vonture te hope that tho fouse wîlI considor this an
spurred by a noble ambition to sacrifice their time and honorable and satisfactery settiement. Lot them take their
their money and to vote for the hon. gentleman. There choice. On. of two thinge las occnrred: eithen they
are few of us who could attract so much enthusiasm, and have meet needlossly mn fnigliful riske, have subjected
it was interesting to see how this hon. gentleman's friende this country te needloss humiliation, or, failing that, it
acted in the role of good Samaritans, how they met these wil ho excessively difficult for them ta explain why we
poor strangers at the railway stations, drove them to the should accopt this as a just settioment of the daims which
polis, fed and lodged them, and, in accordance with scrip- Canada la preferod. Nevertlelees, in auswer te the hon.
tural precedent, lent them twopence, which I see by the record gentleman's appeal, 1 do net propose ta go further on that
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subject at this moment, but I do hop and I do expect that
the hon. gentleman will place the House at the earliest pos.
sible moment in full possession of all these facto and of all
these papers to which ho has alinded, and will at an early
date give us an opportunity of having the fullest discussion
on this muet important question. I will say this for
myself, that I am now, as I always have been, prepared to
go as far as any man can possibly go in endeavoring to con.
ciliate the good-will of the great nation beside us. I regard
that as a matter of incalculable value to Canada, although I
may differ extremely from the hon. gentleman in regard to
the mode in which ho has been attempting to obtain it. I
am afraid that, when these matters come to be considered,
the best that we can say will be that possibly ont of this
evil some good may come, and that possibly the people of
Canada may at last find that it is necessary for them to
assert their right, in all matters relating to their trade and
commerce in North America, to manage their own affaire in
the fullest extent. I believe, and I have good reason for
believing, that, if that negotiation could have been entrusted
wholly and entirely to Canadian hands, very much greater
and better results would have accrued to us from such con-
duct than have resulted in the present instance. I fear that
our cause was prejudged by some, at all events, of thoseo 
whom it was entrusted, long before they touched the shores
of this continent, and that they had then made up their
minds that no interesta of ours should be allowed to inter.
fore with the supposed interests of the parent country.

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe an agreement has been
arrived at by the leaders of both sides to close this debate
at 6 o'clock, and, therefore, although I would like to say
something criticising some of the views of the right hon.
gentleman and criticising also and differing from the views
of the two gentlemen who have spoken on the Opposition
aide, time will not allow of it, because 1 do not want to
prolong the discussion, especially as it would not be fair to
discuss the terme of the treaty until we have some further
information before us. I must thank the hon. member for
Gaspé (Mr. Joncas) for the manner in which ho referred to
me in this connection, and I muet congratulate both the
hon. member for Haldimand (Mr. Montagne) and the hon.
member for Gaspé (Mr. Joncas) for the able way in which
tbey performed the important duty of placing the views of
the Government of the day before this House. I do not
agreà with the statement contained in the Speech that
both nations will be satisfied with this treaty. I do not
agree with that. The treaty does not strike me as being
in the interest of Canada; I do not sec that conces-
sions are made to Canada. But as I said before, I would
merely wish to put my statements on record as dissenting
from the declaration of satisfaction which is affirmed in the
Address, and which is supposed to represent the opinion of
the whole House. I will make no further remarks on this
subject than to thank the House for giving me an opportun-
ity of setting myself right in reference to the discussion
which may come up after the papers are laid upon the
Table. Thore are a variety of other matters in this Speech
to which I also take objection. I think that the reference,
to the increase of trade requires the most close examination
at our hands, and that some stops ought to be taken which
would lead to that result. But looking at the clock, it is
impossible that we can deal with these subjects now, and I
merely make these statements in order that it might not be
said hereafter that I sat silent, and by my silence gave
assent to the statements contained in the Queen's Speech
with reference to this particular subject. There is another
thing I want to say. I do not like these arrangements
made by the leaders of the two great parties in this
House, and although I am generally in pretty good
accord in voting with the hon. gentlemen on this
side Of the Eouse, there were some statements made
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by the hon. gentleman in My eye in relation to
the railway policy of this Governmont, and alo in
relation to the National Policy, which I do not entirely
agree with. Now, Sir, I will say in relation to the National
Policy, that I was one who supported the right hon. gen-
tieman in 1878, and was defeated on it. I also supported
him in 1882, as an independent member, on his National
Policy. But, Sir, the National Policy of 1878 is not the
National Policy of to-day. When they put twenty-five per
cent, on goode eonsumed in this country, is that to be com-
pared with the duties which they impose to-day ? I am
credibly informed by Bome respectable merchants in Mon-
treal that the present tariff amounts to 145 per cent. upon
certain classes of goods. le that the National Poliey I up.
ported in 1878 and 1882 ? No, Sir, it is nut. I wish to put
myself right upon that point. And thon in relation to the
railway policy, I differ somewhat from my hon. friend. I
believe the policy pursued by the Government of the right
hon. gentleman is correct in onstructing a railway from
one side of this continent to the other. I have supported
them in that policy all through, but I must say in relation
to some portions of their policy, it may be that we
shall have to explain why it is that we cannot go on
giving them complote support. Just one thing more.
The right hon, gentleman has pointed ont what he thinks
has created the prosperity of this country. He has ventured
to say that the reason why the North-West country is not
as prosperous now as he claims it ought to be, lies at the
door of hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, who, as ho
says, have decried that country. Well, Sir, it may be that
there is some blamo attaching to them in that respect; it
may be that hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House have
too often condemned the measures which were proposed by
the Government. But I tell the right hon. gentleman that the
cause of the retarded settlement in the North-West during
the past few years is the misgovernment and mismanage-
ment of his Government, which led to a rebellion in whfôh
they spent $7,000,000. That is the real cause why the
country bas been kept in a backward state for the past four
or five years ; and if the hon. gentleman had paid more
attention to the administration and the conduct of the
public business of that country, he would have prevented
the rebellion, and we would not now have to deplore the
unfavorable accounts of that country which are now going
abroad and retarding immigration. But on all those au-
jects [ shall take another opportunity of saying something
during the progress of the Sesion.

Paragraphe 1 to 13, inclusive, agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:

That the said resolutions be referred to a Select Committee eomposed
of Sir John A. Macdonald, Sir Hector Langevin, and Messrs. Montagne
and Jonce pre are and report the draft of an Address inanswer to
the speech of Exoellency the Governor General to both Rouses
of Parliament

Motion agreed to.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, from the Committee,
reported the draft of an Address, which was read the first
and second time and ordered to be engrossed, and to be
presented to His Excellency by sncb members of the Houae
as are of the honorable the Privy Council.

SUPPLY.

Mr. BOWELL moved:

That this Rouse wil, on Tuisaynext, regolve itself into a Committet
to consider of a Supply to be granted to Her Majeuty.

Motion agreed to.

1888.



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY

WAYS AND MEANS.

Mr. BOWELL moved:
That this House will, on Tnesday next, resolve itself into a Committee

to sonsider of the Ways and Means for raising a Supply to be granted
to Her Kajesty.

Motion agreed to.

DE BATES COMMITTEE.

Mr. BOWELL moved:
Tbat a Select Oommitee be appointed to supervise the Official Report

of the Debates of this House during the present Session, with power to
report.from time to time; to be composed of Messrs Baker, Béchard,
Charlton, Golby, Davin, Desjardins, Ellis, Innes, Royal, Scriver, Somer-
ville, Taylor, Tupper (Pictou), Weldon (Albert).

REPORT.

Report, Returns and Statistics of the Inland Revenues of
the Dominion of Canada, for the fiscal year ended 30th
June, 1887.-(Mr. Costigan.)

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6:10 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 27th February, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PzAriat.

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following members, having previously taken the oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll containing the
same, took their seat in the louse:-

lion. 'Sir ChAntts Turran, G.0 M.G., Member for the Electoral
District of Cumberland, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon.

Mr. Thompson.
Major General JoHN WIBuRN» LAuRic, Member for the Electoral

District of Shelburne, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Sir
Charles Tupper.

REPORTS.

Report of the Minister of Justice as to Penitentiaries in
Canada, for the year ended 80th June, 1887.-(Mr. Thomp.
son.)

Annual Report of the Minister of PublitiVorks, for the
fiseal year 1886-87, on the works under his control.-(Sir
Hector Langevin.)

Annual Report of the Department of Militia and Defence
of the Dominion of Canada, 31st December, 1887.-(Sir
Adolphe Caron.)

The Publie Accounts of Canada, for the fiscal year ended
30th June, 1887.-(Sir Charles Tupper )

Report of the Auditor General on Appropriation Accounts,
for the year ended 30th June, 1887.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Annual Report of the Department of the Interior, for the
year 1887.-(Mr. White, Cardwell.)

Tables of the Trade and Navigation of the Dominion of
Canada, for the fiscal year ended S0th June, 1887, compiled
from Officiali Returns.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Mr. MITCHELL.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Sir JOHN A. MACODONALD moved:
That the certificate of thei Honorable Mr. Jstice Osler, dated the 1'Tth

day of November lat, in the matter of the controverted election for the
Electoral District of the Oounty of Kent, in the Province of Ontario,
which was laid before the House on the 23rd instant, be referred to the
Select ëtanding Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He said.:,This seat, as is known, was vacated on trial, and
the judge's report is as follows:-

" That there is reason to believe that corrupt practices have prevailed
extensively at the said election.

" am not, however, of opinion (so far as I can form an opinion from
anything which came before me on the trial) that the enquiry into the cir-
cumstances of the election bas been rendered incomplete by the action
of any of the parties to the petition, or that further enquiry as to
whether corrupt practices have prevailed extensively i. desirable, by
which term I understand likely to prove useful or effectual."

If it had not been for the last portion of the certificate
which I have just read there would not have been any doubt
that a writ could not issue except by the House. The 48th
clause of the Controverted Elections Act, Revised Statutes,
is as follows :-

" When the judge, in his report on the trial of an election petition
under this Act, etates that corrupt practices have, or there is reason to
believe that corrupt practice s have extensively prevailed at the election
to which the petition relates and that he is of the opinion that the en-
quiry into the circumstances of the election bas been rendered incom-
plete by the action of any of the parties to the petition, and that further
enquiry as to whether corrupt practices have extensively prevailed is
desirable, no new writ shall issue for a new election in such case except
by order of the lHouse of Commons."

It would appear that in any of these cases the writ must be
hung up until the House orders its issue. However, thore
has been a difference of opinion in the matter, and some
authorities, and important authorities, state that under the
construction of the whole of the clause in Chapter 9, read
by the light of Chapter 10, which refers to the issue of
commissions whenever the judge reports that the evidence
has been incomplete, or that there is likely to have been
some connivance between the parties, a Royal Commission
can issue, and under that provision the Speaker cannot
issue his writ without the assent of the House. It is under
these circumstances that I make this motion.

Mr, LAURIER. I would ask the hon gentleman, under
the circumstanrces, that as this is a motion which is somewhat
obsolete, and that this is only the second instance I am aware
of when a similar motion has come before the House, to
let it stand until to.morrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. LAURIER moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENr.

Mr. AMYOT moved first reading of Bill (No. 2) to
amend the Dominion Controverted Elections Act.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man might givo us some idea of the nature of the Bill.

Mr. AMYOT. This Bill is the same as the one I present-
ed last year, but it was too late in the Session to pass it
through its varions stages. Its object is to fix a uniform
delay for the contestation of elections, and net to make the
date depend on, the publication of the return in the official
Gazette.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPERVISION OF BANKS,

Mr. CASGRAIN asked, Is it the intention of the Govern.
ment to adopt during this Session sorme measure for the
better supervision of the Baiks in the Dominion ?
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Sir 0 HIARL ES T U PPE R. That subject is now occupy,

ing the attention of the Government.
Mr. INNES asked, Is it the intention of the Government,

in view of the recent bank failures, to make any amend.
menta to the General Banking Act this Session, or other-
wise to have such legislation as will secure a more effective
system of supervision and inspection for the chartered
banks, more correct certified monthly returns, aud generally
for the better security of those whose money is invested in
such institutions, as depositors or otherwise ?

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. I must give the same answer
as 1 did to the previons question.

VESSELS WREOKED ON THE GREAT LAKES.

Mr. DAWSON moved for:

Return showing the number of Osnadian vassoes laot or wrecked on
the great lakes daring the past season of navigation ; alsoo the number
of lires lost in the case of each wreck; also a statement showing what,
if any, steps have been taken to ascertain the cause of losas in each case.

He said: In making this motion I do not wish to put the
Department to the trouble of giving any very lengthened re-
port. Al I should like to see would be a synopsis, something
short, which would not occasion a very great deal of work
in the Department, and still give the information required.
Some years ago I drew attention to the great number of
wrecks and losses that had occurred on the great lakes.
Within a short time there had been no less than~ twelve
large vessels lost, with a very large loss of life. In one case
no less than 200 lives wore lost, in another case 25 lives, in
another five lives, in another 30 or 40 lives, and so on. The
actual loss of life during that period could not be ascer-
tained, but I believe that no less than 300 lives were lost in
the waters of Algoma by the wreok of vessels. At.that
time I drew the attention of the Governmentto, the noces-
sity that existed for some mode of inspectiàn, and I am
happy to say that legislation took place which had a very
good effect. Inspectors were appointed to examine the
hulls. Before that there were only inspectors to examine
the nachinery. Hull inspectors were appointed, with
the resait that a great many of the unseaworthy
vessels have been prevented fiem going out. But
another set of circumnstances hbas grown up since.
The demand for vessels on the lakes for the last
few years has been very great. The shipping on the lakes
has largely increased, and the rates of freight have been so
good that transportation has become remunerative where it
scarcely paid at all before. The consequence is that a great
many old hulks have been brought into use; vessels that had
been for years under water have been raised and sent to the
docks for repaire. While these vessels are being repaired,
I think it is highly necessary that the hull inspector
should examine them and see that they are well
repaired and put in proper order. Now, Sir, as I under-
stand, there are at this moment, in the docks and in the
shipyards throughout Ontario-of course, I only speak of1
the lake marine, not of ocean vessels at alil-there are now
undergoing repaira in the various harbors and docks of
Ontario, vessels that have been under water for years.
Thebhull inspector was asked to visit them and make a
report; he answered that he bad no instructions to
do so, and that no provision was made towards paying his
exppnses.- Now, if i may be permitted to suggest a
ï'medy, I think there should be some legiisation whioh
would prevent vessels fron being sent out which were
either overloaded or unseaworthy. The sending out of over-
loaded vessels is a common thing in Ontario. Old schoon-
ers are converted into barges, and these are put in tow of
steamers, and the consequence is that when stormy wea-
ther comes on, they are cut loose from the steamers, and
very often go to the bottom. Now, there was a case in
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Ontario this year. A vessel called the Oriental, that was
considered unseaworthy, was repaired to a certain extent
so as juast to be able to loat. The ragister of this vessel was
375 tons. She was to be sent r ross the lake in tow of
another vessel, loaded % ith 700 tons of coal, and, as
the report is, she had only a few mches of what the sail-
ors call " free board," that is, the space between the dock
and the surface of the water. A storm came on, the
steamer left her, and she cast anchor, as a matter of course,
and soon went down with all on board. That is not a
solitary case. There have been similar cases in Lake
Superior. A vessel caUed the Jane Hurlburt, which was
unseaworthy and had been used for carrying firewood, was
sent out in tow of a steamer, in the fall of the year, to take a
number of men down the lake coast. Encountering some-
what stormy weather, this vessel became unmanageable, as
she had neither sail nor ear, nor a man on board who eould
manage her. When the storm came on, the captain of
the steamer, in order to save his own vessel, eut the
rope by which this vessel was attached to the steamer,
and in a few minutes she went down with thirty
people on board, all of them strangers in the country,
poor navvies who were seeking for work. Sir, I could
repeat a great many similar instances. The cause leading
to all these accidents is the desire of making money by
carrying freight, and these rotten old hulks are patched
up and put in tow of old steamers. Now, a case
occurred in Lake Superior this year. A vessel, or rather
a barge, as those vessels are called, named the Bessie
Barwick, was put in tow of a steamer, and a storm coming
on, she was cut adrift in Lake Superior, but, fortunately,
she made the shore without loss of life. Again, we have
the loses of the California, a Canadian vessel, in the Straits
of Mackinaw. This vessel was evidently-overloaded with
wheat, and, in addition, carried no less than 700 barrels
of pork as a deckload. Consequently, when she began to
roi in the sea, the barrels of pork rolled to one aide, and
she reeled and sank. On that occasion I think some 13 or
14 lives were lost, and some were saved. I could repeat a
good many more instances of the same kind, but what I
wish to call attention to is that there should be some legisla-
Lion which would enable the Government toappoint officials
who would prevent vessels from going out either over-
loaded or in an unseaworthy condition. Now, I think that
this duty might be performed at the different ports by Ous-
tom house officers. Any man cau tell when a vessel is
overloaded, and if the Cuatom houe. officer at any port saw
a barge overloaded in tow of a steamer, he should have
power to say. You shall not go out in that condition and la
this weather, because itl is not safe. If there was some
power of that sort given to the collectors of the different
ports, I think the difficulty would be met; but at present
the demand for vessels is so great that I am afraid that,
during the coming season, unles something is done, the
losses will be repeated on a far larger soale than hitherto.
The Department of Marine bas done a great deal for
the lake navigation. We have had a hydrographie survey
going on from year to year; rocks and shoals have been
discovered which were never dreamed of, some of which,
very -probably, led to losses on former occasions. Perhaps
the Wabuno struck on one of these rocks, and the Asia may
bave struck one of them. In the case of the Wabuno, not
a single soul was saved; in that of the Asia, two got ashore.
This hydrographic survey is doing an immense deal of
good. I think, however, that the Department of Marine
should take this matter up and provide means of-inspecting
vessels, as to how loaded, before they leave port, and
should also give authority to someone at each and all of the
diferent ports to prevent vessels from going out when in an
unseaworthy condition, or too heavily laden. I may men-
tion that in the United States they are no better off than
we are. On the other side of the lakes a great many losses
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have also occurred, and the matter has been brought before
0ongreas by smre of the. ropresentatives of the lako
districts. As representing a lako district mysef, Ionsidesd
it my duty to bring this matter before Parliament. The
loses on the other aide have been even greater than on
this side, and the representations I have referred to brought
the matter forward with a view to obtaining legislation on
the subject. It has been suggested that there should be
lino marks on the vessels, one for summer and one for fall,
what is known as a Plimsoll line, that is, a lino beyond
which the vessel should not be loaded, one for the stormy
weather in the fali and another for the summer season. I
think if some such system were adopted, it would be the
means of preventing the great loss of hfe that occurs; but,
above all, let something be done to prevent these unsea.
worthy barges being towed by steamers, for they are sure
to be cut adrift any moment a storm arises. That is the
main thing to be provided against now, and if that were
done I have no doubt the wants of navigation would be
met.

Mr. FOSTER. The information for which the hon.
gentleman has asked is now being printed or has been
printed, in the report of the Department, which will be laid
on the Table in a day or two. I suggest that the hon.
gentleman allow bis motion to stand until he sees that
report, and if it does not include all the information desired,
additional information will be brought down. I think, how-
ever, he will find everything required in the report.

Mr. DAWSON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

SELECT STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDOXALJ moved:

That a Specal Oommittee of seven members be appointed to prepare
and report, with aIl convenient speed, liste of members to compose the
BsectS tandia Committee, ordered by the House on Thursday, the
SSrd atua sudthat Bir John A. Maedonald, Sir Hector Langevin, 8ir
Richard dartwright and Mesrs. KoLelan, Bowell, Laurier and Mill e do
compose said Committe.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-THE FISHERIES TREATY.

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

Mr. LAURIER. May I ask the right hon.gentleman
to explain why the Fisheries Treaty and papers have not
yet been brought down; also when we may expect them ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The papers are not yet
complete.

Mr. LAURIER. Can we have them to-morrow ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In a few days.
Mr. LAURIER. Nothing more precise than that ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I may be misinformed,
but I saw it stated in an American newspaper that they
had been presented to the Senate, protocolesand aIl. Is
that statement correct ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that that state.
ment is not correct. I had a telegram from Mr. Bergne
yesterday, saying that he expected to be able to send the
fnal protocole to me in a day or two, that they would
leave Washington to-morrow.

Mr. MACKENZIE. It is to be hoped they will improve
by keeping.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We shall see,
Mr. DAwsoN.

RETURN ORDERED.

hiasab&owlug the several aus of mouey Pain a outa, coumel f ea
or othervia. drectly or andireety, oonnected with th sait, "The St.
Catharines llig and Lumbe ng Company as. The Quee; " the party
or parties to whom paid, the date of payment, and the several accounts

âad, showing the fu amounts paid and the dates of payments.-(Kr.
lcMllen.)
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at B:50 p.m.

JOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuzsDa, 28th February, 1888.

The SpuiAR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

STANDING COMMITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented tbeiReport of the
Special Committee appointed to prepare and report lists of
the Select Standing Committees for the present Session.
He moved that the portion of the Report relating to the
Committee on Standing Orders obe adopted.

Motion agreed to.

REPORTS.

Report of the Postmaster-General for the year 1887.-
(Mr. McLolan.)

Report of the Secretary of State of Canada, for the year
ended 31t December, 1887.-(Kr. Chapleau.)

DEBATES TRANSLATORS-QUESTION
OF PRIVILEGE.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I beg to rise to a question of privilege. I am in-
formed that you, Mr. Speaker, in the exercise of the power
which you have assumed as Speaker of this House, have
dismissed three of the translators of the Debates from the
positions which they had received at the bands of the House.
I may say at once, Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to
your decision, and in my humble judgment, that I have not
the least doubt that you have exceeded your authority and
invaded the privilege of this House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The honA gentleman
puts it, as I understand it, upon the ground that the
Speaker has exceeded his authority ?

Mr. LAURIER. Yes.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That will be a question

of privilege. I have no doubt the Speaker will be quite
ready to decide.

Mr. SPEAKER. The papers will be brought down to-
morrow.

KENT (ONT.) OONTROVERTED ELECTION.

House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed
motion of Sir John A. Macdonald: That the certificate of
the honorable Mr. Justice Osier, dated the 17th day of
November instant, in the matter of the controverted elec-
tion for the Electoral District of the County of Kent in the
Province of Ontario, which was laid before the House on
the 23rd instant, be referred to the Select Standing Con-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. LAURIER. I would call the attention of the righ t
hon, gentleman to tus matter again, and I believe that
if ho will take it into consideration once more, he will
come to the conclusion that the writ ought to issue at once.
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The general rule which is followed, and which is a matter
of equity, is, that as soon as a vacancy occurs in the repre-
sentation of the House, Mr. Speaker is to issue hi@ warrant
at once for a new election. The aim i to provide that no
interregnum shall occur in the representation of this
House. There is, however, an exception to this, and it is,
the only exception, so far as I am aware. If the vacancy
occurs after the judgment of a court, and if the judge who
has tried the petition, reports to the House that in his
opinion there is cause to believe that extensive bribery and
corrupt practices have prevailed, or that the enquiry has
been rendered incomplete by the action of any of the
parties to the petition, or that a further enquiry be deairable
as to whether corrupt practices have extensively prevailed,
then, in such a case, the Speaker has to withhold the issu.
ing of a writ, and to await the action of the House, and
under such circumstances the House alone is to order the
issue of a new writ. Now, what is the reason of this ex.
ception ? It is to be found in the subsequent Act, which is
theI "Act respecting enquiries into corrupt practices at Elec.
tions of Members of the House of Commons." This Act
provides that whenever such 'a report as I have mentioned
is made by a judge, that is to say, when a judge reports
that, in his opinion, there have been extensive cor-
rupt practices, or that the enquiry hm been incom.
plete, and that it is desirable to have a further enquiry
into the matter, then, upon an address, a Commission may
issue further to investigate the matter, further to ascertain
how far corrupt practices may have prevailed, and how far
the electorate of the county bas been affected by cor-
ruption, in order that the House, with the evidence before
it, may judge whether extraordinaiy measures are necessi-
tated. Now, in this case, it seems to me that the report
made by tie jadge precludes thei House from making any
further enquiry. Now, although this matter may be, to a
certain extent, left to the discretion of the House, although
the statute does not say that, as soon as the judge has made
such a report, the Commission is to issue, but the House it-
self is to amy whether the Commission is to issue or not.
Under all these circumstances great weight is to be
attached to the opinion of the judge. So far as I have
observed, whenever a judge has made such a report, if he
made it simply in the language of the statute, adding
nothing further, I would be disposed, for my part, to take the
ruling of the judge and to say that under such circumstances
the law and justice would be met by issuing a Commission
just to ascertain how far corrupt practices have prevailed.
But in thi case the judge seems to have made a special
report. He not only reported in the language of the statute,
but ho went beyond the language of the statute. The
report made by the judge says :

" There is reason to believe that corrupt practies have prevalled ex-
tensively at the said election. I am not, however, of opinion (so far as
I eau form an opinion from anything which came before me on the trial)
that the enqtry into the circumstancesof the election has been rendered
Incomplete by the action of any of the parties to the petition, or that
further enquiry auto whether corrupt practices have prevailed exten-
uively is desirable, by which term I understand, likely to prove useful
or efectual."

Now, it seems to me that in adding these words the judge
ha precluded that matter from going further, that is to
Bay, his opinion can be accepted by this House and ought
to be accepted by this House. He went further than the
statute goes. I can underetand that there might be some
difficulty in the construction of tis statute. It is not
perhaps framed as happily as it might have been. Tise,
woids added : I"or that further enquiry as to whether cor
rupt practices have prevailed, is desirable," whether those
terms apply only to a case when an enquiry has beei
prevented by the action of the parties, or whether
they will alo apply to this statute, that might perhaps be
a subject for a.gument and contention. But in this
case, I think there is no ground for question. The

judge states that in this Case, according to his opinion, not
only further enquiry is not desirable, but ho goes further
and Baya that ho does not believe that further enquiry
would prove useful or effectual. Well, if in the opinion of the
judge who tried the case, that there is no reason for further
enquiry, that it would prove useloss or ineffectual, I do not
see that the House ought to go any further and order a new
enquiry. The reference which was made by the right hon.
gentleman was to asoertain whether, according to the terins
of the statute, a Commission should issue. Now, if the writ
is not to issue at present, if it is to be suaspended, what can
be the reason ? Why should we delay the issuing of a writ
and leave the oounty unrepresented, unlese there is reason
to suppose that a further enquiry may be necessary, in order
to ascertain whether any extraordinary measure should be
taken ? But since the judge says that in bis opinion no
further enquiry is neoessary, that it would prove useless
and ineffectual, I think that under such circunstances we
should accept bis ruling and say that the writ shall issue, and
that the county shall not be left unrepresented. We must
remember that the judge said ho hd found certain parties
guilty and bad puaished them, and that, after having ex.
haasted the matter, he advises the House that it would be
botter to leave the matter where it is and to issue a new writ,
We muet remember that the judge has had this matter in
hand, the trial seems to have been exhausted, nothing
seems to have beau left undone, ail the circumstances must
have been considered, the guilty parties seem to have been
brought before him, and having ail the facto and parties
before him ho says that, in his opinion, there is no occasion
to go any further. I believe under sueh circumstances,
were it not for the rider which th judge himself h placed
in his report. I would be disposed to agree with the right
bon. gentleman ; but as there is such a rider the law may
bo allowed to take its course and the Speaker order the
issue of the writ. If that rider were not in the report I
would be glad to have agreed to the course suggested by
the hon. gentleman, but as it is inserted there by the judge
himself, the matter seems to be determined and a writ might
issue at once without any further enquiry.

Mr. TIHOMPSON. I think the hon. gentleman, in dis.
cussing this question has to some extent misapprehended
the reasons on which the motion bas been ounded. I
think the hon. gentleman bas been discussing it as if it
were founded on a view of the practice in this case--as if
it were proposed that the Committee on Privileges and Eec-
tions should be asked to consider the merite of this aise of
the riding of West Kent alone, and what should be done in
regard to it. I think the object of the proposed reference to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections is somewhat wider
than that. If it is not the first time this question bas arisen,
it is on very rare occasions that such a question dos arise,
and it is most important that Parliament should settle once
for ail what shonld be done wben judges make a report like
this in regard to the prevalence of corrupt prautices at
elections, and with this view the matter should be referred
to the Committee on Privileges and .Blections. I take a
somewhat different view from the hon. gentleman, and
without at all prejudging the conclusion which may be
arrived at by the Committee on Privileges, I may put that
view forward for the present as indicating what may be
suggested in opposition to the bhon. gentleman's line of
argument, and it is this: The statute provides-and the
bon. gentleman will induige me in quoting it, becanuse I
am stating it from memory, and am only referring to
those parts of the sttute which may be pertinent to the
present discussion-that when a judge reports the seat
vacani, a writ May i-sue on the Speaker's warrant,
except in two cases. One is the case in which a jadge
makes a report that corrupt practices h.ve generally pre-
vailed, and the other is the osse in which he reports that
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enquiry has been frustrated (1 am paraphrasing the words
of the Act, but I think I am not departing from the sense),
and that some further enquiry is therefore necessary. I
take it that in either of those two cases Parliament con.
tcmplated, in passing the Controvertod Elections Act, that
the hands of the Speaker should be stayel until the action
of Parliament in regard to either of those questions was
determined. In the first place because, if it be a case of
corrupt practices having extensively prevailed, it is for
Parliament to consider what remedy it will apply to that
state of affairs in that constituency. It may overlook the
fact that corrupt practices have extensively prevailed and
order the writ to issue, as the hon. gentleman saggests it
should do in this case. It may b, on the other hand, that
the House will stay its hand and not order the writ to
issue until a Bill has been introduced to disfranchise that
constituency for a limited time, as has been done some-
times in the Imperial Parliament; or until a Royal Com
mission shail issue to ascertain to what extent corrupt
practices have generally prevailed, in order that, if they
have prevailed to an alarming extent, indicating a disposi-
tion in the county to frustrate the will of the constituency,
a measure of disfranchisement may follow. So the
object of having tho judge report that corrupt practices
have extensively prevailed may be, first, the introduction
of a Bill for the disfranchising of the constituency on the
judge's report, or second, the issue of a Commission of En-
quiry to ascertain more fully than the- judge has been able
to do, in disposing of the petition which he had in hand,
how far those corrupt practices have generally prevailed. In
considering the reuort which the learned judge has sent in
to this House we find, as the hon. gentieman has stated,
that he has reported that corrupt practices have extensively
prevailed. fHe has added, as the hon. gentleman has said,
a rider stating that full enquiry has been made and
no furtber onquiry is, in his opinion, necessary. I take
it, that the judge's report in regard to further enquiry,
relates entirely to the enquiry before himself. It disposes
of the second proposition put forward as an exception in the
statute. The learned judge indicates that the trial of the
election petition has procoeded without interruption
before him, and he hal al the evidence recessary to
corne to a conclusion, not only that the sent ought to
be vacated, but to enable him to report that corrupt.
practices had generally prevauid at the election. Bat the
rider which thejudge has added can have no relation whatever
to the enquiry which it is the right of this fHouseo to make as
to how far corrupt practices have prevailed, and as to how
far remedial legislation should be passed in regard to the
constituency. It was entirely beyond the soope of' the
judge's enquiry to report in relation to any necessity for any
further investigation, beyond those matters which were
brought before him under the petition, and he certainly did
not intend by that rider to intimate that there was no noces.
sity for Parliament making any further enquiry, but that the
writ should forthwith issue. That was a matter in refer.
once to which lie bas no jurisdiction whatever, and I am
sure he did not intend to suggest that. As a further
illustration on the point, let me suggest to the liouse what
the result would be of adopting, -as a matter of course, the
suggestion of the fon. gentleman that the writ should issue
immediately on a report like this. It would entirely frus-
trate the operation of that portion of the section which
makes exception of the case in which a judge reports that
corrupt practices have generally prevailed. It would lead
to this result: That when a judge reports that corrtupt
practicos have generallv prevailed, and that the enquiry
before him bas been conclusive as to the fact that corrupt
practices have generally prevailed, that that fact is no
longer in controversy, the provision of the statute that
the issue of the writ shall be stayed by the report that corrupt
practices have prevailed, is entirely frustrated. I do not mean

Mr. THoMPsoN.

to say that the interpretation I have put forward is one that
the House will adopt or the committee will adopt; but
inasmuch as the statute is open to the construction and the
report of the judge is a special one, I think it is but reason-
able that the opinion of the Committee on Privileges and
Elections, which is in the habit of advising the House on
questions referred to them, should be ascertained, so that in
any such case the practice may be well understood. In
this instance no inconvenience has been felt. The report
of the judge was received but a short time before the open-
ing of Parliament; but cases might assume much greater
importance, if, shortly after prorogation, such a report was
made and action was taken without the House having an
opportunity to make enquiry or apply the remedy that
Parliament, I think, intended should be in the hands of the
House, whenever a judge reports that corrupt practices
have extensively prevailed in a constituency.

Mr. DAVI ES (P.E.I.) I think the action of the House
is important in establishing a precedent which may pro-
bably be hereafter acted upon. If I understand the hon.
gentleman correctly, he was of the opinion that the matter
should be sent to the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions, because there was some doubtfal point of law arising
in regard to the statute. I understand that such is not now
his desire, and I have failed to ascertain from the speech of
the Minister of Justice exactly what were the reasons for
proposing to refer it to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections. If the position taken was that the law was
doubtful and that the House had a right.to be advised by
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, composed, as it
is, almost entirely of lawyers, I think it was one that ought
to be approved and adopted. The practice has been laid
down lately by the British Parliament. I take it, that,
under our statute, if a judge reports simply that there have
been corrupt practices prevailing in the election, or that he
has reason to believe that there have been corrupt practices
prevailing, then it is the duty of those in charge of the
proceedings of this House to propose, not that the House
shall aet on that report, for there is no evidence before
it under which to act, but their duty is, and it is the
practice in the British Parliament for the Attorney General
to move for a Royal Commission to take evidence on
the statenent of the «judge and report to the louse, on
which report a Bill is brought in to disfranchise the con.
stituency, or other action is taken by the House. Here, if
the learned judge had confinel himself to reporting in com-
pliance with the statute, that he had reason to believe that
corrupt practices prevailed extensively, I take it that the
hon. gentleman could not have referred it to the Elections
Committee. There would have been nothing to refer. His
course thon would have been, in accordance with Engliah pre-
cedents, to have moved for the issue of a Royal Commission.
The House might, or might not, have assented to his propo-
sition; that would have been a matter entirely in their discre-
tion. In some cases they did accept the notice of the law
officers of the Crown, and the Royal Commission issued. In
other cases they did not accept it, The Act is, no doubt, de-
feotive in some respects, for the House had not the material to
enable it to form a proper judgment. In this cae I asume
that both sides of the flouse will agree that it is important
for the House to act promptly-that if an enquiry ought to
be made, it should be made at an early date; and if we have
anything on the record to lead us to the conclusion that an
enquiry is unnecessary, we ought to havo the writ issued
without delay. It seems to me we have something on the
record. After stating that there is reason to believe that
corrupt practices have prevailed, the judge expresses the
opinion that further enquiry as to whother corrupt prac-
ticos have prevailed extensively is not necessary
in the publie interest. Well, the judge is the
only person capable of forming an opinion on
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that subject, for ho is the only one who has the
evidence before him, and thorefore at his suggestion it
would be proper for the Government to issue the writ.
That opinion of the judge appears to be strengthened by
statements in other parts of his report. It appears that
only two votera were proved to have been guilty of corrupt
practices, of whom one bas been punished, and proceedings
against the other are now pending. In these circumstances,
in the face of the judge's advice to the louse that, in hie
opinion, any further enquiry would be useless; in the
absence of any statements from a responsible Minister that
he bas information justifying any further enquiry, and
there being no legal question on which the Committee on
Privileges and Elections should be called to pronounee, it
seems to me that the more liberal and straightforward course
for the House to take would be to order that the writ do
issue at once. If the judge had not given us the informa-
tion ho has, f for oee would have been inclined to favor
the adoption of the English practice as the only proper
one, namely, that a Royal Commission should issue, so that
when we had the evidence before us we could form our own
opinion as to whether the constituency should be disfran-
chised or not. The judge's opinion is not exactly limited
as the Minister of Justice stated. It is as follows:-

"I am not, however, of opinion (so far as I eau form an opinion from
anything which came before me on the trial) that the enquiry into the
circumstances of the election has been rendered incomplete by the
action of any of the parties to the petition, or that further enquiry as to
whether corrupt practices have prevailed extensively is desirable, by
which term I understand likely to prove useful or effectual."

In the absence of other information, I think we ought
to accept the judge's opinion, and if we do there is no other
course open to us but to issue the writ. IL scems to me,
therefore, that the reference to the committee will only
cause delay, incur a precedent which may not be desirable,
and not be productive of any good.

Sir JOH N A. ýMACDONALD. I understand, from the
hon. gentleman's speech, as well as from the speech of my
hon. friend from Quebec, that they agree that the
matter is a matter for the House and not for the Speaker.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is to say, the war-

rant could not issue from the Speaker on the report, but it
was an action for the Hoase. If that is the case, the House
bas to deal with the matter. I contend, as I have always
contended, that the House ought not in any case to inter-
fore when a point of law is raised, without the advice of the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, which is a body
specially chosen from the legal experts on both sides of the
House to advise the House in ail such cases. I think it is
of very great importance that the rule should be invariable,
that when any question of this kind comes before theHouse,
on which there can be any doubt whatever, the House
should get the assistance of the standing committee which
it has appointed for that purpose.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not understand, from the
observations whioh have been made on either aide of the
louse, that there is any matter in doubt. The judge bas

reported that, in bis opinion, corrupt practices have exten-
sively prevailed in the constituency. That was sufficient
to prevent yeu issuing the writ immediately. But what is
the question at law ? Upon what does the House seek ad-
vice ? I fancy the hon. gentleman does not propose, under
any circumstances, to disiranchise the constituency. We
are net exactly in the position of England in that respect.
Bach Province is entitled to a certain representation under
our constitution. This Parliament bas no right to alter the
proportions of that representation, and if the hon. gentle-
man were to propose to diefranchise the constituency on
account of corrupt practices, he would have to find another
Constituency in the Province of Ontario, to whioh the right

of representation should be, for the time, given. Now, I
think that is a very grave question, and it is one which
ought not to be raised upon such a report as bas been made
in this case. If the hon, gentleman thinks that corrupt
practices have prevailed extensively in a constituency, and
that an investigation should be had for the purpose of ascer-
taining the extent of those corrupt practices, and meting out
punishment, under the law, to those who do not appear to
have been adjudged at the trial, that is a matter which can
be attended to after the writ bas issued quite as well as be.
fore. It is wholly independent of the issue of the writ. It
is not necessary that the issue of the writ should be del ayed
for the purpose of pursuing that investigation. The only
occasion for delaying the issue of the writ is where corrupt
practices have been carried on to such a serions extent as
to warrant the House in recommending the withdrawal of
the representation from the particular constituency. Now,
I have no doubt the First Minister and the Minister of Jus-
tice have examined the evidence in this case. I apprehend
that they would not, upon the mere recommondation of the
judge, without looking at the evidence supporting that opin-
ion, have proposed so grave a course of procedure as that
recommended to the House. I venture to say that no elec-
tion trial las taken place in the Province of Ontario-I do
net know what bas been the case elsewhere-not even that
in which the First Minister was held to have conducted lis
election in Kingston fairly, in which fewer corrupt practices
have been disclosed than in the very election trial which
Judge Osier here reports. There may have been some-
thing in the conduct of the witnesses who came before the
judge, to give him the impression that corrupt practices
extensively prevailed ; but 1 think that las not been dis-
closed in the evidence taken at the trial. The hon. gentle.
man does not for one moment seriously entertain the idea
of disfranchising the constituency. There is then no roason
whatever why the issuing of the writ should be further de-
layed. The writ may be issued at once, and if the hon.
gentleman thinks that it is necessary-if those parties that
the judge may have bad in bis mind have been guilty of
corrupt practices, and ought to have been punished-then
he can proceed with that enquiry under the statute, without
refererce to any delay in issuing the writ.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not wantto have
further enquiry, bocause the judge bas stated it is not
advisable to have further enquiry. The hon. gentleman
volunteers the statement that this constituency has been
exceptionally pure, to use a phrase used elsewhere. le he
not rather bringing a serious charge against Judge Osier,
who says it has not been exceptionally pure, but that
corrupt practices have prevailed there. The hon. gentle-
man says there is a difference between our constitution and
the English constitution, in that every Province here bas
the right to be represented by so many members. I thought
Scotland had a right to have so many members, and Ireland
and England ; and yet this statute bas been passed giving
power to suspend an election in any one of the three king-
doms, without the charge being brought that either Eng-
land, or Ireland, or Sootland, as the case may be, was dis-
franchised, or the proportion of representation altered.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the bon.
gentleman whether the Parliament of the United Kingdom
cannot change the proportion, whether the Parliament of
the United Kingdom is not supreme, and whether this
Parliament is supreme to change the constitution and
determine that representation shall be other than by
population ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is not the question.
The question is this: Each of the three kingdoms bas the
right to be represented, of course, in a certain proportion ;
and until our law is altered by the Imperial power, by the
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power that has the right to alter it, each Province has the
right to a certain number of representatives. While the
election law of England existe, providing for the number
of representatives in each of the kingdoms, that proportion
must be observed; yet in England, again and again, when
corrupt piactices have been shown, as in Sudbury, St.
Albans, and very many other constituencies, the oonsti.
tuencies have been hung up.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is a local change.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Now there is no necessity

for a delay like this. The committee will be struck to-
morrow, they can meet in a day or two and decide this
important question. It is a very important question, look.
ing upon it as I do.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What is the question?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The question is, what is

the consequence here of the report made by the judge ?
Motion agreed to, on a division.

CANADIAN FISHING VESSELS.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether Canadian fishing vessels
are required to report, enter or clear when putting into
Canadian ports or harbors for shelter or repairing dam
ages? 2. Whether Canadian fishing vessels, when in
any Canadian bay or harbor for the purposes of shelter or
repairing damages, of purchasing wood, or of obtaining
water, are liable for harbor dues, tonnage dues, buoy dues,
light dues or other similar dues?

Mr. FOSTER. Canadian fishing vessels are required to
report, enter or clear when they put into Canadian ports or
harbors for shelter or repairing damages, provided they
require to communicate with the shore or remain over
twenty-four hours. When they merely run in and remain at
anchor for a few hours, they are not required to report. Al
fishing vessels are exempt from sick mariners dues. They
have, however, the option of paying them and securing the
benefits of the fund. Harbor masters' dues are, by Chapter
86, Revised Statutes, exacted at ports proclaimed under the
Act, from all vessels entering and discharging or taking in
cargo, ballast, stores wood or water. These would not,
therefore, be legally required from Canadian fishing vessels
in for shelter and repairs, and in practice are seldom
exacted from any Canadian fishing vessels, In Halifax,
harbor masters' dues are not paid by any vessels under
twenty tons, nor by coasting vessels, which include fishing
vessels. At Pictou and Sydney, barbor dues are, by Acts of
Parliament,exacted from alil veseels over forty tons register;
whether, in practice, fishing vessels are exempt when over
forty tons cannot be stated without correspondence with the
harbor masters of these ports. Al veseels under eighty tons
are exempted from compulsory pilotage dues by the general
Act. Pilotage authorities have, in addition, the power to
make other exemptions with consent of the Governor in
Council, and have generally exempted flishing vessels. No
tonnage, light or buoy dues are collected in Canada.

MESSAGE PROM IS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD presented a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Mesage, as follows:-
LAnaDowys.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, a copy of
a despatch, dated 19th July, 1887, from the Rigbt Honorable Sir Henry
Rolland, Secretary of State for the Colonies, couveying the thanks of
Ber Majesty for the joint Address of the Sonate and Bouse of Commons
of Canada, offering their sincere congratulations on the completion of
the fiftieth year of Uer reign.
GovsuxmTBum

.OMw4 àfth ises.

ADJOURNMENT-THE TARIFF-COMBINES,

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the House
adjourns I would call the attention of the Finance Minister
and the First Minister to the fact that I observe in the
Montroal Gazette of Tuesday, February 28th, the statement
that they are authorised to announce to all and sundry
that no change whatever would ho made in the tarif. It
may be very convenient indeed that such an announcement
should be made, but it strikes me as slightly contrary to
custom that any organ, however zealous a supporter of the
hon, gentleman, should be authorised to speak in authori-
tative terms as to such a very important question. I think
it would have been botter that such a statement had been
made in answer to a question put by one of the hon. gen-
tleman's supporters in this House; but are we to under-
stand that from this time forth the Montreal Gazette prac-
tically supplants the Canada Gazette for the purpose of
giving general information, and most important general
information this undoubtedly is ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can only say that, so far
as I am concerned, the statement that has been made has
not my authority. I was asked by a gentleman connected
with the press, whetber it was expected that there would
be any material modifications of the tarif this Session, and
I said I hoped it would not be necessary to open the tarif
at all, but it was simply an expression of opinion in answer
to an enquiry, and I thought it was of some advantage that
the statement should go to the country, because it would
prevent a great many deputations and parties coming to
Ottawa, at great trouble and expense to themselves, visiting
the capital, when I thought it was not likely to be attended
with the result they anticipated; but there was no intention
to say more than to express my personal impression and
hope that it would not be necessary to open the tariff at all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Was this an assurance to the
sugar combine of Montreal?

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to find that the Govern-
ment have taken a new way of communicating to the
public their intentions with regard to public policy. There
is a great deal of interest felt now in what are called the
combines. In Montreal there are a number of combines
now, and I see by this morning's paper that there is a new
combine, a combine of wringers, that is, proprietors of
washing machines. In Montreal we have a cotton combine,
a flour combine, a sugar combine, a rubb ýr combine, a shirt-
makers' combine, and an undertakers' combine. We cannot
even get buried on moderate terms now, though, no doubt,
the Government would like to bury some of us. Though
it may be proper for the Government to send this statement
through the-press, I think it would not be wise to follow
that as a principle hereafter, because it is very unwise and
very unfair to lay down an absolute statement that there
shall not be any changes in the tariff. Some of these com-
bines may make claims for the services which they have ren-
dered to the Government within the last two years, and the
Government may be hampered in dealing with their claims
by a statement of this kind. 1 think it would not be wisa
for the Government to adopt that course in order to inform
the public of their intentions. I was rather sorry to hear
the Finance Minister say that ho had given this as a sort of
authoritative statement. At first ho said he had not made
an authoritative statement on the subject, but afterwards
ho said something which meant that it was an authoritative
statement. If ho is going to give this sort of information
to the press, let him give it to aIl the papers; let him give
it to the Berald, the true organ of public opinion.

Motion agred to; and Rouse adjourned at 4:10 p.m.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDA, 29th February, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRATERs.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

The following mem ber, having previously taken the oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll containing the
same, took hie seat in the House:-

GEORGE F. BAIRD, Esquire, Member for the Eleetoral District of Queen's,
N.B., introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and the Hon. Mr. Foster.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. DESJARDINS presented the First Report of the Select
Committee appointed to supervise the Debates of this House.
He said : With tie leave of the House I move that this re-
port be now adopted. It is desirable that no delay should
occur in the arrangements for the reporting and publishing
of the Debates. These are only preliminary arrangements,
and ought to be adopted immediately in order that the work
may go on,

Mr. MITCHELL. I think, before we adopt that report,
we ought to know what it is.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It bas just been read.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it should lie upon the Table
of the House, in order that we may have an opportunity of
studying it.

Mr, DESJARDINS. There is nothing in it but the ap.
pointment of a reporter to succeed Mr. Eyvel, and a recom.
mendation of the same arrangements that we have made
the last two years, because the Government printing estab-
lishment is not yet in operation.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think it had botter stand
over.

SELECT STANDING COMM ITTEES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the report of the Special Committee appointed to strike the

Select Standing Committees be adopted.

He said: With the consent of the House, I propose to strike
from the Committee on Agriculture the name of the Minis-
ter of Militia, and insert the name of Mr. Gigault.

Mr. LAURIER. I would at the same time propose that
the name of Mr. Langelier (Montmorency) be substituted
for that of Mr. Chouinard.

Motion agreed to ; said committees being composed as
follows:-

No. I.-ON PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS.
Messieurs

Girouard, MoIntyre,
Hall, Mills (Bothwell),
Hudspeth, Moncreif,
Ives, Malock,
Kirkpatrick, Patterson (Essex),
Langelier(Montmor'cy),Préfontaine,
Langelier (Quebec), Prior,
Langevin, Riopel,
Laurier, Royal,
Lister, Temple,
Macdonald (Sir John), Thompson
Mackenzie, Tapper (ôumberland),
McCarthy, Weldon (Albert), and
McDonald (Victoria), Weldon (St. John).-2.

No. 2.-ON EXPIRING LAWS.

Mesieurs

Armstrong,
Andet,

Ooughlîn,
Oouture,
Daly,
Daoust,
De St.Georges,
Doyon,

Ferguson (Renfrew),
Freeman,
Gulet,
Hala,
Hesson,
Labrosse,
Lang,
Livingston,

McIntyre,
Perley (Assiniboia),
Putnam,
Royal,
Ste. Marie,
Tyrwhitt,
Ward, and
Yeo.-25.

And that the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven
Nombere.

No. 3.-ON RAILWAYS, ANALS AND TELEGRAPH LINES.

Meieurs
Amyot, Fisher, Mulock,
Armstrong, Poster, Patterson (Eusex),
Bain (Soulanges), Gaudet, Poney (Aseiniboia),
Bain (Wentwortb), Geoffrionq Perley (Ottawa),
Baird, Gillmor, Perry,
Barron, Girouard, Pope,
Beausoleil, Godbout, Porter,
Béchard, Gordon, Prfontaine,
Bergeron, Grandbois, Prior,
Bergin, GUAY, Purcell,
Bernier, Gulbault, Rinfret,
Blake, Haggart, Ropel,
Borden, Hale, Robilard,
Bourassa, Hall, Rose,
Bowell, Heson, Royal
Bowman, Hickey, RykrIt,
Boyle, Bendereon, Scarth,
Brien, Bolton) Soriver,
Brown, Hndspeth, Shanly,
Bryson, lunes, Skinner,
Burdett, Ivest Small,
Burns, Joneas, Smith (Montreal),
0ameron, Jone (Halifax), Smith (Ontario),
Cargill, KenDy, Bproule,
Carling, Kirkpatrick, Stevenson,
Caron, Labelle, Sutherland,
Cartwright, Landenkin, Taylor,
Oasey, Landry, Temple
Casgrain, Langelier (Quebec>, Thérien,
Ohapleau, Langevin, Thompson,
Charlton, Laurle. Tisdale,
Ohoquette, Laurier, Trow,
Chouinard, Lavergne, Tupper (Cumberland),
Cimon, Lister, Tupper (Pictou),
Olayes, Livîngeton, Tyrwhitt,
Cockburn, Macdonald (Sir John), Vanasse,
Colby, Mackenzie, Wallace,
Cook, MeOarthy, Ward,
Costigan, MoCulla, Watson,
Coursol, McDougald (Pictou), Weldon (Albert),
Couture, McDougall (0. Breton), Weldon (St John),
Ourran, McGreevy, White (cardwell),
Daly, &lCIntyre, White (Rentrew),
Davies, MeKay, Wilmot,
Davis, MeKeen, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Dawson, MoMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Elgin),
De St. Georges, Mc&ullen, Wllson (Lennox),
Desjardins, Iadill, Wood (Brockville>,
Dessaint, Mille (Annapolia), Wood (Wostmorelaud),
Edgar, Mille (Bothwell), Wright, and
Ferguson (Leeds & Gr.),Mitchell, yeo.-155.

terguson (eWelland), Mortague,

No. 4.-ON MISCELL ANEOUS PRIVATE BILLS.

Messieurs

Amyot,
Armstrong,
Audet,
Barrow,
Bell
Borcen,
Bourassa,
Brien,
Burdett,
Carpenter,
Caron,
Casey,
chisholm,
Choquette,
Chouinard,
Cochrane,
Oostigan,

Eisenhauer, McKay,
Ellis, McMillan (Huron),
Geoffrion, McMillan (Vaudreuil),
Gillmor, Madill,
Girouard, Mara'
Guilbanlt, Marshall,
Hale, Moffatt,
RHiekey, Moncreif,
Holton, Montague,
Ives, Montplaisir,
Jamieson, Mulock,
Joues (Digby), Reid,
Kenny, Robillard,
Labelle, Rowand,
Labrosse, Scriver,
Landry, Small,
Langelier(Moatmor'cy), Sproule,
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Amyot,
Barron,
Beauso'eil,
Blake,
Caron,
Casgrain,
Chaplean,
Colby,
costigan,

Ourran,
Davies,
Desaalniers,
Desjardin.,
Edgar,

4



COMMONS DEBATES. FEBRUARY

Coulombe, L4ngelier (Quebec), Tupper (Picton),
Couraol, Laurie, Vanssee,
Daly, Lavergne, Ward,
Daoust, Lovitt, Watson,
Davin Mcoulla, Weldon (Albert),
DeniIn, McDougall (C.Breton), Weldon (8t. John),
Dickinson, McGreevy, Wilson(Argenteuil),and
Edgar, McIntyre, Wright.-75.

And ehat the Quorum of the said Committee to consist of Seven
Members.

No. 5.-ON STANDING ORDERS.
Messieurs

Bain (Wentwortb), Gaudet, Paterson (Brant),
Bergeron, Gigault, Patterson (Essex),
Brin, Gillmor, Perry,
Burdett, Gordon, Porter,
Casgrain, Jones (Digby), Rinfret,
Clayes, Landerkin, Robertson (King's),
Coughlin, Langelier(Montmor'cy),Smith (Montreal),
Coulombe, Lavergne, Stevenson,
Denison, Macdowall, Sutherland,
De St. Georges, McKeen, Thérien,
Dessaint, Marshall, Turcot,
Dupont, Mille (Annapolis), Wilmot,
Ferguson (Leeds & Gr.),Moffat, Wilson (Lennox), and
Ferguson (Renfrew), Montplaisir, Wood (Brockville).-44.
Ferguson (Welland), O'Brien,

Andthat the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Seven
Members.

No. 6.-ON PRINTING.
Messieurs

Desjainams,
poster,
Granbois,
Innes,
McMullen,
Putnam,

Somerville,
Taylor,
Tisdale,
Trow, and
Vanasse.-17.

No 7.-ON PUBLIC AUCOUNTS.
Messieurs

Bain (Soulanges),
Baker,
Baird
Béchard,
Bergeron,
Bergmt
Blkee
Bowell,
Oarling,
Cartwright,
Chapleau,
Charlton,
Oolby,
Costigan,
Oourgol,'
Davies,
Eillis,
Foster,
Gillmor,

And that
Members.

Baker,
Beausoleil,
Béchard,
Bernier,
Blake,
Borden,
Bowell,
Bowman,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Burns,
Cameron,
Cargill,
Cartwright,
Oasgrain,
Cimon,
clayes,
Cochraet
Oockburn,
Cook,
Coursol,
Curran,

Grandbois,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Bolton
Jones (Halifax),
Langelier (Québec),
Lister,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Mocdonald (Huron),
Mackenzie,
McCarthy,
McDougald (Pictou),
McLelan,
mcMullenp
Madill,
Mitchell,
Moncreiff,
Mulock,'

Perley (Ottawa),
Pope,
Rinfret,
Riopel,
Rykert,
Bearth,
Scriver,
Bmith (Ontario),
Somerville,
Taylor,
Tupper (Cumberland),
Tupper (Picton),
Wallace,
Welsh,
White'(Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wood (Brockville), and
Wood (Westmorelad-

the Quorum of the said Committee do consist of Nine Dmout
1 down•

No 8.-ON BANKING AND COMMERCE.
geusleurs

Guilbault,
Guillet,
Raggart,
Hall,
Hesson,
Henderson,
Bolton,
Ives,
Jamieson,
Joncas,
Jones (alifax),
Kenny,
Kirk,
Kirkpatrick,
Labelle
Landerkin,
Landry,
Lang,
Langelier (Quebec),
Lister,
Lovitt,
Macdonald (Sir John),
Macdonald (Huron),

Moncreliff,
O 'Brien,
Patersoti (Brant),
Perley (Ottawa),
Préfontaine,
Purcell,
Reid,
Riopel,
Royal,
Rykert,
Scarth,
Scriver,
Semple,
Bhanly,
Skinner,
Smith (Mfontreal),
Butherland,
Temple,
Thérien,
Thompson,
Tisdale,
Tupper (Cumberland),
Turcot,

Davies,
Dawson,
Desjardins,
Dickinson,
Dupont,
Eisenhauer,
Ellis,
Fiset,
Flynn,
Freenan,
Gigault,
Girouard,

And«
Member

Maodowall,
Mackenzie,
McCarthy,
McDonald (Victoria),
Mct)ougald (Picton),
McGreevy,
McLelan,
MeNeill,
Mara,
Masson,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,

Vanasse,
Wallace,
Weldon (Albert),
Weldon (St. John),
Welsh,
White (Cardwell),
White (Renfrew),
Wilson (Argenteuil),
Wood (Westmoreland),
Wright, and
Yeo.-104.

that the Quorum of the said Oommittee do consist of Nine
s.

No. 9.-ON AGRICULTURE AND COLONIZATION.

Messieurs

A rmstrong,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Bain (Wentworth),
Baker,
Béchard,
Bell,
Bernier,
Bourassa,
Bowmau,
Brien,
Bryson,
Burdett,
Burns,
Cameron,
Carling,
Carpenter,
Chapleau,
Chisholm,
Chequette,
Cimon,
Cechrane,
Colby,
Coughlin,
Couture,
Daoust,
Davin,
Davis,
Dawson,
Desaulniers,
Dessaint,

And that the Q
Members.

Diekinson, Mara,
Doyon, Marshall,
Eisenhauer, Masson,
Ferguson (Leeds& Gren) Mitchell,
Ferguson (Renfrew), Montagne,
Ferguson (Welland), Montplaisir,
Fiset, Paterson (Brant),
Fisher, Perley (Ottawa),
Flynn, Perry,
Gaudet, Platt,
Gigault, Pope,
Goibout, Robertson,
Grandbois, Ross,
Guay, Rowand,
Guilbault, Royal,
Guillet, Ste. Marie,
Hesson, Semple,
Innes, Smith (Ontario),
Joncas, Sproule,
Jones (Digby), Stevenson,
Kirk, Sutherland,
Labrosse, Taylor,
Landry, Trow,
Lang, Tyrwhitt,
Laurie, Watson,
Livingston, White (Renfrew),
Macdonald ([uron), Wilson (Elgin),
McMillan (Huron), Wilson (Lennox),
McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wright, and
McNeill, Yeo.-91.

uorum of the said Committee do consist of Nine

REPORT.

Report cf the Royal Commission on Railways.-(Mr.
Pope.)

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

RICHARD CARPWRIGHT. I desire to ask the
er of Agricilture, if the report of his department
en brought down, or when he expects to bring it

CARLING. The report of the department of
iture is made up to the end of the year, and it will
on the Table in about two weeks.

BUSINESS OF T IE HOUSE.

RICHARD CARTWRIG HT. I would like to make
estion to the First Minister. He may have observed
have given notice of a motion to discuss the trade
ns between this country and the United States. Now,
been represented to me by several members, includ-
me members on the other side of the House, that, in
g with a motion of this kind, it would be convenient
e should name some definite day on which it might
3en up, and I think it would also be convenient and
e convenience of the hon. gentlemen, as well as ours,
rhen once begun the discussion should proceed with
disposed of de die in diem. It is obvious that it can-
disposed of in a single evening, in all probability,
will be very inconvenient, as the hon, gentleman is
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Amyot,
Bergin,
Bourassa,
Bowell,
Charlton,
Davin,
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aware, to throw it over for three or four days. I do not
propose to move in the matter now, but I would suggest, if
convenient to the First Minister and to the House, that we
might name Wednesday of next week for the discussion,
and thon proceed with it de die in diem.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I bave no objection. I
quite agree that this is a very important subject, and should
be discussed de die in diern until the whole matter is dis.
posed of. I have no objection to name Wednesday, which
will be a very good day, because Wednesday and Thursday
belong to the House and not to the Government ; with
this reservation, that if the protocols are not ready to be
sent down, it will be postponed until the House is in pos-
session of all tho papers on the fishery question.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that ho would like to have the dis-
cussion postponed if the protocols are not ready ?

Sir JOH NT A. MACDONALD. Yes, and on these terms
Wednesday would be a very good day.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps, thon, the
First Minister will bo able to ascertain to-morrow whether
they will be ready or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They will be forwarded
to Sir Charles Tupper.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Otherwise it would
be inconvenient to name a day, and thon have to adjourn
the debate indefinitely.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. IL will be known in time.

MESSAGE FROM HIIS EXCELLENCY.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presonted a Message from
His Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-
LANSDOWNE.

The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, an ap-
proved Minute of Council, appointing the Right Honorable Sir John
Macdonald, G.C.B, President of the Queen's Privy Council for Canada,
the Honorable Sir Hector [angevin, K..M.G., Ninister of Publie
Works, the Honorable Sir Charles Tupper, G.C.M.G., Minister of
Finance, and the Honorable Mr. Costigan, Minister of Inland Revenue,
to act with the Speaker of the House of Commons, as Commissioners
for the purposes and under the provisions of the Act, Ohapter 13 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, intituledI: "An Act respecting the House
of 0 ommons."
GOVIRNMENT ROUSIE,

OTTAWA, 28th February, 1888.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 3) to protect the owners of certain bottles and
other vessels therein mentioned.-(Mr. Denison.)

PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL DISTRICT JUDICIARY.

Mr. LABROSSE asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to appoint, at an early day, a Judge for the
Judicial District ot' the Counties of Prescott and Russell, to
fill the vacancy caused by the death of Judge Daniels,
which occurred last spring ?

Mr. THOMPSON. It is the intention of the Govern-
ment to make that appointment at an early date.

ELECTORAL LISTS.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, What is the total amount paid,
up to date, for the preparation, revision, &o., of the voters'
lists, since the coming into force of the Electorai Franchise
Act; and what is the amount claimed for salaries, disburse-
mente, &c., by revising officers, and not yet paid?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. This question should rather have
been made in the form of an address. I may say to the
hon. member that in the report which will shortly be pub-
lished on the expenses and the impressions of these electoral
lists, a portion of the information asked for will be found.
But the item is a considerable one, and I think the hon.
member would do botter to give notice for an address. At
al events, ho will have his answer in a report which will
be laid before the House within two or three days.

Mr. CHOQUE TTE. I should like to learn from thehon.
Minister if the amount of suma claimed and not yet paid will
appear in this report ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

ELEcIORAL DISTRICT OF DORCBESTER.

Mr. AMYOT asked, On what date was the warrant of
the Speaker of the House of Commons issued and trans-
mitted to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery for the elec.
tion of a member for the electoral district of Dorchester, in
the place of the late H. Duchesnay ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The order of the Speaker was
emanated on the 23rd August, and received in the office of
the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery the following day.

MONTREAL HARBOR.

Mr. DESJARDINS (for Mr. CURRAN) asked, Is it the
intention of the Government during the present Session to
take measures to relieve the harbor of Montreal of the
charge of interest on the cost of deepening the channel of
Lake St. Peter ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In reply to thd hon. mem.
ber, I may state that this question is under the present con-
sideration of the Government.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-RBCEIPTS AND
EXPEN, DITURE.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, What is the total amount of
the receipts and of the expenditure of the Intercolonial
Railway during the last four fiscal years ?

Mr. POPE. In 1883.4 the earnings of the road were $2,-
353,647.26, and the working expenses, 82,344,579.09; in
1884.5 the earnings were 82,368,153.65 and the working ex.-
penses, $3,411.477.91; in 1885-6 the earnings were82,383,-
200.77 and the working expenses, $2,489,243.61; in 1886-7
the earnings were $2.596,009.83, and the working expense,
#2,828,115.58.

COMMISSIONERS ON INDIAN LANDS NRAR
CAYUGA.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, 1. At what date
Walter Jones and -- Genroy were appointed Com-
missioners to value improvements and report on titles to
certain Indian lands occupied by squatters in the Vicinity
of Cayuga? 2. Whether said appointient Wag made by
Order in Council or by the Departmient of Indian AZirs?
3. Whether a circular was issued by the said Department
during the month of October, 1887, to the occupants of said
lands, advising them of said appointment and9f the duties
of the said Commissioners?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). In obedience to repeated re-
quests for the settlement of this question Mesrs. Walter
Jones and Robert Glenny were appointed on the 15th
October, 1887, to inspect and value certain Indian lands
occupiec by squatters in the town lot of Cayuga which had
been surveyed by Mr. Decow, P.US., in the year 1883.
The appointment of these gentlemen was made by the De-
partment of Indian Affairs. A circular was issued by the
eid department on the 28th October, 1887, to the occ-
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pants of the said lands, advising them of the appointment
of hessrs. Walter Jones and Robert Glenny and of the duties
assigned to them in connection with the inspection and
valuation of the said lands, and informing each of the
squatters that if his title to the improvements made on the
land is found to be correct, ho would have an opportunity
of purchasing such land as he occupied.

CAYUGA POST OFFICE

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, 1. Whether a lot
of land was purchased in the village of Cayuga as a site
for a post office, and if so, what was agreed to be paid for
same ? 2. What is the estimated cost of erecting a post
office in the said village of Cayuga ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. A lot was purchased for
$450. A contract bas been given for the erection of the
buildings, the amount of the contract being 87,874.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND STEAK COMLMUNICA-
TION.

Mr. PERRY asked, Have the Dominion Government
taken any stops towards carrying out the suggestions of
Earl Granville, contained in his despatch to Lord Lans-
downe, dated March 30th, 1886, on the subject of carrying
out the terms of Confederation on the part of the Federal
Government with the Province of Prince Edward Island,
with respect to continuous efficient steam communication
with the main land ?

Mr. FOSTER. The Dominion Government are taking,
from time to ime, stops towards carrying out the sugges-
tionis of Earl Granville, contained in bis despatch to Lord
Lansdowne, dated March 30th, 1886, on the subject of
carrying out the terms of Confederation on the part of the
Federal Government with the Province of Prince Edward
Island, with respect to continuous efficient steam com.
munication with the main land ?

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT moved for:
Return, in the forni used in the Statements usnal!y published in the

Gazette, of the Exports and Imports from the lst day of July, 1887, to
the lst day of March, 1889, distinguishing the products of Canada and
those of other countries.

He said: I have no objection, if it will facilitate the matter,
to the Minister of Customs producing this return, minus
British Columbia, as is very often done.

Mr. BOWELL. Very well.

TRADE COMBINATIONS.

Mr. WALLACE moved:

That a Select Oommittee be appointed to examine into the nature,
extent and effect of certain combnations said to exist with reference to
the purchase and sale in Canada of any foreign or Canadian products,
with power to send for persons, papers and records.

And further, with power to examine persons called before the com-
mittee on oath.

Said committee to consist of Messrs. Bain (Soulanges), Bain (Went-
worth), Béchard, Boyle, Casgrain, Daly, Flynn, Gillmor, Guillet,
Grandbois, Landry, McDougald (Pictou), McKay, Paterson (Brant),
Wood (Westmoreland), and the mover.

le said : The question that I have to submit to the
consideration of the House to-day is one of very consider-
able importance. The question of the nature and the extent
of the varions combines in this country demands at
the bands of this Parliament the fuilest investigation,
not only because it affects the issue as to whether
the people are to pay higher prices for manufactured arti-
cles and other products under the influence of these com-
, MX. WrITE (Cardwell).

bines and trusts, but also because in it are involved the im-
portant interests of public morality and personal freedom
of action. Certain combinations of persons engaged in the
same lines of trade and business are necessary and proper
for the legitimate conduct of their affairs; and on this
point the Chicago Board of Trade bas passed a resolution
defining the fundamental principles common to Exchanges,
and of Boards of Trade, which resolution I will take the
liberty of reading to the Bouse. The resolution declares
the purposes of such asEociations to be:

" To maintain a commercial exchange; to promote uniformity in the
customs and usages of merchants; to inculcate principles of justice and
equity in trade; to facilitate the speedy adjustment of business disputes;
to acquire and disseminate valuable commercial and economic informa-
tion ; and generally to secure to its members the benefits of co-operation
in the furtherance of their legitimate pursuits."

These are the lines laid down, not, perhaps, in so many
words, but generally by the Boards of Trade of this country,
and also may be considered the lines upon which manufac-
turing industries may combine legitimately. We are told
that various Boards of Trade, that combinations of varions
kinds of manufacturing industries, have gone further than
this. We are told that they have combined to regulate
prices, and not only to regulate the prices at which the
manufacturers shall sell, but also the prices at which.the
dealers are bound to sell. We have here the evidence of a
Montreal firm, Lightbound, Ralston & Co., who refused to
join the sugar combine, and who made the following state-
ment, and it is an important one, as showing that this not
only affects the manufacturers but the dealers: -

" The Wholesale Grocers' Guild succeeded last September in getting
the refiners committed to an arrangement whereby firms whose names
were not on the list had to pay rather more than f cent per lb. on yellow,
and nearly 1 cent per lb. on white sugars, more than members of the
Guild were paying, and at the same time, with every 100 barrels of
granulated had to purchase 200 barrels of yellow sugar, whether in
want of the latter or not."

The effect of which was virtually to drive all those out of
the business who were not members of this Grocers' Guild.
I have here a copy of the agreemont which is said to have
been signed by this Grocers' Guild, of which I will read
two olauses:

" We, the subcribers to this agreement, hereby convenant and agree
for ourselves and with each other to faithfully and honorably perform
and carry out the ternis and conditions hereinafter set forth for the
regulation and sale of ail graded sugars.

" Any firm or individual belonging to this association who shall sell
the articles stipulated, or allow them to be sold, for less than the price
fixed by the committee, shall be reported to the committee of arbitra-
tion, and upon conviction of that fact to the satisfaction of the com-
mittee, said member shall be expelled from the association by a majority
of the votes at any regular meeting, a vote of censure shall be placed
upon the records and reported to all the manufacturera of the article
in question."

Now, I think the effect of that would be to simply drive
those men who do not conform to this cast-iron regulation
out of the business. I think it is a most extraordinary
proceeding, because it interferes with the freedom of trade,
which is the right of mon dealing in any article in this
country. We know also, or we hear, that these combines
are working in other directions. We know that in the arti-
cle of coal, an article of most vital importance, more par-
ticularly to the inhabitants of cities, a ring has been in
operation for many years, and that to the disadvantage of
the people of this country. I have here a statement com-
piled by a New York paper, showing the cost of
a ton of coal, the cost of handling a ton of coal,
the amount of royalties to be paid, and, allowing
for large profits, more than 25 per cent. for every
one handling it, and showing that coal can be do-
livered in New York for 83.49 per ton. Estimating the
sane ratio of expenses, it would cost a littie more, say, in
the city of Toronto, but, in the calculation which I have
here, and the details of which I will not trouble the Bouse
with, I find that the rates of freight are three-fourths of a cent
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per ton per mile, which is a larger amount than the Cana- Canada; but interfere wiLh the trade of the country and are
dian Pacifie Railway charges for the transport of wheat an exerescence on the National Policy.
from Winnipeg to Montreal, and we know by experience Mr. EDGAR. If the use nd the country required
that coal can be cari ied on our railroads at a much cheaper
rate than wheat,in the proportion of three to five. It will cost
83 for the same weight of coal and 85 for the same weightpainful effort made by the mver
of wheat. Thus, allowing a profit of not less than 25 per cent. ti aefence of t pei o p ec h an atek
to every one handling it, and more than that in many cases,
coal could ho sold in Toronto for $1 per ton, while to-day upon combines. Now, Sir, when I saw this motion upon
the price is not less than $7 a ton, and I believe more. the paper I certainly theught a new era was dawning for
Some have said that a scarcity of coal occurs, but such this country, and that hon, gentlemen opposite, who have
is not the case, because the coal miners have te so long supperted the policy of protection in ail its teatures,
shut down three months out of the twelve in the bad begun te se seme new light upen the subjeet, and were
year, so that the production shall not be too great, yelding te the influence cf public opinion, and were geing,
se that the supply cf ceai onhn'hhntb themselves, te strike the first blow against the pobicy ofso hatthesuply f calon hand shall not be
too large. They work nine months in the year te protection.
produce ail the coal necesary for the wants of the United Mr. WALLACE. Oh, ne.
States, Canada and their other markets. I regard these
combinations, applied not only to the manufacturers but to Mr. EDGAR. Well, se far as the hon. gentleman's attack
the dealers, as being of the most dangerous kind, and I upen combines among trades went, I entirely agree with
think the Parliament of Canada should deal with and hir and I entirely agree with his motion, se far as itgees;
examine into them, as I propose this committee shall do, but, surely, ho is net going as far as the country wiIi
and report to Parliament in regard to the matter. We recuire, when he baves eut ef lis motien combines
hear that there are combinations not only in sugar and in ameng the manufacturers. Certainly we want te investig-
coal, but in many other articles. A combine is in existence ate the resnIts cf combines ameng importers and people who
to day for oatmeal, for biscuits, for confectionery, for coal buy and sol. They may ho ail right-I do net siy whe.
oil; and the financial success which bas attended the oper- ther they are riglt or wrong; but certainly affaira have
ations of the combine and trusts already formed will natur- core te a pasg when an investigation should take place
ally encourage other manufacturers and producers to go as te whether they are right or wrong, and if wrong,
into this sort of arrangement frorm which there seems to be some remedy sbonld be found. When 1 saw this motion, I
so much profit. We know further that many articles pro- concluded that we had arrived at the third and lat stage cf
duced in Englind, which are not produced in this country, the systemn cf protection. The first stage, we knew, was
or not to any extent, or not of the same quality as those very pleasant for the manufacturers, at Icast. They bad
produced in the old country, are sold in Canada according the market te themsclves, and they mado meney, cf course,
to prices regulated in England. The manufacturer in Eng- at the expense cf the consumera. Wall, that hasted a while,
land sells at a certain price, and he compels the Canadian until it tecame appnrent te people who had money te in-
dealer to sell those articles at not less than a certain figure. vest tbat there wete splendid epportunities for making
I think it should be the daty cf this committee, if money by going into soma cf these prected industries.
it should be the wish of the House to appoint it, Thon everybody rushed in whe coald get a chance, and
to investigate these matters also. Some persons have said what the resuit was before long, in this country, is a mat-
that the remedy for this state of affairs is to abolish the ter of history. These higbly protected industries wcre
duties on theso articles. I sec tiat some newspapers ucarly ai overdone, and the nanufacturers in their tam
have taken the ground that the remedy for the sugar corn- sufed boss. Wall, for a short time the consuers reaped
bine is to abolish the duties on sugar. I do not agree with the bcnefit cf that, and the advocates cf a high tarif told the
that proposition. I think the National Policy is calculated country: IThere you seo, you are getting competition; that
to stand on its own merits. I think that this country can is what we promised you, you are getting competition, and
abolish and destroy the combines without destroying the yen are getting cheap gcods." As a resait cf this competi-
efficacy of the National Policy. Last year, the duty on tien among the manufactarera the third stage cf the pro.
coal was abolished, but, instead of the combine ceasing to tective system at hast came on, namoIy, combines among
have its influence and power, though we have free coal in manufacturera te pretect themacîves againat the public. A
Canada, of the kind commonly consumed in our houses, that great deai tee much capital lid been threwn into these
combine is more powerful to.day than it was last year when prected industries, tbey were being worked at a boss, and
there was a duty upon it, showing that the effect of the the third stage bas now arrived, that is te say, combines
National Policy, the effect of the duties, has nothing to do ameng the manufacturers against the people. Now, we see
with the combines which are formed. I would prefer to that exactly the same thing bas occurred in the United
have the duty on an article, because we would control, if we States. It la trno that it tok a longer time te manifest
can control, and I think we can, those matters more it6elf there, the country being se large th A it was more
effectively in our own hands, in regard to articles produccd difficuit te form cer binations ef ail the persons engagod
in this country. We have precedents for the course we in the diffarent industrios. The new Morrill Tarif came
propose to be taken. ln the United States, where those into force in April, 1865, and it was net until the hast year
trusts and combines are more powerful than they are in or twe that thtse combines have been formed. It teck more
Canada, we find that, in the State Legislature at Albany, than 20 years for the interests who wore suffering frein the
they have introduced a Bill for the suppression of those competition that naturabby came abeutte protecttbemsolves
combints. I have a copy of that Bil, and it deals most by combines. But ia Canada, being a mach smaller country,
effectively with ibis question. A fter the House of Cormmons we have reached the third stuge mach morerapdiy, aud we
have investigated this matter, if necessary, if we cannot have eaught ai) to the United Statcs, although we have oniy
accomplish our purpose in any other way-and perhaps we been eigbt or nine years arder a high ptetective tarif.
canr,ot-we can follow the example set by the United Now, havicg met here tc-day, we oaght to try, la a states-
8!ates in this matter by bringing in a Bill which will have manlike manner, te find a remdy for the cviis that exist.
the effect f destroying and making iilegal ail these com.Not only ut Albany, la the Legislature cf t Sta et
bines, which net ory raise the prices te the people cf Nw York, as the hon. genatem n sayse, bt in the
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Congress of the United States, committees have been
formed to investigate this subject during the present
bession. Now, I do not deny, Sir, that combines may
exist without protection; in the case of anthracite coal,
for instance, to which the hon. gentleman referred, a
conbination does exist in the United States, although
the anthracite coal is not protected in that country. The
reason for that is this: There is not a tarif protection,
there is not an artificial protection, there is not a statutory
protection on anthracite coal, but there is a protection by
nature, because the United States is the only country in
the world that produces that particular kind of coal, and
therefore all they have to do in the case of this natural
production is to make a combination. It might be just the
same in Canada, in case maple sugar was not produced in
the Northern States. We could form, without any protec-
tion on maple sugar, a combination here among the people
who would buy it up or produce it, and no artificial tarif
protection. would be necessary to make a combination in a
case of that kind. The case of anthracite coal being the
subject of a combination is, I dare say, a very bad one, and
one that should be looked into and put a stop to if we can
do so. The article of anthracite coal being a subject of com-
bination in Canada as well as the United States, arises from
the fact that it is not produced anywhere else than in the
United States,and it is the American combination that creates
a subordinate combination-a small donkey engine to work
out their larger scheme in Canada. It bas nothing to do with
the tarif either one way or the other. I quite agree with
the hon. member that there are combinee, or combinations or
organisations, that are perfectly lawful and perfectly legiti-
mate. The combinations among workingmen to maintain
their own rights, the rights of labor, are, in my judgment,
at ail events, perfectly right and perfectly legitimate, so
long as they keep within the beends of the law. Then,
trade associations are continually making combinations of
a very proper character to assist one another in their mutual
interests. But when combinations are accompanied by
monopolies, there, I think, is the distinction and there is
where we ought to interfcre, whatever the remedy may be.
My impression is that in regard to ail those combinations
in Canada which occur in articles which are protected by a
high tarif, the simple and only radical remedy is to remove
those duties and let in fo eign competition, and that will
kill the combination nt once. Other combinations that are
not protected by the high tarif may require special logis-
lation, and I dare say this committee will discover it.
Public opinion bas been aroused very strongly in
the United States on this subject. In Congress a
committee was appointed this very Session, very
much of the same oharacter as the committée pro.
posed, to enquire into and report upon the action of
trusts and combines. Perhaps trusts and combines are
more dangerous to the community in the United States
than they have yet become here; at all events they have
had more influence upon the public men and the politicans
there than they appear to have lad here. I did hope to
hear my hon. friend say that, if it were the fact, that the
protective tariff renders those combines possible, he would
go against the tariff. I hope yet to hear some hon,
gentleman opposite make this statement, although my hon.
friand has not done so. I will take the liberty of showing
the House how some republican protectionists in the Con-
gress of the United States, in the House of Representatives
at all events, have taken ground above party on this ques-
tion, and while they affirm themsolves to be adherents of a
policy ef protection, they say that if it las had the effect,
which is attributed to it by the public in the United States
to-day. of fostering those combines, they will go for a
reduotion of duties. Mr. Mason, of Chicago, is an active
republican protectionist. He introduced the firêt resolution
on the snbject in Congress in January, and it was referred

Mr. DGAa.

to the Committee on Manufactures, which brought in a
recommendation to the House with a more comprehensive
resolution of the same character. In the debate that took
place on the 26th January upon the latter resolation, Mr.
Mason used these words:

" There are some industrious and energetic men in this country
who would like to have a corner upon sunshine, andi levy a tariff, of a
thousand dollara each, on every ray of foreign sunlight."

Then he was asked by Mr. Nelson of Minnesota:
" Have yen any doubt in your own mind that the tarif laws in-

directly co-operate te aid these trusta?"

Mr. Mason, in reply, said :
" I will say, in response te the gentleman from Minnesota, that I have

no doubt there i a class of trusta and a class of men who take advantage
of the tarif laws. We, who believe in a higher protective tariff, think
there should be some way te avoid taking advantage of the laws and
perverting them from their proper purpose. B-t se fir as I am con-
cerned, expressing also, 1 believe, the sentiments of the people of my
district, I presume if there is a proper way of meeting the difficulty
this committe eau report a proper Bill, but if there is no way te protect
the people from these exactions of trusts except the revision of the tariff,
se far as I am concerned, I am ready te vote for that now."

I sincerely hope that before the discussion in the country
upon this question of combines is finished, we shall find
members willing to acknowledte the error, just as Mr.
Mason has donc as representing his district, which means
Chicago, and that they will come forward and say that if it
is necessary to remove those duties to prevent combines,
they will do so. It is impossible to deny that the feeling
in this country against these combines is general, and it is
not confined to one set of political thinkers or one class of
mon. I could quote a very strong article in the New York
feraldof Monday last, headed: " Trusts worse than Slavery,"
in which the trusts are attacked in a most vigorous
manner. I do not say that the New York Berald is an
infallible authority, but I do say this, that, like the London
Times, it tries to go with public opinion, and it may be
fairly taken on any great question as representing the pub-
lic opinion of the day. But we do not require to go to New
York te find strong language in the independent press against
combines. There is a newspaper published in Montreal,
which certainly is not a Liberal paper, it prides itself on
being an independent paper, but I have always thought
that the Montreal Star was more Conservative than Lib.
eral.

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg your pardon.
Mr. EDGA.R. I didn't say the Herald; I would not

venture to quote the language of that organ of publio
opinion, the Herald, when the hon. member or Northum.
berland (Mr. Mitchell) is here himself. However, I would
like to read to the louse a short article from the Montreal
daily Star, published on the 14th inst., on this subject, and
I would commend it to the attention of my hon. friends
opposite. It is headed, "The Combines, " and is as fol-
lows:-

" The question of the suppression of 'the combines1' is not merely a
question of the whole nation paying a cent or two a pound more for its
sugar than it need pay. It is the growth of the 'combine ' system that
we hare to fear. The rapid development of the trade trusts in the
United States and the financial success of the trusts in Canada is alarm-
ing. Soon every article, the manufacture of which requires the invest-
ment of large capital, will be controlled by a trust in he United States,
and the spectacle of Canadian commercial corporations earning more
than the amount of their whole capital in a siagle year must prove very
tempting to tho3e manufacturer in Canada wo have not yet formed
' combines.' The abolition of the protective duties on the articles con-
trolled by the Canadian 'combines,' at n neearliest possible day, bas be-
come an imperative necessity. The friends of the National Policy must
see that this is necessary The ouly pssibl.e alternative is free trade;
and of the two evili, frea trade or 'combines' protected at the expense
of the nation, we prefer free trade. We b.elieve that under the peculiar
conditions which p!revait in Canada protection is absolutely necessary
te the development of the country-"

So you see this is a protectionist organ.
"--bt protection for the benefit of 'combines,' protection to make
wealthy monopolists more wealthy, is impossible in a free country.
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While 'combines' are protected, the National Policy is in danger.
There is another danger to be feared fom these gigantic trade mono-
polies: they constilute a menace to our political freedom."

I would particularly commend that to the attention of the
hon. gentleman opposite,-

"They eau afford to make liberal contributions to campaign fnnds
out of their enormous profits, in return for the protection afforded them
by law.

That is not in the United States, Sir, it is in Canada,-
" In the interests of political morality as well as in the interests of

the Canadian consumer, the 'combines' must go."
Now, Sir, I have no doubt that the hon. mover of this
motion does not desire to shut out from bis committee en.
quiry into combines which we are told exist among manu-
facturers, and I dare say the hon. gentleman will accept
an amendment which I offer to his resolution, in order
to make the investigation include such combines. I also
think that the object which ho bas in moving his resolu-
tion, and which I am sure the whole louse will have in
supporting it, would be promoted by his adding a provision
that the committee, in addition to examining into the sub-
ject, should suggest to the House what, if any, changes in
the law seem to be necessary in the publie interest. I am
sure he cannot want this committee simply to be anu exam-
ining committee without any authority or direction from
the House to make practical suggestions. In the States
they call such committees Ismnelling committees," and I am
sure ho does not want this to be a conmittee simply to
smell out grievances and leave them there, but he wants it
to suggest some remedy. I have a strong conviction my-
self that the only real remedy for combines which are pro-
tected by a high tariff, is to reduce the duty. But there
may be some combines which are not affected by the tariff
and which would require some other remedies, and I have
no doubt we would all be glad to know what they are.
Therefore, in order to include manufacturiug combines, I
move:

That the said resolution be amended by addin g after the word "sale"
in the third Une thereof, the words, " or manufacture and sale."

Mr. GUILLET. Having seon this resolution before
it was moved, and having had some conversation with the
mover of it, I am sure he fully intended that the enquiry
should cover all combinations, whether thoso of manufac-
turers or other3, and, therefore, I presume thore will be no
objection on his part to the amendment. The hon. member
who bas spoken last might have spared us the ebullition of
feeling which, on every occasion on which the question of
the National Policy arises, is displayed by the other side of
the House. But I suppose we ought not to complain that
those gentlemen feo seo sore about the National Policy. A
little boy once said to bis mother : " Mother, I wish you
would make sister stop crying every time I strike her with
a club." It would be equally unreasonable for us te complain
of those gentlemen becoming indignant every time they feel
that club. It is well known that the advocates of the
National Policy in this House and in the country intended
not only that it should stimulate manufactures, but alseo
that it should promote competition in the country; and the
patriotic object of this resolution is to see that any attempt
which may be made to destroy competition should be pre-
vented. I do not think the people would be willing to see
the National Policy wiped out. There are evils incident
to every progressive movement and to every reform, as bas
been well bhown by writers on progressive government and
political economy, and it is necessary to watch these evils. It
is necessary that the friends of the National Policy should
discover what those incidentai evils are, in order to see that
the people of Canada shall not lose the great blessings that
have been brought to them by that policy. I say we would
be no better off if we removed protection and exposed our-
heloe to greater combinations which we could not

get rid of, whereas now we have only, to deal with
combinations which we eau get rid of. What was
said in a report to the British House of Commons ?
The laboring classes are very little aware of the extent to
which they are often indebted for being employed at all,
to the capitalists, and of the immense losses which their
employers voluntarily incur in order to destroy foreign com-
petition and keep possession of foreign markets. Instances
are well known of employers having carried on their works
at a los of £300,000 or £400,000 in order to meet
and crush foreign competition. These large capitalists
are the great instruments of warfare against competing
capitalists in foreign countries. " It is the duty of English
manufacturers," says Lord Brougham, " to crash foreign
industries in their cradie," To such influences as these
would our infant industries be exposed were it not for pro-
tection, and were protection removed ruin would soon over-
take them. There are other ways of curing the ovils, which
are of lesser moment as compared with the blessings that
have flowed from the National Policy, than by destroying
that policy itself. The people, though in some cases unduly
alarmed by exaggerated reports, aro not opposed to the Na-
tional Policy. Ali they require is that where evils exist, they
should be remedied by the strong hand of the law. Modern
writers have admitted that the most advanced civilisations
are subject to these evils, and that by legislation we must
prevent combinations and conspiracies againstthe individual
freedom of the trader. The enquiry we propose to make
is not in the interests of the manufacturer, but in the in-
terests of the people, and I trast the Government will
grant this committee. I am sure it will result in good;
I am sure the result of its deliberations will be to check the
evils that may have arison, if they are suoh as they have
been represented to be, but we know that grave exagger-
ations and misrepresentations have been made on this
subject. I do not think the evils are as extensive as they
are represented to be, but, such as they are, this committee
will discover them and apply the remedy. Even in the
days of free trade, even in that period which is called by
comparison the free trade period of Canada, there were
rings. There were coal oil rings, and sait rings, and other
rings under the administration of the gentlemen opposite,
so that these evils cannot be attributed to a protective tariff.
ln those days of free trade, rings existed which raised the
prices of necessaries of life, and yet they were
not taken hold of and suppressed by the Govern-
ment then in power. I will not take up the
time of the House by any further remarks in sec-
onding this resolution. It would only prejudge the catse to
enter into any attack on these combinations, before
they have any opportunity of representing their side ofthe
question. They may show that they are not guilty of the
charges so recklessly made; and I trust that when the en-
quiry is made, we will be able to show, by most satisfactory
evidence to the louse, that we have put the merits of this
question on a footing that will enable the House to deal
with it in an intelligent manner.

Mr. LISTER. The motion made by the hon, gentle-
man wbo introduced this resolution is a timely motion
indeed, but I would say to him what bas been often said
before of men who seek to occupy antagonistic positions,
that he cannot chew meal and whistle at the same timo. Hie
cannot condemn the combine and at the same time attempt
to sustain the so-called National Policy or h igh tariff policy of
this Administration. So far as the combines are concerned or
the trusts, they are the natural and inevitable outcome of
a high protective tariff, but before I enter into the ques-
tion at any great length, I desire to say to the hon.
gentleman and the Government, that it is ungenerous and
ungrateful on their part to make this attack upon the
manufacturer& of the country. Does not the hon. gentl.
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man remember that it is largely owing to the influence of
these manufacturera that he probably holds his seat to day ?
Does he not remember the celebrated meeting that took
place in 1882, in the Queen's Hotel, at which the First
Minister presided? Does he not remember how numerously
that meeting was attended, ard las ho forgotten the
almost historie words of his right hon. leader, when the
latter reminded the manufacturers that he was the monkey
in the tree shaking th'e acorns and they were the hogs
below eating it, and that they had to come down, and they
did come down ? What was the result ? Why, in 1882,
it is an open secret, which men who protess to know any-
thing of politics in this country will not deny, that the
manufacturers subscribed liberally to the election fund. Im-
mediately after the elections, at the next Session, had we
not the spectacle of these corridors filled with deputations
of manufacturers from all over, and do we not know that at
the solicitation of those men the Government were forced
to increase the burdensome duties they had already put
on the people. When it was proposed by lon. gentlemen
opposite to inaugurate a system of high taxation in this
country, contrary to the teachings of every eminent author-
ity in the world on political economy, when they pretended
they could make something ont of nothing, when they pre-
tended they could bring about prosperity by high taxation,
did we not tell them the effect would be to wring from the
consumera of the country a large portion of their earnings,
to their detriment. We were answered with the state-
ment that the result of the policy would be to bring
about competition, and that the products of the factory
would be lessened instead of increased in price. Row has
it turned out ? We told those hon gentlemen then that,
as soon as the manufacturers found they were not manu-
facturing at a profit, they would combine for the purpose
of keeping up prices, and that the result would b disas-
trous. The policy of the hon. gentlemen opposite in-
vited the investment of millions of money of the people of
this country in manufactures, and the result was that when
the times which we predicted did come, those men came
back to this Parliament, and last Session we had the manu-
facturera again from all parts of the country seeking the
reward for what they had paid out in the elections of 1882.
lhe manufacturers as they had met ia Toronto, mot again
in 1887, and we know the First Minister told them they
would bave to su bscribe,and they did subscribe, to the elec.
tion fund. Last Session, in consequence of this, the Minister
of Finance introduced Tariff resolutions largely adding to the
burdens of the people, and now, when the hon. gentleman
who moves this resolution, remembers the past, does
it not strike him that he is acting in a rather un.
generous and ungrateful manner towards the men wbo have
done so much for him. He tells us we must legislate
against these manufacturera, these combines and trusts. His
simplicity is refreshing. Does ho think these men are
going to be suppressed by any legislation that can take
place in this House ? Does he not know that the true
remedy for this great and crying evil is to reduce taxation,
so that competition will come into play, and these men be
compelled to soli at proper prices ? These combinations
have become a natural burden and a disgrace, and the
Government and their supporters will yet have to answer
to the people for permitting such a state of things to exist.
Lookat it. We have in this country, under tbis tariff, sugar
combinations selling sugar to the people at double or nearly
double the price at which it can be obtained in other countries.
We have iron combinations, we have cotton combinations,
we have rubber goods combinations, we have twine com-
binations, compelling the farmers of this country to pay
over $200,000 more for the twine they use in harvesting
their harvest than they otherwise would. Al these com-
binations are existing to-day, taking millions of dollars
*very year out of the people and creating a class of mono.
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polists who are becoming enormously wealthy at the cost
of the people of . this country ; and, as their wealth
increases, so do these combinations increase; and the result
could not be otherwise than to have the state of affairs in
the business world such as we have never witnessed before.
Hon. gentlemen may talk about the times we bave to-
day, about the favorable condition of things and the pros.
perity of the country, but no mnan who goes through this
country to-day, no man who knows anything about the
affairs of Canada to-day will say that the statements made
by those hon, gentlemen are at all supported by fact.
This las been a Goverument of monopolies from first to
last. They have created railway monopolies, they have
created monopolies in everything that is manufactured
in Canada to-day, and they are grinding out of the
great body of consumers the last farthing for the purpose
of enriching these men. It is a startling thing to learn
that one factory in one of the Lower Provinces should have
been able in one year to make a profit to the extent of its
whole capital, to pay an enormous dividend, and to pay all
the liabilities which were against it; that another should
have beeu able to make a profit of $100,000 ; and we have
the fact that the little Magog factory in the Province of
Quebec required and obtained for the purpose of starting
and supporting it an enormous duty on print gouds, so that
every old ladIy thoughout the country must pay a larger
price on the print goods she has to wear than she otherwise
would. It is time that such a state of thinga as that was
stopped, and it is time that the Government should take the
matter in hand by offering the true remedy-which is not
to prosecute these men for doing what the law permits,
because those prosecutions are never successfal-but which
is to reduce the tariff of this country, and then these
matters will regulate themselves.

Mr. SPROULE. I think it is one eharacteristie of the
present Administration that, whenever an evil is apparent in
the country that can be remedied by legislation, they are
prepared to come forward and efûect that legislation, and
this presont proposal will, I am sure, be endorsed by the
people of this country. I was not a little surprised to hear
the rule laid down by the hon. member for West Lambton
(Mr. Lister), when he said that "these rings are the natural
outcome of a high protective tariff." That hon. gentleman
must surely forget that one of the worst rings we have ever
experienced in this country was at a time when we had
only a 17J per cent. tarifl-I mean the coal oil ring, and I
might adcd the salt ring, and other rings which were just as
bad as any we have to-day. I think that bon. gentleman
bas fallen sadly from grace in the last few months, If my
memory is ot at fault, I think last year he supported the
Government very strongly when they proposed to keep up
the duty on coal oil.

Mr. LISTER. The hon.gentleman is entirely mistaken
as to the position I took on the coal oil duty. I said that
as long as tbis pericious system existed-

Mr. MITCHELL. You wanted a share in the plunder,
Mr. SPROULE. Wheu the gentleman's own interests

were at stake, ho was ready to defend the action of the
Government; he was classed at that time among those
bloated aristocrats and manufacturers, because le was
engaged in the trade.

Mr. LISTER. I am not engaged in the trade.
Some hon. ME MBE RS. Order.
Mr. LISTER. I have a right to correct the hon. gentle-

man. I am not engaged in that trade; I never was; and,
if all your statements are as true as that, it is very easy to
estim.ate their value.

Mr. SPROULE. All I eau say is that I was informed
at the time by some of his own friends that ho was engaged
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in the trade, and that was why he was defending that duty, Speaker, that the combines must go, if they are found to
and I thought they were reliable men. Of course I be injurious to the interests of the country, but i say the
am satisfied to accept the hon. gentleman's explanation; National Policy must stay. These gentlemen went before
but, instead of making an attack on the National Policy, he the country a year ago, and told almost every constituency,
should commend those hon. gentlemen who are proposing at least in Ontario, that the National Poiicy was a dead
this means to remedy a grievance which exista in this issue, that they did not propose to deal with it, that the
country. It is yet in its inception, and the time to stop an policy of protection had been adopted by the country; and
evil is when it is not great in magnitude. I think the their leader, Mr. Blake, in his Malvern speech, reiterated
appointment of this committee will be a warning to those the same doctrine for the Roform party. But as soon as
who propose to go into these combines, and it may have they came back to Parliament they renewed their old
the effect of preventing these enormous evils from growing. animosity against the National Policy and tried to make it
An investigation of this kind will show how far this country responsible for every ill that flesh is heir to. The hon.
is suffering from the combines. If there is no harm in them, gentleman said again that the products of manufacture had
there will be no need to provide a remedy, but if they are increased in price on account of the National Policy. Well,
an evil, it is characteristic of this Government to provide a Sir, I have said and I repeat it again, that the National
remedy. To say that combines are due to the National Policy bas reduced the price of everything manufactured
Policy is to say that which is not borne out by facts. What in this country.
has a bigh tariff to do with it when in some cases there is no Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh 1 Oh!
duty at all; such, for instance, as the combine in the trade
to regulate the pice of anthracite coal? Now on this there Mr. WALLACE. Yes, I can go over a list of a hundred
is no duty. This is one of the things that spring up under articles in common use i this country, cotton goods, woollen
either a high or low tariff, when the people can combine for goods, iron goods, agricultural implements-everything
the purpose of advancing their own interosts. We might that is consumed by the farmers, by the artisans, by atl
refer to various lines. Take the lines of coffins and fixtures classes of the people, and I can domonstrate, one after the
in reference to funerals and burial affairs, and we are credi- other, that ail these articles are reduced in price on
bly informed that the cost could be reduced one-half but for account of the National Policy. Why, tako cotton alono.
the fact that these injurions combines exist at the present Ton years ago seven and a half million pounds of raw
time. I think it is right that a committee should be ap. cotton was brought into this country and manufactured,
pointed on the subject so as to get the information we need while to.day exactly four times that quantity is manu-
on this matter. If the evils are of the magnitude ropre. factured bore. More than that, the price of raw cotton ton
sented, thon the sooner the remedy is applied the botter. years ago was almost precisoly what it is to-day. What
The member for York (Mr. Wallace), and the hon. gentle- are the facts with reference to the manufacture of cotton.
man who supported him, are deserving of credit for coming The quahty is twice as good as it was thon, and the price
forward at this early stage and endeavoring to elicit correct is 30 to 40 per cent. less thani it was thon. It is exactly
information on the subject so as to obtain a remedy if the the same with ail other goods. But, Sir, the hon. member
ovils are as great as they are represented to be to-day. for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar) by his remarks, has given

tQ da -nl.nt r d hn. tr nll b- m hfar ihit hiQ b i t

Mr. WALLACE. I think the hon. member for West
Lambton (Mr. Lister) was a little too previous in his denial
of the statement of the hon. member for Grey (Mr. Sproule).
I read that, last year, in response to the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitcheil), ho denies that the foreign
oil is better than the Canadian oil, and ho says:

'' I say that the oil manufactured here is equal to any petroleum oil
manufactured in the world. We know perfectly well, as far as the
United States are concerned, that the whole oil interest of the United
States is practically controlled by the Standari Oil Oompany, and we
know that they have been bringing oil into this country to seli at a less
price than the cost of producing it, in order to get the control of this
market. It would be against the interest of this large industry to do
what my hon. friend suggests.

"Mr. MITCHIELL. h flot 100 per cent. enough?
<Mr. LISTER. One hundred per cent.? The moment you strangle

that industry you will get the price put up at once."

That is the remedy for these combines that ho proposes
now. Last year, ho said, "Abolish the duty and the price
will go up at once." The hon. member further said :

" The people of Canada are, to-day, getting their oil much cheaper
than they ever did before. If my bon. friend from the sea thinks he
will be able to get it much cheaper, perhaps he would for a time, but the
moment the Standard Oil Company came here he would have to pay a
higher price, and to put the trade restrictions which my hon. friend pro-
poses here would be to give them an advantage of at least 15 or 20 per
cent. more. Sa long as this is the policy of the Government, that in-
duAtry-the oil industry-ought to be protected and preserved against
the United States as any other in the country. If free trade is to be the
order of the day, that interest must go with the rest, unable to exist
without a high rate of duty; but if protection is to rule, that industry,
which is a Canadian industry, a purely native one, an industry belong-
ing purely to Canada, shoula be looked after as well as any other."
That was the view last year of the hon. gentleman for West
Lambton (Mr. Lister.)

Mr. LISTER. That is my view this year.
Mr. WALLACE. He said, also, that the combines and

National Policy must go togother. Well, I say, too, Mr.
5
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is not to investigate this matter, but to have a fling at the
National Policy. H1e asks: Why do we not investigate the
doings of the manufacturers ? Well, if he had read over
the motion as carefully as he might have done, ho would
have found that it covers an investigation into the pro-
ducts of manufacturers as welI as the products brought into
the coun try, whether raw matorial or manufactur'ed articles.
The resolution says:-

That a Select Committee be appointed to examine into the nature and
extent and effect cf certain combinations said to exist with reference to
the purchase and sale, in Uanada, of any foreign or Canadiar products.

That, I presume, will include everything manufactured in
Canada-to enquire fully into the sale, because we do not
enquire how they manufacture their goods, the object is to
enquire how they sell them, under what conditions they sell
them after they manufacture them. Now, Sir, I state again,
what I said before, that the moment we took the duty off
coal in this country, it came more directly under the oper-
ation of a combine in the United States. The hon. gentle.
man told us that the combine in the United States regulated
the price here. Now, I deny that. I have the evidence of
a dealer in coal in the city of Ottawa, who tells me to-day
that ho can sell coal at any figure he chooses. The combin-
ation as to the sale of it is made outside of Canada, and ho
has the privilege of selling coal at $4 a ton, if ho chooses.
There is no restriction in the purchase price in Canada.
And so we find that the great evil in regard to coal, is the
fact that the dealers in Canada have combines in each of
the cities to raise the price, and keep it at a price which is
extortionate to those who require to buy. Further, ho said
that we should have power to do something. Now, I am
informed by Dr. Wilson, the .Law Clerk of the House, that
the resolution as it stands now, carries full power to inves-
tigate aIl things connected with this matter. So far as the
aniendnent is concerned, it is a harmless one, It says, "'or
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manufacture and sale," after the word "sale." If it will
ease the mind of my bon, friend, I have no objection to in-
corporate that in the resolution, but it does not make thet
resolution go any further than it does now.

Mr. MIT[CHELL. I think it is a little unfortunate that
this great subject should come up at this stage, For myà
own part, I did not intend to disouss it, and would not havej
doue so, although the hon. gentleman would not accept thej
suggestion 1 made. I told him I thought we had better(
accept the resolution at this stage without further discus-1
sion ; but he has gone on and has brought up my name in
connection with the motion I made last year in relation to
coal oil. Now, Sir, I am going to support the motion for a
committee to enquire into this motion of combines. I be-i
lieve it is a crying and a growing evil, and the hon. gentle-
man in my eye never said a truer thing than that we
should endeavor to kilt it before it got too powerfuil We
should scotch the snake before it got too big and powerful.
But, Sir, it bas already acquired great power. It is a well
known fact that in the city of Montreal, and I suppose it is
the same in Toronto and Quebec, and the cities west, al-
most every man who bas money to invest, seeing the enor-
mous protection the duties have given to all the groat indus-
tries, and enormous duties put upon the chief articles of
consumption in this country, such as cotton, sugar, woollens,
and boots and shoes,-these capitalists have invested theirc
money in these stock companies; and the effect isc
that you can scarcely find four out of five oft
the people who have money to invest, who havef
not put in it into some of these stock companies thatc
have been paying such large returne. Now, Sir, Ii
have seen this evil growing, and when the hon. gentlemana
who moved this resolution attempts to justify protectioni
as it stands to-day, or the National Policy, as he chooses to1
call it-when ho seeks a justification for these enormouse
profits that have been paid, and finds fault with the hon. e
gentleman in relation to the oil question, because ho pro- t
iected the interest of his constituents, I want to say that It
did oppose the enormous duty which the people of theî
country are paying for oil, which I tell him to-day is aboutt
125 per cent. I opposed it, but the hon. gentleman, whileC
opposing the National Policy, sustained the continuance of q
the duty on oil. Why ? Because it is one of the great indus-.
tries of his county, and ho took the ground that if we area
to have high duties, if it is the policy of this country tor
have duties ranging from 10 to 150 per cent, his consti-y
tuents might just as well have the benefit of it as not, andd
if I had been in his place I would have done the same1
thing. But I happen to live in a constituency which basb
none of these great national industries which are protected,v
nor any of those great manufactures which have beenE
fostered and encouraged to an abnormal extent. Sir, I say,
I am a National Policy man to-day, as that policy was i
declared in 1878, when the maximum was deciared to be
25 per cent. ranging from 2J to 5, 10, 15, and up to 25. t
Well, Sir, if it had staid at that, I would have been satisfied p
with it, but it has been going on until it bas reached from 90,
to 145 per cent. ion. gentlemen who supported it as I did, i
have feit that they have been drifting into an extreme pro-i
tection which they never contemplated when they started. p
1, for one, never contemplated such enormous daties as have a
been placed upon many articles of common consumption. i
For what was the National Policy adopted ? What was the I
argument used on every platform in the country from Cape t
Breton to Victoria to induce the people to support them
National Policy ? It was this:-it was my own argument, t
and it was used by others,-That we should like free trade s
with the United States if-we could get it, but failing to get el
it we would endeavor to keep our own pastures for our own t
cattle, and protect the infant industries of the country t
against the powerful industries of the neighboring republic. 1

Mr. WALLAcE.

But there is no one who dreamed when the fight was
waged in 1878 that if the United States were ready to
come in and open their markets to us we would have refused
to reciprocate and open our markets to them. The posi-
tion bas changod from a' maximum protection of 25 per
cent. to one amounting, in some instances, to 145 per cent.,
as I was informed by a gentleman of the utmost reliability,
a leading merchant in Montreal, the other day, that it bad
reached in some instances. With respect to coal the mover
of the motion has used the words: "up to the time coal
became free." Why coal is not free. Three-fourths of the
coal used in Montreal is coal from Nova Scotia, which is
protected to the extent of fifty cents a ton. Does the hon.
gentleman say that is free- coal ? It is a tax on the indus.
tries of Canada.

Mr. IIESSON. It applies to coal used for manufactures
only.

Mr. MITCHELL. Get out; you do not know anything
about it. You are talking about what you do not know.
Three-fourths of the coal used in Montreal is soft coal, not
hard coal.

Mr. HESSON. It is soft coal that is taxed.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yon had botter talk about something
you know about. The Government have taken off the duty
un bard coal. Why? It suited the west to take off the duty
on bard coal. They left the duty on soft coal, which affects
the whole eastern portion of the Dominion. Was it right,
fair, or just ? A few words with respect to the question of
oil, to which the hon. gentleman has referred. If I were
in the position of the hon. gentleman, representing a con-
stituency in which a great oit industry existed, a natural
industry of the country, while the policy of protection
prevails in regard to the different industries to such an
enormous extent as the policy of this Government bas
extended, I would have supported a duty on oit as a protec-
tion to my own people. But there is another question
that comes up in relation to this oi matter, and, I dare say,
it may not please the hon. gentleman that I should refer
to it. It is this: It ig not only the duty on oit, but this
Governmeit maintains a systen in dealing with this oit
question, which presses even more hardly than any other
matter you may name. I will tell you what it is. They
allow the native producer to transport oil in bulk; they
prevent the foreign importer from transporting oit other-
wise than in barrels, and the consequence is that it nearly
doubles the duty upon the oit consumers of the country.
That is a state of things which should not be permitted. I
brought this matter before the House last year, and it
was stated that it could not be considered that year, but the
Governmont seemed to hint that another year it would be
considered. I did not get at the bottom of it thon, but I
have got at the bottom of it since. A delegation came
down from the west, and some of the strong supporters of
the Administration were upon that delegation, strong
powerful oit men whose influence pervades several western
constituencies. They came hore and said: "If that motion
is carried, if that view is entertained by this Government,
it will practically take away aill our profits in oil, as it would
permit foreign oit to be imported in bulk," while the present
system adds 50 per cent. to the cost by compelling the
mporters to transport it in barrels. I am not going into
the question further on such a motion as that now before
the Liouse. I do not think it is the right time or the right
way to accomplish what we are aiming at; but I will tell
the mover of the motion that if ho really desires to put a
stop to combines and prevent the evil effects which they ex-
ert, and the enormous tax they impose on the people who are
he consumers and wearers of the manufactures made in
his country, and which are enormously proteoted, the pro-
per way is to reduce the tariff down to reasonable protec-
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tion, such a protection as will enable those industries toi in the formation of the comrittee.1refer
exist. A better way still is to let the Government takepartysuggest
hold of this question in earnest; let them say to the Gov- ought not to put the came of the leader of that party, the
ernment of the United States: "We desire to deal with you, hon. member for Northumberland, on the committee.
a people of 65,000,000; we are willing to come in; we Asidefrorthat,Ithinkthere Je no doubt that thehon.
simply put on these duties to protect the little industries member would be of immense advantage te the committee
we possess, and if you are willing to come to terms with us frornhie familiarity with the modes in which these cern
we will throw down the bars, and let you in and adopt a bines have operated.
reasonable tariff." That is the true way to kill the com- Mr. MITCHELL. If you want that, you had better put
bines. I must admit that the appointment of a committee the hon. Premier on.
may be beneficial, if it is honestly carried out, and impar.
tial witnesses on both sides are brought before it, and the SirIRICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Hoeknows too much.
examination taken and given to the public, so that the Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I may suggest to hum further
public may be let into the secrets, not only of the combines
but of the men who desire their repression. If that is donctonon. friercm WesOtario, w o basasma
it will do some good, but the true course te pursue is tomtion onfthe pnpenhldmals bade othern-
reduce the tariff, to bring it down to what is reasonable andmenc
just, to reasonable protection for our manufactures and our those names by addingthe name cf another gentleman from
people. That is what should be done, and if that course that @ide of the Bouse, I arn sure we shah be perfcctly
were adopted it would result in benefit te Canada. I trust satisfied. So far as I arncencerned, I ar perfectly willing
the Finance Minister, whose ability no one doubts, who has te allew my came te be withdrawn in order that the name
pursued a course in relation to this tariff which, if followed of cither cf these gentlemen may be substitutcd for it.
by any one else, -would net have been carried, and who Mr. MITCHELL. 1 must decline serving. It je net
more than any other man is responsible for this tariff which custorary to impose a duty of that kind on the leader cf a
is upon us, will take this matter into his serious considera- party.
tion. I do not say this out of any ill-feeling to him, for ho
knows that I feel friendly to him and like te sec him ocu- Mr. MONORLEEF. This motion seeme te be appreved ef
py the position he does occupy-for I cannot occupy it my- unanimously by the fouse. Roforences have been made te
self-and I trust he will take it into his serious consideration Uhe discussion which took place last Session on the oit ques-
and endeavor te prevent those great combines from getting tien, both by the hon. member for West Lambton (Kr. Lis-
a hold, net only on the country alone, but on the Govern- ter) and the hon. member for Nrthumberland (5fr. Mit-
ment of the country-I fear they have it now, I fear the choll). Unfertunately, at the time cf the discussion last Ses-
combinations had te give such subscriptions that they have sien, in which I was particularly interested, I happened te ho
a-hold upon the Administration, and if it is se, poor unfor. absent frenthe fouse. The hon. member for Northumber-
tunate Canada, I pity'you 1 I hope it is not se, I trust land has spoken about a strong deputation of wealthy cil men
they are not yet too powerful, and that the hon. gentleman, whe, ho said, came bore last Seeien seeking further pretec-
whose great ability every one admits, will put a stop te tien againt Arnrican ou. I can assure that hon, gentleman
the combines which are growing and surrounding and that ho is mistaken. That deputation, which ooneisted of
grappling every one of us. oth oil manufacturera and cil preducers, did net ceme here

Mr. McNEILL. I have been somewhat amused by the for that purpose, but for an eutirety différent purpose.
remedy which the hon. gentleman who has just resumed During the last few years great scientific pregreslias heen
hi seat proposes we should adopt t meet these terriblmade in connectin with the manufacture f oil, and t-day

hiesea prposs w shuldadot t met teseteribl and for some time past we have been ablo te produce as fine
combines. The hon. gentleman proposes we should hand a quaîity of cil as eau ho manufacturen the United States.
ourselves over to the tender mercies of the gigantic com- The sciontifie knowledge that we have gaincd las enablcd
bines of the United States, over which we can have no con- us wloy te remove the imperfections and impurities that
trol whatsoever, and that is the plan which he would adopt were formcrly in it, and this resuli las beon largely
to benefit the people of this country. It seems te me that duo to the combination that bas existcd in thoil trade. I
we have a control over the combines in Canada, that we may say that there is ne combinatien at the presont tire,
have no control whatever over the combines of the Unitedad there ba net been any this ycar nor for months before.
States, and that about the most gigantic blunder we couldDun
possibly make would be to adopt the policy suggested by Drn h ietecmiaineitdls er ohg
psilmaeoudbteaptthe pooicygeugeltmdn. price was charged for oit; the cil was sold in the market
thesimply at a fair and ronable manuoactnrer'nprofit.

Amendment (Mr. Edgar) agreed te. But lot me toit this fouse and the people cf Canada that te
On the motion as amended, that very combination they are largely indebted for the

high quality cf oil that they are burming. It gave the cil
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have great pleasure, of manufacturera opportunity and time te empley skiltcd

course, in supporting the resolution for the appointment of chemiete and te tloroughty ascertain the character cf the
the committee. I think it is desirable that this question impuritios in the ou. And lot me tell the hon. member for
sbould be enquired into. Facts may be brought te light Northumberland that the object of the deputatien which
which are not known at present, and perhaps distinctions came bore last Session was te ak for legisiation regulating
will be perceived which are not now apparent. I simply thc burning and other qualities of our Canadian cil, se that
rise for the purpose of saying that my lion. friend the people cf Canada could feel fully assured that every
opposite had not consulted me before ho put my name on gallon of ou they barned would pase inspection as well in
the committee, and as I do not desire te act upon it, I respect te its burning quality as te its safety.
would ask that he would substitute the name of Mr. Fisher
for mine. Mr. MITCHELL. What did tley say as te the trans-

Mr. BAIN (Wentworth). I think it is plain from the port of fereign oit in bulk?
range the debate ias taken that this is a matter which las Mr. MONCRIEFF. That was no part cf their objeot at
engaged the attention of parties on both sides of the House; ail. For the hon, gentleman te say that il makes a diffonoe
but I would suggest to the hon. mover of this motion, that cf 50 per cent in the peOf où, whether it cores in bulk
he has overlooked a verv im ortant. thou h not numerouU/iln aD la fia l i arf
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The price of oil coming in barrels from the United States
is to-day 23 cents a gallon. Do you mean to tell me that
if it came in bulk it would be worth orly Il cents ? It may
be said of the hon. member who makes sauch a statement
that he is in the position the same hon. gentleman a little
while ago said another was in-that "ho does not know any-
thing about it." I have a right to refer to what the hon.
member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) has said on the
question. We both come from the county of Lambton,
which is divided in its oil interests, the one-balf being in
the east and the other half in the west. It would be almost
impossible, at present, to estimate the amount of capital
invested in that industry. If I should tell hon, gentlemen
that $5,000,000 would not touch it, they might say I exag-
geraied, but if they doubled that amount they would come
nearer the truth. I mean the amount invested in the
mineral lands, all the machinery involved, all the appliances
for pumping, and also the appliances for manufacture, most
of which are in the county of Lambton. A year ago, in
my absence, the hon. member for West Lambton nobly
defended this industry, and I read with great pleasure bis
remarks. Both bis friends and opponents spoke well of him,
and if the hon, gentlemen were only as good a protectionist
in other respects as ho is in the oil question, ho would be a
valuable addition to our pat ty. J find that, on the floor
to-night, hon. gentlemen opposite take the same position
they have taken all through the campaign on the National
Policy. The hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) says that if ho were in West Lambton ho would
support the oil industry. There is no oil in bis district, ho
says, and no particular industry that requires protection,
but I have no doubt if there was any industry in bis county
that required fostering, the hon. gentleman would be will-
ing to sacrifice it for the benefit of the rest of Canada. I
do not desire to take up further the time of the louse,
because I do not think that this is the proper time to dis-
cuss the subject. But, as I said a moment ago, it seems to
be the policy of hon. gentlemen on the other side that
when any particular county bas a particular industry which
requires to be fostered, the representative of that county,
though in opposition, is a good Conservative so far as that
particular industry is concerned. On this side, however,
hon. gentlemen take a broader view, and whether any sup-
porter of the Government bas in his county an industry
that wants fostering or not, ho looks at the question from a
higher standpoint. We lay aside that selfish nature which
crops out in hon, gentlemen opposite, and if they would
only lay aside their spirit of partieanship, if every one of
them would fight for the gencral benefit of Canada instead
of for bis "two-penny-ha'penny," so to speak, municipality,
we would be in a botter position tu-day, financially, than we
are ; our country would be benefited and every industry
would have the support of the whole country at its back.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. By inadvertence my hon.
friend has named sixteen on the committee. That cannot
be doue without the suspension of the Rule. I move that
the rule limiting the number to sixteen be suspended by the
louse.

Motion agreed to, and Rule 78 suspended accordingly.

INSTRUCTIONS TO LAND AGENTS.

Mr. McMULLEN moved for :
Return giving copy of instractions to Dominion land agents in

Manitoba and the North-West, regarding instruetions furnished to in-
tending settlers free of charge, and a copy of instructions as to infor-
mation for which a fee is imposed, &c.

consult me on the point, I would give every possible infor-
mation, to enable him to prepare another motion, if neces-
sary. No instructions, such as those asked for, have been
i8sued.

Mr. McMULLEN. A case bas come under my notice in
which an intending settler, who applied to the Dominion
land agent for information with regard to certain sections,
was told that, on the payment of a certain amount, ho would
be given the information. Ho objected to paying the
amount asked, and wrote to the department to ascertain
whether the Dominion land agent bad acted according
to instructions. The department replied that in order
to procure the information ho required, ho would have
to comply with the demand of the land agent. My
object is to find out what fees the land agents have
the right to exact before giving the information that
would enable intending settlers to make selections of sites.
In some cases large sums are extorted, whether done
by the sanction of the department or not, I am not
prepared to say. I have the letter of the depart-
ment telling the party in question that if ho wants
to become a settler and secure information regarding the
lands on which ho wishes to settle he will have to comply
with the land agent's terms. The terms were very exor-
bitant. I shall be happy to caul at the office of the hon.
Minister and obtain any information ho can give. But I
think it is unfair that people seeking to become settlers in
a section of this Dominion, which we are auxious to see
settled rapidly, should be prevented from doing so by agents
who endeavor to extort exorbitant fees.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I can only assure the hon.
gentleman that no such instructions as ho refers to are
given to agents. The instructions are to give every in-
formation. There may be a letter sdich as the hon. gentle-
man refers to as to the exaction of fees, but, if he
means to say that the letter tells the settler that ho
has to pay certain fees for his information, I think the
hon. gentleman must be mistaken as to the terms of it.
If a municipal council, for instance, requires to get certain
plans or information as to conditions of lands, they have
to pay and that goes to the department, but, when an
intending settier applies for information, the instructions
are to give every information without any fee of any kind.
There are no returns which can be brought down in the
terms of this motion, and, if the hon. gentleman will see me
afterwards, I will be glad to give him every information as
to the mode in which our affairs in this respect are carried
on in the North-West.

Mr. McMULLEN. I can only say that my information
is that a man wrote to the agent for information in regard
to lands open to settlement in Townships 17, 18, 19 and 19
A, in Ranges 7, 8 and 9 in Alberta. The answer sent to
him was that, on the remittance of $21.50, ho would receive
the information ho required from the agent. He then
wrote to the department at Ottawa, and I have here the
letter which ho received in reply, dated the 11th July,
1887 :

I Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 27th ultimo, I beg to inform you
that, if you desire to be furnished by the local agent of Dominion
lands, with the information you require, you will have to pay the fees
demanded by that officer.

" I amn, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

"P. B. DOUGLASs,
"Assitan Secretary."

That is the letter. The demand was made, and if the:
bon. gentleman challenges the correctness of my statement,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I have enquired of the officers I wilwrite and get the letter from the Dominion lands
of the Department as to these instructions, and they are agent making the demand for 821.50.
unable to understand what the hon. gentleman really Mn. WRITE (Cardwell). I do net challenge thetate-
desires. I think if he would allow his motion to drop and1 ment cf the hon, gentleman, but as far as appears from the

Mr. MoNCRIEFF.
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latter he has read, this seems to be the case of a gentleman
who goes to the agent and wants information as to all the
land open for settlement in nine or ten townships. In
that case, he does not stand in the position of an ordinary
settler, but more in the position of a speculator. That is not
the position taken by an intending settler. If everyone who
asks for that sort of information was to get it, the agents
would not be able to get on with thoir office business. That
is not a case of information required by an ordinary settler.

Mr. LAURIER. I think the House would like to be
informed if that answer was given in accordance with any
instructions given by the department or not.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I cannot answer that now.

Mr. LAURIER. If that letter is written under instruc-
tions given by the department, then they are the instruc-
tions which my hon. friend demands in this motion, and
they should be laid before the House. If it was not written
under such instructions, thon it seems to me to be a clear
case of malfeasance in office, and roquires the intervention
of the Government.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Oh, no.
Mr. LAURIER. Yes, it is one of two things. If that

exorbitant sum was demanded, according to instructions
from the department, that is one thing; if it was not under
such instructions, it is another thtng; but it either was
or was not. If it was, those instructions are the very infor-
mation my hon. friend demands. If, on the contrary, this
letter was written under any instructions of that kind, thon
I say it is a clear case of malfeasance of office, and it is a
case for the intervention of the hon. Minister. But I under-
stand that lie says that there are no such instructions, that
the letter ias not been written under any instructions given
to the officer, and, therefore, if the papers do not exist, they
cannot come down; but if that is so, I call the attention of
the hon. Minister to that officer.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I do not state that the letter
was written without any instructions. I have stated no.
thing of the kind. I say there is certain infortnation given
to settlers in the ordinary acceptation of the term, because
it is understood that intending settlers are to get such
information, but, if a person wants to get information as to
unoccupied sections in several townships, that is not the
kind of information that an ordinary settier wants, and for
that a charge is generally made. Of course, I do not know
the particulars of this case.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I could quite under-
stand that, if this should prove to be an application for a
minute detailed description such as that given by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway in the little books with which the
bon. gentleman is acquainted, there might be objections, or
in fact it might be impossible to furnish such minute details
of somae 40 or 50 sections without making a special charge
for it, but such information as an ordinary settler would
want as to the general character of the land in two or three
townships, I think is information which ought to be ren-
dered either without a fee at all or for a very small fee,
and certainly there ought not to be charged such a prohibi-
tive fee as 821.50. I have beard complaints before, though
I am not in a position to speak of my own personal know-
ledge, that have been made in the North-West and in Mani-
toba by settlers, that they have been compelled, under one
pretext or other, to pay very considerable fes to the
agents for information of that kind, and there is no doubt
that, at this distance, there is a danger of that kind of
thing existing, and there can be nothing more likely to
drive settlers away from the country than to allow agents
to charge large fees for information which is required for
actual settler&
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Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman will

allow the motion to stand over, I will endeavor to obtain
more information to-morrow.

Mr. WATSON I know that it is quite customary for in.
tending settlers to ask for information as to what lands are
vacant. Of course a settler will not select lands unless they
are vacant and open to homesteading. I apprehend that,
when the returns are brought down, we will find that these
lands are held by colonisation companies, and 1 know that
they have exacted these fees, and many settlers have been
prevented from settling in that country by these colonisa-
tion companies. I know that some of them have charged
850 and $100 for settling people on those lands, and this
bas been recognised by the Government. I have no doubt
that these fees were charged by the colonisation companies
who have been authorised to bleed the intending settler
just as they please, instead of lis going to the agent and
getting bis settlement for 810.

Mr. CHARLTON. I seo that the information asked for
was in regard to nine townships, and the charge is said to
be $21.50. If the department has no rule as to the cost of
furnishing township plans to settlers, it should bave one.
There should be a fixed schedule for giving marked plans
of townships to settlers. That is done in the United States
Land Office, and I think they are furnished there for 50
cents a township. It is evident that such a charge as that
of $21.50 for nine townships is preposterous. And if the
public land policy of the Government is being conducted
in that way in the North-West, it is very easy to understand
why that country settles up so slowly.

Mr. IVES moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

THE CAPTAIN OF THE NORTEERN LIGET.

Mr. WELSH moved for:
Return showing the names and salaries of ail captains in charge of

Government steamers, together with the salaries and allowances at
present payable to and received by them, together with ail petitions,
correspondence, telegrams, &c., relative to the pay of the captain of
the Northern Light, since lst January, 1879 ; also for a Return showing
the names and number of men employed in or about the Northera Light
during last summer, from the time she ceased running in the spring of
1887 until she again resumed in the autumn of same year.

He said: I wish to explain my reasons for moving for these
returns. The hon. Minister of Marine says that these mat-
ters are engaging bis attention from time to time. That
reminds me of the words of a very clever and talented
gentleman, the editor of a Conservative paper in Prince
Edward Island, who said that the Govern ment were trying
how not to do things. I think ho made a very good remark,
and my experience of the action of the hon. Minister of
Marine in connection with the Northern Light, and every-
thing belonging to her, is, that lie has been trying " how
not to do it." But the object [ have in view is this: The
captain of the lVorthern Light has been in command of that
steamer since she was first built and put upon the route. He
was put on at a salary of so mach a year, and that has
continued for some time. Now, this is a Government
boat, and her captain holds one of the most respon-
sible positions in the marine service, because she
has to do her work in the worst season of the year,
commencing in November and going through Decem-
ber, January and Mareh; thon in the spring, when there is
nothing to do, she is laid up. This man has been in the
service for a long while, he is a man bearing a good class
certificate from the Board of Trade, and he left a good situ-
ation to take command of the Northern Light. He received
his pay in the usual course for the firet few years, and, after-
wards, the Government thought proper to reduce his pay
when the boat was laid up in the spring, after finishing her
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winter's work. When the boat was laid up this man was thougbt myseif that ail I would have to do was to repre
sent home and allowed $10 a month for the time the boat sont the matter to the hon, gentleman and it would b
was laid up-put on half pay. I never hoard of such a thing. attendod to. 1 went ovor to him last year and had a Lau
I do not think there is a shipowner in the Dominion of with him, and asked him whether it was botter to leav
Canada or any other Dominion that ever attempted such a him to attend to it, or te diseuse iL on the floor of th
mean act as to put the master of a ship on half pay during Hluse, and ho eaid he preforred epeakiug about it. I ex
the time the boat was laid up for repaire or any other pur- plained the mater te him fully, and be promised me i
pose. The very last man that ought to be sent off is the would ho attondod to; but ho has broken faith in tha
master of the ship. They do not pay off the engineer. mater, although ho did not break faith in promisiug t
He has been kept on full pay since the first day the boat visit Charlottetown. I have here a memorandum, but
was laid up. lie has been kept on all the year, but the cannot read it. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hope the papers will
captain was sent home. I was informed last spring-and be al brought down, and thon wo wiIi ho able to mako an
I have seen it myself-that this boat was laid up along-other movorent in thi8 maLter. I bel very strongly on tbF
side the railway wharf, and the captain was put on half point. I think it is vory ehabby treatment to moto out to
pay and sent home. A man comes along and takes charge man who has conducted hirnoif efficiently, who is a paee
of this boat for repairs. There have been mon repairing master, sud wholias proved it by hie eommanding that
hor during the whole of the summer and fall-I think the boat for se many years without a single accident happening
returns will show it. I hope I am telling the truth. The it. Iustead of the Government roducing his pay after lis
captain should be there to look after these men while they being se many years in the Service, they shouId every yea
are repairing that boat; he should be there to see that increase hie pay, and show that they appreciato hie con
they are properly doing their duty, and keeping their ducL. I toit the Minieter cf Marine that thie wrong oughl
time. But no, hoeis at home. Well, I brought this matter to ho redreesed, and if this man were placed in his proper
to the notice of the Minister of Marine last year; I position, ho would have been rotained in command cf thai
explained it to him and ho promised me that it would bo boat summer as wel as winter, I doubt very much if ther
attended to, and ho also said that he would pay a visit to le another man, at attavants iL woutd ho very difficuit te flac
Prince Edward Island and look into these things and eue, competent te tako hie place. I arnnt spcaking cf this
examine them for himself. He forgot to attend to the last matter as a political question; I do net know if the captain
part, but ho did visit Prince Edward Island-ho paid a visit cf that slip bas any politicat feelings whatevr-I do noc
te Charlottetown. I believo ho arrived there at seven thinko msver vota il hie life, and do net korw what
oiclock in the evoning and left ut six o'clock the next hienpoliticat proclivities mignt be-buatn think it is an bet
mornirlg. He viewed tho Northern Light, either by match cf gres injustice that ho shuld botrated in thia way. t
light, or by the northeru liglitw in the sky, or by believm, an confident, from my knowledgs ef the mem-
serne other kind cf light. I wonder if ho sent bers cf the Government, that they will seo thie wrong will
a notice Le the eaptaiu cf -the -Yortern Light te meet him ho righted. I have no confidence in the Minister of Marine
there aud explain the position cf'thH boat. I think and I would net speak te him again on the subjeoti; butI
net. I would have liked te ce him thore mysewf, but I have confidence in the other membras cofkLe Gover ment
nover knew ho was coming untit afier ho wae gene. Ho that they willu ee that fair play is meted rot te thîs man.

bught telb called the e gFlying Datchmana" 1 muet tot Motion agreed t.o
tho hou, gentleman that I feel rather annoyed mtoivfaction
in thie matter. I do inet know hew I eau geL any satisfac. RETURN ORDEIIED.
tien onttrf him. We remembmr the caricature pubrished in
a papor calied Grip. Therm was a Mrs. Youmans who had Return of the receiptoucd expenditure, in detail, chargeable to the
the hou, gentleman acroBs 1er knees aud she was gvi Consolidated Fund, from the lot day of July, 188 , to the lt day t

himg aIi eatch, 1888, sad from l t Jay, 1886, to l t March, c887-(Sir Richard
it.InsteadoftheGovernmentreducinghispayafteiartwright.)

if I cannet geL satisfaction eutcf him any bther way. Afeter Sir JOHN A. MACDOA D moved the adjournment cf
thii cnatntrycpis made him Minister cf Marine, and made the flouse.
himd uaulcr over the Queen's navee," thic is ththretnrn wa
got for iL. Now, I do net think there is anether hon. gen- Motion agreedte; and fhouse adjonrned at 6 p.m.
tpeman holding a seat in oue Goverlment who widl jhstify
or bmupporto him in hiecrnduet in thiasmatter-wxieptnre,
periaps, that jetmyaon. friend ie Ptetmaster Gwnerao.
lie was very lately Mînister cf Marine. Wall, my hou. IIOUSE 0F COMMONS.
friod-for ho is my frinnd, and I am sorry tektrampleaon
his. corne-but ho je net very fust. Ho dees net tike a THtTRsDAY, lst Mardi, 1888.

mpecial train teacarrys lte mails tesPrtnci dftdwardhIslaed.
But I see a notice just betow mine ou this paper which, if The SphinR teck the Chair at Tr e e verlck.
the hon, gentleman moves iL, wil hbring this mater up, and
wo can tpeak cf iL afterwards. Now, I wat thi captain cf PcaYERo.
th Northern Lieht t he Noplaed on the same footing as
other captai uind Le GovermentmService. Whatedeweree? REPORT PRESENT D.
I ano enly speaking cf what i kneow te h true whe hI say
that every other captain in the Dominion service has Annual Report cf the Department of Indian Affaire for
yearly salary, and ho is paid witiout any deduction from the year 1887.-(MIr. White, Cardwetl.)
yoar te yoar. Ye may leok at the service in Quebu Iin
the wintar, or lu any othr part cf the Dominion, and yen DEBATES TRANSLai TORS-QUESTION

ilgt nt see a shilling deducted froutcheaptain s pay. I oFtgPRIVILEGE.
t the hon. Minister that I thi k itLe aShyloek prodoeadt

iag, noue but a Shylock w sd undertake te de sud a Mr. SPEAKER laid befxredtue, fouse certainbletters,
thing. 1 de net think there l an hon. gentleman, let aone affidavite and other papers relating t tho tdimissal of
a uember afe Goverment, but an heu gentleman mStting Meurs. A. B. Poirier, . Trembay and R. Trembty,
on that aide of the Qouse, or on this side, that would Who wore.Upto a recent period omployed as French
atet tojustify the action cf the onotMinister. I translatera t Officiai Debatousf the pouse.

tieman hligSea nte oenen h ilutf
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Mr. LAURIER. I presume that it would be regular to

have these papers read now, but as they seem to be very
bulky, I suppose the usual practice might be followed in
this instance of having them printed in the Votes and Pro-
ceedings, were it not that there are among them a number
of appendices, pamphlets, and so on. I do not ask that those
should be printed, but simply the correspondence.

Mr. SPEAKER. It will be for the H1ouse to say,

Mr. LAURIER. For instance, I understand that the
accusations are based on pamphlets and articles in news-
papers. These may not be printed, but the letters which
contain the charges of the hon. the Secretary of State
and the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives),
together with the answer of the translators, I think ought
to be printed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take it that the appen-
dices contain the reasons why the Speaker has taken this
action.

Mr. LAURIER. I think not, because if I remember
aright, the hon. Secretary of State particularises what
matters he complains of in the conduct of the transiators.
He specifies that they have used such-and-such language,
and if it sbould be necessary in the course of the discussion
to refer to the pamphlets, that can be done. But so far as
the charges are concerned, I think the letters containing
them and the answers are complete in themselves.

Mr. CHAPLE AU. I do not see the necessity of such a
proceeding. The cornplaint which was made by me last
Session-and there was reason last Session for the dismissal
of these employés-was that they had used certain expres.
sions, which the members of the House can become
acquainted with without giving such importance to the
case of these gentlemen as to print those papers in the Votes
and Proceedings. The case is all in a nutshell. They
used expressions which were found offensive to members
of the House; they do not deny having used them, but
they say they had a right to use them as private citizens.
That is all.

Mr. LAURIER. I beg my hon. friend's pardon. The
question which I intend bringing before the House is
not as to whether these officials were or were not improper.
ly dismissed by the proper authority. The only question
upon which 1 intend to invite the opinion of the House is,
whether Mr. Speaker had the authority to dismies them.
In my humble judgment, as I stated the other day, Mr.
Speaker had no such authority, but that authority is the ex-
clusive possession of the House. That is the only point
before the House at present. It may be that the conduct of
these gentlemen was such that they should have been dis-
missed by the proper authority. That may or may not be,
but that is not the question at issue at present; and when
the matter is fully before the louse, so that the House will
be in possession of the facts, we shall be able to determine
whether the Speaker has exceeded his authority or not.

Sir JO UN A. MACDONALD. Then, on the statement
of my hon. friend, it is quite clear that these papers ought
not, any of them, to appear at present on the Votes and
Proceedings. The question is simply this: Whetheryou, Mr.
Speaker, exceeded your authority in giving notice to these
persons not to appear again as translators on the Iansard.
Whether the charges brought against these persons justifies
their removal by the proper authorities is not the question.
The question is now whether you had the right to give them
the notice you did. What does the statement you have just
read show. It shows that the committee especially charged :
with the Official Debates has relegated the duty of dealing
with these employés to you, with the assent of the flouse,
I take it-
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No; the report was not adopted.
Sir JOHN A. ?ACDONALD. They reported, and the

Speaker acted upon their report.
Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I oppose altogether

putting these papers on the Votes and Proceedings. Let
the hon. gentleman himself state his case now if he wisbes,
or at the proper time, and I say that the simple question,
not as to the proper exercise of your authority, but
whether you had any authority under the circumatances, is
the question we have to decide. That is the only point
before us, and therefore the reference to these papers is of
no value at all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman bas not
fairly represented the views of the leader of the Opposi-
tion. There are two propositions before the House; the
one is, whether these parties have done anything worthy
of censure or not ; and the other is, if it be found that they
have, who is the proper authority to call them to account.
As I understand this question, Sir, you have as good
as dismissed these parties. I do not understand that the

ansard reporters or translators have been placed by any
Act of Parliament, or by this House, under your jurisdic-
tion. I may or may not be mistaken in that view; but, as
I understand from the papers which you have submitted to
Parliament and to which you have referred, you have pro-
fessedly acted upon the report of the committee controlling
the Debates of this House, a report that has never been
adopted by this House. That being the case, that report, so
far as you are concerned, and this louse is concerned, is the
same as if it had never been made. I am not anxious to
act in the dark in this matter. I say the rights of every
party, however unimportant may be his position, are
entitled to be respected, and that no arbitrary exorcise of
authority, no illegal or unconstitutional exorcise of authority
on the part of yourself, Sir, if such be the case, or on the
part of any other party, affecting an officer or employé of
this Flouse, ought to be unchallenged. If this fouse is
indifferent to the rights of those whom it bas employed and
who are its servants, it would be derelict in its duties; and
it does seem to me, in order that this Flouse may act intel-
ligently upon this question, it is necessary that the papers
which have been been submitted by you to the House, as a
justification of the course you have taken, should be printed
and be put at the disposai of the members of this House, so
that we would be in a position to lorm an intelligent
opinion on the subject. The hon. gentleman who leads
the Government, instead of undertaking to stifie en-
quiry, as he las done by the course he bas
taken, ought to have given this fouse opportunity
for enquiry, to see that the officers of this Bouse
are not wronged. I believe that every translator
employed in this work belongs to one or the other political
party. I understand that every one of these translators is
an active party man on the one side or the other; and I un-
derstand your action, Sir, which the right ion. the First
Minister seems disposed to defend, is of such a character as
to deny to those holding one set of political opinions the
rights or privileges accorded to those who hold another and
a different set. If that be so we are entitled to know it.
We are entitled to know whether the translators employed
by this fouse are at liberty to attack members of the Oppo-
sition, and the views entertained by the Opposition, through
the press and on the platform, while they are denied any
such right or privilege as regards the supporters of the
Government ? We want to know what the rute is to be in
this matter? We want to know whether any political
party in this country is a proscribed party, and
whether the hon. gentleman is prepared to defend the
course whioh it is reported has been taken in this
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partioular matter ? If we are to be proscribed, if
we are teobe put in the position in which Dissenters
and Roman Catholies were a hundred years ago, on account
of our political sentiments or opinions, we are entitled to
know it. There are in some constituencies majorities who
do not agree with the views of the hon. gentleman, and
have returned members to this House opposed to the hon.
gentleman's views; and I am not aware that the laws of
this country confer upon the Opposition in the House any
less important rights and privileges than they confer upon
those who entertain the sentiments and opinions held by
the hon. gentleman. It does seem to me that the course
recommended by the leader of the Opposition is the proper
course, that these papers should be printed at as early a
date as possible; it is proper they should be in the hands of
the press on both sides, and that we should be in a position
to take intelligent action and do justice to those who are in
the service of the House, and who, so far as I know, have
not been in any respect derelict in their duty. The hon.
the Secretary of State seems to think he bas been wronged
by these gentlemen. Has ho been wronged by anything
done in their official capacity, as servants of this louse ?
Does he say that? Not at all. He says that, ontside of this
flouse, these parties, in the exercise of their rights and
privileges as citizens of this country, have taken a course
ho does not approve. Does the hon. gentleman seek to be
vindicated by the law? Not at all. e asks this louse
in defiance of law, in defiance of what is just and proper
and mr.nly, to punish these men-for what? For any drelic-
tion in their duty? No; but because they have offended
against his dignity, because they have done something for
which the law offers him no means of vindication. I deny
the right of the hon. gentleman to make an instrument of
this House, or of its Speaker, to gratify bis personal ani-
mosity by punishing those who have offended against his
dignity; ho must seek redress elsewhere, and until ho is
prepared to adopt such a course ho las yet to learn the first
elements of representative and responsible government.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What is the position of
hon. gentlemen opposite. There is a difference of opinion
between the hon. the leader of the Opposition and the hon.
the follower. The leader says the only question before the
House whieh ho intends to bring up,is whether the Speaker
bas the authority to act as ho did. The hon. gentleman
behind him disputes that, and says there are two points:
first, whether the Speaker had any authority; and, second,
whether ho exercised that authority properly. The leader
of the Opposition states there is only one point. I think
we must, in the order of discipline to use an expression
which has been used, take the statement of the leader of
the Opposition as being the question before the House, and
that is whether you had the right to exercise the authority
you exercised. I have no donut you had, and I have no
doubt the House will sustain you in the exercise of your
authority.

Mr. LAURIER. I am very glad to find that the hon.
gentleman bas put the question on the ground he bas just
stated. The other day I took the course which I thought
the most courteous to the Speaker, and notified him that I
thought he had exceeded his authority. Instead of moving
for the papers, I asked him to bring before the House the
papers, and to give the flouse the reasons for bis action.
fie then stated that ho would bring down the papers, and
to-day ho las broughit down the papers upon which he bas
acted, the papers upon which ho tiknks he was authorised
to act in the manner that he has. I have asked that, in
courtesy to you, Sir, these papers should be printed. The
First Minister says thee papers are not te go to the fouse-
they are to remain on the Table, but are not to go any
farther. I think that is not courtsy to the Chair. I think,
when the Chair has laid these papers, upon which the

Mr. MILLs (Bothwell.)

Chair has based the action referred to, before the House,
those papers should be given to the House in the usual
way. The right hon. gentleman says that they are not fit to
go to the House, and that they should remain on the Table.
I have more courtesy for the Chair than the Prime Minister,
the leader of the House. I intend, Mr. Speaker, to question
your authority in regard to this matter, and I think it is
only fair to you, as well as to the House, that the House
should be put in possession of the facts upon which you
have acted. The leader of the Hlouse thinka differently. I
think he is wrong in this matter. I think he should in
common courtesy allow the reasons upon which the Chair
acted to go to the House and to the country. If not, I will
move without them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Ail right.

Mr. LAURIER. The hon. gentleman has said that the
Speaker will be sustained. I think, if his feeling is right
andjust, it will be botter to have him sustained with the
facts before the House than without them.

Mr. IVES. I do not propose to follow the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) into a discussion of the merits of
this case. I do not suppose that it would be very profitable
to enter into the justification of the Secretary of State, Mr.
Labelle and myseif at this time, but, when the time comes,
I may tell the hon, member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) that
we shall be prepared to justify the course we have taken.
I shall be prepared, at ail events, and I think we shall be
able to satisfy not only hon. members on this side of the
flouse, but some of the moro fair-minded members-if there
be any-on the other side of the fHouse, that we have been
kind and generous, and that we did not act as rapidly or as
speedily as we might have been expected to do under the
provocation we received. When the time comes, we shaU
be prepared to go into that. I understand the hon. gentle-
man to say that there are two questions involved. There
is only one question proposed to be raised by the leader of
the Opposition, and that is the exorcise of your authority.
If that is the only question, I do not see why we should
wait to have the papers printed in the first instance.

Mr. LAURIER. I asked the Speaker to bring the
papers on which he based bis action before the flouse.
If there are too many to be printed, it is not for me to
judge, but they should be brought before the House.

Mr. CH APLEAU. They are before the House.

Mr. LAURIER, Most of these papers are printed.
Mr. IVES. They are before the fHouse, and a distinction

is always made by the Printing Committee as to what docu-
ments are to be printed and what are not. What docu-
ments are printed ? Documents of importance. What
documents are not printed ? Documents which are not of
sufficient importance to justify their being printed. The
document which is not printed is no less before the House
than those which are printed. I do not think this matter
is of such great importance as to justify the printing of the
whole of this record, but I do inaist that, if it is printed at
all, the very canny suggestion of my hon. friend, the leader
of the Opposition, made in such a childlike and bland man-
ner, that the newspaper clippings and the pamphlets and
the pieces almost obscene, should not be printed,
should not be adopted and I protest against his sug-
gestion. If anything is printed, lot the whole record be
printed. I do not care whether it is printed or not. I am
prepared to defend myself and justify myself in the course
I have taken in this matter.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not rise to enter into the merits
of this case at all, but I rise to reply to the positions whioh
have been assumed by the leader of the Government. He
has taken two or three positions which I think are quite
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untenable. He says that, as the leader of the Opposition
differs from the gentleman from Bothwell (Mr. Mills),
who assumed an attitude further in extent than that assum.-
ed by the leader of the Opposition, ho will accept the posi-
tion taken by the leader as expressing the position of the
Opposition in this Bouse. He forgets that there happens
to be an independent party in this House, not very
strong it is true, but, as far as I am concerned, I am
determined to speak whenever the freedom and rights of
the people are concerned, and I contend that the course
taken by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is a
correct one. The first question is whether the Speaker has
taken the correct course, and whether ho had authority to
dismiss these men; and the other question is more extensive
in its character, whether the men should have been dis-
missed at alh for the conduct which is charged against thera.
I say that the leader of the Opposition has, in this case,
stated clearly and distinctly the grounds upon which ho
laid the matter before the House, but ho did not go into
the question of whether these men were worthy of dis-
missal at ail, He merely questioned the authority of the
court that dismissed them, and, when this report of the
committee was never accepted or considered by the House,
I question the right of the Speaker to act on the report of
the committee without the authority of the House. That
is ail I desire to say on that branch of the subject. I do
not intend to enter into the merits of the case, as to whether
the men are guilty or not but I think the leader of the
Opposition is quite right in his action, and ihe motion
he has proposed with you, Sir, in the Chair. I also think
that the hon. member for Bothwell (Mlr. Mill) is quite
right in raising the question, net only whether you were
right in dismissing these men, but whether they were
worthy of dismisssl. I think the right hon. gentleman, the
leader of the House, should net confine the argument to
what the leader of the Opposition says in this case, but that
ho must consider it on a broader ground altogether.

Mr. EDGAR. If anything were required te show that it
was necessary te have the papers printed for the informa-
tion of the members of this flouse, it is the fact that the
lea 1er of the Hlouse, is evidently ignorant of their most
important contents. The leader of the House evidently
supposed that you, Sir, had been acting on a report of this
committee which had been adopted by the louse ; and if
ho had only seen the papers, if ho had seen the report of
the committee or the papers in regard to the Internal
Economy Commission, ho would have learned that that re-
port was never adopted by this House, that it was a report
of last Session, and that it is se much waste paper. I am
sure that if we go into the consideration of this question,
when even the leader of this House is ignorant as te the
contents of these papers, we are net likely te arrive at a
decision satisfactory te ourselves or te you. Now, I wish
te have your docision, Mr. Speaker, as te whether we are
entitled to have the papers, which are laid upon the Table,
read for the information of the members, and therefore I
ask, as a member of this House, that these papers be read.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the ho». member wishes the papers
to be read, they may be read.

The AsSISTANT CLEBK proceeded with the reading of the
papers.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I do net think it is very seemly
that we should spend our whole time in listening te a
pamphlet being read. I do net think the Rules of the louse
require it, and I do net think it should be done.

Mr. MITCHELL. Give sorne reasons.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I hold that only the letters that

are passed on this matter should be read and net a long
pamphlet. It is simply wasting the time of the Hlouse.

6

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I call the hon. gentle,
man's attention to the fact that that was the proposai of my
han. friend, which was refused by hie leader.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No.
Mr. MULOCK. I think we muet have the evidence in

some form before us before we can be called upon to pronounce
upon this question. It is quite true there is a principle in-
volved in it, but there are also the merits of the particular
case, and those merits can only be dealt with by a reference
to the evidence; and, inasmuch as the House has, to a
certain extent, shown an unwillingness to have the evidence
printed in the Votes and Proceedings, I presume members
muet adopt some other mode whereby the evidence eau be
brought within the reach of each member. I do not agree
with the statenent of the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives), that because the papers are technically
on the Table they are practically within the reach of each
member. The hon. gentleman held them in hie hand when
ho made that statement. It is true they were in the pos-
session of the House, if ho was the whole House, which ho
thought ho was when ho called for the dismissal of these
men. If we are going to deal with the case in any way, we
must have the evidence before us in a practical form. I,
therefore, for one object to any course calculated to thwart
the ends of justice. If that is the meaning of the suggestion,
we muet enforce the practice and have everything read so
as to have the documents practically within the reach of
each member.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr.
Kirkpatrick) has chosen to take exception to my asking
to have the papers read. ie says it is contrary to the
Rulies of the House, and is unnecessary. It may be
unnecessary, and it may be that the hon. gentleman
embodies ail wisdom in relation to the Rules of the House.
I know ho was supposed to do so when ho occupied
the Chair-his word was law then, and hie dictum
was always obeyed, and we paid every respect to
him. But the hon. gentleman now occupies the position
of an ordinary member, and ho must allow each of us
who have had some practice and experience to express
our opinion as to whetber a certain course proposed is in
accordance with the Rules of the flouse or not. It may be
that we are here for the purpose of trying these men ; I
really do not know whother we are here for that purpose
or not. We have not the issue fairly before the flouse as
to whether we are going to try them on the merits of the
offence or not, or whether it is on the special question, as
stated by the leader of the Opposition, as to the jurisdiction
of the Speaker to dismiss these men without the action of
the House. These are the points involved. If we are
going to try these men on the morits of the case, how can
1, who know nothing of the facts, take part in trying them
until I know what the evidence is. I regret to say I do
not understand the French language, and I insist on my
right, if 1, as one of the judges, have to try them and to
decide as to whether they were first guilty of conduct that
warranted dismissal, and, second, whether they were dis-
missed by an authority having power to dismiss them. I
must really know what the charges are, and have them
read in a language I understand. The hon. gentleman has
chosen tosay thatwe are delaying the businessof the country
by having these papers read. What was the proposition
of the hon. leader of the Opposition ? It was that the por.
tion of those papers that was material-the complainte
made by the hon. Secretary of State, the hon. member for
Richmond and Wolfe, and the hon. member for Sorel,-
along with the replies of the pereons accused-that
limited quantity of evidence that the Clerk is now reading,-
should be printed, in order that the members of the House
might have an opportunity of forming a correct opinion,
and considering judicially before they are asked to decide
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upon a matter which they cannot understand untilthe papers
are read. 1, therefore, have to ask that the letters of the hon.
Seocretary of State, the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe, and the hon. member for Richelieu, with the replies
of the persons accused, and ail evidence, should be read
both in French and English, so that everybody here eau
understand what we are deciding upon.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I think that the hon. gentleman,
before ho gets up to lecture me, should know what he is
talking about, and exhibit a little common sense, whieh I
do not think he has done on the present occasion. ie hbas
stated that I objected to the reading of these papers. If he
had heard me, he would have board that I objected to the
reading of that French pamphlet containing over a hundred
pages of closely printed matter. I said that it was unseemly
that the time of this House should be taken up by read-
ing that which will throw no light on the matter. I said
that the letters which had passed should be read, but that
this pamphlet ehould not be read.

Mr. MULOCK. Why not?
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Because I said it was unseemly to

take up the time of the House by reading a pamphlet in
Freneh which the hon. gentleman says ho does not under-
stand.

Mr. MULOCK. Does the pamphlet contain any evidence
on which these charges are made?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. It does contain it, but I under
stand the hon. member for Quebec East to state that th
letters extracted tbe objectionable words from the pamphlet,
and that therefore that these letters contained all the charges.

Mr. LAURIER. I tried to have these letters read, but I
was refused by the other side.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am agreeing with the hon.
member for Quebec East. Ile said those letters con.
tained all the extracts from the pamphlet which threw
light on the case, and I say those letters might be read; but
it is wasting the time of the House to read this pamphlet.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise merely to reply to what the hon.
gentleman has stated.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. The

hon. gentleman has spoken twice, and I have a right to
reply when le makes personal reference to myselt in a
manner that is not quite accurate. Tho lon. gentleman
says he does not think I should get up and lecture him.
Why, Sir, he lectured me because I asked that what was
read in French should be read in a language I could under-
stand, and he lectured thle bouse because the whole House
assented to its beinig read. I said there was no use of it
being read in a language I did not understand, and I wanted
it read in English if it was read inm French. If the chui gcb
are based on what is in that pamphlet, we have a right to
know what they are. The hon, gentleman has looked
through this evidence, but I have not. He is in the counsels
of the Government, and is ready to second any motion they
may make. No doubt he as had an opportunity of getting
at the contents of this pamphlet which I have not had, and
therefore I would like to have it read.

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. I would ask you,Mr. Speaker,
whether the reading of these documents before the
House is to be followed, according to the Ries of the Bouse,
by the printing of them in the Votes and Poceedings.
There is no Rule, so far as I know just now, that makes it
obligatoi y to read the papere that are laid on the Table, but
it may be done on a motion. I understood the hon. member
for Quebec East to ask that they should be read, no objec-i
tion was raised at the time, and 1 said that if the House
wanted them read they should be road.

Mr. MITcHELL.

Mr. LAURIER. I asked that they should be taken as
read, which is the practice, and it was refused by the ma-
jority. When the papers are taken as read, they always
appear in the Votes and Proceedings, but the hon. leader of
the Government would not consent to have anything
printed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The reason I asked you
this question is that I understand the hon. gentleman made
a motion to have the papers read.

Mr. EDGAR. No; I asked that they should be read.
Sir BECTOR LANGF4VIN. The motion was made that

they should be read, and I understand that that motion will
appear in the Votes and Proceedings.

Mr. MULOCK. There was no motion. They were
read wiih the unanimons consent of the House.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Was there a motion, Mr.
Speaker?

Mr. SPEAKER. There was no motion. It was asked
that the papers should be read. Nobody objected, and they
were read.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In consequence of that,
will these papers be printed in the Votes and Proceedings?

Mr. SPEAKER. I suppose ail the papers that are be-
fore this House and that are read must be printed. That is
the procedure followed. Every proceeding that takes
place before this House has to appear in the Votes and Pro-
ceedings.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the consequence of read-
ing these papers is that they shall appear in the Votes and
Procoedings, I believe the iouse would prefer-I think I
am expressing the opinion of botb parties-that we should
consider them now as read.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When I first rose I mentioned to the
House what I think is the rule and practice before the
courts among lawyers who want, not to dispute or quarrel
only, but to obtain a fair decision by the court. I siated
that the complaint made last year by me was a very short
and simple one, contained in four or five lines. Tho hon.
member for Richelieu bas been mentioned as one of
the complainants, but that is not correct. The expressions
complained of by myself and the hon. member for Rici.
mond and Wolfe are few, and they appeared not only
in the pamphlet, but in the public press and were circulattd
ail over the country.

Mr. MULOCK. Are they true?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. It is true that they have been made
and published. That is not denied by. thoseý against whom
the complaint lias been made;, but their defence consists in
thoir saying this: "We are officers of the fouse of a cer-
tain kind ; we have a right to discuss political matters, and
we had a right to make use of the expressions complained
of in public discussion on the hustings, in the press, or in
pamphiets." That is known to every member of thie louse
who has been asking for the reading of these papers.
Those expressions were such as, if used by an employé
in the service of any bon. gentleman opposite, in tue
ordinary course of lite, would, as I said in my complaint,
entitle that servant to immediate dismissal. Then my lon.
friend says these officers were engaged by a commitce
of the House, and you had no riglit to say that they
would not be re-engaged at the beginning of this Session.
It appears to me, Sir, that yeu have the right to declare
at the opening of the Session to these officers that tey
thall be no longer employed, because I understand their
engagement closes with the Session and is renewed with
the Session, with the consent of this House. The corm-
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mittee, when they engaged these parties, stated that they
should continue, but there is no permanent engagement.
Every man in the employment of the House must be
under your immediate control in all matters of discipline
and propriety. The second question, as to whether,
under the circumstances, the language and the expressions
that were made use of by these mcn, and which they ac.
knowledge having used, when complained against, would
justify their dismissal or justify your intimating to them
that they had ceased to form part of the àtaff of this House,
is one which does not at all trench on your authority to act
in any case. I maintain that in both cases there is no need
Of going to the expense of printing these papers, and if that
expense is to be incurred merely to gratify the pique of
hon. gentlemen opposite, the responsibility must rest on
those who have asked for the publication of the papers. I
could well understand that the leader of the Opposition should
ask what were the complaints made against these persons ;
but I say that the information having been given, there is
no necessity for going further. The whole subject may be
discussed without having these papers printed at a heavy
cost.

Mr. MULOCK. I was in hopes that when the Minister
of Public Works made the suggestion ho did, the difficulty
had reached its solution. I understood him to assent to the
proposition that the whole of the proceedings, the corres-
pondence and evidence, should be taken as read, and put on
record in the Votes and Prgceedings. That was a proper
and manly suggestion, and even though coming somewhat
late, I think it is entitled to respect. I regret that the hon.
the Secretary of State appears to manifest a desire to sup-
press a portion of the evidence.

Mr. CHAPLEAGU No.
Mr. MULOCK. If ho does not, why does ho object to

follow the advice, or, at all events, the suggestion of the
Minister of Public Works, who was desirous of concluding
further discussion by treating the papers as read, so that we
might proceed with other business. The hon. the
Secretary of State says this House should do what
ho would do himself, dismiss a servant who is objec-
tionable, but in this case, the mon charged with the
offending do not happen to be the servants of the
Secretary of State. 1L may not happen that just
what is distasteful to the hon. gentleman or to the refiaed
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) is distateful to
the majority of the House. At all events, we are entitled
to an independent opinion on the question, and, inasmuch
as the Minister of Public Works made a fair suggestion, I
hope the Government will be able to reconcile themselves
to following the advice of the present leader of the House
and let us proceed to business.

Mr. CEAPLEAU. If yon, Mr. Speaker, desired that the
complaint and the answer shall be considered as read and
printed, I have no objection to the papers being put on
record; but when a discussion comes on, my hon. friend
will find, should it be necessary to quote the pamphlet, that
there are expressions in it which will be sufficient to make
him blush.

Mr. MULOCK. No, no,
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Perhaps the hon. gentleman is ac-

customed tô such expressions. Every man has bis own
sensitiveness, but I am sure the hon. gentleman would net
go so far as te say that the expressions made use of are not
highly offensive.

Mr. MITOH ELL. Iam glad this difficulty has terminated.
I have io disposition, at iali events, to protract the business
of:the House by having read a lot of papers, but I fool it
my daty, in deakng with this subjeot as a jndge, to know
what i sn aling with. I atn gld we have come o the
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resolution to consider the papers as read and let thom be
entered in the Votes and Proceedings; and I may say, in
this connection, one word with relation to the conduct of
the Minister of Public Works. I have often noticed that
the hon. gentleman, when loading this House in the absence
of the First Minister, conducts business in a manner agree.
able to the Opposition as well as to the party he leads; and
he never could have shown his tact and management more
clearly than ho has done to-day, in at once consenting to
have these papers considered as read and entered in the
Votes and Proceeding. I can only express my regret that,
perhaps, growing age, perhaps the intolerance which power
croates, bas made the immediate leader of the House, the
First Minister, obstinate, and we know that as age increases
so does obstinacy; and, if the right hon. gentleman could
only show a little of the forbearance and courtesy to mem-
bers on this side which is displayed by the Minister of
Public Works, the business of this House would not suffer.

Mr. EDGAR. I must say that I only suggested that
these papers should be read whcn it seemed there would be
no other way of getting even a part of them printed and
before the House. As I understand the position now,
these papers have been ordered to be taken as read; and
yon have ruled that being so read, they must appear in the
Votes and Proceedings. That being the distinct understand-
ing, I am glad to support the suggestion of the hon. the
Minister of Public Works that they be taken as read, and
had that suggestion been made in the firet instance, there
would not have been all this trouble.

Mr. H ESSON. On behalf of the hon. gentlemen on this
side, I submit that the course adopted is a much more
pleasant one than to have the papers read, and am much
pleased to seo that the leader of the third party has
become himself once more. I remember when he strongly
put the point not only that papers should be read, but that
they should be read in French as in English, and am glad
to see that he is willing now to accept a compromise and
have them taken as read. I have a suggestion to
make to the hon. gentleman, who seems to take up the
cudgel warmly for those employés who have been-dismissed,
whether wrongly or rightly, and that is, that ho would
employ them in transl&ting the French pamphlets for his
benefit as leader of the third party.

Motion agreed to.

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH THE U.S.

Sir R[CHIARD CARTWRIGHT. As the leader of the
House is not present, I may mention to the hon. the Minis-
ter of Finance that, yesterday, I came to an understanding
with the leader of the House that I would move to-day in
reference to certain resolutions which I have on the paper.
Under that agreement I now move:

That the resolutions in reference to sommercial relations between
Canada and the United States be made the First Order of the Da for
Wednesday, 7th March, and that the debate thereon proceed de i -in
diem.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I was not in the House when
the matter was brought up before, but I would ask my hon.
friend whether ho proposes to go on assuming that the
protocols are not ip our bands at that time.

Sir RfEHARD CARTWRIGHT. No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I stated before that Mr.
Bergne, one of the protocolists on the British side of the
Commission, had telegraphed me that he expected to send
me the protocols on Tuesday. I have not yet received them,
nor have I received any other communiQation from him,
but the moment I do receive them, I will lay themoin .the
Table of the- House with the Treaty and the modus Wvendi,
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and I would ask my hon. friend whether he proposes
to go on with the debate, which might be somewhat affect-
ed by the proposals and the counter.proposals which have
taken place between the plenipotentiaries, or whether he
will postpone the discussion if they are not here at that
time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. Minister
was not present at the time that this was mentioned
before, and I then agreed that, if the Government were not
able.to lay these protocols on the Table by that time, this
motion sbould be waived. The First Minister was to have
told me to-day-of course the explanation of the Finance
Minister is quite satisfactory-at what time he expected
these protocols.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am expecting them hourly.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I suppose the hon.
gentleman will feel himself justified in having them
printed at once.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They will be printed with.
out a moment's delay.

Mr. MITCHELL. I presume, from what the hon. gen.
tleman says, that there have been negotiations in regard to
the trade relations, as well as in regard to the Fishery
Treaty.

Sir CHARLES.TUPPER. Yes: I think I am warranted
in saying so.

Motion agreed to.

DEFECTIVE LETTERS PATENT ACT.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK (for Mr. MOCARTHY) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 4) to amend the Act respect-
ing defective Letters Patent, and the discharge of Securities
to the Crown.

Mr. MITCHELL. Ploase explain.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The explanation is, that the Bill

is intended, in regard to certain lands in Ontario, that
they should be discharged from certain bonds given to the
Crown.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

RAILWAY EMIPLOYÉS PROTECTION AID.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK (for Mr. MOCARTUT) moved for
leave to introduee Bill (No. 5) for the protection of rail-
way employés.

Mr. MITCHELL. Explain that.
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This Bill is to provide that rail-

way companies shall protect foreign railway frogs, and shall
also put rails on their freight cars for the protection of their
hande.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the firat time,

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr, KIRKPATRICK (for Mr. McCAaTrY) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 6) to amend the C: rada Tom-
perance Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Rxplain.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I am afraid from past

experience,that this Bill will involve a charge on the revenue
in favor of Mr. McCarthy, and, therefore, it should be brought
down by resolution.

Mr. K[RKPATRICK.
for the repeal of the Act.

Sir CauzaLs Turra.

This is simply in regard to voting
At prosent, the voting is for or

against the petition, and it bas been represented to the hon.
'member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) that it is often
difficult for the voters to know whether they are voting for
or against the petition. It is, therefore, proposed they shall
be asked to vote for or against the Act instead of for or
against the petition.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

AID TO WRECKED VESSELS.

Mr. KIRK PATRICK moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 7) to allow American vessels to aid vossels wrecked
or disabled in Canadian waters.

Mr. CHARLTON. Explain.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. This Bill is for the purpose of
granting to American vessels the right to come into
Canadian waters to render aid to vessels wrecked or disabled,
provided that similar privileges are granted by the United
States Governmont to Canadian vessels. It is, in short, a
Bill to provide for the rendering of reciprocal aid to
wrecked vessels.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LAND SALES IN THE N.W.T.

Sir RICHARD CARTWIRIGILT asked, What sums have
been reeived from the sale of lands in Manitoba and the
North-West Territories during the ordinary year 1887 ? 2.
HIow much from the lst January, 1888, to tho 1st March,
1888?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The amount received for lands
in the North-West during the last calendar year is $450,-
701.08. As for the other information asked, the returns
are not in from the several agents, and will not be in for a
fortnight; but I will see that the hon, gentleman gets the
information as soon as I receive it.

CLEARANCES TO VESSELS FOR BEHRING'S SEA.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether the Customs officers on the
Pacifie coast of Canada have been instructed, or are per-
mitted, to refuse clearances to sealing vessels for Behring's
Sea ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Customs officials on the Pacific
coast of Canada have not been instructed to refuse clear-
ances to any vessel, either for the Behring's Sea or any
other part of the world. It is thoir duty to grant certifi-
cates under the law to all vessels whenever the provisions
of that law are complied with.

BEHRING'S SEA AND CANADIAN VESSELS.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Whether any convention, agreement,
understanding or modus vivendi has been arrived at with
the United States with reforence to the use or navigation of
the waters or harbors of Bahring's Sea during the season
of 1888 by Canadian vessels for the purposes of fishing,
sealing, trading or shelter, or any of them?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may answerthe honi gentle.
man by saying that no such convention or arrangement
has been arrived at.

MR. J. V. ELLIS, M.P., AND ANNEXATION.

Mr. GUILLET, What action does the Gevernmont pro-
pose to take in the case of John Valentine Ellis, Esquire,
a Member of the House of Commons for the City of St.
John, in the Province of New Brunswick, who has declared
himself an advocate of the annexation of Canada to the
United States ?-
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Mr. LISTER. I rise to a point of order. The question

contains an averment of facts.

Mr. SPEAKER. Will the hon, gentleman state his point
of order?

Mr. LISTER. I submit the question to the Speaker.

Mr. GUILLET-Who bas declared himself an advocate-

Mr. LISTER. I ask for the ruling of the Speaker.

Mr. SPEAKER. Rule 29 reads as follows:-
l Questions may be put to Ministers of the Crown relating to public

affairs; and to other members relating to any Bill, motion or other pub-
lic matter, connected with the business of the fouse, in which such
members may be concerned; but in putting any such question, no argu-
ment or opinion is to be offered, nor any facts stated, except so far as
may be necessary to explain the same."

The facts stated here are very serious, and I should think
it would be botter not to put the question in this form, as
it is of a nature to reflect upon one of the members of this
House.

Mr. GUILLET. I may say that I am giving the language
which the hon, gentleman wrote in his own newspaper,
and which bas not been retracted, and never been repu-
diated.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. SPEAKER. I ask the hon. member to withdraw
his question.

Mr. GUILLET. I think I have a right to ask this
question. I am reading language that was actually pub.
lished.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. GUILLET. I wish to say that in putting the question
on the paper, I did so with the approval of the authorities
of the House, who, I assume, ought to know the rules in
relation to such matters.

Mr. SPEAKER. Does the hon. member withdraw his
question ?

Mr, GUILLET. If you have ruled so, I shall have to
withdraw it.

Mr. SPEAKER. I shall have to rule it out of order.

ICE BREAKERS-COUNTY OF BERTHIER.

Mr. BERNIER (for Mr. BEAUSOLEIL) asked, Whether it
is the intention of the Government to provide, in the Esti-
mates to be laid before the House, for the construction of
ice-breakers in the parishes of St. Barthelemy and St. Cutb-
bort, in the County of Berthier, in order to prevent the
disasters which occur every year on the breaking up of the
ice in the St. Lawrence, and to deal favorably with the
petition presented in that behalf ?

Sir HECTOR L&NGEVIN. I regret to say that I can-
not answer just now the hon, member, because the Esti-
mates are not yet before the House. When they are laid
upon the table the bon. member will see if there is an item
for that purpose; if not, ho will perhaps put another ques-
tion to the same effect.

INSTRUCTIONS TO LAND AGENTS.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. McMullen for a return giving copy of instructions
to Dominion Land Agents in Manitoba and the North-
West, regarding instructions furnished to intending settlers
free of charge, and a copy of instructions as to information
for which a fee is imposed; the amount of fees received at
the several offices during the years 1885-86 and 1887, for

such information ; the amount of all fecs collected f rom in-
tending settlers during those years, and for wbich no credit
was given in their purchase of Dominion LandF,

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I shall be very glad to
bring down all the information in our possession on
this point for the hon. gentleman. I have had a
thorough examination made to-day, and bave found
the original of the letter which was read last night, It
will be remembered that the statement made by the hon.
g entleman was to the effect that a certain settler had asked
or information from one of the land offices in regard to

nine townships, that ho was told ho could get the infor-
mation on the payment of a fee of $21.50, that thereupon
ho wrote to the department, and the Assistant Secretary
wrote him to the effect that if he would pay the amount
asked he would get the information, but not otherwise. I
find the original letter of the gentleman, Mr. Edward
Gregson, who asked for the information with respect
to the nine townships as stated. I have here the original
letter from Mr. Stephenson, agent at the Dominion Lands
office at Regina, to this effect:

"lI have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 14th
inst., and in reply to say, that if you send me $1.20 offee tees for the
information you ask for, I will then send you the diagrams."

So what this gentleman asked for was the diagrams of nine
townships, the fees required were not $21.50 but.$1.20, and
he was told by the department ho would have to pay that
small sum for the diagrams. These are the actual facts as
they appear from the original documents in the department.
However, I will bring down all the information I have on
the subject.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I am not prepared to challenge the
statement just made by the hon. Minister. My reason for
bringing forward the resolution was for the purpose of
gathering information with regard to the information furn-
ished to intending settlers in the North-West. The state-
ment made by Mr. Gregson to me was that a demand for
$21.50 had been made on him by an agent of the Dominion
Lande in the North-West, for the information ho asked
respecting the townships to which the Minister has referred.
I have since written to the gentleman, asking him to send
the letter ho received from the Dominion Lands agent mak-
ing a demand for $21.50. I am satisfied that the demand
for $21.50 was undoubtedly made by the Dominion Lands
agent, whether in his letter to the department here he admits
that such a demand was made or not. Ho may have stated
that a demand for $1.20 was made-he may have led the
department to understand that that was the demand made,
but Mr. Gregson bas stated that he was required to furnish
$21.50. My remarks are in accordance with those made by
the hon. gentleman behind me (Mir. Watson), who stated
yesterday that, on several occasions, people desiring to settlo
in the North.West had been asked by those in official posi-
tions there for sumas of money for information so furnished to
them, altogether in excess of what the departmental regula.
tions would warrant. The Minister said 1 had stated it
was an actual settler who had made that complaint and
asked this information. My statement was that it was an
intending settler. Hie said ho intanded to beoome a settler
in the North-West, and in order to do so, both he and his
four sons had asked for information in regard to those par-
ticular lands. I am sorry he did not become a settler.
He became se disgusted with the manner in which he was
treated that he returned home, and is now preparing to go
to Dakota, for which I am sorry.

Mr. DAVIN. I live in the North-West. I know Mr.
Stephenson, the land agent, and other land agents. I hear
most of what goes on in regard to matters of this kind, and
all I can tell the House is this: that even if the Minister
had not brought down the papers he has brought down to.
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day, I would have had no hesitation in rising here and
saying that there could not be the least foundation for the
statement made by the hon. gentleman. It bas been my
business to enquire into the way those gentlemen have
conducted themselves, it bas been forced on me to do so,
sometimes by criticism of this sort, and I have made a point
to find out how a settler or an enquirer was treated at those
offices. I have made a point to find out whether such
charges as these have any foundation, and all I eau say is
that, having made such enquiries, there is not a shadow of
foundation for those charges that are constantly brought
forward. It is very important to repel such inuendoes,
because there is an inuendo in the question, for they are
calculated to do any amount of harm to a cnuntry, part of
which I represent and in which we are all deeply interested.
in fact, it is only part and parcel of a well-considered policy
of many hon. gentlemen on the Opposition side of the
House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. No.
Mr. DAVIN. I say yes. It is only part and parcel of a

well-considered policy, and it is-a policy that is sure toe act
as a boomerang and reflect on themselves, injuring them in
the estimation of the country.

Mr. WATSON. I made certain statements last night,
and my hon. friend for North Welling ton(htr. McMullen)has
used my name in connection with what he has said. I did
not say that regularly appointed agents of the Government
had acted improperly towards settlers. I do not wish to be so
misunderstood on that matter by the House. I said that I
expected, when the facts were known, that the agents of the
colorisation companies, who act in some districts as Domin-
ion agents to receive applications for lands, would be found
to have extorted exorbitant fees from intending settlers. I
know that in 1881 and 1882 the country was full of colonisa-
tion companies' agents, and they demanded fees varying
from $20 to $100 from intending settlers for information
furnished them. I am not at ail surprised at the warmth
with which my hon. friend from Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
has entered into the defence of Government officials. We
know the wonderfal amount of ability he possesses for the
defence of Government officials. Of course, I do not know
whether he has marie all the onquiries of which ho has
spoken, but we find he not only defends Government offi-
cials but he attacks some men in the west who are as much
interested in the country as he is. We find from the publie
press that we may on some occasions doubt that the hon.
gentleman is thoroughly accurate in making statements re-
garding the North.West. He always waxes warm in advo-
cating the policy of the Government in the North-West.
I wish to state on beha'f of-the Dominion Land agents, that I
am not aware of any instances where a regularly appointed
agent has extorted exorbitant fees from intending settlers;
but I did say, yesterday, and I repeat to-day, that the Gov-
ernment policy of granting large tracts of land to colonisa-
tion companies enable them to exact large fees from intend-
ing settlers.

TRADE UNIONS.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Copies of the rules of all Trade Unions registered under the Act 35
Victoria and the Trade Unions Act, with a list and designation of their
several officers.

He said: My object in making this motion is to draw the
attention of tha hon. Minister of Justice to some of the by-
laws passed by the trade unions. I do not muake the motion
in opposition to the trade unions, but for the protection of
the laborers themselves. I may at once state that I have
in my hand the rules and by-laws of a society that calls
itself the Quebeo Ship Laborers' BenevolentSeoioety, whioh

Mr. DAVuç.

was incorporated for the following purpose, as set forth in
its Bill of incoporation :-

" That they are subjected to peculiar hardships and accidents la the
pursuit of their daily avocations, and that they are desirous of forming
themselves into an association, under the name of the Quebec Ship La-
borers' Benevolent Society, for the purpose of assieting, ino80 far as it
may be found practicable, the families of members reduced to distress by
the illness or death of such members."

This society was incorporated on the 9th of June, 1862, says
the first clause of the Bill, " for the pur pose aforesaid "; but
if I look at the by-laws of this society, I find a number of
by-laws, which are called Ilpractical by-laws," which show
a very different purpose. Article 39 says:

" The following is the tariff rate of wages demanded by this associa-
tion, iz., holdera and swingers, $ 1.00 per day ; winchers and watch-
men, $3,00 per day; stagers, $2.00 per day. Any member of this
association who shail work on board ship for less than the establisbed
wages, or more than the established hours for said wages, or giring any
of his time gratis, such as putting up gear, on being found guilty shall
be fined for the Irst offence, $5.00, second offence, $10.00, and for the
third offence he shall be dealt with as the association may determine."

In what way we do not know; whether he will be put in
such a physical way as not to be able to reach another vos-
sel we do not know. Then, provisions are made with regard
to the number of men who shall be engaged on each vessel.
Article 40 says :

" The necessary complement of men to form a gang will be the fol-
lowing: lst. Vessels working 8 winches, shall employ no less than 24
winchers, 9 holders, 3 swingers and 2 stagers. 2nd. Vessels 600 tons
and over, known as double-ported, that is, having a port on the larboard
and starboard sides in one end of the lower hold or similar in the be-
tween decks, said ports if placed in the bow or stern shall employ no
less than 18 winchers, 7 holders, 2 swingers and 2 stagers."

It goes on in the same way providing for the different
styles of vessels. One of these clauses says:

"Steamships loading or discharging general cargo shall employ no
less than 16 men in each compartment, the stevedore having the privilege
to discharge the men at the finishing of the said comnpartment."

Article 41:
" Eight hours will constitute a day's work, commencing at 7 in the

morning, one hour to breakfast, the same to dinner, and leave off at 5 in
the evening."

Article 42:
" No member of this society will work on board any vessel where a

donkey engine is used in loading or discharging timber, deals, boards,
&c., except sporI-wood."

Article 43:
" Any member of this society who works with a foreman whi is not a

member will be fiaed one day's pay for each day he shall have worked.
" Any member of this society who is discharged without a fault, is

obliged to inform the other men who are working in the same ship :
and if they do not knock off until such time as such man is allowed to
resaume hie work, they will be fined one day's pay for each day they
have worked."

According to this, the man who is discharged has only to
declare that he as been discharged without a fault and the
whole society is bound to strike and prevent any body from
working. Article 49:

"No members of this society will work in any vessels where the
sailors are employed in the capacity of laborers at the loading or taking
in broken stowage."
Article 5-0:

" Any member of this society who may be employed by any stevedore
or captain to discharge a vessel, such member will be entitled to work
at the loading of same vesel; and it shall be the duty of ali members
to proteet each other in this case, under a penalty of one day's pay for
each day he has worked. The same rule shall apply to watchmen."

Wbat the protection is I do not know. Article 51 :
"Ail vessels loading a cargo or taking a portion of a cargo of deals,

staves, boards or any kind of lumber must employ four men to stow said
cargo at the rate of $400 per day; aud it sba; lbe distinctly under-
stood that the four mon stowing are not to carry under a penalty of one
day's pay for each day they have worked."

Article 54:
INo member of this society wil furisoh labor te the Iading of any

MRwuul WhenteWad ressel lbasbeau discharged 'by non-meznbere."I
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Article 55: to act upon their own judgment or discretion. When the
"If any master undertakes to load hie vessel with his orew, a record fall begins and the Northern Light has to take the place of

of such shall be taken, and he shall be deprived of labar hereafter by the summer steamers, common sense would lead one to
the association." suppose that tho Departments bore would select some man
And it must be remembered that this association bas for ced in whose judgment they had f ull confidence. and allow him
-1 use the word ad visedly-nearly all the ship laborers of to direct when these steamers shall or shall not make the
that city to enrol in its ranks. *Article 59: passage. But such seens to be the official perversity that

prevails in the Post Office and the Marine Departments,
''Any member working with a stevedore who has been refused labor that they will not allow even their own officials to directfrom the society will be fined the sum of $10.00 for each day he has when the steamers or boats shall cross, and everything bas

to be done by instructions from Ottawa, given by men who,
The consequence of these by-laws is very plain. The from the nature of things, cannot know anything of the
finest harbor in the world is now the poorest and the barest. service and are not able to exorcise reasonable discretion in
Very few ships come there now-only one or two a week the mater. Therefore, not only egregious fficial blunders,-and the revenues of the harbor, instead of'increasintg, are but blunders which act most prejudicially on the com.
decreasing. According to the statement made by the lar- mercial community, are committed. I submit to the Post-
bor Conmmissioners themselves, I find that the exportations master General whether i. would not be judicious on his
in 1885 were, in round r,numbers, $6,100,000, in 1886 they part to place sorne little contidenco in the Post Office
were redaced to $5,8000, and in 1887 they were still Inspector on the island, and alow him to direct
further reduced Io $,100,000. The importations have also the manner in which tho mails shall bo carried after
been red uced from $3,700,000 in 1885, to$3,500,000 in 1886, they are laaded. I wish the House to understand that I
and $3,u00000 in 1887. The population of Quebec is also am not making any complainit or bringing up any question
decreasing, and this is all due to these by-laws, which are with reference to the conveyance of mails across the
not sanctioned by law, but by force and intimidation. I Straits. Every year complaints are made, and probably
am not against the workingmen organising themselees; I will again be made at the proper time, on this subject, but
believe in the protection of labor. I think that the Com- what I now complain of is that, after the mails are delivered
mission appointed to report on the protection due to labor- on the Prince Edward Islaid side, the special means of con.
ers is a proper one. I believe in protecting laborers so vaying them, which for years we have been suppliel with,
far as morality is concerned, so far as the employment of have been taken away. Hon. gentlemen can see the reasona
young ebildren and women is concerned, so far even as why there should be some specil means. Sometirnes
wages arecuoncerrned; but I do not beliere in these coali- the mails aie delaved ozi the o side at Cape Tor.
tions, combinations, and associations which, in spite of law, mentine from one to five days, so that when a crossing
ruie by force and violence. I state, as a fact, that this as- is effected no moans should be neglected to carry the
sociation has ruined the harbor of Quebcc, and I ask the mails speedily to their destination. Sir Alexander Camp.
Minister of Justice to come and gives us help in the matter. bell, when Postmaster General, bad withdrawn, on the
We have got from our district certain Ministers, whose report of some wretchel subordinate who knew nothing
capacity i will not deny, but probably they are too much about it, the special trains, but the moment the matter was
employed otherwise and cannot give us any aid. There- brought to his attention by the Senators representing the
fore I make application to the Minister of Justice to come Iland, he at once ordored the train to be repltced; and the
to the belp of Quebec in this matter, and I have brought service then gave every Fatisfaction. Now the Postmaster
this motion in order that Parliament may acquire some Generai bas seen fit to withdraw that privilogo, and will
information as tol the cause of tho ruin of the harbor of not allcw his Post Offico lpetor to exercise any di2cre-
Quebec. tion in the matter. He will n>t give us special trains, ho

Motion agreed to. will not pay for the conveyance of the mails by horse and
sleigh, so that we are really worse off than we were forty

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND MAIL SERVICE or fifty years ago. To day, if the mail is four or five days
late in crossing, it must remain after it has got over, though

Mr. DAVIES(P.E.I.) moved for: it may contain 50, 60 or 150 mail bags, at Cape Tormen-
tine, from 6 hours to 24 or 28 hours as the oase rny b

Return of all correspondence by letter or telegram, and all other Now there is no excuse for anything of that kind. Thepapers, relative to the coveyanee of extra Provincial mails in Prince matter was brought te thu notice of the Postmaster Gene-
ra, and, when the Yorthern Light was disabled last October,

le said: My objoet is to draw the attention of the Gov- the postmaster of the Island wrote to the Postmaster
ernment to the unfortunate condition of affairs in Prince General and asked if it was not possible, in order that the-
Edward Islard, arising from the action of the Postasuter long.suffering people might have their grievanoes removed,
General. lIn 1886, the then Postmaster GeOral, Sir to have special trains employed when necessary. The
Alex. Campbell, owing to the representationb of some Postmaster Generai replied that he should not exeroise any
of his subordinatesi, withdrew the special trains whieh such discretion, and that the postmaster was not toemploy
ormerly existed in the Island for carrying the mails from a special train or even a horse and sleigh to haul the letters
he place where the Northern Light or the ice-boats to the capital of the Island without speeial orders from
and. On repretsentations being made to him of the incon- Ottawa The unfortunate man had to act on that, and
venience which followed the withdrawal of the special what was the result? In the month of December the
rains, Sir Aler. Campbell removed the grievance and re- Northern Light ceased to rn, and instead of the agent of
placed the train, although to replace it involved consider- the Marine Dpartment at once placing the boats on to
ble expense. A retrograde movement bas, however, again take her place, it was found that no one bad authority to

ben made by the new Postmaster General, and during the put the bouts on. They telegraphed to Ottawa, and after
ast winter we have not orily suffered the inconveniences a lapse of four or five days, the boats were got ready under
hat must necessarily arise in an Island isolated as is an order from Ottawa. There was an inexcusable delay in
Prince Edward Island, but these inconveniences have been getting means to take the mails across. The boats were
ntensified and increased by the action of the Government. got ready, and after they were got ready the Board of
Neither the Post Office Department nor the Marine De- Trade of Charlottetown telegraphed to the Postmaster
?artment will allow any agents of theirs in that Province General as follows: -
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" OnRRLOTTITOWN, 28th December, 1887.

" Postmaster here having no authority to employ special trains to
deliver Nor'hern Light's mails causes serious inconvenience to business.
The Charlottetown Board of Tra le respectfully urge that arrangements
be at once made te obrilte this. No outsile mails received since
Baturday last."

Two days passed by without a reply, and they telegraphed
again asking for a reply. On the 3rd January, nearly a
week afterwards, the Postmaster General replies:

" Matter submitted to Council. The expense, about $7,000, con-
*idered too great, besides giving precedrnt to Western danada to
demand specials from Quebec for eastern mails."

Now, that whole telegram is an absurdity. The Postmaster
General ought to have known, if ho had enquired of his
deputies, that the precedent had been already set, that bis
predecessor, and every man who ad any cognisance of the
facts and any authority over this matter from winter
to winter, had ordered that special trains should be
employed to carry the mails. They knew that very few
mails were landed from the boats or from the .Northern
Light which had not to be carried to the capital;
and; as to Quebec, I say that is a flimsy excuse
which was unworthy of the hon, gentleman. The
precedent had existed for years. Supposing the Northern
Light, after being one or two days crossing, or even one
day ci ossing, arrived at Georgetown or one of the termini
an hour or two h ours, as she generally did, after the
departure of the morning train, those mails, which were
already perhaps three or four days old, had to remain 24
hours in Georgetown until the next day's train. The whole
commerce of those engaged in business wou!d be partially
paralysed owing to the want of action and the refusai of
ordinary and reasonable facilities by the Department. Thon
there was no special train to carry a reply immediately
back, so that a gentleman writing from Hlalifax, to another
gentleman in Charlottetown, would have to wait about one
week to write a letter and get a reply over this distance of
about 150 or 160 miles, and that owing to the want of action,
the want of judgment, and the culpable negligence of the
department over which the hon. gentleman presides; and
this in the face of a previous decision arrived at by his
predecessor, who had given a great deal (f ccnsideration to
the matter and had listened in the Senate for many years to
the complaints of Senators f rom Prince Edward Island, that
the specials should be nn there all the time to carry the
matter tothe capital. Thon ho says it will cost $7,000. If
it did cost 87,000, there is no reason why the people of that
Island should be deprived of that special train, but ho must
have known that, in sending that telegram, ho was not con-
veying the whole truth. That service did not cost8 1,000.
The officialis of the train were there. It was merely a cross
entry of the Railway Department against the Post Office
Department. It was morely the coet of the fuel to rua 20 or
30 miles to carry the mails to the capital. On the 9th January
the mails were ordered to go by the capes, but there were no
boats ready to take them. The same policy which I have
been se much deprecating, and which prevails in the Post
Office Department, prevails also in the Marine Department.
They seem to have no confidence in their agent. He had
no authority to lay out 85 to get the boats ready to carry
the mails without authority from Ottawa. It was only on
the 12th January that the boats were ready. Althongh it
may be a little tedious, I want to call the attention of hon.
gentlemen to the facts under which we suffer, and then to
ask if it is reasonable that those things should continue.
So, after nearly a week's delay, when the boats were ready on
the 12th January, that day was stormy and they could not
go out, but on the 13th January they went ou t. There were 165
baga of mail mauor at Cape Tormentine. The boats brought
over 70 bags and left 95 behind. We had been a week with-
out mails and, when they arrived, they were not much
more than a third of the whole of the mails that were

Mr. DlAvis.

ready, and that, and the delay for that week, nearly the
whole of it was due to the culpable negligenoe and inaction
of those two departme'nts. Thon whon those 70 baga ar-
rived, they wore allow6d to remain all that day at Cape
Traverse, and it was not until the 14th that they reached
Charlottetown. I venture to say that, if a little village
containing :00 voters in the hon. gentleman's county had
been treated half so shabbity as the p>pulation of 120,00
people on the Island of Prince Edward has beon, he would
have given orders very quickly to have the evil remedied.
The conduct of the hon. gentleman seems inexplicable. I
cannot understand it. The Conservative newspaper in
Prince. Edward Island had tried to account for it, and after
commenting for some time on the delay, it wound up as
follows :-

" For the grossest and most inexcusable stupidity, r McLelan, in his
official capacity, has certainly no superior. Our lan guage may appear
strong, but we submit that our case warrants its use."

That is not the language of any Grit or Liberal, but it is
the language of one of the strongest Tory newspapers in the
Dominion, and the facts bear it out. Hon. gentlemen
smile, but, if they were conducting a large business and
waiting for returns from the United States of their ship-
ments of oats and potatoes, and found that the mail had
crossed and that 165 mail bags were lying there, and that
the Postmaster General had telegraphed that they were
not to be brought to town for 48 hours, they would think
"inexcusable stupidity " as mild a term as could be used ;
and, for my part, I endorse the term as far as it is parlia.
mentary to do it. Well, let me proceed with the facts of
that week. Oa Saturday they agaiu crossed, and the
remaining 95 baga were brought over. These 95 bags re-
mained all day Saturday, and all day Sunday, and the
ordinary train which loft Cape Traverse in the morning,
brought them down, and they reached Charlottetown on
Monday. On the 22nd, the mail again crossed, but the train,
by order of the Postmaster General, had again left-the boat
was about an hour late. The train would not wait. There
were no passengers to take, however. Hon. gentlemen
know that this railway which was built at a cost of $175,-
000 by the Government, a few years ago, wns built, as they
themselves stated, to carry out the term3 which they had
made with Prince Edward Island, terms for the conveyance
of the mails and passengers. There are no towns to be served
by it. The main object of the railway was to carry passen.
gers and the mails to and fro. They started the train in
the morning with, perhaps one or two passengers, certainly
not more. They run that railway 13 miles to get to the
main line, and they will not wait until the mail crosses.
That is the complaint. The mail crossed too late that day.
The train went forward on the 23rd, 24 hours after it
crossed that mail was brought to town. On the 24th,
another mail crossed, and it was too late for the town.
Thon the Board of Trade commenced telegraphing to the
Premier. This thing was intolerable. Mind you, it has
nothing to do with parties, it bas nothing to do with
politics; it is a mattter that interests every grown-up
man and woman on the Island. Well, the Board of Trade
telegraphed to the Premier on the 12th January:

" The Right Sir JoHN Â. MACDONALD,
Ottawa.

Charlottetown Board of Trade, in annual meeting assembled, solemn-
ly protest against present arrangement of mail and passenger service
with mainland. No mails received since that of Thu-slay, 5th inst., from
Pictou, although weather fine and Straits suitable for ice-boat crossing,
No ont ging mails since yesterday week, except one by Northern Light
last evening, which was dispatched on Saturday with accumulations of
previous two days. These mails were sent by Georgetown against
judgment of everybody here, because Oape service was not ready; crew
not organised for crossing Tormentine to-day. When mail crosses from
Tormentine in a firenoon, the proper time, it cannot be delivered here
by regular train until noon the following day. Under present arrange-
ment of Traverse Railway, there is a positive injury io the Island, as
mails tale au average of twenty-four hours fom Traverse by regular
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train, while they could be througb by teame in three hours. Manage-
ment Of mail, steam and ice-boat service, from Ottawa, complete failure.
We pray that a special train from Traverse be granted as in former
yèars. Not possible to arrange regular trains to suit crosing. Please
telegraph reply."

Now, hon. gentlemen will see that before the railway
was built at all, before we ever joined-I was going te say,
unfortunately joined-Confederation, when the mails did
cross, they were brought te Charlottetown by special teams
in two or three hours--always; and within three or four
hours afterwards, a team took out the return mail, just
allowing sufficient time for the letters to be delivered, and
time te answer them. Now, under the masterly arrange-
ment made by the present Postmaster General, these mails
that were formerly delivered by horse and sleigh in three
hours, arc delivered by his railway in twenty-four. Sir,
that is intolerablo, and cannot be submitted te. Well, on
the 13th the Postmaster General telegraphs in reply:

"Sir John asked me to reply to your message. On information re-
ceived on the 8th, it was decided to put on ice-boats. Application was
made to Marine Department to commence the service. Railway will
run a train from Traverse at half past eleven to connect with through
train to Charlottetown. lu past years, boats have generally crossed in
time to connect, and special efforts will be made to ensure this."

Now, the hon. gentleman says, instead of starting the
train in the early morning at 9, I will meet your wishes by
delaying it until 11. I dare say his intentions were good,
but his ignorance of times and the facts about the crossing,
frustrated entirely his good intentions. As a matter of
faot, the boats do net get over by 11 o'clock except on rare
o-casions-my hon. friend near me says not once in
50 times. They leave the other side at 7 or 8 o'clock, and
get over by 12 or 1 o'clock. I went te Cape Traverso about
it and I found that the boats had crossed and reached the
board ice, and when within five or six hundred yards of the
train, the whistie blew, and the train started and loft behind
100 mail bags that were to be carried te the city. Well,
Sir, the Board of Trade was net satisfied with the answer
given by the Postmaster General, and they again tele-
graphed te the Premier on the 23rd:

"Sir JoRN A. MACDONALD,
'' Ottawa.

'First mail since Wednesday crossed yesterday ; forwarded this
morning from Traverse to Summerside, missing the train."

Now, I want te explain what that is. There was a mas-
terly stroke of genius exhibited there by the Postmaster
General. After complaint had been made, and after it was
apparent that the delay in the starting the train at 11
o'clock did no good, the Postmaster General thought the
matter over, and, as I say, by a masterly stroke of genius, ho
adopted a policy which, I think, ought te recommend him
te Her Majosty for some signal mark of her royal favor.
lHe directed that the mails, instead of being carried te Char-
lottetow n, should be put in a sleigh and carried 17 miles
further away te the town-of Summerside, in the west, in
order that they might posibly catch the train coming down
by the evening. What wa the result ? The Charlottetown
Board of Trade say what the results were:

'' First mail since Wednesday crossed yesterday; forwarded this
morning from Traverse to SummUersi4e, missing the train."

It got in too late again, and I asked the man who drove it up
how late ho was. Ho said ho had arrived at the station
with four teams and some 75 mail bags the moment the
train was steaming out-the train with which the hon.
gentleman was going te carry the mails, would net even
allow the bags teobe transferred from the sleighs into the
train ; se that did no good. But ho persisted in it and
kept on, in spite of the protests of the Board of Trade. That
telegram goes on:

" Wili not now arrive in Charlottetown until to-morrow, nearly two
days after arý irai at Traverpe If sent to Charlottetownsdirecthby team
30 mile2, could bave been here this merning. Traverse brauch opened
this morning, and might have brought mails to intercept main line trais

7

at 0ounty Line, Oharlottetown, by post road, about two hours further
than Summerside from Traverse. Would it not be possible to permit
postal authorities here to meet the reasonable requirements of the com-
munity?''

On the 26th the Charlottetown Board of Trade again tele-
graphed te Sir John A. Madonald :

"No foreign mail crossed since Sunaay last until to-day, when train
left Traverse 15 minutes before ice-boats lanâded the mails -

That is a nice state of affairs,-
-" thus preventing the arrival of mails at Oharlottetown before to.
morrow. We again ask, is there no remedy for this condition of
things ? "

The Postmaster General replied to that as follows
" Your message of 26th to Sir John, reached me to-day. At once saw

Superintendent of Railways, who will give instructions to prevent
similar occurrences. Please communicate on postal matters with me
direct.''

I do net know why, but the Mail Department and Board
of Trade did net seem to have that confidence in the hon.
gentleman that was desirable, se they telegraphed te Sir
John A.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They had confidence in
me.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) They seem to have had confidence
in the Premier, and I am anxious to bring the facts before
him again, because I am satisfied that if ho would give five
minutes attention te this matter, ho would remedy it. The
policy of the hon. gentleman does net commend itself to
me, but I believe that he will net see a gross injustice done
te the community, when it is explained te him, without
remedying it. But the Postmaster General was responsible
for the whole trouble. He will pay $6 for a team to haul
those mails 17 miles further away, and will net pay $13 to
haul them te Charlottetown. The 120,000 people of Prince
Edward Island, who are at very great natural inconve-
nience, supposing the best was donc, would have te
suffer a good deal; but these natural inconveniences
are intensified and duplicated ton times over by
the stupidity and ignorance of these officials. If
the hon. gentleman had acted for the first time in this
way I would have thought it was through sheer ignorance;
but when his predecessor, having considered the whole
matter, had determined that special trains ought te run,
and ho came in and revoked that order, and would net
grant teams to carry the mails, but persisted in carrying
thom 17 miles further than was necessary, and at the
same time declared that a special train would cost 67,000
when ho knew it meant simply a cross entry in the books
of the Railway Department as against the Post Office
Department, I say I almost despair of anything being done
to have these wrongs set right until at least some pressure
is brought te bear on the hon. gentleman by his colleagues.
I do net want te detain the House on this matter any
longer, but I wish te impress this fact: that while Parlia-
ment vote $175,000 te build that short line of road, by the
perverseness with which it is managed by the authorities, it
is, instead of a blessing, a curse, and, while before the rail
road was build we had the mails delivered in three hours,
the same mails now take twenty-f>ir heurs to make
the run. Thirty or forty years ago our mail service was
in ton times as good a condition as it is to-day. We had
special teams to haul the mails before the railroad was
built, and now that we have the road we have gone back-
ward. We have members from every part of the Dominion
rising in their places and stating that ail reasonable efforts
are made by the Post Office, if by no other department, te
givo the people the benofit of modern improvements, te
carry the mails from one place to another rapidly, and I
believe this is the case all tbrough the North-West and
everywhere else. Parsimony and checse-paring and mean-
ness have net formed the policy which had characterised
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the Post Office in days gone by. Both parties have recog-
nised the supreme importance of the prompt delivery of
postal matter, especially in the present day. Why, the
Finance Minister gave a quasi-sanction to a scheme for the
construction of a tunnel which was going to cost millions,
and yet in the face of that we hear the Postmaster General
complaining of a nominal charge on the Government books
of 87,000 being too much to be paid in connection with
Prince Edward Island, while, as a matter of fact, it
will not cost 61,000. If the hon. gentleman will not
give us a special train, the oil and coal for the
running of which might possibly cost $1,000 to the
country, let him do what was done forty years
ago in the Island, let him employ horses and sleighs. It
formerly cost $13 the round trip, four horses and sleigh,
for a distance of 30 miles. If we are to be cut off from
the rest of the Dominion, if we are to be deprived of the
advantages which every other Province enjoys, let the hon.
gentleman say so. I have read the commenta made by the
Tory press, I have read the telegrams of the Board of
Trade, a strictly non-political body, stating that matters
there are intolerable; all due entirely to the mismanage-
ment of the hon. gentleman, and I believe with the Tory
newspaper that the hon. gentleman bas some intense grudge
to satisfy against the people of the Island or ho would not
have acted so parsimoniously and contemptibly as he bas
done.

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman bas relieved him-
self I suppose very considerably. He bas told us that the
arrangements for the transmission of the mails in the town
of Charlottetown are ten times worse than they were thirty
or forty years ago. The hon, gentleman knows that this
Government has expended enormous sums in subsidising a
railway to Cape Tormentine, and that the land carriage to
Cape Tormentine, in the period to which he refers twenty
or thirty years ago, was the greatest difficulty in the
transmission of the mails, and it was a journey that was
most dreaded by passengers. By expending S120,000 or
8130,000, in subsidising a railway to Cape Tormentine,
twenty-four hours at least were saved on the passage of the
mails by that railway from what it occupied in the old
time.

Mr. WELSH. No.
Mr. McLELAN. i think those who conveyed the mails

ton or twenty years ago, or even five years ago, will say
that a large saving in time bas been made by the construc-
tion of the railway to Cape Tormentine. A few years ago
there were complaints as to the crossing of the Straits by
the ice-boats, and accidents were occurring. It was under
the same management and, perhaps, under the same cap.
tains as those who were running it before the Island entered
the Confederation. I asked the Postmaster General when
I was in charge of the Marine Department, to give me charge
of that service, as I believed I could organise a better system
for crossing the Straits than that which existed then,
or had existed previous to Confederation. I placed it in the
hands of a gentleman who had years of experience in win-
ter passages in the Gulf, and an improved system was
organised. I move the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjouraed.

MESSAGE FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.

North America Act, 1867,'' the Governor General recommends these
Estimates to the House of Commons.
GOVERNMENT HOUS3,

OTTAWA, lst March, 1888.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the said Message
and Estimates be referred to the Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT-THE ESTIMATES.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH., I congratulate the
Minister of Finance on the promptness with which he bas
brought down the Estimates, and I may say it appears well
for the expedition with which the Session may be conducted.
I would ask the hon. Minister if ho is prepared to tel[ the
fHouse whether ho will or will not be likely to proceed with
bis financial statement at an early day ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that I am not
able to state how early it will be in my power to make the
financial statement, but I may inform the hon. gentleman
and the House that it is our intention to proceed at once
with the Estimates. The practice in England, as the bon.
gentleman is aware, is to proceed with the Estimates long
before the Chancellor of the Exchequer brings down bis
Budget, and we propose to procced with the consideration
of the Estimates in advance of the financial statement being
made.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a new depar-
ture. I am not at all disposed myself at present to raise
any objection to it. I have no doubt it bas been well consi-
dered, and I am aware of the English practice; in fact, I
sec certain conveniences in it. I understand, then, that the
bon. gentleman bas it not in contemplation to proceed
either on Friday or Tuesday next.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER No.
Mr. MITCHELL. I think it will be well for the Chair-

man of the Public Accounts Committee, in connection with
the statement just made, to call together the Committee at
once, because in connection with the passage of many of the
items we first want to know how the money voted last
Session bas been diposei of.

Mr, LAURIER. I would suggost also that a meeting of
the Committee on Privileges and Elections be called for an
early day, as a most important matter has been referred to
it.

RETURNS ORDERED.

List of Trade Unions which have complied with the provisions of the
Act 35 Victoria, chapter 30, and the Trade Unions Act, showing the date
in each case. -(fr. Amyot.)

Copies of regulations made by the Governor in Council respecting
the registry of Trade Unions.-(Mr. Amyot.)

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6 p.m,

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 2nd Marcb, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a Message from His PRAYERs.
Excellency the Governor General. PRIVATE BILLS-EXTENSION OF TIME.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:- Mr. WOOD (Brockville) moved :
LANSDOWNN. That the time far receiving petitions for Private Bills be extended to

The Governor General transmits to the House of Gommons, Estimates he 24th March instant, and the time for presenting Private Bills to theThe ovenorGenral ranmit tc theflo3e f Cmmon, Etimtes29th Mfrcb.of sumo required for the service of the Dominion for the year ending
30th June, 1889, and in accordance with the provisions of IlThe British Motion agreed to.

Mr. DAiEs (P.R.I.)
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FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 8) to incorporate the Canada and Michigan
Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

Bill (No. 9) respecting the Canada Southern, and Erie and
the Niagara Railway Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

TRADE COMBINATIONS.

Mr. WALLACE (York) moved that the Select Com-
mittee appointed on Wednesday last to examine into certain
trade combinations be empowered to employ a shorthand
writer to take down such evidence as the committee may
deem necessary.

Motion agreed to.

OFFICIAL REPORT OF DEBATES.

Mr. DESJARDINS moved that the First Report of the
Committee appointed to supervise the Official Report of the
Debates of this flouse be adopted. He said: I must explain
that there are three recommendations contained in this
report. First, the recommendation to appoint Mr. Owens to
fil the vacancy caused by the decease of Mr. Byvel. Mr.
Owens bas been recommended to us as one of the most effi-
cient reporters that could be found bore, so that, after consi-
deration, the committee beg to recom mend bis appointment.
The second recommendation is that a gratuity equal to two
monthe' salary be granted the widow of the unfortunate Mr.
Eyvel, on account of the cireumstances that led to bis death;
and the third recommendation is one we have been obliged
to make since the last two year s concerning the arrange-
ment for the printing of the Official Reports, as we have not
yet been able to carry out the rules on this subject adopted

the House in July, 1885. We expect this will be the last
year we will ask to continue this arrangement, becauso we
believe that the Government printing establishment will be
in operation next Session. The report also contains the
recommendation to continue the contract for binding with
the same contractor, as last year, on the same terms and
conditions.

Mr. WALLACE. With reference to the second recom"
mendation of the report, I regret the committee have not
seen their way to make a still larger appropriation for the
family of the late George Eyvel. The circumstances that led
to his death are very well known to every member of this
flouse. Mr. Eyvel, in the performance of his duty as a servant
of this House and the Government, was reporting the pro.
ceedings of the Labor Commission meetings in the city of
Toronto, and on his way hoine he was attacked by robbers,
struck down in the street, on a bitterly cold night, and lay in-
sensible until nearly dead. When he recovered consciousness,
ho was so much reduced in strength he could scarcely help
himself, and as a result of the injuries received ho died a few
days ago, is death being the direct result of the injuries ho
received that night. I think, therefore, this House should
deal a little more generously with the family of the late
George Eyvel than the committee propose in this report.
We have a precedent for such action, in the faAt that the
House of Commons bas, on previous occasions, made grants
to the widows and relatives of deceased servants,
under circumstances that do not claim our sympathy
so strongly - as do the circumstances in this case.
Mrs. Todd was voted by this House $1,000 on the
death of her husband. The family of the late Mr.
Coffin, Commissioner of Ordnance Lands, was voted the
sum of $2,000. The Senate voted the family of the late Mr.
Fennings Taylor a year's salary, and the family of the late
Rev. Mr. Johnson, Chaplain of the Senate, six months' pay.
There are also other cases affording precedents for the
action I recommend, and I would suggest that the report

51
be referred back to the committee with instructions to make
the amount at least six months' pay, or $1,000; and I am
confident that such a grant will meet the approval of this
House and the country as well.

Mr. DENISON. I merely desire to say a word in sec.
onding the motion of the hon. member for York. I believe
it is higbly desirous that what ho suggests should be done
for the family of Mr. Eyvel. The circumstance of his
being attacked is one this louse should bear in mind. It
is not the usual case of a man meeting bis death through
old age, but of bis being taken off in the prime of life.

Mr. LISTER. I may be permitted to say a word in
support of the hon. member for North York, and that is
that I think the suggestion is the most generous act on bis
part. So far as the late Mr. Eyvel is concerned, ho was
for many years an officiai of this House, and for many years
served this House at the small salary of 81,000. He was a
most efficient reporter and courteous gentleman, and I am
sure I echo the sentiments of this side of the House in
saying we will be glad to sec the Government deal
generously with his widow. He was a resdent for many
years of the town of Sarnia, and I had opportunities of
knowing him intimately, and can approciate his good quali.
tics. A more diligent and more faithful servant this House
could not have had, and I tbink the Government would be
only doing an act of generosity, and kindness, and justice,
in recognising his services by dealing generously with
bis dependent wife and family. I believe he leaves his family
of three small children almost entirely destitute, and, as we
all know, the circumstances connected with his death were
of a most painful character. H1e was stricken down,as my hon .
friend las said, on his way home from the Labor Commis.
sion, where he was discharging is duties as a servant of this
House, and was left on the street for hours on a bitterly cold
night until ho waspicked up by a policeman,who did not know
him, and who took him to the police station, where ho was
put into a warm raoom, when bis hands were frozen at the
time, and the result of that was bis death. I believe that
if medical men had been called in immediately, his life
would have been saved to himself and bis family. I think
the House, in taking a generous view of this case, will at
least grant six months' ealary to lis widow.

Mr. DAVIN. I am glad te see that it is unnecessary te
rise to support this motion, because it seems to meet with
the general consent of the House, but I cannot deny myself
the pleasure of speaking in favor of it. As a member of the
committee, I may say that many, if not all, of the members
were in favor of taking some such course as this, but they
felt it would not be within their province to do so, and that
it was botter that it should come from the House itseolf. I
think I may say that the committee were unanimous in
favor of a liberal grant being made in this case. I knew
Mr. Eyvel well, and a man more calculated to inspire and
fix esteem has nover been in the gallery of this House, or,
for that matter, in this House. Before ho was on the Han.
sard staff he served the House with perfect propriety and
great ability in another capacity. He worked for a news-
paper in that gallery, and I do think that, in regard to a
man who bas had relations of this kind with the House, the
House will always be ready to manifest sentiments such as
I am happy to hear expressed to-day.

Mr. SCRIVER. I desire simply to say that while, as
my hon. friend who bas just taken bis seat bas said, the
committee did net feel at liberty to recommend any other
than the usual course pursued under such circumstances,
that two months -pay should be given as a gratuity to the
widow, they would have been glad to have recommended a
larger appropriation; but, even in regard to this, they acted
under a misapprehension, I find, in regard to one matter.
I am told that civil servants are paid a month in advance,
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and that is not the case in regard to the official steno.
graphers of the House. If the committee had been aware
Of that fact, they would certainly have recommended that
at least three months' salary should be paid.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. After the expression of the
opinion which seems to be so general on both sides of the
Hlouse in regard to this case, perhaps the committee had
better withdraw their report and limit themselves to calling
the attention of the House to this case, and then leave it in
the hands of the Goverument to consider it, and to place in
the Supplementary Estimates what we think would be pro-
per in consideration of the circumstances.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I am sure that the members of the
committee who have united in making their recommend.
ation will be satisfied to see that they have met so well the
feelings of the House. As my hon. friend at my side (Mr.
Davin) has said, the feeling of the committee was that
something ought to be done, and that Mr. Eyvel's family
was entitled to the recognition which we desired to offer,
s0, for my part, I am sure that we shall willingly take back
that part of the report which refers to that recommendation
and ask that the report be adopted without that portion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I understand that the hon.
gentleman wants the first and third paragraphs adopted.
Perhaps the louse will consider that the second paragraph
is not before the louse.

Mr. DESJARDINS moved that the First Report of the
Committee appointed to supervise the Official Report of
the Debates of the House be adopted, with the exception of
the recommendation that a gratuity be granted to Mrs.
Eyvel.

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

Report of Royal Commission on the leasing of water-
power, Lachine Canal.-(Mr. Pope.)

CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT AMENDMENT.
Mr. JAMIESON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.

10) to amend the Canada Temperance Act. He said: No
lengthened explantion of this Bill will be required from
me. It contains the provisions of the Bill introduced by
me at two previons Sessions of this House. In addition to
that, I have embodied in it some other amendments which
have been found to be necessary, owing to the defective
working of the Act. We have experienced considerable
difficulties in the working of the Act, and -it is thought
necessary to have it amended in some particulars. It has
been thought advisable that the Act should be applicable to
the whole Dominion. At present, it is not applicable to
the Province of British Columbia, owing to the fact that
they have no county organisations there. We propose,
therefore, to make it applicable there. It is not applicable,
either, to temporary judicial districts, and we propose to
apply it to those districts, of which there are several in the
Province of Ontario. It is also proposed that no repeal
vote shall be taken until the Act bas been in force at least
two years and ten months. We aiso propose that, in the
case of liquor being sold for medicinal purposes, under the
certificate of a medical man, a penalty shall be imposed on
him if he gives a colorable or fraudulent certificate. We
also propose to repeal the 103rd section of the Act. A
good deal of difficulty has arisen owing to the over-particu-
larity of that clause. There is a speòial rule laid down
for each Province separately. The clause I refer to is the
one which deals with the magisterial authority before
which the trials may take place. We propose to make

Mr. Scryv.

one law applicable to each part of the Dominion.
In the Province of Ontario difficulties have arisen in con-
sequence of the con flict of authority, and in this and many
other respects we believe the law would be much better
enforced if one provision were made for the whole Dominion.
An amendment is also proposed to the search clause. At
present a searuh cannot be made for liquor under the Act
unless a prosecution is pending, and when a prosecution is
pending, parties who are in the habit of infringing the law
take advantage of the clause to dispose of their liquor. We
propose that on the information of a credible witness, a
Justice of the Peace, or a person having authority under
the Act, shall be permitted to issue a search warrant in
the first instance. It is aiso proposed to extend the right of
search, so that it may be made at any time. At present it
can only be made in the day time, It is also proposed to
append to the Bill a set of forms for the guidance of Justices
of the Peace and others connected with the enforcement of
the law. It has been found that, owing to technical defects,
many indictments have been quashed before Justices of the
Peace, which should have been upheld. Finally, there is
a provision in the Bill respecting the application of fines.
It is deemed advisable by those promoting this Bill that
in cases where an officer of the Provincial Government is
party to the prosecution, one half the penalty shall be paid
to him for the enforcement of the law. In ail other cases,
as in the case where a private individual prosecutes, it is
proposed that one half the penalty be paid to him and the
other half to the treasurer of the municipality. These, in
brief, are the amendments I propose, which, I hope, will
meet with the favorable consideration of the House.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND MAIL SERVICE.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Davies for a return of correspondence, by letter or
telegram, and all other papers relative to the conveyance of
extra Provincial mails in Prince Edward Island since lst
September last.

Mr. MoLELAN When the louse adjourned last even-
ing I was making some remark, in answer to the extra-
ordinary statements made by the hon, gentleman from
Queen's (Prince Ed;vard Island) in his usual manner. I
was dealing with his statement that there have been no im-
provements in the means of communication for the last
forty or fifty years; and I was reminding the House that, forty
or fifty years ago, communication during the winter months
for five or six months in the year, was made by a land voy-
age ofhifty-two miles,and by ice-boats,under the control of cer.
tain men living at Cape Tormentine and Cape Traverse. I
had occasion to look into the history of that service, and I
was unable to ascertain that any improvement had been
made for thirty or forty years by the Local Government
previous to Confederation. When the service came under the
control of the Post Office Department at Ottawa, complaints
were made by people of the Island that it was insufficient,
that the service with which they had so long been content,
apparently, had becomo insufficient, and that stops should
be taken by the Government to improve it. I am not now
speaking of the steam communication, but of the ice-boat
service, to which the hon. gentleman has more particularly
referred. The firet step taken was to improve the means
of transit to the Capes.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman will permit me to
say that I carefully excluded any reference to the ice-boat
service. I stated distinctly that I was making noe complaint
about it.

Mr. MoLELAN. The hon, gentleman said that we were
retrograding, and that the communication was worse than
it was forty or fifty years ago.
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Mr. DAVIES. The mail service on the Island.
Mr. McLELAN. I told the House last evening that the

first step that the Government took was to construct rail.
ways down to the ice, so as to dispense with that long route
of fifty-two miles of land travelin the season of the year w hen
travellers experienced the greatest hardship. In order to
avoid that difficulty, we subsidised a railway in the county
of Westmoreland at an expense of $120,000, and on the
Cape Traverse side we expended $175,000 in building a
railway down to the Cape, and a wharf at that point. eh e
Government also provided a grant in the Estimates for the
construction, at Cape Tormentine, of a wharf costing about
8100,000 more, to facilitate this service. Now, the carriage of
the mails across the Straits was generally done by certain
individuals living on the Cape, under a contract of so much
per trip, just the same as contracta were given to other
mail conductors throughout the country. They were
not bound to any particular hours in crossing, but it was
left to their own judgment as to when they should cross.
Complaints were made as to the manner in which that
service was being performed. I may say that no change
had taken place in the manner of its performance since the
time the hon. gentleman was a member of the Government
and controlled it himself. When I was Minister of Marine
and Fisheries I suggested to the Postmaster General, shortly
after an accident occurred, when I had occasion to study
more especially the condition of the service, and found that
it was capable of improvement-I suggested to the Post.
master General that we should place that service in the
hands of the Marine and Fisheries Department. lie con.
sented, and the Government approved of the change. i
sent an officer from my department down there to study
the subject, before the winter set in, and he came back and
reported to me. I approved of his plans, in a great measure,
and we agreed upon a system for the winter. I sent him'
down to organise that system and carry it out, and I gave
him An open order for any expense he thought to be neces-
sary. And let me say that when I sent that officer down
there and kept him in charge of that service all winter,
complaints came to me continually from the Island that I
was interfering with an old institution, and was taking the
management out of the hande of the people who had held it
for forty or fifty years. I went on, and I believe gentle-
men from Prince Edward Island now will say that the
changes made in that servioe are beneficial and have effected
a great improvement, as compared with the service that
previously existed under the management of the Local
Government, and up to the time I took charge of it.

Mr. WELSH, Yes.
Mr. MoLELAN. I have the testimony of the hon. gentle-

man who says "yes," and of a great many more from Prince
Edward Island and Nova Scotia who have crossed the Straits
and who say that the system now is almost as perfect as it
can be made. The hon. momber for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
made another statement which I corisider rather extra-
ordinary, namely, that the arrangement which I made for
the connection of the ice-boat service was such that not
once in fifty times did the service connect. In looking at
the time-table of the Island Railway I found that there
was a train leaving Cape Traverse about 6:45 in the morning
to connect with the train that runs from Summerside to
Charlottetown, arriving there at about 10 in the morning.
I found there was another train running through the
Island with which that train, if delayed until about 12
o'clo-k, would be able to connect. I asked the Railway
repartment to change the hour of running on that branch
to Cape Traverse to 11:30, which they did, and I believe in
almost every case that would enable connection to be made
between the ice-boats and the railway. The hon. gentle.
man hue risen in his place and stated that not once in fifty
times was that connection made. The hon, gentleman
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should have known, if he came here with the intention of
giving the facte- to the House, how many times they fuiled
to con nect before making his assertion to the House.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I had a statement here, and I
read it

Mr. McLELAN. The hon. gentleman in making a
speech depended on his imagination and political feeling,
in order to make capital against the department and the
Government in this matter. The hon. gentleman, if he had
made enquiries, would have found from the return that
from the time the boats commenced running up to 28th
February, the last return we have, there were only nine
ocoasi >ns on which they failed to connect, and on one of
those occasions, when there was unusual delay, a special
train was sent on with the mails. The hon. gentleman, I
say, should have made due enquiries before he ventured on the
assertion that only once in fifty times bad they been able to
make connection. The hon. gentleman complains that we
do not put on special trains for this service when they do
fail to connect, and he complains that we send the mails to
Summerside by land. Under the arrangement Summer.
side receives the mails at every crossing, and we have a
contract with the land service to carry the mails from
Traverse to Summerside when we cannot send them by
traiD. When they fail to connect we have sent forward
the mails from Charlottetown to Summerside in order that
they might go forward by the night train and reach Char.
lottetown at 10 o'clock next morning. So they do not lie
over to the next day, but, instead of reaching Charlottetown
at about 3 o'clock in the day, as they will do if they connect,
they reach there the next morning by train from Summer-
aide. That is the reason why we send the mails to Summer-
aide. The hon. gentleman complains that it is a groat hard-
ship because the Government do not send forward special
trains. I have enquired as to how often the mails from
the whole Lower Provinces hive failed to connect with
Montreal this winter, and I have just received a telegram
which states that siice lt November the mails from Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island have sixteen times failed
to connect at Montreal with trains running to Ottawa
and the west. We do not send on, and do not expect to
send on, special trains to carry the mails in case they miss
the connection. They lie there tili the next train, and
mails that should have been delivered to us at noon would
not be delivered before the morning following. So that if
the people of Prince Edward Island complain because we
do not immediately charter a train and send forward the
mails which miss connection, and. only nine times during
the season of crossing, from 13th January up to 28th Feb.
ruary, they should remember that the mails failed to con.
nect sixteen ti mes at Montreal with the western train.
The hon. member for Queen's (Mir. Davies) has complained
that we do not give to our agents there authority to
act upon their own responsibility. When I was Minister
of Marine and Fisheries I gave such an order to the captain
of the Jorthern Light, to act upon his own responsibility.
I told him that as he was upon the spot ho should consider
the condition of the ice in the Galf, and he was to be the
judge as to when he could proceed to sea with due regard te
the safety of the vessel. That order was unsatisfactory to
the people of the Island. They said we should order the
captain to go to sea; and so unsatisfactory was it that the
Government of the Island embodied it in the complainte
which they laid at the foot of the Throne, that I had
given an order to the captain to act upon his own authority.

Mr. WELSH. Quite right, too.

Mr. McLELAN. It seems to be impossible to please the
people of Prince Edward Iuland in anything. If 1 undertake
to improve the ice-boat service, fault is found with me on the
ground that I am-interfering with an old institution, and
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ple who have long heldthatmonopoly are put asidewhile
officere of the Fishery Department are sent down from
Ottawa to take charge of it. If I give an order to the
captain of a steamer that he should exercise his judgment
as to when he should risk a vessel in crossing the Straits,
complaint is made that ho should be given that responsi-
bility; and now, when we do not give authority to
our officers in connection with the mails, complaint is
made by the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman bas
intimated to the House that I have withheld those special
trains upon those nine occasions-I suppose he will refer to
some other occasions at Georgetown also, out of some grudge
I feel to the people of the Island. I deny it. I deny that
I have any such feeling as the hon. gentleman would impute
to me. It is not possible for me to have such a feeling ; it
is not possible for me to exercise such a feeling with the
full knowledge of this subject which my colleagues possess.
The Government would not permit any member of the
Cabinet to bring his feelings into any matter that affected
the people of any section or Province of the Dominion. I
have nothing but the most kindly and generous feelings to.
wards the people of Prince Edward Island, and the Gov-
ernment bas always treated that Province, in its isolated
condition, bountifully, and especially the postal service.' If
the hon. gentleman had examined the facts, ho would have
found that when that Province entered Confederation in
1874 it had only 179 post offices, while we have increased
the number to 298 ut the present time. It had an annual
mail travel in 1874 of 249>000 miles, which we have in-
creased to 489,000 miles. The percentage of increase in
these things bas been greater in Prince Edward Island than
ithas been in cither New Brunswick or Nova Scotia. The
increase in the annual mileage traolled in connection with
the postal service from 1874 to 1887 was 44 per cent. in
Nova Scotia, 53 per cent. in New Brunswick, and 96 per
cent. in Prince Edward Island. These figures show how
exceptionally well treated is the Province of Prince Edward
Island in these respects. The hon. gentleman referred to
my own county of Colchester, telling the House that if
there was a matter affecting a little village of 300 population
in my county, a special means would be adopted by
me to accommodate those 300 people. Well, Sir,
we have notonly villagLs of 300 populatio, in tho county of
Colchester, but we have also villages groving to the dig.
nity of small towns; and some of these towns regard them-
selves as of considerable commercial importance. I may
tell the hon. gentleman that one littlo town in the county I
have the honor to represent pays to the Minister of Customs
within 81,000 of one-half as much revenue as the whole
Province of Prince Edward Island. Yet, instead of inter-
fering specially for the benefit of the little villages and
towns in his own county, the Postmaster General does not
order special trains to carry the English mails tD that coun-
ty, nor even to the large and flourishing cities of Halifax
and St. John. And so, Sir, if the hon. gentleman had not
felt it necessary to draw upon his imagination and his pol-
itical feelings, he would not have made a statement so un-
worthy of him, as that I would have appropriated the pub.
lic funds in order to benefit little villages of 300 inhabitants
in the county of Colchester. The hon. gentleman says that
even supposing the running of those special trains does cost
$7,000, we should not hesitate to run them on all occasions.
Notwithstanding that great stupidity with which the hon.
gentleman says the Postmaster General is endowed, I think
the arrangement I have made, by changing the time of
starting the Cape Traverse Railway, has resulted in a
large saving of money, and the railway failed to connect
only nine times during the season. Therefore, I think that
so long as there was a reasonable prospect of meeting the
wants of the community, I was justified in making that
change, in order to effect a saving of public money. The
hon. gentleman says he could r'n aIl the trains that were
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run last year, at a cost of $1,000, for which we paid
86,700.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) May I ask the hon. gentleman to
state to the House to whom he paid this money ? Did he
not pay it to the Post Office Department, and let it stand
simply as a cross-entry in the Government books ?

Mr. McLELAN. I paid it to the Railway Department,
and the Railway Department paid it out for the expense of
running the trains. If the hon. gentleman could run them
for $1,000, it would be well to remove the gentleman who
is now running them and put the hon. gentleman in bis
place. But he says the cost was only $7,000, at any rate,
and why should we not expend that money ? Well, Sir, 1
did not think it was advisable, The post office service at
the best, if reasonable accommodation is given to the people,
is very expensive, and the revenue from it falls very short
of the expense; and i believe that wherever we can effect
a saving in that expense without injuring the service, it is
right that we should do so. There are many places calling
for postal accommodation, and it is better to cut down the
expense in some places, and apply it to the wants of the
people who need accommodation. Therefore, I think I was
justified in reducing largely the expense on these special
trains. If the hon. gentleman looks at the post office
accountsE, which show what we have expended on the
postal service of Prince Edward Island and on the
communication between that Province and the other
Provinces, I think he will quietly admit to himself,
if he does not to the House, that wo are justified
in saving that expenditure in every way we pssibly
can. The expense on the ordinary servic on the Island,
last year, was $50,e62; the subsidy for carrying the
mails from the mainland was $10,000; the cost of the
service at the Capes was 86,312; the cost of running
the Northern Light and the Neptune was $33,000; and
other subsidies were $3,000; making in all an expendi.
ture of $103,000 for postal services for Prince Edward Is.
land and for maintaining communication with the main-
land. Now, I think the hon, gentleman will admit that
this is a very large expenditure indeed, and that if we can,
without great inconvenience to the Island, save from $5,000
to 87,00W yoarly, we will be justifi3 in doing it, in order
that the money saved nay be appropriated to provide for
other postal services in the country. I do not expect to
save the entire amount of 87,000, for an agreemont was
made by the Government some days previous to the delivery
of the bon. gentleman's speech; and 1 may say that if the
hon. gentleman had delivered the speech he made yester-
day, previous to the decision of the Government, I very
much doubt if it would have been reached.

Mr. DAVIES. You do not decide on justice, then ?
Mr. McLELAN. If the bon. gentleman had made that

speech and the extraordinary statements it contained-

Mr. DAVIES. I can verify every one of them.

Mr. McL ELAN-statements unfounded on fact, it would
have gone a great way to prejudice the minds of my collea-
gues and myself in making any change in the matter.
During the early part of the winter, the hon. gentleman
knows that, all commercial activity on the Lland compara-
tively ceases, and there is but little shipment of freight.
There is no commercial activity, or very little, outside of
the Island itself, and, therefore, it is not so important that
there should be expensive rapid communication thon as
it is later on in the season; and as the season advances
and the merchants are commencing their operations,
it will be more important they should have more
rapid communication. The Government, therefore, have
decided that, under the circumstances, as spring advances,
we shall have special trains whenever the mails fail
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to connect at Cape Traverse. As I have shown the great deal of dissatisfaction in the Province, dissatisfaction
House, up to the present, the mails have failed to connect whieh, through the neglect of the Government, i& becoming
only nine times, and there will be vory few failures worse evory year. The result in the colony will be that
from this out, as the days lengthen,daylight begins earlier. by-and-bye an agitation will arie there, [ am confident, for
As commercial activity revives for the spring oporations, it separation from the Union. I do not want to continue
will be more important to have rapid mail communication, this at any length, but I muit refer to one small item with
and special trains will be given to forward the mails when which the Postmaster General dealt, viz,: that the revenue
they fail to connect. I am sorry to have been obliged to from a little town in his Province is nearly as large as that
take up the time of the House on this matter, but the hon. of the whole of Prince Edward Island. I may reply that
gentleman made such extraordinary statements that I felt we only get back two thirds of the revenue we pay into
it was due to the Government and myself to make some the Dominion Treasury, and I think it is out of place for
explanation. the hon. gentleman to make the boast he did, coming as he

does from the Lowor Provinces, and knowing that our mer-
Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not think there is any use chants get their supplies principally from Montreal and

in prolonging this discussion, as I understand the Gov- Halifax, and pay duties- on thoir goods in those cities
ernment have just ordered a special train to be put on, in instead of at (iarlottetown, where they ought to ho paid
order that the grievances may be removed, thus acknow- and credited to our account.
ledging that for the rest of the past year the Province
has suffered wrong. We do not complain at ail of Mr. WLSH . Ido not want te prolon b this discussion,
the service of the icc-boats; we are prepared to comen but the hon tho Postmaster Gonecral has made refer-
med the Government for the expenditure they have ence te the instructions ho sent te the captain of the North-
made on the branch railway from Sackville to Cape ern Light that ho could preceed, but holdng hlm responsi-
Tormentine, but 1 do not wish that it be understood ble, and ho says that the people of Prince Edward Island
in this flouse that Prince Edward Island is to be charged wore not satisfied with that. I should think they would
entirely with the road as being built entirely for that Pro- not bo satisfied with that. Fancy giving the captain in-
vince, for the road is of great benfit to the northern part structions to go on, and holding him responsible for the
of New Brunswick as well as to Prince Edward Island. I ar safety of his boat. Naturaliy, ho would lie in port. That
also quite willing to commend the Government for having wisnet what my hon. celleague referred te at ail. In the
built the road from Cape Traverse and for the manner witer we find that we have te consult the Railway Depart-
in which they have organised the icc-boat service, which, ment, the Post Office Dèpartment and the Marine Depart-
I believo, they have put on a much btter footing ment, and we know how the official businoss is carried on,
than it previously had. My hon. colleague from Queeui's and how long it takes for ail these departmentï to be con-
(Mr. Davies) did not complain of the ice-boat service sulted. The Government ought to have sufficient confi-
but passed that over, as we ail know it is a difficult service, dncein their agents, and I beheve they will have n future,
and we are perfectly satisfied the Government are doing in their agents in tho Island, se that tho matters can bo at-
what they can in that regard, but what we do complain of tonded to without the necessity ot holding consultations in
is the irregularity in the delivery of the mails after they Ottawa as to the procodure they will adopt in Prince Ed-
reach the Island. The Postmaster General ought to know ward Island. I say that these matters can safely be
that the months of November and December are our busiest left in the hands of the superintendent of the Rail-
months. They are those among which our business mon way Departmont, the postmaster, and the agent of
use ail haste to get their produce shipped, and their importa the Marine D)partrnent, without consulting Ottawa,
tions in, and it is thon wo expect the Goveroment more and I ar. quite certain that the good sense of the
particularly to provide us with a most efficient service. In Qvernment will docile to take tht course. My hon.
the midwinter we are not so exacting. But after the summer friend has referred to the matter of ice-boats. I was not
boats ceased running, a day or two were lost before the aware that my boa. colleague referred to the ice-boats at
winter boat was put on the route, and thon, when she was all, but I must say fbiht the hon. gentleman has improved
put on, she made the round trip in the day, arriving at the service of ice-boats very much, and the gentleman ho
Georgetown about three or four o'clock, and the mails were appointed to take charge of that, Captain McElhinney, had
not sent to Charlottetown for twenty-four hours. This a great deal of diffi,-ulty to coatend against, and ho did a
happenel during the month of December; and I find great deal of good in that service. The Postmaster Gen.
that one of the organs supporting the Government in the eral, when ho was in the Marine Department, did good
Island pointed out that in the month of December, work there, but in the matter of the railways, as soon as I
for fourteen days we only received seven mails, and some- found out ihat special trains were being taken, I called
times we were three or four days without any mails at ail. on him and ho treated me most courteously and kindly, but
Again, after the Northern Light was laid up, three or four ho said ho thought ho could save so much monoy. I
days elapsed before the ice-boats were put on ; and after thoy said : "You do not feel as the people of the Island do, and
were organised, there were no special trains to carry the they will not put up wiih it, and you must do something
mails for distribution throughout the Island. These are the for them." S ill, it was ovident that ho thought it was his
irregularities we complain of, these are the grievances that duty to save ls much money for the country as ho could.
have been discussed again and again in this House and the We had some correspondence on the subject, but ho decided
Senate, .and we regret having, year after year, to bring that we could do without it. I will say for the hon. gentle.
this question up. This time I hope the grievances will be man that ho treated me most kindly and courteously. [
settled atonce and for ever. I hope that when this train is will not occupy the time of the H1ouse, although I might,
put on it will be kept on, and we will not have again to but I will lot the matter drop, as I understand the special
refer to this subject. I am sorry the Northern Light has not trains have been ordered
been able to do botter work tban she has done this year. Mr. PERRY. The Postmaster General has made a
Had the suggestion I threw out last year, to put on a statement which I cannot lot pass unnoticed. e made
second boat in conjunetion with the Northern Light, been a charge against the Province of Prince Edward Island of
acted on, I believe that service would have been botter the amount exponded last year for mail accommodation. I
performed than it is, and the people would be much did not catch the amount, but in that ho has included the
more satisfied. The manner in which tbey have been amount paid to the steamer Neptune. He must remember
treated with regard to the winter navigation, le causing a that the steamer Neptune is not working across the Straits.
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We muet bear in mind that no steamer at all is going acrose
there now; that the Northern Light has been idle since the
8th January, and I find, from a return which was printed
last Session, that the Government has been very generous
in the payment of the Neptune. I believe it bas been stated
that the Minister of Marine has some private interest in that
steamboat, but, at all events, there was an amount paid of
$18,500 for the small services which that steamer per-
formed last year in crossing from Georgetown to Pictou,
and that is a charge which stares the people of Prince
Edward Island in the face. How many trips did that
steamer make last year ? The Neptune would not have been
sent for to assist the Northern Light if it had not been in
view of the general election. The Neptune made 38 trips
last year, and I was surprised to hear the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, in the discussion last year, state that
the steamer Neptune had been plying for two and a-half
monthe from Nova Scotia to Prince Edward Island. That
shows that the Minister of Marine does not know what he
is saying in regard to the Province of Prince Edward
Island, or, if he does, that he cares very littie. It was
only a month and a-half that the -Neptune was plying there.
She commenced on December 20th, and stopped on Feb-
ruary 4th. The Minister of Marine contends that she took
two and a-half months, and he will find that statemont in
the lansard of last year, if lie does not believe me. So
little does that hon. gentleman know or care, I suppose, as
to the terms of Confederation being carried out with the
people of Prince Edward Island, that he does not know how
many days, weeks or months the steamer Neptune, which
b. sent for, and employed, and paid for, was in the service
there. I find she was thore about six weeks, for which lie
has paid ber owners 818,500, and the Postmaster General
charges that, without even a blush upon his face, as an
expenditure against Prince Edward Island for the carriage
of mails. The bon. gentleman made a statement, and I
think a very weak statement, here, and says the Govern-
ment have been generous to the people of Prince Edward
Island. They have been generous with a vengeance. I
tell him now, and I tell the Government and the members
of this House, that tho present Government have not made
a decent attempt to carry out the terme of agreement with
the people of that Island. I say the crossing by the
Capes is no better than it was fifteen years ago. I say
that the present Government have imposed upon the
people who cross there the neocessity to sigu away
their lives and their property before they do cross,
because they make them sign a statement that the
Governmentis not responsible for any loss they may sustain.
Sir, I would scorn to sign away my life and property in
that way. I say it is a shame and a reflection on the Gov.
ernment to allow a state of affaire to exist where oppo-
sition boats can make money. Although they are not sub-
sidised by the Government, although they have no mails to
carry, they are making money. Why does not the Govern-
ment have boats enough to carry all ihe mails and passen-
gers? Sir, the day we crossed, if there had been no
opposition boats we would have had to stay over on the
otber side. I say it is a shame to allow opposition boats.
They ought to have boats enough of their own, without
having to fall back upon opposition to cross from one side
to the other. Now, Sir, I complain that they have cast old
servants overboard ; they have dispensed with the services of
Captain Irvine, who has been in the service for thirty years.
I remember well when he came all the way from Prince
Edward Island here for the purpose of giving information
to theGovernment about the crossing. I am glad to find
that the Government have adopted a good many of Captain
Irvine's suggestions. They have built louses for boats,
and doue some other things. But how did they pay this
old servant ? Did they superannuate him ? Did they even
re ame bis past services? Cau they point now to
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any other man in the service that makes more sueoessful
passages, from one side to the other, than Captain Irvine
has done for the put thirty years? Sir, I defy them to
do it. I say it is a reflection upon the people of Prince
Edward Island when we find that while our maiL used
to be carried, twenty or twenty-live years ago, in threo
hours from Cape Traverse to Charlottetown, it now takes
forty-eight hours to carry them. I say it is a refi 2etion
upon the administration of the Postmastar Goneral.
Sir, I remember quit. weli that members sappqrting
the present Administration froin 1879 to 188t have
brought this matter, year after year, to the notice of the
Government, but without any success. And to show how
this Administration is regarded in Prince Edward fsland,
I will quote from the Guardean, a Conservative paper
printed in Charlottetown. This is what it says, in its issue
of the 28th January, of the present year:

" We received a mail from the mainland on Taeslay, the Brst for one
week. It reached aape Traverse on Sabbath, but forty-eight hours
elapsed before it reached this city. A special train migat have brought
the mails te Oharlottetown early on Monday. But it seems as if neither
a sense of justice, nor the responsibilities of a soloma contract, have any
influence in some quarters If Prince Edward Island is not of sufficient
importance to merit even fair treatment at the hands of our rulers, they
had better cut us adrift, and allow us to shape our own destinies.
With regard to postal accommodation, we could not be in any worae
condition than we are at present."
The administration of that service is also condemned by a
Conservative paper, called the Summerside Journal, which
says that Mr. Brecken, the postmaster at Charlottetown and
post office inspector, wrote a letter to the editor and sent it
off on the 14th, and on the 20th the letter reached its desti.
nation-only 40 miles between the two points, but six days
on the road. fHe asks, very naturally, what became of this
letter during this time. Well, Sir, he goes on to remark
that it is hard to expect the water at the foot of the stream
to be any purer than the spring itself, and so he holds the
Postmaster General responsible for all this mismanagement.
I will now read an extract from the Summerside Journal,
a strong supporter of the present Administration. I will
not read it all, but I will read an extract:

"l Lst week we formulated a complaint against the Post Office De-
partment, that several bundles of the Agriculturist, directed to Kelly's
uross, Clyde Station and Fredericton, had been delayed for several days
in transit, and that long after they should have baen in the hands of
their readers they were lying in the Summerside Post Office. We com-
plained to Mr. Brecken, but his investigation of the irregularily hi; not
yet been attended with any satisfactory result. The most gross and in-
excusable carelessness exists amon g some of the postal officials in this
Province, who are not oaly paid for, but sworn to, the faitbfui perform-
ance of their duty."
Now, that statement is from a Conservative paper, the only
Conservative paper published in the county. I will read an-
other extract from the Examiner, a paper which is very weIl
known, I have no doubt, in the department. I suppose it is
one of those papers for which the Government pay 81,000 a
year for the use of one department alone. But when the peo.
ple of Prince Edward Island ask for two or three thouand
dollars, they are told: "No, wo cannot give it." Thesegen-
tlemen are able to help themselves-810,000 a year for
travelling expenses, cab hire, and street car; $J7,000 a year
paid in the city of Ottawa alone-but when the people of
Prince Edward Islaud asc for a email instalment of their
rights, a smailt portion of what is due themr under the terms
of Confederation, they are denied-the Dominion of Qanada
cannot afford to pay for that. Iaazy it is a reflection upon the
Government of Canada to perpetrate such wronge upon one
of the smallest Provinces, one of the most loyal Provinces.
This i what the Examiaer says, and I know t he Postmaster
General is weil acquainted with that paper :

" If some radical change is not made in the mail arrangements, many
of our people will be obliged to open brauch ofcu at Summerside.
Others talk of getting the contents of their 4ettera through by tele-
graph."
Now, what a statement that is, and my honi friend has
the boldness to come here and tell es tbat e has dge
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that could be done. Boes he suppose that we are standing colleagues, or liehlis core to a better determination, for ho
still on the Island ? Does ho suppose we are not civilised, las informed the fouge that the grievanes of which we
that we do not want to get the news-even from Ottawa, complainod will bc remedied, and special trains will be put
even from bis own Department ? Sir, we are an intelligent on. If he had core to that conclusion either by any pro.
people, and the result of the last election on the 22nd cees of reasoning, or from any information lie ad reeeived
February, 1887, shows the intelligence of the people of from me orfrom my colleagnes, or from anysource, hoemight
Prince Edward Island-not only shows their intelligence, have stated it to the Ruse withont indulging in the ienarks
but it shows thir independence. This shows that the li bas offered to-day. But li shows that ho las some
people of Piince Edward Island are able to judge for feeling against the Island. Ho is now going to give special
themselves, and do not allow themselves to be blinded by trains, but he tells the fouse that hoedoubts wletler ho is
the spectacles that blind the hon. gentleman, I mean the doing right because the amount the Island pays into the
money bags, but they endeavor to promote their own in-Treasury is ridiculously smali. I lad thought at this tire
torests. I was surprised to heur the statement of the Min- of the day there was ne cne in this Rouse, particalariy
ister that he had adminstered the affairs of the Island to anyone holding the position cf a Cabinet Minister, who was
his own satisfaction. This may occur in the case of a gen. net aware that the staterent li the Trade and Navigation
tleman who makes his own political conscience; but the Returus as te the arount paid by cadi Province wasentire-
people of the [sland do not speak in that strain-they ly misleading. Why, the hon. gentleman knows hiscîf
speak in a different way, as they have a right to speak. that the staterent in the Trade and Navigation Returns
At the sane time the people of the Island have no feelings shows tie Province cf Quebec te pay nearly two mil-
of spite toward the hon. gentleman or the present Adminis, liens more duty than dees the great Province cf
tration; they would like to be friendly with thfe Goveru. Ontari. The hon, gentleman ouglt te know, if
ment, but we consider that the Administration hoedees net know, that the statement is ontirely
thould make dccent attempts to give us justice. misleading, and that Queboc dees net pay more than the
If they are not able to keep up communication great Province of Ontario into the Treasury ofthis country.
with the Island by steamer, let them try to build And wen the hon, gentleman thought te lead this Rouse
a tunnel. They have had this matter under considera- te believe tiat the Email arount that appears te have been
tion three or four years, a Bill has beon passed by Parlia. paid or clleoted in the ports cf the Island on dutiablegeode
mont to incorporate a company, different surveys bave been was the enly sum the Island paid, li iid se either through
made and reports issued, and the Government should be crase ignorance or a feeling which I say is very repreben-
able to come to a dccis ion as to whether the scheme is sible. That old idea has been exploded long ago. The
practicable. If it is impracticoible, of course ve will not look hon, gentleman cannot be excuseclwhen li maires that
for impossibilities, but let us have the best that can be done; itatoment. He knows that tie average man on the Island
and almost the worst that can be donc bas been done to the consumes as muci dutiable goods as the uverage man in
Island in this respect. When the statement is openly made tic Dominion, and that per bad we puy as muai on the
in the fouse by an bon. member that the means of com- geods censumcd and consume as much dutiable geede as
munication is no better than it was forty years aigo, that is dees the Province from whichlie huile and the wonderfut
a reflection upon the Government. I say that they have county from which liecores. The lon, gentleman refers
not made any definite attempt to remedy this grievance. te the fact tint tley puy nearly onelisîf as muci in Truro
What have they done this year ? In order to punish the as is collected in the Island. Doûs liewislithe fouse te
people for the great Grt vote they gave in 1887, the undcrstund that Trure pays more per lead than doee

ortliern Liglt has been thrown teena side for want of Charlottetown ? I' ha c toos betintendte mislad the
repaire.'fie captain is afraid te put eut te sea, espccially Ilouse, why des ho muke such a statement? The hon.
when he looks et tie directions he received fr'om ile pre- gentleman tands convited by the recods t having made
sent Postrnaster Genc ai, that if ticvessel was strained i a statement that wileot bear the ligiteet investigation,
would be at the captain's peril. I have always been sur-eands will net permit h m to make tat statement witheut
prised, and I arn surpi ised yet, thiat up tetfs day contradiction-a staternent that once misle, the mcoutry,
tic Government have net improvcd the meanscf and I hope wil noet aguin do o, naduely, that the Island
croesing tic Straits, and it doo net appear as if they in.dhehs net pry it8 quota cf the taxes cf the country.
tcnded te do anything more. I suppose,liwever', on the The only reason d Hrse was on gcount of the
ove of an election antier attempt wiIl be made, wiici tatement cf the Minster that e dad, in stating my case,
will deubtless turneut as this had donc ond prove abortive. exaggerated the factse The fact required n exaggration.
The question cf crossing will corne up again, and J wiol The dtaterentsIrewad te the liuse were teleogam, from
net thiereforo further refer te it. It lias been nown that the Carlettetown Board cf Teade, a non-politial body, and
letters have been allowcd te lie lu the p)st office fren day they stuated the factm which w ere reiterated by mysoef in
te day and weck te week, and thnt a letter duey on the lmth i bringing tic question before the ouge.Tic hon. gentleel
neyer reachcd Charlottetown tili tic20th, and the pest- man ihai tried te make it appear that the stltements of th
master at Summorside marked on the baok the date on Boardi oTrale are n t truc. Daos he net know tincot fr
whici tic letter made its appearance in hi8 office. Where the 5th toe the s2thtf January net a mail was rcenived on
was it during tic balance cf the time ? Thera mustethIsland.g Jdid net make my statements without mak-
sornething wrong lu regard te the post office service, and ing myslf thorougly ac uainte with tef tats. cwent
thc seoner tic Postmaster General lias these wrongs t the wharlottetown Post Office anud obtained the day and
rectified and justice dorc in regard te, carrying the Island heur cf every crossing, and the time whcn tie mails3 left
mails tic better, for tuis is one cf the ramonswty tie Cape Travcrte, and I found that fron thc 5athap r the be2tnof
people cf ticIsland are dissatisfied witl tic present Jpnuary no mail arrivedThe hon. gentleman sougit teo
Administration. lead the louse tehoesldp, or ut least those members who

were ignorantcof tr situation down thr, tait t borepwere
Mr. DAYIES (P.E J.) Lt would bc ungeierous on my part only nine days during which the peoplef thc Island wore

te occupy ar.y more et thc time cf the louse with tu que- deprivdo gefntheir mailso bave lredy sa d that fres tha
tien, and would net de se wero it riet that thc Po>tmaster5ta tete12the f Januaty they nover recaived a mail ofany
General lad attempted this alternoon te clad tieflouse te ond, and whn tch mail d d arrive,bg o als it lie for twmnty-
believetinl stating my case yesterday, 1 ïladovar.,tated four heours before ho lad it convoyed te Charlottetown,
tic fac!s. Tic hon, gentleman bas betn overratcd by bis and that in face f tiche f et that she pr.dessor in officesad
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at one time withdrawn the special trains, and thon, seeing
the injustice of the withdrawal, had put them on again; and
it remained for this bon. gentleman to come forward and
withdraw the privilege or the right which his predecessor
in ofce had given. I have shown that from the 5th to the
8th of January the mails did not cross at all, and that on
the 13th, 14tb, 22nd, 23rd and 26th of January, and on the
2nd, 8th, 11th, 13th and 18th of February, the mails did not
connect, and were sometimes left standing from twenty.four
to forty-eight hours. I do not want to weary the House
with these statements, but I should be sorry to think that
any member of the House should imagine that I could get
up and exaggerate or misstate the facts. The hon, gentle-
man knows the facts, and if he can point out one day on,
which I have incorrectly stated that the mails did not cross
I will withdraw the statement. When I stated that the
trains did fnot cost $7,000, I meant that they did not
actually cost that much. Technically they might have
cost that, but practically they did not, for, as I
pointed ont, that expenditure consisted largely in a
cross-entry of the Post Office Department against the
Railway Department; and I venture the assertion that
81,000 would cover the cash cost of that train to the
Government. I do not make that statement without having
made enquiry. I find that the hon. gentleman himself
states, in a telegram which he sent to the Board of Trade,
that the Railway Department charged the Post Office
Department for special trains at the same rate as they
charge a private party. The Railway Department does
not charge private parties for the simple outlay, but a large
sum in addition; and when the train is there, and remains
on the county line the whole day, with the officials on board
kicking their heels and waiting for something to do, their
pay goes on all the while, and the only increased cost of
ranning it would be the wear and tear of the track and train
and the cost of coal and oil. Bowever, I am only too glad
to learn that a change is to be made and the grievance remov-
ed; but I am exceedingly sorry that in mentioning that, the
hon. gentleman should have said that he would have been
prevented making the change if, before making it, he had
heard the speech I have made.

Mr. MoLELAN. No, you are wrong. What I said was
that I was afraid such a speech would have prevented
myself and my colleagues.

Mr. DAVIES. Well, I hope botter things of the hon.
gentleman'à colleagues, and I think some at least of bis
oolleagùes would be prepared to do justice when it is noces-

sary, even if he would not be I do not think there was
any need of his leading the House to believe that any
statements I made were not true, for they are all historical
staterments, as they appear in the telegrams and the official
documents to which I have referred.

Mr. MoLELAN. h hon, gentleman bas attempted togive
the House the impression that I have made statements that
are not borne out by the official records. The statement I
made as to the number of times the boats and trains have
failed to connect are from the official records of the depart-
ment. HIe says I have expressed a doubt as to whether it
was 'right to put on these special trains. I have certainly
been misunderstood by the hon. gentleman. I expressed
ne doubt whether it was right or not. The bon. member
for Prince (Mr. Perry) bas given a reason why the special
trains may now be put on. That hon. gentleman bas said,
in a manner which should be a pattern for the hon. member
for Queen's (Mr. Davies), that it is comparatively unim.
portant to have the special trains on in mid-winter-that it
is npt of such importance as earier in the season or in the
s pring, when the people of the Island are airanging for
their summer business. For that reason I have thoughtt
it beat, and ny colleagues have agreed with me, to main-

Mr. DAÂvs P.E.I.) -

tain the connection. The hon. gentleman says I want
to withhold that expenditure because Prince Edward Island
pays only $1.28 a head into the revenue, and, comparing bis
Province with the Province of Quebec, he wants to show,
that the people of the Island pay their full quota I only
allude to that matter incidentally, stating that the town of
Truro paid half as much into the Customs revenue, as the
whole Island of Prince Edward. I did not regard that as a
guide to my actions in this matter. If the Island required
that there should be special trains to maintain the service
efficiently, they would be put on even if the Island did not
pay a dollar into the Customs revenue, if it was right and in
the interest of that community that they shonld be put on.
The hon. gentleman says that although bis Province pays
only 8153,000 into the revenue, it purchases goods from
other Provinces. I wish to call his attention to the fact
that the Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia pay
from $3 to $4 a head into the revenue, although they eujoy
throughout the year uninterrupted communication with
the Upper Provinces, and so are in a better position
to make, and do make, large purchases in ibe Pro-
vinces of Ontario and Quebec. But I am not going to be
drawn into a discussion on that subject, on the present
occasion ; I think it is quite sufficient to deal with this mat-
ter on its merits. I want to remind the hon. gentleman
that, a year or two ago, when one'of the boats on the service
between the Iland and the mainland became disablod, the
Government sent down a goverament boat which plied be-
tween the mainland and the IslAnd, in addition to the two
regnlar boats. The people of Prince Edward Island have
complained from year to yoar of the Nirthern Light, and
they have frequently pressed on the department the noces-
sity of getting a sealing vessel from Newfoundland, which
they claimed would give better service than the Northern
Light. Yielding to that pressure the department last year
procured from Newfoundland the most powerful sealing
vessel they could bring up, at a cost of over $18,000. She
was run for a month and a half as a test; the result of the
experiment was not eatisfactory, except in showing that the
Northern Light gave a better service. And now the hon,
gentleman who spoke previously complains that we made
that expenditure.

Motion agreed to.

PENSION TO MRS. GOWANLOCK.

Mr. BAR RON asked, Does the Government intend to pay
Mrs. Gowanlock, the widow of- Gowanlock, who
was killed by Indians at Frog Lke, during the late North-
West Rebellion, a pension in the same manner and to the
same extent as that paid to Mrs. Delaney ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mrs. Gowanlock's husband
was not an employé of the Indian Department, while Mrs.
Delaney's was. The former was at the time of the out-
break building a mili in partnership with Mr. Laurie at
Battletord. The department had paid th,1 part of a
bonus in advance, and was te have paid the t>alance on the
completion of the mill, but the mill was never completed.
Mr. Delaney held the position of farm instructor at Frog

.ake at the time of the massacre, and it was on this account
his widow received the pension. I may say further that
Mrs. Gowaniock has received for personal losses from the
Department of the Interior, under the Rebellion L>sses
Commission, $907, and that the firm of which Mr. Gowan-
lock was a member received $4,202, one-half of which went,
I believe, to the Gowanlock estate.

BEX LEY POSTMASTER.

Mr. BARRON asked, I .ve the Goverument yet filled
the office of Postmaster at Bexly Post Office? If so, who
bas been appeinted ?
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Mn. MoLELAN. The office lias net yet been filled, but I
Mr. McL EL AN. The office has not yet been filled, but I

have given instructions to have it filled.

COLLECT [ON OF CRIMINAL LAWS.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL (for Mr. BERNIER) asked, Whether
it is the intention of the Government to furnish to Justices
of the Peace throughout the Dominion a collection of the
Criminal Lawsa, as promised by the Honorable Secretary
of State; and if so, when?

Mr. CHAPLEAU (Translation.) As I stated last Session,
an order was issued by the Government that this collection of
criminal laws should be sent to the commission of peace,
pursuant to the request made by the Provincial Government
at the time. This was done. Since then, a number of justices
of the peace have been appointed. I shall enquire whether
the latter have received this collection, and the Government
will deliberate whether it will re-new the issue of these
criminal laws to each new commission of the peace.

SPEAKER'S ORDER-DORCIIESTER ELECTION.

Mr. CHOQUETTE (for Mr. AMYOT) asked, What is the
reason of the delay which occurred botween the issuing of
bis warrant by the Honorable the Speaker of the louse of
Commons, on the 23rd August last, respecting the election
for the Electoral District of Dorchester, and the issuing of
the writ of election for that district, dated the 22nd Decem*
ber last, or thereabouts ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I presume thereason must have boen
that, as the Session was not soon forthcoming, there was no
hurry for this election. I presume, furthermore, that the
bon. member putting the question, as well as the gentle.
man in whose name it is put, have had no ground of com.
plaint at this delay.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY CAPITAL ACCOUNT.

Mr. WELDON asked, What amount had been placed or
charged to capital account of the Intercolonial Railway
during the last four fiscal years ?

Mr. POPE. 83,934,650.83.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. DENISON asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to compel the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany to obey the order of the Railway Committee of the
Privy Council, made in November,-that they should, by
the lt of January, 1888, erect and maintain gates at the
York and Sincoe-street crossings, near the Union Station,
in the city of Toronto.

Mr. POPE. This is the first complaint I have beard
with reference to this matter. I supposed that the gates
were already there. I have no doubt the Grand Trunk
Company will, as they have always hitherto done, carry
out the order of the Iailway Committee. If not we will
see that they do.

RENDERED LARD.

Mr. TAYLOR moved:

That the House resolve itselfinto COmmittee to consider aresolution
declaring It expedient te introduce a Billproviding for the regulation
of the manufactuie and sale of rendered lard.

He said: Some two years ago I moved a resolution some-
what similar to this. It read as follows: "That it is ex-
pedient to bring in a bill to regulate the manufacture and
sale of oleomargarine, butterine, or other substitutes for
butter." When I made that motion, there were many hon.
gentlemen on both aides who were not familiar with the

subject, and some of them made statements at the time
which, I think, they have ever sinoe regretted. I am re-
ferring to Mr. Jackson, who was thon member for South
Norfolk, and I think it was due to the statements he made
on that occasion that he does not represent that constitu-
ency at present. I wish now to draw the attention of the
House and the country to the effot of the legislation then
passed on this article ofeoleomargarine. In 1884-5 we im.
ported 1,162,337 Ibs. butter; in 1885-6 we imported 1,249,-
090, whilo this year, 1886-7, we have imported but a total
of 216,272 Iba. We imported into Ontario 6,155 lbs., Quebec
542 lbs., Nova Scotia 189 lbs., New Brunswick 1,881 lbs.,
Manitoba 9 lbs., an i in British Columbia the large quautity of
237,496 Ibs., or within 9,000 lbs of the total import. Near-
ly 1,000,000 lbs. less have been imported into Canada since
legislation was passed affecting the article, compared with
what was imported in the ton months of the preceding
year, the legislation having been passed two months pre-
vious to the end of the fiscal year. We exported in 1886-7
5,455,809 lbs. of butter. I am of the impression that
the 237,000 Ibs. imported into British Columbia, and
paying four cents a pound duty might profitably have been
exported from Ontario. I am strongly of opinion that a
large quantity of this 237,000 Ibs. was a spurions article of
butter. I think it would be well if the Customs authorities
would instruct their officers to place in bond any butter
imported into this country, so that it might be properly
analysed, for I am strongly of opinion that there is yet
apurions butter brought into the country; and, in dealing
with this article of lard, I think that legislation should take
the same direction as that dealing witb the article of oleo.
margarine, and that all lard brought into thiscountryshould
be placed in bond and only liberated after having been
analysed and inspected. I purpose by the resolution 1 am
about to move to draw the attention of the Government and
this House to the large importation into this country an.
nually from the United States of lard, which I believe to be
as spurions in many respects as the oleomargarine that we
were importing previous to the passing of the Act two years
ago. I think it is due to the agriculturists of this oountry
that the article of lard should be as properly protected as the
article of butter, because it is one of the staple articles of
the farmers of this country. We find that with the amount
of two cents per lb., the enormous quantity of 3,522,464 lbs.
were imported last year, besides grease for soap factories,
amounting to 2,440,301 lbs., making a total Of nearly
6,000,000 Ibs. of lard and grease imported from the United
States last year. I am satisfied in regard to this, because
we have purchased it in our own family, and have found
that this article of spurious lard is made largely from cotton
seed and other articles of that class, and, perhaps, grease of
an inferior quality, so that, when you bring it into your
bouse, it is impossible to detect it froi the good article.
We have manufactories which are manofacturing pure lard
in this country, and I*do not think they have yet got into
the habit of adulterating their lard; but the article which ie
imported from the United States is largely adulterated,
most of it being manufactured from cotton seed or cotton
seed oil. I ask that legislation may be had to prevent
these people from competing with the spurious article now
imported against the genuine article made in this country.
I suggest to the Government that this lard should be inspect-
ed before it is taken out of the Customs, and that it should
be prohibited altogether, if it is found to be adulterated, in
the same way as we have acted with regard to oleomargarine.

Mr. SPROULE. LIn seconding the motion, I do so be-
cause I believe that it aims at a matter-which is very
important to a large number of the people of this country,
This is one of the lines in which the apriculturiats of this
country either make profits or have to sustain losses, and
they are subjected to a very unfair competition by the
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spurious articles which are brought in from the United
States. At the time the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
introduced bis resolution relative to oleomargarine and
butterine, it was thought that no good could be accom-
plisbed in that direction, that the benefit to the farmer was
of no value, that bis interests could not be advanced in any
way by any restrictions proposed to be put on the introduc-
tion of butter; but the result has proved that it was of the
greatest good to the farmers, because it bas kept out an
article which was not butter ut all, but a spurious article,
to the extent of nearly 1,000,000 los., and the farmers
have benefited by the restrictions which were put on
that trade. I believe there has been a large amount of
spurious lard and grease introduced for making soap, and
that, under the name of lard, a great deal bas been brought
in which bas been afterwards sold under the name of butter.
I think there is still some coming in under the name of
butter, and I think this would stop the introduction of tbis
very injurious article,because, if it were submitted to a chemi-
cal test, it would be impossible for it to be palmed off on the
people as taking the place of the dairy products of this coun-
try. As farming is failing in many other lines, it is the
more important to protect the interests of that large class of
people in this country in regard to their dairy products,
and if it only affects the tenth part of the amount in the
line of butter, it will accomplish a great good and we will
be well satisfied with such legislation as may affect it.

Motion agreed to.

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER FLOODS.

from the digging of Montreal Harbor and the Lake St.
Peter Channel. The Board is charged with having thus
given the ice solid bulwarks, causing the formation of dykes
which forced the river to flow backward and overflow the
adjoirniog country with the flood of water that could not
follow its regular course. In Berthier county, the water
stretched over an area of several miles; the ice gathered;
new currents were formed ; bouses, barns and fences were
swept away or irjured, with considerable loss to the
farmers. lt is time, Mr. Speaker, that the Government took
the matter in bard. It is time that the House shoild be
fully informed on the subject, and that it force the Govern-
ment to bring down a measure, comprising not merely a
few individual works in a particular locality, but a com-
plete system of protection for the two shores of the river.
I make tbis motion at the beginning of the Session, in
order that time may not elapse before the hon. Minister of
Public Works submits a measure that will allow the work
to bo begun next summer so as to be completed in good
time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perbaps the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to answer him in English. I know he
understands that language perfectly well, and, perhaps, the
English members would like to know my answer. To the
first part of the motion there is no objection. To the last
part of the motion there is this objection: The reports so
far received bave been published, and if the hon. gentleman
will examine the records of my department this year, he
will find the last report at the end of one of the appendices.
I would, therefore, ask him to drop thelast part of the motion.
When the final re ort reaches me. which maho b in two or

p' ,li n iil1UU ,1wuVJV viu wy u l v iMr. -BEAUSOLEIL (Translation) moved for: three weeks, I will take cure to have it laid on the Table of
Copies of all correspondence, documents, representations or informa- bbe flouse as accu as possible.

tion received by the Government in relation to the inundations which
ooeur periodically on the north and south shores of the River Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. 1 have ne objection te the amend-
St. Lawrence, and more particularly respecting the great inundation ment.
which occurred in the spring of 1887; also copies of all reports made by
the Commission of Engineers appointed to enquire as to the cause of the Motion, as amended, agrecd to.
inundations and to ascertain the best means of preventing the same or
of diminishing the disastrons effects thereof for the future. "TRUSTS" OR "COMBINES."
fHe said: In making this motion, I am desirous of drawing
the attention of the Government and of the House to the Mr. EDGAR, upon the Order standing in his name being
necessity of tak ng immediate steps to obviate and lessen rcad, for a S'olect Commibtee tenquire mb and report as te
the ravages which are caused, every year, by the overflow the existence, cpeî niions and cfeet cf certain eganisations in
cf tbe St. Lawrene River. Tbe euse wil remember Canada, known as "ltrusts" or "lcombines," saido:o s do net
that, lasIVear, bbc flood was cf eztraordinary proportions, tbink that filL the friends of the bon. member for West
and the ounsequent damage ut Mnn'tî'caI, Laprairie, York (Mr. Wallace) feit sufficientlygrateful 10 me for bbc
Longueuil, Berthier, St. Cuthbbrt, St. Barthélémy and the assistance I rendered bim the other evening in aecuring un
adjoining counties, was very considerable, rising even te bbc amendment te his motion, which wuasfer a cmmitaescaf a
sam cf several hundreds cf thousands cf dollars. The similar Earacter to btheue which stands in my name on
Goernment and municipalities, whicb suffered by these the notice paper. I bhink I have improvcd bis motion very
floode, wcre naturally affectcd by Ibis stato f fhingo.r l A much by eavig a reference contained in i as to combines
commission cf engineers was chargcd wit an enquiry ute amoig maiu(acturers. lnweverbct great organ-in-chief
the causes cf these floos, and into the measures te be taken ae combines,"bu Toronto, did net tsink that Ihad a right
te prevent similar disasers in future, This commissionte interfore in be matter. 0f course they are ntitled
oonsited cof tbreqengincers e noinated bythe Montreal te heir opinion, but they wont a littie furbher than express.
Hiarbor Comamissionors, bbc second by bbc Corporation cf ing an opinion, unîd undertook te make a statement cf fiLct te
Montreal, andbbec third by bbdthet eal Goverment. wSith.Brshatééremyrdfr a moment. The Empire, publised
Saveral sittings wcre held and a numbere, witnesses heard. in Toronto, yesterdey, in ils editerial article, objecta te my
A closevexaminationdrf several portions of bbcaSt. Law interfering witb combines, and gives tbis as ecf bbc
rence River was mude, and bc report i he Gover metreason:
showd certain information and recommendations lIt may net be kuownb every one, but it le a fact, Ihat Mr. Edgar
whic ought teo be laid before this a ouse. F aren ore, is himself a member cf a combine t prevent competition and keep up
the mayora cf bbctdiffhrent interested municipaîùies were prices, but su!h e fe a fa et
called upon te aupply bbc Department cf Public WorksNow (ey aem felbave strained btb Quaen' English te
with personal information and observations ou the causes get bn the double assertion that Ibeir statement was3 a fact.
of theseocvcrflews. 1 have knewledgeocf the tact thut a Well, Mr. Speaker-, iL mnay be a gcod eneugh lact for that
large number cf mayors bave sent important reports on paper, but i is radier un xtraordinary ting that the in
the subjeot. Ibo niost widely received opinion is thal formation nover reached me yeiothat i was a mcmbor of a
wbich holds bbc Mentreal Board ofBarber Commissioners i combine cf any kind, now or i tany nmer lim e oinbbc
respousible for the disasters, by reason that it bas dumpd, past, and I wicepa e give that statement an explicit and
into ie channels dividing the Boucherville Island and emphatic denial. If'neoamendment had been made in ghe
the Berthi r Island, enormous qantitic cfteart drawn sense of my amenudmentoo o bcbon gentleman t motion, I

Mr. SPROULE.
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would have felt it my duty to go on with this motion for a
committee, but I do not see now that there would be any
particular advantage in doing so. Moreover, I think that
two committees are not necessary to enquiro into this sub.
ject, because the conviction is very strong in my mind, and
I th ink it is gaining ground in the minds of the public, that
combines can be remedied in this country, most of them at
any rate, in a very much simpler way than by elaborate
legislation in this louse. There are certain combines into
which I have no doubt this committee will find it their
duty to examine carefully, which do not depend for their
existence upon a Oustoms tariff. But it will be found that
most of the combines in this country, especially those re-
lating to the necessaries of life, have only come into exist-
ence, and can only maintain their existence, by reason of
the protection thrown around them by the high tariff upon'
those articles the price of which a combine is formed to
raise. Now, I am perfectly willing to give the Finance
Minister credit for being sincere when ho strongly sup.
ported a protective tariff, and I am ready to admit
that ho believed it would be for the good of the
country. I am also willing to give him credit for enough
intelligence to recognise the fact that, in many instances,
his tariff will require revision to meet this evil of combines.
The hon. Finance Minister must see, as well as other people
can, that a number of these combines are propped up, and
held up, and continued in existence simply by the high
tariff ,which surrounds the particular article; and that if
these props were knocked away, the combines must come
to an end as a consequence. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am sure
that the Finance Minister could not use his great ability,
and the very powerful position which ho occupies in this
country, to greater advantage than by taking up this
matter and dealing with it fearlessly. I do not say that
the hon. gentleman will have to abandon any of his theories
in favor of protection, but if he finds that his system, in
which ho had so much confidence, has blemishes and spots
in it, and foreign growths about it, surely he ought not to
hesitato to apply the knife and make his system, in which he
still has faith, more perfect than it is. Surely his long visit
tu Washington has shown him that a great many protection-
ist statesmen in that country are now recognising the fact
that their high protective system, in some respects at least,
must fall to the ground, and that so far as trusts and com-
bines of highly protected articles are concerned, protection
must go. The hon. gentleman cannot forget that a great
Conservative statesman in another country, and of a former
time, who had been strongly in favor of protection, saw
that cereals were being protected greatly to the injury of the
people of EnglanJ, and that statesman, Sir Robert Peel, did
niot hesitate to change his policy in that particular, and let
the food of the people come in free. And so I believe that
if the hon. gentleman sees that the people are suffering, that
the necessaries of life in this country are made dear to them
by combir es, and leagues, and trusts, he will apply the
pruning knife to the Customs tariff upon those articles. If
the hon. gentleman would take that course ho would do a
service to the country; and if the manufacturers, whose
profits might be diminished, wore to cry ont to him, saying
ho was removing from them the protection to which they
were entitled, I think ho could very well answer them by
saying: Well, as a substitute for that protection, I will
assist to throw open the markets to the seouth of you, of
ovor 60 millions of people, and let yon send the products of
your manufactures in there. If the Finance Minister would
only take those steps which are so much in the interests of
tIh country, I am sure ho would be entitled to the gratitude
of the people for his action. With the leave of the House,
I beg to withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

CASUALTIES ON INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) moved for:
Return of all casualties to trains on the Intercolonial Railway arising

from collisions, broken rails or any other cause from lot April, 1887, to
let March, 1888 ; the respective causes and dates; the names of the
conductors, engine-drivers or other officials dismissed, suspended orfined
for any sucþ collisions or neglect of duty, the amount of damage (if any)
to property in such cases, the amount of compensation paid to owners
of property deatroyed or damaged, as well as amount of claims for los
or damage to property unsettled (if any).

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to the adoption of this
motion, but I may say to the hon. gentleman that a con-
siderable time will be occupied in preparing the return.

Motion agreed to.

ROLLING STOCK FOR INTERCOLONIAL RA&ILWAY.

Mr. WEL DON (St. John) moved for:
Return showing the quantity of rolling stock purchased for the Inter-

colonial Railway during the last six montho ending 3st December, 1887,
giving each kind of rolting stock, and whether purchased under contract
or otherwise, the parties from whom bought and the cost of each kind;
also a statement of what has been built in (Government workshops.

Mr. POPE. There is no objection to the adoption of this
motion. The hon. gentleman must know, as ho lives at St.
John, that it was very late before the Government were
aware that ocean traffic was coming that way this year; and
although we make very large contracts for rolling stock, we
bought some without contracts to accommodate tho traffie;
otherwise the necessary rolling stock would not be on the
road.

Motion agreed to.

THE STEAMER NORTHERN LIGT.

Mr. PERRY moved for:
Return showing the date the steamer Northern Zght commenced

running between Lrince Edward Island and Pictou, Nova Sootia; the
number of trips made, the number of passengers crossed, and the date
of last trip made up to date.

Ie said: The subject of crossing to the Island from the
mainland has been so often discussed in this House
that it is unnecessary to make any further statement to
show that there has been very little improvement, if any,
during the last twenty years, or since Confederation, in the
meLhod of crossing the Straits.

Motion agreed to.

COIFEDERATION TERMS WITH PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. PERRY moved for :
m Copies of all despatches, telegrams, and correspondence (if any) that

may have taken place between the Ganadian Government and the Gov-
ernment of Prince Edward Island, having reference to the suggestions
of Earl Granville, contained in bis despatch to Lord Lansdowne, dated
March 31st, 1886, on the subject of carrying out the terme of Confedera-
tion with Prince Edward Island with respect to continuous e ecient
steam communication with the main land.

Motion agreed to.

THE LATE ALEXANDER ROBERTSON, M.P.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before moving the adjourn-
ment of the House, I wish to state that the First Minister
would have wished to be here this evening to express the
deep regret which I am sure we ail feet at the sad news of
the death of one of our colleagnes, the'late ion. member for
West Hastings. Though the hon. gentleman was of rather a
retiring disposition, yet we have ail appreciated his kind-
ness of heart and his friendship, and we know that he always
took a great interest in the public affairs of the country,
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and especially in the advancement of his own Province,
particularly the district in whieh ho resided. I am sure I
am only expressing the feelings of hon. gentlemen on both
eides of the House when I say we all regret exceedingly bis
being carried away from us at a conparatively early pemiod
of life, and we shalt always remember not only his friend-
abip, but his loyal devotion te bis Queen and country. I
wove that this House do now adjourn.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sure that we on this side of the
House can fully endorse everything that bas been said by
the hon. gentleman with regard to our late colleague, Mr.
Robertson. It was his and the Houso's misfortune that
while he was here his bealth never was such as to enable
him to take as prominent a part in the debates and pro-
ceedings of the House as bis natural abilities would other.
wise have warranted. But even while laboring under
that disadvantage ho always occupied a very respectable
and honorable place in this House, and I am sure that I am
only doing hire justice in saying that he had nio enemies,
but that bis adrersaries were among bis friends. That I
am sure was true, not only Sere, but aiso where ho resided,
and the death of such a man is always a loss to his country.

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood from the
hon. Minister of Finance that ho had not yet received the
despatches wbich ho expected from Washington. I would
ask him whether, should they arrive within the next few
hours, it is bis intention to have them printed for distribu-
tion on Monday.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have not yet received tFem.
1 have sent another urgent telegram to Mr. Borgne, asking
him to forward therm with the least possible delay. I hope
to receive them very soon, and I shall not lose a moment
in having themr printed and laid before the flouse.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Because, as ho will
see, ifthey arrive to-morrow morning, it will be a great
convenience to have them printed so that they can be dis-
tributed on Monday.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Quite so.

RETURNS ORDERE).
Return showing the names of ail retired Judges of Superior Courts of

Law or Equity in the Dominion of Canada, with the dates of their re-
spective patents, and a copy of the last patent issued to a retired Judge
of the Superior Court.-(Mdr. Small.)

Return of the Railway accidents which were reported to the Goveru-
ment during 1886, and in respect of which actions are net now pending.
-(Mr. Denison.)

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAr, 5th Marcb, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 11) to empower the Morchants Marine Je-
surance Co. of Canadà to give up its charter and provide for
the winding-up of its affairs.-(Kr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 12) to amend Chapter 127 of the Revised1
Statutes of Canada, intituled "Au Act rospecting Interest."i
-(Mr. Landry.)

Sir BEonTOR LANGETVIN.

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Ontario Central Railway
Company.- (Mr. Ward.)

Bill (No. 15) to incorporate the Nisbet Academy of
Prince Albert.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. McNEILL moved for leave to introduce Bil (No.13)
to amend the Act respecting the Civil Service of Canada.
le said: The Bill is simply the same as the one introduced
last Session, and provides that civil servants who entereli
the service prior to 1862 shal not be subject to examina-
tion for promotion in the service.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the first time.

DEATH OF MR. CLAYES.

Mr. L A URIE R. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I feel it my sad duty to inform the House that death bas
stricken another of its members, Mr. Clayes, the member
for Missisquoi, who died last 'evening. In the person of
Mr. Clayes, the flouse suffers a very great loss- a greater
loss, in fact, than the flouse is aware of. ie was only elect-
ed at the general election of last year, and ho was then
suffering from the disease which bas carried him off. Ho
had, therefore,no occasion to display in this House his great
abilities, but ail who knew him will testify to the fact that
he was a man of great ability, of uncommon eloquence, of
vast information, to which was added great literary culture;
and I am sure that if his bealth had been spared he would not
only have been a valuable addition to this House, but would
have rendered great services to the party to which he bc-
longed. In addition to that, I may say that ho was a man
of mort warm heart, of generous leanings, who endeared
himself not only to those who were his friends but te all
who came in contact with him; and, under such circum-
stances, I am sure that every member of the House will
agree with me that his loss is a loss to the country, and I
may say also for myself and for those who agree with me
on this side, that his loss is an irreparable loss to his party.

Sir H ECTOR LANGEVIN. Although the hon. gentle-
man whose death we deplore to-day had been in this lHouse
only a short time, and though, as my hon. friend bas just
stated, hits iliiess pIrieven ted him from takiog a very active
part in the debates of this louse, nevertheless we remem-
ber that, on the one or two occasions when he did take part
in the debates, he howed that he would have become a very
useful member, by the knowledge he displayed of the sub-
jects thon under discussion. Although i hal net the
pleasure of a very intimate acquaintance with the hon.
gentleman, still sncb of my hon. friends to whom I have
spoken to-day halve ail agreed that he was a good friend,
an amiable gentleman and a member who would certainly
have taken a stand in this flouse and would. have done
credit to his party.

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Mr. CHARLTON. Before the Orders of the Day are
prcceded with, I should like to enquire of the Finance
Minister wþether the protocols and other papers in con-
nection wihIb the Fisheries Treaty have been received ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may inform my bon. friend
that these papors have arrived. They reached me on
Satuiday morning, and they are now in the bands of the
printer, and I hope to be able to lay them on the Tab'e
before the louse rises to-day. I will take Ibis opportunity
of expressing my great disap[ointment at the contents of
the protocols, and I think it is necessary, after the remark
which I made in reply te a question of the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) a day or two ago, that
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the protocole would be found to contain rdfeýence to t-ade if the matter is to be made public at ail for the benefit or
questions, that [ sbould explain for a moment to the House ally on. rnemb3r of this Kfonfl0, it should be made so for the
the position of this question. When I leit Waehington, benefit of ail. 1 imagine that if it is feasible to adooui.
the question was not finally settled as to what the protocole plish the suggestion made by the Finance Minister, to cabLe
should contain, and how far the various papers that had to Mr, Chamberlain and to oommunicate with the Secretay
been formally submitted to the Conference by both sides of State of the Unitud States, to get their pormission to
should be incorporated in the protocols. During my illness, making those papers public, i t had better be adopted, as
a message arrived from Mr. Chamberlain saying that it they will have a most important bearing upon the dîsoussiob
was proposed that they Ehould be purely formal, and my which is about to take place, and I think it highly desirable
assent was asked to that proposition. I gave that assent, that the country should know what these proposais and the
or rather my hon. friends the Prime Minister and the counter-proposals wero.
Minister of Justice, who took the matter up for me, cùaused
a message to be sent to Mr. Chamberlain in reply, expressing Mr. CASEY. I quite agree with ry hôn. friend who bas
my assent, with the condition that at a future period fuller j.ust sat dowu, that if the Finance Minister lays these
information should be given. But at that ti me I fully anti- propoals bcfore the lòader of the Opposition and the hon.
cipated that these formal protceois would contain the pro- gentleman in charge of the motion, of course it would only
posais and counter-proposals made by both sides. be for the purpose of making thom public to the House and

Mr. MITCHELL. As to trade ? of usirg thne in the discussionr of the question before the
flouse. if they are to be so used at ail, I think it would be

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That they would contain the better that they shouli be made known in the usual manner
formal proposais made by the British plenipotentiaries on by being printed and laid before ail the mombers of the
the one side, and the reply made by the American plenipo. House, and that tho discuseion of the questi>n should be
tentiaries on the other side. I assumed that what was postponed natil such time as not only the members of the
termed the formai propositions to ehich I gave assent, woull House, but the public generally who are interested in the
contain these papers, and I take ibis opportunity of ex. matter, should have the opportunity of oonsidering the
pressing to the House my great regret at tinding that the proposais and of makin r known their opinions to the
protocole contained nothing except the simple statoment members who are about to discuss the question. I hope
of the varions meetings that were held and the fin:il con- the hon. gentleman will consider that view of thé matter,clusions arrived at, the treaty and the modus vivendi; so and if he considers himself authorised, without consulting
thattbere is noinformation conveyed in the protocols beyond Mr. Chamberlain, or Mr. Bayard, or anybody else, to lay
that which has already been made public by the publication them before theso twa gentlemen for the pdrpose of being
of the treaty and the protocols by the Senate of the United made public in the debates, surely he will feel anthorised to
States. I feel it only right that I should take the firEt op- lay them before the flouse in the usual manner. I hope ha
portunity of explaining the disappointment that I feel. I will consider this matter thoroughly, and give the Iouse
telegraphed immediately to Mr. Chamberlain, at New York, and the public at large the fullest opportunity of conside-
but the answer was returned that the message was unde- ing the propositions made and the answers thereto, is that
ivered, as he bad already sailei. In the telegram I ex. we, as the representat ives of thecountry, may beablo toshape
plained to him my great disappointment at finding that our action in reference to them. I am not now speaking, of
even the proposals of the two sides were not contained in the course, in any partisan sense. This is a matter, I fancy,
protocols ; and I have been considering to what extent I whicb at present is very ill-understool by the people of the
would be justified, under the circumstances, in sustaining Dominion, and it is essential that the full import of the
the sitatement which i made to the louse that there were treaty and the full import of ail that has beun done sbould
proposais for trade submitted to the conference. I think I be known by tho pub ic as wll as by the membors of thé
would be quite warranted, at all events, in placing in the House.
hads of the leader of the Opposition, and of the bon. mem- Sir CIARLES T UPPE R i may say that I abal con-ber for South Oxford (Sir Richai d Cartwright), who bas a sider that question very carefully, But when I spoke ofmotion on the paper in relation to this matter, the proposai placing the facts in the hands of those gentlemen, it wasmade by the British plenipotentiaries, and the answer given scarcely for the purpose of publishing them tothe liouse, butto that by the United States plenip)tentiaries, in reference it was for their information and guidance in disoussiog theto greater freedom to commercial intercourse, as it bas a very important motion which is on the Order paper.very direct and important bearing upon the motion to be It was in that sense that I felt it was due to thm,made by the bon member fur South Oxford. I feel some. especially after what I had already said in the House. Iwhat embarrassed, as the flouse will understand, by the de. am relieved. however, to a certain extent, from theparture from the decision whicn was arrived at m my absence difficulty, by the fact that I find in the Montreal 9'tar whatas to the protocols rot embodying the proposals and counter- purportbs to b a report of an interview with hÉr. Angefl,proposals made during the conference. òne of the United States plenipotentiaries, in whidh he is

Mr. JONES. Is it too late to communicate with Mr. reported to have said:
Chamberla? " The British and Oanadian Oommisolnen were apecially anxious te

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will communicate by cable make a reciprocal free trade treaty a part of the treaty, before theyte Mr. Chamberlain se that a messae may reach him on wonld sWttle the fisbery question. More than haif the lime Was 6ceupiedSMr. .i ain this mainer. The Yeai work has been doue within, perhap,, a routh.the other side; aud I will aiso place myself in cornmurni- We told them over and over again that the tarif was a matter whioh
cation with Mr. Bayard and Sir Lionel Sack,7ille West. in muât be settled by Gongress, and that we could do nothing about it."
Washington, with a view to obtaining their assent to allow This is a report of a statement made by one of the U-itedthe British proposai for greater freedom of commercial State- pleniporentiaries, a very able and accomplished gen-intercourse, and the reply of the United States pl#nipoter.- tieman, Mr. AngeLl, President of the Michigan Uaiversity,tiaries to be made public. and I can only sey that he could have made this statement

Mr. CfIARLTON. I think it is highly desirable that with entire accuracy.
not only the leader of the Opposition and the hon. gentle- Mr. CHARLTON. This te merely a newapaper report.
man who bas the motion in hant before the House, but that M
the House and the country sbould be made cognisant of the Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It ie a newspaper re rt, but
efforts that were made in regard to the trade relations, »nd as I say, it is a statement that onid hgve been mt e aoatr-
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rately. As the House can see, no person can be more anxi-
ou than I am myself-because I couceive it a very import-
ant point-to have, at all events, that proposai and the
reply to it placed before the House, and I will endeavor, if
possible, to obtain such authority as will enable me to take
that step. In the meantime I shall, of course, consider that
in placing it in the hands of the leader of the Opposition,
and the hon. member for South Oxford, it is for their confi-
dential information, as it is information that I feel they are
entitled to have before dealing with the question of which
they have given notice.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very sorry that my hon. friend
appears to forget that there is an element in this House that
is not taken into the counsels of the Government on the one
hand, nor of the leader of the Opposition on the other. I
know there are several hon. gentlemen here who sympathise
somewhat with me in the attitude which I assume as an in-
dependent member. And I think my hon. friend would do
well to bear in mind that that element exists, and that he
has a right, as a person who is deeply interested in that
matter, to a copy of the paper also. While I am up I may
say that I do not see the necessity of waiting to get Mr.
Chamberlain's consent to lay these protocols before the
House. There is a majority of the British committee on
this side, and the Hon. Mr. West can be communicated with
in half an hour. The Finance Minister and Mr. West form
a majority of the committee, and they can get the sanction
of Mr. Bayard, the Secretary of State at Washingtun. It
does appear to me that the hon. gentleman should not keep
the legitlation of this country waiting-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I concur in that.

Mr. MITCHELL-to suit Mr. Chamberlain's conveni-
ence. i do not see the necessity of waiting for him. It is
quite possible there may be no other reasons, and I do not
say this in a party spirit, but I do say that perhaps it
is in the interests of the country that this discussion should
not come too rapidly. My impression is. however, that in
discussing this matter and dealing with the question of the
treaty such as it may be, it is not in the intercsts of this
country that this discussion should take place before the
discussion takes place in the Senate at Washington, unless
it is too long delayed. My hon. friend opposite who bas
taken such a leading part in these negotiations knows fuil
well that he will have to make out a very strong case to
satisfy this country that Canada has the best of the bar-
gain, and every word uttered will be quoted by the enemies
of the treaty on the other side of the line in favor of reject.
ing the treaty.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. I, therefore, do not wish to
embarrass the hon. gentleman. I suggest it may be advis-
able, while the House receives all possible information on
the subject, and to that it is entitled, not to have this dis-
cussion come on too rapidly. I speak now in the interests
of Canada. If the treaty is a good treaty we ought to do
nothing to embarrass its passage, or furnish arguments by
forcing hon. gentlemen on that side of the House to
show how good the treaty is that ias been entered into,
and thus place in the hands of the enemies of Canada and of
the treaty arguments against its passage. What course
the Government may adopt I cannot say, but I will not en
deavor to unduly press them, taking that view of the case;
but all the same the House should b. furnished with a copy
of the protocole at an early day, not confidential, so that
we may be able to ses them and discuss them, and I as one
member of the House claim that when a copy of the proto-
cols is placed in the hands of the leader uf the Opposition
and the mover of the resolution, I am also entitied to a
copy.

Sir C«a=Luam Turira.

Mr. MULOCK. I would like to ask the Finance MiniF-
ter if the papers, to which he bas referred as having been
sent in by the American plenipotentiaries and reply there-
to will cover the whole case, or whether there are counte -
proposals ? The Minister has only referred to two documents,
which he claims did not appear in the protocols sent in. if
these two embrace all the documents and informa tion on the
subject, well and good; if not, the others should be prc-
duced, I would like to ask the Minister of Finance, too,
what arrangements were made when he left Washington as
to what these protocols were to contain-I mean as to
whether they were to embody any part of the proceedings?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As I stated, when I left
Washiogton the question was under consideration as to
how much should be contained in the protocois. In the
first instance, there are the proposals, the formai proposais,
and the counter-proposals made on both side s; in the
second place, there are elaborate papers and arguments
sustaining the views on both sides; and, in the third place,
there are condensed reports of the discussions that took
place among the plenipotentaries on both sides upon those
various points. Now, the protocols could contain aIll
those; they could contain the formai proposais; they could
contain the papers that were put in as arguments sustain-
ing those proposals, or in opposition to those proposals, as
the case may be, and they could also embody the leading
argumente by which in the conference the views of both
sides were maintained. The question was, as I understool,
practically settled when I left Washington, that the argu-
ments were not t be ombraced, that is to say, the reason-
ing upon the two sides would not be necessary; but it was
a question as to how far the various papers put in, in sup-
port of the proposals or in opposition to the proposals,
should form a part of the protocols; and when I was asked
the question by telegraph to assent to the protocols being
purely formal, I assumed and took it for granted that what
was termed a formal protocol would contain the proposais
ard counter-proposals-that that, ut all events, would be a
part of it.

Mr. MITCHELL. And the answer.
Sir CIARLES TUPPER. And I assente to it. Yes,

the proposais and the answers. A proposal i- put in aid
an answer is put in in relation to it; and I assumed that
those protocole, what were termed formai protocols, would,
at all events, contain the proposais and the replies on both
sides. When I assented to the protocols being of a purely
formal character I took it for granted that was what was
meant, and I was very much surprised that, on the cor.-
trary, it was meant that they should contain absolutely
nothing except the record of the meetings and the results
finally arrived at. As has been suggested, I shall take
prompt and immediate means to obtain permission, at all
events, to lay this paper to which 1 have referred upon the
Table of the House, so as to put it in possession of every
hon. member. I may say in reply to the last enquiry, that
the proposal and the reply to it will cover the entirecase
so far as the trade relations are concerned.

Mr. MULOCK. I thank the Minister so far as ho has
gone; but it appears to me that in order to properly under-
stand the attitude of the various plenipotentiaries in this
case it is material that the very words ofeoach proposai an,,
counter-proposal should be laid before this House. As [
understand the Minister, the conclusion arrived at when
the conference closed was that some persons at Washington
were to be charged with the duty of analysing these pre -
posais, and preparing such a proposal as he considered wouId
represent the attitude of the British plenipotentiaries, anti
also such an answer as, in his opinion, represented the
views of the American authorities. Now, th %t would hardly
meet the case. It appears to me that whether those papers
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should be laid before the public or not, the House is entitled
to have laid before it, every argument advanced by the
British plenipotentiaries and the replies mado by the
American authorities, so far as the American replies are
not privileged. I presume none of the communi'ations are
privileged communications, or are to be treated as such.
The Minister now admits that no return will contain the
argument of the British plenipotentiaries; therefore, when
the Mlnister of Finance brings down the protocola he should
supplement his return by adding tho arguments and
answers advanced.

SirCHARLES TUPPPE R. I may say, in reply to the hon.
gortleman, that the protocolists, the gentlemen who pre-
pared the protccols, are the two official protocolists of the con-
forence- Mr. Bergne, the Secretary of the British side, and
Mr. Moore, the Secretary of the United States side, and it
was theirduty to prepare the protocols under the direction
of the confcrence. The United States and British plenipo
tentiaries agreed, at the commencement of the conference,
that the proceedings should be secret, and that only when
a result was arrived at should anything whatever be
made known; and I may say that course was observed
througiout. It then becane important as to what the
protocols should contain, the proceedings baving taken
place on an arrangement that the conferences were to be
regarded as secret, and only that was to be made known
which it was agreed sbould be made known by the respec-
tive parties; and as I said, the question as to what those
protocols siould contain, was not finally settled when I
left Washington, but I had no doubt myself that they
would contain the exact words. It was not for the proto-
colists to give their version at all of what had taken place.
Those proposals and counter-proposails were put in writing,
and if I obtain the necessary assent, as I hope, on the matter,
they will be part of the papers to which I refer, and they will
be laid upon the Table of the louse in the exact words in
which they were made by the British plenipotentiaries and
the exact words of the United States plenipotentiaries in
reply, which was also put in writing. As 1 have stated
before, that wilI cover the entire grounds upon which so
much interest is felt in regard to the trade relations and
tariff arrangemeits of the two cou.ùtries. 1 will erdeavor
to obtt.in, as early as possible, permission tu make that por-
tion publie, and I hope I may be able to lay it on the Table
at an early date.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would say from the state-
ment made by the hon. the Minister of Finance, it seems to
me those protocols are prepared in precisely the way pro-
tocols usually are prepared. I do not remember a single
instance in the preparation of protocols, the exact language
of the proposals and the counter-proposals have been ex-
pressed in those protocols. I would say further, that the
functions of the Commission that was appointed to nego-
tiate this treaty are at an end, and it seems to me now that
the President and his advisers on the one side, and Lord
Salisbury on the other, must give their consent to make
public any portion of those documents. It is, Sir, in my
opinion, necessary for the hon, gentleman to get the con-
sert of the Prime Minister of England to the publication of
the papers to which ho refers. I understood him from the
statement that be mtde the other day, that the papers ho
proposed to bring down did not relate specially to the dis-
cussion of the treaty, but it was for the special purpose of!
discussing the trade policy of this country, and upion the
resolution proposed by the hon, member for Soutb~Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright), it was with reference to that
motion that the hon. gentleman proposod to bring down
those papers ; and while it is most importanttbat we should
have the fullest information for the consideration of the'
treaty, it was also specially important that we should have
at once those propositions made by the Government on the
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subject of trade. To get that information it appears to me
that the proper course is, for the Government bore, through
His Excellency, to apply to the Prime Minister of England
-the Foreign Secretary-

Mr, MACKENZIE. I object to any invitation of the kind.
We need not ask Lord Salisbury to interfere in Canadian
affairs. I say to the Finance Minister that we ought not
to invite Lord Salisbury or any other statesman on the
other bide to interfere more than in what is absolutely
necessary. I entirely object to it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understand the hon. gentle-
man to say that he does not think it is desirable that we
should invite the interference, any further than is absolutely
necessary, of the Foreign Minister.

Mr. MACKENZIE. That is what I said.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In regard to the matter
which is so materially affecting ourselves, 1 quite appreciate
the views that the hon. gentleman has thrown out in that
suggestion ; although, of course, there is a good deal of force
in the suggestion made by the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills).

BRIDGE OVER WELLAND RIVER.

1&r. CHARLTON (for Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT) asked,
Whether it is the intention of the Government to take
possession of the bridge over the Welland River at the
village of Chippawa ? 2. Whether it is their intention to
construct a new bridge ?

Mr. POPE. This matter bas been pressed upon us very
strongly by the member from Welland (Mr. Ferguson), and
we have given our assent*to him, privately, to build a new
bridge at that place, and we shall probably carry it out.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-RECEIPTS AND EX-
PENDITURE.

Mr. CHI ARLTON (for Sir RrHnn CARTWRIGT) asked,
What were the receipts and expenditure of the Intercolonial
Railway, frorn 1st July, 1887, to lst February, 1888; also
to Ist March, 188? From lt July, 1886, to list February,
1867; and to lst March, 1887 ?

Mr. POPE. It would ho much more convenient in those
questions requiring a good deal of figures that they should
be moved by an Address. However, I think I can answer
this one. Before I answer the question I would say that
this is the worst time of the year at which we could give
returus for the railway. The earnings of the railway from
this time generally to the Ist of July are much larger than
they are ut any other part of the year. I would aliso say
that we have a very large accumulation-very large
indeed -of ocean traffic. Unexpectedly it came upon us
for the first time about November, and that traffic is a non-
paying traffic. More than half of our entire through traffic
has been of this nature. The figures stand thus : The
carnings from Ist July, 1887, to lst February, 1888, were
81,691,029.73; tho working expenses, 82,030,b85.29. From
the Ist of July, 1887, to the 1st of March, 1888, the earn-
ing were $1,898,153.66; the working expenses are not
yet made up. From the lst of July, 1886, to the 1st of
February, 1887, the earnings were 81,543,709.52;

!working expenses $1,943,396.84 F.om the 1st of
July, 1886, to the 1ct of March, 1887', th earnirgs wero
81,696,09537; working expenses, $2,036,513.90. I may
add that the year which erdcd in Jane last was an excep,-
tional year w.th regard to tho quantity of snow which fell.
We never had in ainy provions year so much snow to con-
tend with, and it was estimated that to that item alone was
due about 8200,000 of the expenditure.
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Mr. CHARLTON. I notice that the hon, gentleman is
dipussing the question. I would suggest that ho lay on
the Table his memorandum, which contains the information
asked for.

Ur. POPE. If anyone objects to my egying a few
words, I will stop.

Some hon. MEMBERß. Go on,

Mr. POPE. What I was saying was that the expense of
handling the snow amounted to about 8200,000. The same
ercumstance has added to the expenses ofthis year, because
spch a îeason's experience leaves the rôlling stock and
engines oonsiderably out of repair, and we have had to use
ail the shops for the purpose of putting them in good order
again.

Mr. MITCHELL. Was there not another reason ? Last
year was election year, and I noticed that a great many
people were employed in my section. I merely throw this
out as an explanation, as the hon. gentleman seems to have
forgotten it.

Mr. POPE. It was done in the intereste of my hon.
friend. I put on as many as I could to oblige him.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am sorry my hon. friend should be
guilty of-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I rise to a question of order.

The hon. gentleman has made a statement not strictly in
accordance with the fact. I know he did not mean it. I
know he did not mean to convey to this House that I ever
asked him to put a man on, and, therefore, I wish to correct
lii and to say that it was in the interest of my opponent
that it was done.

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the hon. gentleman lay his
memorandum on the Table so that we may consult it.

Mr. POPE. I will send it to the reporter.

THE PURCHASE AND SALE OF LEAF TOBACCO.

Mr. THÉRIEN asked, Whether the Government have
received a petition from the manufacturers cf Canaidian
tobacco at Montreal, asking for such legislation as would
give them a monopoly for the purchase and sale of leaf
tobacco?

Mr. COSTIGAN. No petitions of that kind have been
received.

PUBLIC BUILI)1NGS IN STRATHROY.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. MOMULLEN) asked, Has a selection
been made of a site for a public building in Strathroy under
the appropriation of $4,000 made last Session; and, if so,
yhere and at what cost ? Have tenders been called for in

conneetion thorewith ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I sent an officer of my depart-
ment to look over the different sites that were eligible, but
the department bas not selected a site. As soon as we
have done so, tenders for the construction of the building
will be called for.

Mr. THOMPSON. It is the intention of the Govrnmngot
to recommend to the House an increase in the number of
County Court Judges in British Columbia.

YORK-SIMCOE BATTALION-KIT ALLOWANCE.

Mr. MULOCK moved for:
Return showing copies of all applications, letters or other communi-

cations to the Government or any department or Minister, in connection
with the application on behalf of the York-Simcoe Battalion for kit
allowance whilst on service in the North-West Territories, and of
replies thereto.

He said : I may remind the House that last Session, in Com-
mittee of Supply, I brought this matter to the attention of
the Minister of Militia, who then informed the House that
he had disallowed the application on behalf of the York-
Simcoe Battalion for kit allowance on the ground that they
had no claim, inasmuch as ho had been advised that the
county of York made an allowance to the battalion ;
but I think that fact in itself does not justify the attitude of
the Minister. The battalion in question went to the North-
West, served there during the suppression of the Rebellion,
and returned home after an absence of about three months.
Other battalions did the same; and I find in the report of
the Department of Militia and Defence the principle laid
down upon which the department made such allowances.
The first case in which this claim appears to have been made
was in the case of the 90th Battalion of Winnipeg, and at
page 72 of the Report of the Commission on the War Claims,
appears the following memorandum:-

" This is a claim from the officer commanding the 90th Battalion of
Winnipeg to cover the cost of underelothing, boots, neces-aries, &c. It
appears that this corps was ordered to take the field without having
been p rovided with these articles by the department. The Commission
are of opinion that corps ordered on service should be fully provided by
the Government."

At the bottom of this report are the words "Approved-
A. P. C.;" from which I infer that the Department of
Militia and Defonce approved of the principle here laid
down that all corps that went to the North-West should be
supplied by the Government with underclothing, boots,
necessaries, &c. The Minister of Militia seems to diesent
from that proposition. He may have changed his policy
or altered bis judgment, but this was the judgment that he
approved cf on the 5th ot Febiuary, 1885. You wiil observe
that th allowarnce in question is ( ot limited to particular
items such as underclothing and boo's, but applies aiso to
necessaries, &c., and as if these words might not be safficient-
ly comprehensive. the Commission expresses the opinion
that corps ordered on service should be fully provided by
the Government. In consequence of this decision, the
Government did make an allowance to the Winnipeg Batta-
lion considerably more that what is asked for bere, an
allowance of $13.95 per head. The next application comes
from the Winnipeg Field Battery, and will be found on page
102 of the Commissioners' Report. It is as follows:-

"Winnipeg Field Battery, expenses of elothing, &c., $1,260. $13.95
per man is recommended. being the same as is ic mended for the
90th Battalion, amounting to $878 85, less sums already paid by the
Hudson's Bay Company, $197.46, charged to the Government; and
s0 on."

In this case, following the precodent laid down in the case
of the 90th Battalion, the Government made an alîowance to
the Winnipeg Field Battery. Later on, on page 118, the
Winni.ac e T'ro of Cava'çlr a fl for an alowance in liun

Mr. MACKENZIE. As soon as the election is over, I of kit, 1 d, net know what articles of apparel are covered
suppose. by the word "kit," but it was considered sufficient te entitie

theni te an allewance of $13.95 per man. Furtber on, at
COUNTY COURT JUDGES FOR BRITISI COLUMBIA. Page 14., we have the application of the 10,1 Battaien,

Toronto, commoLly known as the Royal Grenadiers, and
Mr. MARA asked, Is it the intention of the Government this battalion aFked for compensation lu lieu ef boots and

to appoint additional County Court Judges in the Province under'eothing of 88.1l per man. I may say, that iu the
cf .Britishi Columbia, at an ftl dtof .C a, tan early date? case of tT e n o th Royalc aod Queok'n Ow Rifles, tie city of

Mr. Pori.
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Toronto made certain grants for the purpose of supplying pose of kits for the men. The York and Simcoe Battalion does not
thein with an outfit; nevertheless, that was not deemed appear to have any claim to suoh an allowance."
sufficient in this case to disentitle them to compensation, Those are the words of the hon. gentleman. I am reported
Thon came the application of the Queen's Own, which ap- as having put this question
pears on page 295, and the report contains the following
words: "May I ask: Is there any report from the major to that effect?

"It appears this corps were not provided with necessaries-" " Sir A. P. CARON. There must have been, because it was submit-
ted to me in answer to the enquiry made by my bon. friend.

In this case the report simply speaks of "necessaries," " Mr. MULOCK. Can the report be laid before the House?
not of boots and underclothing, so I presume there are other "Sir A. P. OARON. If the hon. gentleman wishes the report, I
things besides boots and underclothing, with which the men will look into thaa npatter and soe whether it can b ,produced. I
had to provide themselves, ani which are not provided by merely take this statement as forming part of the answer.
the department,- Now, if there was no written report from the major, wht

"It appears this corps was not provided with necessaries by the de- da you think of a Departmont of Militia and Defence whopartment before leavin Toronto, but certain articles had been given toa
the corps by the City ouncil of Toronto, similar to what was given to proceeds in this irregular way to adjudicate upon claims of
the 10th Royal Grenadiers." men entitled to justice at the hands of the Minister. I do
Thon it goes on to say : not wish to speak adversely of the departmont farther

" In lieu of kit and necessaries, the same allowance as granted the than the circumstances demand, bat, in the first place, it
10th Royal Grenadiers, $8.15 per man." appears to me the hon. gentleman admits that ho has been
The War Commission uses the word "kit" as entirely guilty of a gross breach of military discipline in applying
distinct from "necessaries." If "kit " embraces boots and to the major commanding the battalion for a report, when
underclothing, "necessaries " must refer to other articles, there was a superior officer with whom he could have com-
because in the case of the Queen's Own, the department municated. We know that an hon. gentleman, a member
consented to payment for the "kit " and for "necessaries." of this House, was in command of the battalion, and I pre-
Whon the York and Simcoe Battalion took the field, as I srume ho could have been reached ; at all events, no expla-
mentioned before, a certain allowance was made to them by nation has been advanced by the Minister to show us why
the county of York, and when last Session I asked the ho did not apply in the proper dapartmental way, through
Minister why the Government had rnot made the sanie the commanding officer, for a report in this matter. He
allowance to the York and Simcoe Battalion that had been chooses to take advice fromab te eo e of the
made to the Queen's Own and to the 10th, the Minister maj>rs. .Did ho also tako advic fromn the other major,
replied they had no claim, that they had been supplied My hon. friend from South iftcoe was one of the officers
with boots and underclothing by the county of York, and that commanding the battalion; and if the colonel was to be
the county having made a claim the men were not entitled passed over and the majors consulted, one major's advice was
also to make one. For that reason, the Minister declined as good as that of another. In this case, I think we have it on
to place in the Estimates an item to pay this money. It record that the officer commanding that battalion, in his
was on the 2nd June, 1887, that the Minister gave this House place in this House, last Session, declared ho disagreed with
to understand he was disallowing the claim of the York and the hon. Minister with regard to the alleged facts
Simcoo Battalion No 1, because there was at that time given by him, and that these mon had a claim. Now,
before the department a claim of the county of York tobe didthe Minister decide this question on a verbal
recouped, but I find on turning up the records that on the 5th report of one of the majors ? Either there was a written
lFebruary, 1886, the county ef York had made a claim for report which ho ought to have brought down, or there was
this sum which it had paid to the battalion, and that the a verbal report. If it was a verbal report, it is a very loose
department or the Commission had reported adverse to the and a very unfair way to decide on the rights of absent
claim, and the Minister approved of their report. Accord- mon on the ex parte statement of one of the majors com.
ingly, some 15 or 16 months ago, I brought the matter to manding, when lis advice and opinion differ from the
the notice of this House, and the hon. te Minister tld us advice and opinion which the Minister would have obtained
that the roason ho would not pay theo mn was because the if ho had applied oither to the officer commanding or to the
county was making a claim, and the Commission had decided otber and senior major in the regiment. I ar unable te un-
not to pay the county claim. I have no doubt on that derstand on what prnciple the Minister ef Militia has pro-
point. The hon. gentleman had simply forgotten the report ceeded in this case, if ho is moved with a desire to do justice
ho approved of, and was at that time of the opinion that the to the mon in question. Did they not do their duty ? Were
claim was still pending before the Government. On that they overpaid, or does not every man who goes into the
occasion he told us ho had come to the conclusion service of the country make a considerable sacrifice ? How
that the men in question had made no expenditure in regard comes it thon that the battalion in question is to be treated
to their outfit, that they had been supplied with boots and in this manner, and is this a mode of treatmont that men
underclothing by the county, that they had, therefore, made are entitled to at the hands of the Minister of Militia. I do
no disbursements and were not entitled to receive anything not speak in this way of the Minister of Militia merely for
a, they were not out of pocket at all. I asked the hon. gen- the sake of censuring him, but I say that the circumstances
tleman if he lad caused enquiry to be made to see if those demand that ho should either explain this matter or do
men had disbursed anything, and ho replied that bis deci- justice to these people. He has not given a valid reason
sion had been arrived at in consequence of a report made for their non-payment, except that these men happened to
by one of the majors of one of the battalions during the be treated with more consideration by one of the counties
troubles of the North-West, Major Windham, and gave me to to which they belonged than by the Minister who3e duty ià
understand there was in the department a report from w as to do them justice. He now puts the county in a peculiar.
Major Windham on this point. The hon. gentleman shakos position. This connty-the county of York-is out ofits own
bis head, intimating that ho did not give us to understand funds to bear part of the militia expenses. It just stepped
there was at that time a report from that officer. On page into the breach in an emergency and gave these mon an
716 of Hansard, the hon. the Minister says: outfit, and the Minister will neither recoup the county nor

pay the mon. That is the position ho hi taken by bis
"The oHicer who acted as major stated that the men had no claim, as action. The precedent laid down by the Commission in

they bad been provided for by the county, and if payment were made, the case of the Winnipeg Battalion las had thIis result.it should b. te the municip*lity. Some battalions were given an ai- The Minister of Militia approved of the words of the Warlowan oe but they proed they Wa expeaded the anieunt for the pu.r-
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Commission when they recommended that a full allowance way. In the case of the York Battalion, I think I can ap-
should be made to those men for alt the necessaries required peal even to the hon. gentleman who has argued their case
for their services in the North-West. That ieport said that, so ably and so calmly, that it would be quite useless to dis-
when the puy-sheets were sent in, the payment should be euss the point, that I can have no hostile feeling against the
made. That report constituted that procedent, and that York Battalion. That battalion, like all the other battalions
was acted upon in the case of other battalions. In the case which went to the front,did its duty in a manner to do credit to
of this particular battalion, I know that the precedent Canada,and to the section of the country from which its nem-
which was laid down has had its effect. The pay-sheets wore bers left their homes to go and fight the battle at the front.
prepared and the receipts signed by the mon for this kit But in the case of the York Battalion, as I have stated on
allowance. I do not say that the department sent out these a previous occasion, and in other similar cases, the goods
pay-sheets. I assume that they did not. I assume that they which had been furnished to the men were furnished by
would originate with the battalion; but, at ail events, the the county council. The hon. gentleman, in discussing this
decision of the Government in one case was assumed to be of matter, has referred to what I said about one of the majors
general application, and I know that the mon have acted having stated that if anybody had to be recouped it must
uponthat; that in some cases they have obtained credit and he council, aud nt the mon. I think the major was
in other cases have incurred liability, and thero has been a perfectly correct, from the information which we hava
considerable amount of embarrassient bocause they relied beu able to colloot in the Dapartment of Militia. After
on the word of the Government. I hope, therefore, that having ascertainod that the council had invested the funds
when the Supplementary Estimates come down, thore will of the c.unty to provido these necessaries for the mon, it
be an item doing justice to this battalion. If that is not scems to ma thut tho daim could only comef rom the
the decision of the Government, I ask the Minister of council, and not from the men. Upon that ground we
Militia to have a proper enquiry made before ho decidos docided that the departmont could fot recoup the council,
that these men have no claim. He says that last June ho beeause in similar cases we had refused to recoup other
decided that they had no claim, and ho based that on the councils who had acted iu a similar way, and we stated
statement of one of the majars. I assert, on information that we could fot recDup the mon bocause the commanding
that I have, that these mon have a claim. I am told that officcrs had not receivod authority to purehase the goods,
they did disburse money, and I ask, as a matter of justice and the mon had not cxpondod their own money in pur-
to each man, that they shouild be given an opportunity, at chasing those good which had been given thom by the
least, to show whether they have a claim or not. councli. I ain prepared to bring down ail tho papors, and

bewilI Iay on the Tabte of the . Iose ail correspondajo ,
Sir ADOLPHE CAIRON. I think it would have boon every otter whic bas been exihang d betwee the depart-

very much more convenient to have diseussed this mattcr ment and varous officers who have taen an intereat in
when the papers were hrought down. As thie hon. gontit- this matter. But I must disolaim any possible hostility, or
man has stated, the matter bas already boon brought befhre any apperance of hoslity, ou My part, acting on beha f
Parliameut, and I eau refer the bon. gentleman to the very of the Mcuta Department, against the York Battaeon. I
words ho has quoted, and which explains the position had friendi who had taken the deepest intorest in the
takon by the depart ment ie reference to this c saim militia fore of Canada, who were u command of that at-
as baving been pronounced by myboîf, quoted from talion, and [knew that those gentlemen whohad applied
llanaard by him. I stated at that time, and I repeat to me woul d sec, whon the case was fairly set bfore toi,
iL tG-day, that, at the beginning of the troubles in the that we av trcatd the battalion as we have treated
North-West, hon. genttemen well know the Goveruent every othe bttadton smilarly sitated, andI knew they
stores were not in a condition to provide-just on an wouldboa theol it to accept the explanations which I have
omergency-all that was required for a force going to given, ad n regrt to-day that it impossible for me to,
the Iront, at tho most trying soason of the year. The make thoso explanations accord with the views of the batta-
department foît it was necossary, lu many czÀs ýsto authoîisolion, Now, just ono word more before I resurqe my seat. The
the commanders of varions battalions to provide the noces- hon. gentleman censures me for what ho calte a gros viola-
saries requirod by the men who wedr to proceed to the tion f mitary discipline, n apptying to the major whose
front. When those necssarios weAe provided by th com- name has beon referred to. I did not appiy to any major
manding officers authoried by the department, the bille to ge t any report from hlm. As I undorstrnd the report, it
were sent n to the departutent, and werin every case, was to the elleet that the application of the York Battalion
without a single exception, paid, as if the necesaries had was rplie to through the gonera officer commanding, on
been issued by the department itelf, the departent not the 4th January, hsb7clhoatating that the officer who ad
having been able to provide the ncessaries which were actod as major had omid
required for the troops, atd havig authorised the com-
madiag o cers to provide th e at their cot. Those "The men had no daim, as they had been provided for by the
offioers were, therefore, afterwards reconped. In other cipaid fpynntwryidei .,d emd e h ui
cases, hon .gentlemen w ell r kmember th e ovuniipalities,
courties, ad other large corporations, provided for the In the ordinary course I sont that reply to Lieut-Col. Otter,
troop certain necssaries which, without being lu the sense who communicated it to the parties who wtoeinterested lu
ef military ncessaries, naturally would coftribute, a. did the matter. Now, if tho hon, gentleman says that Istated

contributf, very much to the omfort of the mon, When thre was a written report from that major, I must confes
daims in referoncf to that sortonf thing came in to the that I have forgoen it enirely. When the ho. gente-
dpartment, they hore invariably refused, and they man moved for the retnrnq, which I am perfectly prepared to
were refused upon this one principle, that the brig down, omremembr stating distinctiy that a report
municipalities, or the connes havin chosen to had been receved at the departenteerom one of theacting
exorcise their liberality n favor of these batt - majors, statig that the micipalityad furnishd the
lions, and having povide, the articles which a they money for the purchas of the articles lu question. And
honsidered they ought to provide for the forces without ay Sir, was not right ln supposing that the report was cor-
authoriny from tho Departiet of Militia, tht was to hosrect, whou we had beforo the department, as the hon. gen-
ooked upon as a gratuitous proseet male to these mn, tieman himof states, the application of the mnicipality
ud the department invariably refused to recoup the muni- to be recouped for that amountof money the battalion was

aiuthiti.. or the epantv mnt oMiwhih hat wastd in tht trvinb te zet from thbeDenartment of Mîitia? It na
Mr. MULOCK.
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have been a written report, or it may have been a
verbal report ; no doubt the papers, when producod, will
show by what means the Department of Militia arrived at
that conclusion. The report being corroborated, as it was,
by the action of the municipality, was one to which due
credonce should be given by the department. Under the
circumstances I am prepared to bring down all the papers,
and to lay before the flouse the correspondence which has
b :en exchanged between the officers and the department.

Mr. O'BRIEN. I am very sorry that the action of the
Minister of Militia should have given any ground for bringing
this matter again before the House. i feel a very consider-
able degree of vexation in reference to this matter, because
I very much regret there should be any difference of opinion
between myself, feeling as I naturally do, interested in this
matter-because these men were under my command-and
the Minister of Militia, with whom I desire to act with
cordiality, and to give every support I reasonably can,
But in this case I think the Minister has failed to meet my
objections to the course ho has pursued. I would like to
ask him how he reconciles the statement that the accounts
for clothing were paid, with the statement, as disclosed in
the Commissioners' report, that the money was paid on tho
pay.list signed by the men. Now, these appear to me,
in the absence of any further information, to be statements
which cannot be reconciled. As a matter of fact, the mua
were only partially supplied by the county council; they
were supplied, in the huiry of the moment, with some
things which were absolutely necessary, and the other
things they paid for themselves. Nor did the Minister of
Militia satisfy me on a former occasion that his concluions
were correct, nor that there has not been, apparently-I do
not mean to say intentionally, but certainly apparently-a
discrimination between the manner in which this regimont
was dealt with and that of other regiments referred to by
the hon. member for North York.

Mr. MULOCK. We have the admission of the Govern-
ment distinctly laid down in the report of the Commission,
approved of by the Minister of Militia, that these articles
were to b furnished to the men by the Governmont; and
we have further admission made now from the floor of the
Hlouse, that, as the Government could not supply the things
themselves, they wero willing to pay the men to purchase
thom, or to pay for them, when purchased on bohalf of the
men. We have the further fact that the City Council of
Toronto, as disclosed also by the evidence before the Com-
mission, did themselves provide the money to purchase cer-
tain articles, and that in some balancing of the accounts
between the men and the department, the men were paid $8
a piece in addition to what the city gave them. Why should
thero not be an enquiry into the accounts of the County
Council of Simcoe, who contributed just as well as the county
of York, so as to find out whether these mon were entitled
to the balance of the money precisely as the two other
regiments referred to ? I cannot sec any distinction. It
seems to me that there is no justification, either in
common reason or in justice, for the Minister of Militia re-
fusing to recognise*this claim. I feel very deeply on the sub-
ject. I feel exceedingly annoyeLthat these men,who natural-
ly look to me to secure them their rights in this matter,
should be dealt with from year to year in this manner. I
trust that the Minister will reconsider this question, that ho
will examine into ita little more closely than ho has herete-
fore, and I am confident that if ho does, ho will find that
theso men have a strong case which it is exceedingly un-
wise for him, in the interest of the force, any longer to
resist.

Mr. TYRWIIITT. I have much pleasure in endorsing
everything that has been said by the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) in regard to the justice of
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I the claim for the kit allowance. I have from the firet
been impressed with the justice of this claim; and in proof
of that I may say that almost immediately after our
return from the North-West, I advertised that on a cer-
tain day their modals would be presented to the mon of
my regiment at a central point. With the view of attract-
ing a large number of men I also advertised that all the
men who presented thomselves to rceive their medals would
on that day receive their kit allowance. So firmly was I
impressed at that time with the justice of the claim, that I
authorised the captains in my regimental division to advance
the money to thoir men. They did so, and gave the money
to all the men who presented themselves on that day.
Without entering into the question as to what constitutes
akit,or as to what a soldier is entitled to in addition to his paye
1 may say that at that time I felt confident thatthe Govern-
ment would do justice to us, from the simple fact that when
our services were required, when the mon were called on to
take the field, they did not hesitate to ask what they were
to recoive or what would be given them; and I think
the hon. member for Shelburne (General Laurie) will
bear me out when I say that, on one occasion, when I had
the pleasure of meeting him, many of my mon had thrown
their boots away and were actually marching in their
stockings, being unable to walk in their boots, which were
misfits, they boing determined to go ahead and do their
duty. I am also glad to have the opportunity of bearing
testimony to the liberality of the different coun ties to which
I have appealed at different times for assistance towards
the volunteer force, the counties of Simcoe, Dufferin and
Peel having responded generously to appeals I have made to
them for asmistance. Tho county of Simooe has on many
occasions supplemented the pay of tho mon. We know
that the pay of fitty cents is a very small remuneration for
their services. Many of those men left good situations,
in which they were earning two and three dollars a day,
which were not kept open, and I think in simple justice
they should receve overything to which they are honestly
entitled, and to which they may be supposed to have the
slightest claim. It is perfectly true that the county
gave a certain portion of the kit; but they gave it as a gift. It
was not understood that it was to be a portion of the pay;
the county gave it as a gift and, I am proud to say,
that the county of Simcoe, at all events, has never asked
that to be returned. Thoy gave it as a gift, the b.attalion
accepted it as a gift, and that was the end of it. I can only
hope that the Minister of Militia will reconsider his decision.
I have lost no opportunity of bringing this matter to his
notice. I have written on the subject two or three times
during the recess, for the simple fact that I was an interest-
ed party. I had already guaranteed the amount advanoed
to the different captains, and they to this day look to me to
make good my promise. I feel a certain amount of reluctance
in addressing the department on the subject, for the simple
reason that I am personally interested; but I am in honor
bound, nevertheless, to make good my promise to the
captains under my command, for the simple reason that I
had such faith at that time in the dosire of theGovernment
to do justice to the mon, and meet their claims, that I guar-
anteed the payment of such sums as the captains advanced.
In conclusion, I only hope that the Minister will reconsider
his decision and yet do us justice.

Mr. MULOCK. The Minister of Militia states that ho
thinks it would be botter if I had deferred discussing this
matter until the papers came down. I do not know how
long ho desires me to wait. I did bring the matter to his
notice on 2nd June, 1887. The louse continued in Session
over three weeks after that, and it is now nearly nine months
since the House adjourned, and we have had no sight of the
papers yet. How long must we wai t for the papers to come
down? If nine months be not proved suffoliently long
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COMMONS DEBATES. MARCiH 5,
to enable the Minis'er to produce the papers, I -m justified
in trying to stimulate him through the medium of a die-
cussion in this Ilouse. I ask eave to amend the motion
by ineluding the words "copiës of any reports."

General LAURIE. I do not know that I can add much
to this dispussion, or speak particularly to the matter
before the flouse; but as the bon. member for Simcoe (Mir.
Tyrwhitt) bas appealed to me, I feel I must at least afford
any information in my power. I had the honor of having
bis battalion under my command in the North-West.
General Middleton telographed me that ho wished for rein-
forcements, and ho asked me to send that particular batta-
lion up to join him as early as possible. I at once issued
the orders, and called on Colonel Tyrwhitt, who was thon
acting as Major in that battalion, to push bis mon on. I
went ont to meet them to expedite the movement, and I saw
the men, as the hon. gentleman bas said, marching in thoir
stooking-feet. I asked the reason, and they to!d me they
wished to carry out the instructions they had received, and
they found they could travel better in that way as their
boots did not fit. I mention this, not as dealing with the
question immediately before the House, but simply because
I have been appealed to, to give my testimony as showing
the zeal that stimulated those men in the discharge of
their duty.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. A few days ago I had the honor
of présenting a petition from the County Council of Oxford,
asiing that botter provision should be made for tho volur.-
teer forces of the country. I think this discuEsion bas
brought out the fact that rot only in timo of peace
but in time of trouble, tho volunteer force is not
equipped and supplied as it should be, but it has had to
fall back upon the officers of the companies, on the county
councilà, or on some good friends, for assistance when
the time arrived that they need to be proporly equipped. I
hope the department will take this matter under considera-
tion, and see that officers and men who give their services
have those supplies necessary to place them, at least, in com-
fortable shape in attending camp or going on duty in ti me
of trouble. I know from experience the expense entailed
on the officers and the mon, and I ïope the present discision,
although I know nothing particularly about the merits of
the case under considoraLion, wilv bo bonefiuil I tako its
opportunity to bring this matter before tho H>uso, and I
trust it will have a good effect.

Motion agreed to.

NAVIGATION AT NAUFRAGE, PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND.

Mr. McIIN TYRE moved for :
Copy of the report of the engineer who was sent to Naufrage, King's

Counkv, Prince Eiward Island, in 1884, for the purpcoe of reporting on
the feasibility of improving the navigation at that place.

He said : Before reading the motion you hold in your band,
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words by way of expia-
nation. My object in making the motion is to get a survey
of the locality mentioned, with the view of having a -harbor
constructed there by tho removal of a portion of sand beach
wbich intervenes betwen Naufrage and the sea. This
sand beach i8 compoced of marshy material,but in course of
time, by the action of the sea, it bas become covered with
sand. The breadth of the beach is thirty or forty yards.
The pond itself is a considerable sheet of water, varying in
width from 100 to 500 foot, and in length from 2,000 to
3,000 feet, with a deptb varying from 4J to 6J fot.
It is supplied by the Naufrage River, which is a consid-
erable btream, as well as by several streamns falling into it.
The locality where this survey is asked for is situated on the
north shore, and for forty or Ifty miles along the shore there

Mr. MULoo.,

is no harbor whatever. The people of the locality are engaged
in agriculture and fishing, and they very justly complain
of the want of harbor accommodation for fishing boats as
well as for larger craft. In 1878 there was a petition for-
warded to the then Minister of Public Works. It was the
last Session of the then Parliament, and the elections coming
on that sunamer the nmatter was aropped. In 1885 another
large petition was sent to the Minister of Public Works,
and in the fall 6f that year-late in the fall-an engineer
was sent down to make a survey. On account of the late-
ness of the season and the tempestuous nature of tho weather
it was found difficult, or nearly impossible, to make a
thorough Eurvey. Therefore, the engineer bad not sufficient
data to make an exhaustive or complote report. But not-
withstanding this ho sent in a report which proved alto-
gether unsatisfactory to the inhabitants of the locality.
This winter, shortly before leaving home, there was another
large meeting held in the neighborhood of this locality, for
the purpose of urging forward another survey. At this
meeting certain resolutions were adopted, which I will read.
They will perhaps give the Minister of Public Works a botter
idea of what I have been endeavoring to represent to him.
The resolutions were as follows:-

" Whereas in the opinion of this meeting the report of Obief Engi-
neer Perley is based on notes and data furnished by Engineer Shewan.

'And whereaB, the time when he visited Naufrage for the purposes of
his survey, was most unfavorable on account of stress of weather,
which prevented sea soundinga from being taken, a precaution most
necessary in this conneetion to render his work complete.

" Therefore resolved, That this meeting do request our Dominion
representatives to approach the Minister of Public Works with the view
of removing the erroneous impressions this report is calculated to
convey.

" And further resolved, That our representatives, acting on th- peti-
tion sent to the department in 1883, do request the hon. the Minister t)
send an engineer in midsummer to report anew on this to us important
public work."

I have now, Mr. Speaker, laid the case before the Minister
of Public Works in as few words and as plainly as I pos-
sibly could. I need scarcely remind the Minister that this
work is required for the fishermen at that locality. They
bave no harbor accommodation, as I have already explained,
for forty of fifty miles along that coast. In the morning
they have to launch their boats from the shore, and in the
evening haul them up again. This is a great hardtship for
the people engaged in the fishery business. I think I bave,
as fully as I possibly could, explained the matter to the
Minister of Public Works, and I trust that next summer ho
will see the advisability of acceding to the request of those
peôpl, and sending an engineer at a proper season of the
year to inake a thorough and exhaustive survey of the
locality.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I would say a few words in support
cf the motion made by my hon. friend and colleague, and
with the intention of' bringing before the House and the
Minister of Public Works the f act that tho report made by
the engineer was not complote, and could not possibly be
complote, because ho came iu such an inclement season of
the year that it was impossible for him to take the sound-
ings on the sea side of the beach. We simply ask the
Minister of Public Works to send an engineer during the
summer seasoa t( make a..moro thorough survey. We
believo that if ho doos make a more thorough survey we
will get a more favorable report than on the last occasion. In
supporting my hon. colleague in regard to his reforence to
the importance of this matter, I would remind the House
again, that for forty or fifty miles there is no harbor of
refuge for boats tof any description-atl the way from
Campbell's Cove to St. Peter's Bay. This part of the Gulf
is one of the best fishing grounds on the north side of Prince
Edward Island, or the Gult of St. Lawrence. A great
number of people are engaged in the fishing business there.
They find it a great hardship every morning, when going
tishing, to pull their boats off the beach and then carry bal.
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last to those boats, and when they return they bave to take
the ballast out and haul their boats up again. We believe,
from local estimates, that for '5,000 or 8'400 i the work
could be done and that the sum would màke a harbar suf-
ficient to accommodate the fishing boats of that locality.
Considering the importance of this work we simply ask
the Minister of Publie Works to give bis attention to the
matter, and we ask him to kindly send an engineer there
during the coming summer to make a survey. We feel no
doubt that it will be favorable. We wish that at as early a
date as possible be will make an expenditure there whioh
will give a harbor of refuge for the boats of the fishermen
of the locality. I do not wish to detain the House further
than to bring this matter as prominently as possible before
the Minister of Public Works.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The report that was made
in 1885, which I have bore together with the data, was sub-
mitted to the chief engineer, and the repQrt that is now
before me shows that the work was estimated at a very
high figure indeed. I think it was $38,000. The Govern-
ment at the time thought that under the circumstances
they could not undertake that work for such a large sum
of money. When I heard both of the hon. gentlemen who
have just spoken say that most likely the time chosen for
the survey was not exactly the proper season, that it was
rather late in the year, and that they believed that an ad-
dîtional survey, or the completion of the survey which was
taken at the time, would be the proper thing to do, I cer-
tainly will lay the matter befoie my colleagues with a viow
to obtain their consent to have an additional survey made
during this summer. I suppose that, under thoso circum
starces, as the report will be of no use if brought down,
the bon. gentleman will consent to have his motion with-
drawn.

Motion withdrawn.

MANITOBA HOMESTEAD INSPECTORS.

Mr. WATSON moved for:
Returns showing the names and residences ofeach Homestead In-

spector in Manitoba and the North-West; the numberof inspections and
repnrts made by each, in each month of the years 1882-83-91-85-86
and 18&7. The name of each Colonisation Inspector, his residence, the
number of inspections and reports made by each, in each month oAthe
years 1882-8à-84-85-86 and 1887, and copies of said reports.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwoll) The hon. gentleman will un-
derstand that some o these reports may be of a confidential
nature, and those cannot be brought down. Bqt I will
bring down ail the other information asked for.

Motion agreed to.

NAVIGATION OF TUE ST. LAWRENCE RIVEkR-
MONTREAL AND QUEBEC.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:

Return ehowing the amount expended by the Government of the
Province of Canada :

1. For the improvement of the harbor of Nontreal;
2. For the improvement of the harbor of Quebec;
3. For the deepening of Lake Saint Peter;

The amount expended by the Dominion Government:
1. For the improvement of the barbor of Montreal;
2. For the improvement of the harbor of Quebec-;
3. For the deepening of Lake Saint Peter.

The total amount expended by the Dominion Government for the im-
provement of the River St. Lawrence generally, in order to facilitate
the navigation thereof, from the wes-ern extremity of the harbor of
Quebec to the harbor of Montreal, inclusively.

The total amount guaranteed by the Dominion Government: 1. For
the improvement of the harbor of Montreal; 2. For the improvement
of the harbor of Quebec.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Might I ask the hon. mem-
ber If the object of the first part of his motion is to obtain
the amount of expenses incurred by the Govern ment in the

Proyince of Canada ? He mentions the GQvernment of
C;nada. I presuvue the hin. member means 'th Govern-
ment of the Provineo of Canada

Mr. AMiYO r. I mean the Government which existed
before Confederation.

Sir HECTOR LA.NGEVIN. In that case I have no ob-
jection to the motion.

Motion agreed to.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSION.

Mr. BAR RON moved for.

Return of copies of aIl correspondence between the Government of
Canada and the Commissioners appointed by the' Goverbment to take
evidence and acquire information relative to the Trent Valley Canal,
and the further progreos thereot; of copies of ail instructions autho-
rising the Commissioners to act in the premises, and defining their
powers and authority and mode cf procedure; and of a copy of anyand
all reporta of the Engineer or Engineers in charge of the works of said
canal, made to the Government since the last Session of this Varlia-
ment.

He said: I make this motion because I balieve it will be
greatly in the public interest, and especially in the interest
of tho people living along the route of the Trent Valley
Canal, that these papers should be brought down at as early
a date as possible. The Government of Canadahas thougbt
fit to appoint a Trent Valley CanAl Commission, for What
purpose we do not yet know, and I desire to inform the
members of that Government that the appointulent of this
Commission bas created in the minds of the public a feeling
of want of confidmnco in the Governmont's sincerity rega.rd-
ing tho prosecuLion of that work. At this stage I do no,
intend to attack the Government for appointing that Com-
mission. Perhaps at a later time I may have an opportu-
nity te do so, if I think it right aLd proper. But I think it
was perhaps a very unwise step to appoint it, for the reason
that the Government bas promised, time and time again,
that the work should be gone on with as rapidly as possible,
and the appointment of the Commission has given the im-
pression throughout the country that the Government does
not intend to go on with it. I need not remind the louse
of the promises made by the different membors of the Gov-
ernmeît. I shail not remind it of the visit of the hon.
Minister of Finance to the district, and of the impression be
left upon the minds of the people that that great work,
second only to our i ailway system, should bo gone on with as
speedily as possible Perhaps I may remind the House
that the Minister of Public Works, whom I seo in bis seat,
himselfpromised to the member for East Peterborough,
just prior to the last election, not only that the work shotild
be speedily proceeded with to its completion, but tbat there
should be work gone on with between the town of Peter-
borough and the village of Lakefield. Therefhre, I think
we have a right to ask the Government to go on with this
work as speedily as possible, irrespective altogether of what
the report of the Commission may be. I wish to Say that so
favorable am I to the early completion of that great work
that, se far as I can do so with'my feeble ability and voice, I
shall be al ways ready and willing to assist the Government in
carrying it forward. Bat there is one difficulty felt by the
people along the route of this canal. The general impres-
sion among them is that though the Commission bas been
appointed, it has no powers; and we wish to bave the papers
laid on the Table iii order to see whetber they bave any
specifie powers, to obtain evidence, and the mode in which
tbey arc going to proceed. So little confidence bave the
people in the powers of the Commission, that they them-
selves have been compelled to subscribe large sums of money
to procure evidence to bring beforo the Commission, evidence
which, I su ppose, was befote the G )vernment when fhey sa w
fit to make promises as to proceeding with the work. If the
GQvernment wiil allow me to make a suggestion I think it
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is only right and proper that they shou d express their
willingness to pay the expenses of the different witnesses
who may be brought before the Commission. It may be
that many witnesses would be brought before it who would
give unimportant evidence, but that difficulty would be
easily got over by the Government only paying the ex-
penses of such witnesses as the Commission shouid certify
to beneocessary and material witnesses, or to have given
necessary and material evidence. I hope the papers will be
brought down at as early a day as possible.

Sir HECTOR LANGRVIN. I was not exactly listening
to the hon. gentleman, as this matter refers to the depart-
ment of my hon. friend the Minister of Railways and Canais,
but my attention was called to the speech of the hon. gentle-
man by one of my colleagues, because the hon. gentleman
said that the Minister of Public Works had made certain
promises. I think he must have meant the Minister of Rail-
ways, if any promises were made, because I am not aware
of having made any promise, or of having spoken of th is on-
quiry to anyone except my colleagues in Council. There-
fore I am not in a positon to answer the hon. gentleman,
and my colleagne being absent, he cannot answer. No
donbt, when he sees the charge of the hon. gentleman, ho
will be able to reply for himself, and I do not see any
objection to grantiwg the AdIress asked for.

Mr. BARRON. I, of course, endeavor to be very ac-
curate, and if I have made any mistake it is n>t mine, but
that of the bon. member for West Peterborough, becauso,on
the evening of his election, that hon. gentleman is reported,
il the Government organ of that loality, as having said :

"The Minister of Public Works had given him every assurance that the
Trent Valley contract between Peterborough and Lakefield would be let
during the coming summer, This was no electioneering dodge, because
the elections were now all over."

The elections were over about an hour when the speech
was made."

Sir HIECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman will
please change "'Public Works " intoI Railways and
Canais," and then he will have an answe - from my colleague.

Mr. MULOCK. It is important that the attitude of the
Government on this question should be male porfeedy
clear. I do not wonder that the hon. the Minister of
Public Works may be in doubt as to what promises ho may
have made. It may be that the newspaper report is accur-
ate, or that it has charged him with having given a pio:nise
made by his colleague. But I presume that the promise of
a colleague involving an expenditure of nine million dollars
would at least have been treated with the consideration to
whieh it was entitled, and have had, before being
made, the sanction of the Governor in Council,
or, at all events, have been made the subject of an under-
standing among the various Ministers of the Crown. It ap-
pears, however, now that the hon. Finance Minister made a
promise involving an expenditure of many millions of dollars,
and that his co:league, the Minister of Public Works, who
will have something.to do with the carrying out of the work,
knows nothing of any such promise. There have been a
great many like promises made in Canada. If there is one
thing for which this Government is entitled to credit, if
there is one thing which their policy las producod, it is
promises. On the eve of elections, whether general or bye,
we find agoodly crop of promises. The National Policy is
prolific in promises. When a bye election took place the
otber day in Shel burne, am told there were promises made,
and probably the hon. gentleman who gained his election
by their means, will be able to tell us whether there was
anything in the promises or not. In a bye election a short
time ago in an Ontario constituency, there were also pro-
mises made. Were these promises mere election promises,
mere shams, with whioh to delude the public? or

Mr. Bnozi.

were they honestly intended to be carried out in the
interests of the country ? The project now under discussion
is entitled to be treated more seriously than to bi used as
a more electioneering dodge. No doubt the work can be
made of great value to the country, both locally and as a
through line. I am not in a position to say what the Gov-
ernment engineers are able to say-whether it is a feasible
scheme or not; but the Government have held out the
idea that it is a feasible scheme, and one oftheir supporters,
who formerly represonted Peterborough in this Bouse, is
reported in the press as having said the other day, that the
Trent Valley Canal was his policy, first, last, and always,
and that no Government who did not support that policy
would have his support. He sailei into this House on that
canal, and no doubt his successor was equally borne into
our midst on its raging waters. Now, we are told, a Com-
mission is to ascertain whetber the canal is or is not a
practical schene, or whether it exists solely in th- imigin-
ations of the Government. Whrt is the object of the Cam.
mission? Is it to enab!e the Govern ment to escape porhaps
from the dilemma in which they have placed thomsolve,and
enable them to retroat in a somewhat dignified mauner. If
not, why has the work not been proceeded with as pr!-
mised ? Why has not the promised expenditure been
made? Why now send forth a Commission clothe jwith no
power except the power of delaying, in the hope that, in
time, the peop!e will be out of patience, or, at all events, so
impatient that at the next election a good promise made,
when they are stili warm on the subject of the canal, will
boar good fruit at the polls. If this scheme is a practical
one, if tho Governmont have any honcst views with regard
to it, I want to know it. The part of the country in which
I am interested, is interested in this scheme. Nothing will
be of greater service to the country than a canal system,
even if it be only used for local purposes. I do not say it
should not be used as a through lino as well, but in order
to enable the public to escape railway monopolies, a canal
system is of incalculable benefit. Whon you locate a rail-
way it takes possession of the district served, and no matter
what regulations you may seek to enforce, the railway will
have practically a monopoly of the carrying trade. In
oppoition to railways a good canal may, therefore, be of
great service. Evecy man can bail his vessel on a canal
on paying toli, and tho Trent Valley Canal, il a is only
to Co local work, wil serve a great purpose, in protecting
the community from excessive railway rates. If connected
with the waters of Lake Simcoe, this canal would be able
to draw to itself, for local freight alone, vast quantities of
produce from the interior of Ontario; and even if the pro-
duce did not go by the canal, the canal rates would have a
most beneficial effect by keeping down the railway rates.
Anyone who looks at the map of Ontario will find that,
while it is supposed we have competing lines running east
and west, yet, so far as the branch lines are concerned,
they have the monopoly, and as a consequence the freight
rates on the branch lino are exorbitant. The sooner that
state of affairs is put an end to the better for the farmers,
and I, therefore, trust, if it is possible, that the Government
will free them from the thraldom under which they now
suffer, by the construction of canals for local purposes.

General LAURIE. I do not rise to speak to the subject
before the House, but merely as a matter of explanation,
as the hon member from York has brought my name into
this discussion. The hon. gentleman has stated that the
Government, in conneolion with the election in which 1
recently took a prominent part, were profuse of promises.
It has been stated also, not only in this House, but outside,
it has been stated in the publio press, that my election was
largely owing to promises made by members of the Goveri-
ment severally, and also as a body, and also to promises
made by myselt. I am very glad the hon. member for York
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(Mr. Mulock) bas given me the opportunity, at the earliest
possible moment, positively to contradict this statement.
I wish to say emphatically that no promise whatever was
made by any member of the Government, or by the Govern-
ment as a bocy, except the one that, if I were elected, any
representations [ might make would receive reasonable
consideration. If the Government would not listen to the
representations of a member, to whom would they listen ?

An hon. MEMIBER. JHow would it be if your opponent
was elected ?

General LAURIE. I am speakirig of what exists at pre-
@ent. I am the member now; and [ am happy to say that
I find the Goveinment willing to listen to reasonablie repre-
sentations. Then it is stated that I made promises. I
made but one promise in that election, and that was that,
if 1 wore elected, I would do my best for my constituency.
If that is not a right promise to make, I question what
position any member can take in his canvass. These wero
the only promises made during my contest, and I am glad,
at this early stage of the Session, to be able to puncture
this bubble, this story which has been circulated over the
Dominion, that that election was won by promises.

Motion agreed to.

NOR I'R-WEST REBE LLION LOSSES COMMISSION.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Copy of all reports of the Commissioners appointed by Royal Com-

mission to enquire into the losses sustained in the North-West Terri-
tories during the recent Rebellion, and a statement of all payments
made under the recommendation of such reports.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Sometime ago I intimated to
the hon. member for Saskatchewan (Ur. Macdowall) that
it was my intention to lay these papers on the Table of the
House at the earliest possible moment, irrespective of any
motion. I am happy to tell the hon. gentleman that they
are nearly all copied, and will be here within a day or two.

Motion agreed to.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT AMEND ENT.

Order for the second rcading of Bill (No. 2) to amend the
Dominion Controverted Elections Act (Mr. Amyot), read.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I ask the hon. gentleman
to allow his Bill to stand. The Government bas promised
to bring down a Bill oh this question, and, if ho will lot
bis Bill stand until the Government Bill is printed, the
House will be able to see what is proposed.

Mr. AMYO P. I will do that with pleasure, on condition
that, if that clause is not inserted in the Government Bill,
an opportunity will be given to me to press my Bill during
the present Session

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Certainly.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Is it intended to bring down the Gov-

ernment Bill early in the Session ?
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. At an early date.
Order allowed to stand.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Mr. DAVIES. I wrould ask the Minister of Marine and

Fisheries when ho will lay before the House the report of
the Commissioners appointed on the loiVster question ?

Mr. FOSTER. It was pretty nearly printed whon I
wcnt away on Thursday, and I think it will be bore this
week, but I would not like to bind myself to a day or two.

Motion egrced to; and louse adjourned at 5:35 p.m.
1e

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuESDAY, 6th March, 1888.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 16) to incirporate the Chinook Belt and Peace
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 17) respecting the River St. Clair Railway,
Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(MIr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 18) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Forguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 19) to incorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company.-(r. Montagne.)

Bill (No. 20) relating to the Upper Ottawa Improve-
ment Company.-(Mr. White, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 21) respecting the Port Arthur,
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Eastern
Company.-(Mr. McDougald.)

Duluth and

Assurance

Bill (No. 23) to reduce the capital stock of La Banque
Nationale.-(Mr. Bryson.)

CONTROVERTED ELECrIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER, I have the honor to inform the House
that I have received from the Hon. Mr. Justice Taschereau,
one of the judges selected for the trial of election petitions,
pursuant to the Dominion Controverted Elections Act, a
certificate and report relating to the election for the Elec-
toral District of L'Assomption, by which the eleoction is de-
clared void. An appeal having been made from the said
judgment, I have the honor to report that I have received
from tho Registrar of the Suprome Court of Canada, the
judgment of the said court by which the said appeal was
quashed for want of jurisdiction. I have accordingly issued
my warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to make
out a new writ of election for the said electoral district.
I have also the honor to inform the House that I have re-
ceived from the Registrar of the Supreme Court of Canada,
judgments of the said court in the following election
appeals:-

For- the electoral districts of L'Islet and Montmorency, by which
judgments the appeals are quashed for want of juriadiction.

REPORT.

Annual Report of the Minister of Railways and Canals,
for the past fiscal year, from the 1st July, 1886, to the 30th
June, 1887, on the works under his control.-(Mr. Pope.)

THE RAILWAY ACT.

Mr. POPE moved for leave to introduce a Bill (No. 24)
to consolidate and amend the Railway Act.

Some hon, MEMBERS. Explain.

Mr. POPE. It is alimost too long to explain, but 1 will
say, that the Bill is intended to make arrangements and to
regulate matters between tho trading community and far-
mes and the railways. It is intended that the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council shal have more power
in dealing with this matter than they bave possessed hitherto.
Generally, the Bill follows the recommendations, though not
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altogether, of the Commision that was appointed to enquire
mto this matter.

Motion agred te, and Bill read the first time.

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH THE U. S.

Sir ]RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the Orders of
the Day are called, as I understand that the formal proto-
cols have been laid on the Table, and I suppose will ho
printed sometime to-day and distributed, I would like to
know whether the Government are prepared to allow the
Order for to-morrow to proceed, by which we have agreed
to take the motion of which I gave notice.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would say, Mr. Speaker,
that, unfortunately, the hon. gentleman was not in his place
in the House yesterday when I made some explanations
with regard to the protocols. I suppose ho bas, through
the medium of the press, seen substantially what occurred.
But I may repeat, that the information which I hoped to
be able to lay upon the Table of the House when the day
arrived for going on with this discussion, we are not yet in
a position to place before the House. I suggested, how.
ever, that as the hon, gentleman had a motion having an
important bearing upon that question, I would place, confi-
dentially, in the hands of the leader of the Opposition and
of the mover of the resolution, the information which [ was
not at the moment in a position to lay before the House,
so that they might have as full possession of all the facts
in relation to the question as myself. I may say
that I am now in communication with Sir Lionel West,
with a view to be able to lay, at all events, so much of
the protocols relating to the trade question, which would
affect the motion of the hon. gentleman, and would have a
bearing on the motion on the paper which the hon. gentle-
man proposes to go on with, and I hope to be able to lay it
before the House. I am prepared to place it confidentially
in the hands of the hon. gentleman (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and in the hands-of the leader of the Opposition,
and I do not see why the motion should not be proceeded
with. I think there is suffloient information before the
House in relation to that subject, although in a somewhat
indirect way, to avoid the necessity of delay in proceeding
with the motion; but I leave that ontirely to the hon.
gentleman himself.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I thank the hon. gen-
tleman for the courtesy ho proposes to extend to the hon.
gentleman and myself. Speaking for myself, personally, I
would be very willing to prooeed, but I understand that,
yesterday, a good many hon. gentlemen expressed a desire
to get this information, and if we might be sure of obtain-
ing it within two or three days it might be more convenient,
as no doubt from what the Minister has said the information
is important, that the House should be put in possession of
it. sup se that at the outside in a couple of days the
hon. gentleman will obtain a reply.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think, thon, perhaps it will
be well to fix a day next week.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I eau assure the hon
geintleman that I am quite as anxious as ho is that the
motion be proceeded with.

Sir CHAR LIS TUPPER. I think, perhaps, under the
circumstances, it would meet the views of the House that
we should exhaust every means of having in the possession
of the whole House the information referred to before pro-
oeeding with the motion, and, therefore, I woulbd suggest to
the hon. gentleman to fix an early day next week, and no
dount we will then be in a psition to know what informa-
tion we can lay before the ouse,

Mr. Pop».

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What day would suit
hon. gentlemen opposite ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Monday.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then let us say Mon-

day,
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. A good many members

are absent on Monday, and I think it might be botter to
fix Wednesday.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Very well. We will
make it a First Order for Wednesday, to-morrow week, and
it will be proceeded with thon in any case.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tes.

SUPPLY-CANADA TEMPERANCE ACT.
Sir CHARLFES TUPPER moved that the House resolve

itself into a Committee of Supply.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It is the uniform practice in the

Imperial Parliament to bring under the attention of the
House every matter of importance which relates to individu-
als, or which relates to matters that more closely concern the
public in general. I wish to call the attention of the House to
the extent to which the subject of the Canada Temperance
Act bas been made a topic of discussion in almost every con-
stituency, and at every bye-election which has occurred
since we last met here. There is, perhaps, nothing better
settled in parliamentary government than that in any mat-
ter which concerns the administration of public affairs the
Government, who are entrusted with the control for the
time being, shall be called upon to adopt such legislative
measures as will secure a more efficient administration of
the law with which they are charged. This principle has
been weli recognised, both in this country and in the United
Kingdom. The hon. gentleman who now leads the Gov-
ernment was, a few years ago, the leader of the Opposition,
and at that time the hon. gentleman supported a motion
which I will read to the House. It was this:

" That, in the opinion of this House, a prohibitory liquor law is the
only effectual remedy for the evil of intemperance, and that it is the
duty of the Government to submit such a measure for the approval of
Parliament at the earliest moment practicable."

That resolution was proposed by one of the hon. gentle-
man's supporters, it was seconded by another, and it was
supported by every hon. gentleman who was thon a fol-
lower of bis in this House. It will, therefore, not be a
matter of controversy between hon. gentlemen on that side
of the House and on this, that on a matter of this kind
relating to the administration of a law upon the Statute-
book, when experience shows that the law is practically
defective, it is the special business and duty of the Admin-
istration for the time being to take charge of such legis-
lation as may be necessary to render the law perfect and ils
administration complote and satisfactory. We know that
hon. gentlemen who have been favorable to the principles
of temperance in this House, both on that side
and on this, have during each Session, for the last
four Sessions, propoSed legislation which they believed
would have the effect of socuring those improve.
monts. In not one case had that legislation been suc-
cessful. The hon. gentleman who has given notice to this
uouse of a Bill, I think during the present week, took
charge of a measure last year which ho failed to carry for-
ward to completion-which, at all events, did not become law;
and i think there can be no doubt whatever that the
Government either should assume the responsibility of
repealing the law altogether, or they should propose sui3h
amendments to the law as would enable those entrusted
with its administration to carry it honestly and fully into
effect. The bon. genL.aian bas not proposed such legiela
tion, it is not suggested in the Speech from the Throne;
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and it seems to me that that duty which ho thought devolv-
ed upon the Government when he sat upon this Bide of the
House, equally devolves upon the Government at the pres-
ont moment. At that time there was no such law upon the
Statute-book. What the hon. gentleman declared, was
something even much broader than what I propose to the
House on this occasion. fHe proposed that the Government
should initiate legislation, should put on the Statute-book,
with a view to protecting the morals of the country, a
measure whieh had as yet no existence. There was a measure
introduced by the Government of the bon. member for East
York (Mr. Mackenzie), the succeeding Session. That Govern-
ment assumed the responsibility of legislation, they took up
the question and dealt with it, and they placed upon the Sta-
tute-book the measure known as the Canada Temperance Act.
Now, experience has shown-an experience extending over
ton years-that that Act requires amendment; that certain
changes are needed in order to make more efficient the
measure, and if it was the duty of the Government, as we
at that time admitted it was the duty of the Government,
to deal with the subject in consonance with public opinion,
it is certainly not less the duty of the Government whon
the measure bas been enacted, to make such amendments
as experience has shown are necessary in the public intorest.
I do not propose to weary the fouse by a long discussion
upon the subject. It is perfectly intelligible to every mem-
ber of the House and further observations fron me are not
needed on the subject, seeing that hon. gentlemen upon
that side of the Rouse, as well as on this, have put them-
selves-on record on this subject. I move:

That all the words after the word "That" bc left out, and'the follow-
ing inserted in lieu thereof:-" In the opinion of this House it is the
duty of the Ministry to submit to Parliament a measure embracing such
provisions as will remove al legal impediments to the efficient working
of the Canada Temperance Act.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This motion in its pre-
sent form may ho considered as begging the question. The
motion assumes that there are certain legal impediments as
to the working of the Canada Temperance Act ; in fact, it
states that there are those impediments. The hon. gentle.
man in his speech does not explain what impediments he
sought to be removed, or what impediments actually exist,
and as we know impediments must be found to exist before
they cean be removed, all I can say is this : There is a
measure on the Statute-book for the past ton years. It has
been brought into force in a great many constituencies, and
in these constituencies there does not seem to be any legal
impediment to the introduction of the Act. If you look at
the newspapers and see the number of convictions that
have been obtained in all parts of Ontario especially,
to which Province my attention has been specially
directed, there does not seem, from the returns, to be any
impediment in getting the penalties, and there does not
sem to be any impediment to sending a man to
gaol, in the absence of the penalty. I am not
aware, and at all events we are not informed in any
way, that there are impediments. The Act is in
force, and vigorously in force-so vigorously it would seen
in one constituency, at ail events, that the people have te-
belled against it as being too strongly enforced. They com-
plain there are too many assistants to carry the Act into
force, rather than too many impedimenta to prevent its
being brought into force. This question, in my opinion, as
proved more than any other the necessity of considering it
as a moral question and not as a political question. No
party can provide upon that question. No party of sufM-
cient weight can influence it. Though I give every credit
to the ability and earnestness of those who are called the
temperance party, and look upon the temperance question as
a very prominent question in the country, yet this party does
not in their numbers seem to be able in any way to control
the Legislaturesor te get possession of the Administration oi

the country. Whether the bon, gentlemen on the other
side were here or whether we remain here, as they have
found before, they will find again, that the only real way
to deal with that question is to consider it apart from poli-
tics altogether, and as a moral ·question, in which men,
whether they belong to the ministerial party or the oppo-
sition party, can afford to join to carry or feel themselves
constrained to oppose. This resolution, ftom its vagueness
and want of certainty, and in its want of anything like a
specific statement, it seems to me cannot be re-
ceived in this flouse. It is simply a motion made
by the hon, gentleman with a most praisewortby object,
an object which we can all understand, and whieh
some of us can quite appreciste or refuse to vote for it.

Mr. LAURIER. It is an old saying that there is no one
so blind as ho who will not see. If the hon. gentleman
does not know what are the impediments to the Scott Act,
ho would not be so keen and far-sighted as we know him
to be. if ho will only recolleot the deputations which inter-
viewetl him, and recollect reading the records of the deli.
berations of the temperance party, from time to time, ho
will know that the Scott Act is deficient in some particulars,
and is rendered, as the phrase is, unworkable. I agree with
the hon. gentleman that this is largely a moral question,
which cau, to a certain extent, be settled by the moral
feeling of the people alone, but the hon. gentlemain is aware
that though it is largely a moral question, still it has taken
a legal aspect, since we have a law on the Statute-book
which regulates the liquor traffie. Public opinion has gone
so far that though it is a moral question it is still a legal
one as well. If the principlo of the Bill is right, it is the
duty of the Government to enforce it; if it is bad, it is its
first duty to repeal it. The Government cannot afford upon
such a question as this to have no opinion. It is their duty
to have an opinion on this question, and the oountry
expects them to have it. The Govern ment is placed there
by the people for the object of baving an opinion
on all questions which affect the public good, and,
for being prepared to take action upon such opinion.
It is their duty, therefore, to have an opinion on
this question, and I believe that the people of
this country, whether the legislation they find on the
Statute.book is praiseworthy or blameworthy, expect
the Government to take some action on it. If the logis.
lation is blameworthy, it is the duty of the Government to
repeal it; on the other hand, if they are of opinion that the
law is a good one but defloient in some particulars, it is
their duty to take steps to see that this law is put in such
shape as to carry out the object for which it has been
placed on the Statute-book. The complaint of the temper-
ance body is that the law is deficient at the present moment.
We have the law on the Statute-book. If my memory
serves me aright, the hon. gentleman did not object to the
law wheu it was before Parliament. When the Bill was
before Parliament, and when ho could have objected to it,
ho acquiesoed in the principle of the Bill, thereby admitting
that the principle of the Bill was good Under such cir-
oumastances, when the principle of an Act is rendered in.
efficient, because the machinery provided to work it is not
as suitable as it ought to be, we claim it is the duty of the
Government not to leave such an important matter to in.
dividual members of the Louse, but that the Government
should come to the assistance of that legiulation and make
it as good as it ought to be. That is the duty we think
ought to be imposed by the House at once on the Gvern-
ment, and which the Government should not dolay to
accept.

Mr. JAMIESON. I just came into the House a few mo.
ments ago after this discussion had commenced. The hon.
member for Bothwell was disoussing the question, and after-
wards submitted his motion in amendment to going into
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Committee of Supply. It was very awkward, perhaps, to
meet a motion of that kind in an off-hand way, and it seems
difficult to give a reason why one should either oppose or
support such a motion. 'Unless I change my opinion, in
order simply to be consistent, I suppose I shall be obliged
to vote for the amendment of the hon. member from Both-
well. I see reasons, however, which would justify me in
pursuing a different course if I thought proper. iHIitherto
the question of the amendment of the Canada Temperance
Act, as well as the general question of prohibition, has been
treated quite aside from the questions of party or politics,
and 1 am sorry that the present movement is not in keep-
ing with the former action of the prohibitionists of this
House. For my part, I have been taken considerably by
surprise by this motion. In the city to-day, there is a
meeting of the Dominion Alliance, and my absence from
the House may be accounted for by that fact. The
representatives of the two political parties in this House
were present at that meeting, discussing the ways and
means of best advancing the cause of temperance. Of course
the hon. gentleman's action is quite at variance with' the
deliverance of the Dominion Alliance. Ilitherto the course
taken by the friende of temperance in this House has been
guided by the wishes of the Alliance, and within the past hour
the Alliance has endorsed the action which I have already
taken of introducing to this House a Bill for the purpose of
amending the Canada Temperance Act, and making it more
like what the friends of temperance desire to have it. I
am at one with the hon. member for Bothwell in reference
to the desirability of having all the imperfections of the
Canada Temperance Act removed, and improving it as much
as possible. It is scarcely fair for the opponents of temper-
arice to say that the Act is becoming unpopular, whilst at
the same time it is impossible to secure amendments which
would make it more popular and more workable. I may
further remark that hitherto, in connection with all actions
emanating from the Dominion Alliance, it has been usual
to select an hon. gentleman from each side of the House
for the purpose of moving and seconding any motion which
May be made here either in reference to the prohibition of

the liquor traffic or in reference to the amendment of the
Canada Temperance Act. Consequently, while I thoroughly
agree with the motion which bas been submitted by the hon.
member for Bothwell, I am bound to say that it is
a breach of the arrangement which has hitherto
existed between the temperance men in this flouse
belonging to the two political parties. It is not
for me, as a supporter of the Government, to say
that it would have been right and proper for the hon. mem-
ber for Bothwell to consult me or any other member on
this side of the House, in reference to the action which he
has thought proper to take. My own judgment i8 that if
any amendments to the Canada Temperance Act are car-
ried, and if we ever secure prohibition in this country, those
results must be brought about by the joint action of both
political parties. I do not know that 1 should follow up
this discussion at any length, as other members will no
doubt take this opportunity of expressing their opinion on
the action of the hon. member for Bothwell. The course
which has been taken is so unusual and so extraordinary that
I think there ought to be a general discussion upon the
question now, so that there may be no entanglement, and
so that the defeat of the motion, if it be defeated, may not
be looked upon as a deliverance of this House against any
proposed amendments to the Canada Temperence Act. It
is my intention to press the Bill which is now be-
fore the House, and to secure as large a support for
that measure as possible, and I have no doubt that its
provisions will receive the sanction of this House. Two
years ago a somewhat similar Bill was carried through this
.tlouse, and the calamity which happened to it was at the
bands of another body altogether. My own judgment is

lMr. TJAIEsoN.

that there is a strong enough desire on the part of the
members of this Houee that the Canada Temperance Act
should be improved, to give to the measure which has been
introduced a careful consideration; I have no doubt it will
pass this louse, and I trust that it will receive more favor-
able consideration at the bands of the Sonate than the Bill
which was introduced two Sessions ago. I may further
state that it is the intention of the Dominion Alliance to
have the sentiment of this House again tested upon the
question of the general prohibition of the liquor traffle. It
may be said that that course is somewhat extraordinary, in
view of the fact that a resolution of that kind has already
been dealt with by this Parliament. It will be recollected
that a resolution of that kind was submitted by me at
the last Session; but the friends of temperance are so carn-
est, and are so anxious that this question should be kept to
the front, that it is their desire that the question shall be
brought before the House at every Session of this Parlia-
ment, until we shall ultimately secure, we trust, .what we
are striving for, the entire suppression of the traffic in
intoxicating liquors.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Those who remember
the history of the temperance question in this country will
remember that, in 1873, a very large number of petitions
wore presented to this House from different parts of the
country, asking for a prohibitory liquor law. No law was
placed on the Statute-book on the subject, however, until
1878, when the Canada Temperance Act was deliberately
passed by the Canadian Parliament. Now, if there is a
necessity for an improvement or amendment to that Act, I
apprehond that the Government is the proper party to
amend it, and place it in such a position that the temper-
ance people of this country can operate it to the
advantage of temperance principles. Last Session a
vote was takcn on a motion to repeal the Scott
Act, which was lost by a majority of 108 against the
repeal, and the bon. member for Bothwell then arose in his
place and stated to the First Minister that it was the duty
of the Governmcnt. in the face of that vote, when the House
of Commons by so large a majority decided that the people
were in favor of continuing the Act, to bring in a Bill to
amend the Sc-ott Act and make it more worhable. It is
the duty of the Dominion Alliance to bring their influence
and power to bear on the Ministers of the day, in order that
amendments to the Act may be operated through them,
because, if the people desire the continuation of this Act, as
it is undeniable they do, they have a right to look to the
Ministers of the day as the channel through whom any
amendments should come. I believe that the friends of
temperance would ect best in the interests of their cause,
if, instead of bringing in amendments by means of private
Bills, they would bring all their influence to bear on the
Government, to induce the Government to introduce the
necessary tempuiance legislation. They can say in
plain language to the Ministers that, the flouse of
Commons having declared by a large majority that the
people are in favor of continuing the Temperance Act,
it is, therefore, the duty of the Government to make
the necessary amendments. The importance of taking such
action should be strongly impressed upon the Government.
It would be botter that a movement of that kind should be
made on the part of the Dominion Alliance, than to continue
the policy of every year introducing amendments, by means
of private Bills. I am sure that if the amendments we
dosir e were brought in by the Government, they would be
carried through this House by three-fourths of a majority,
so that the Government would run no risk whatever, in
introducing such legislation. But, if the hon. the Ministers
are not true temperance mon, if they look mainly to pol-
itical influences, we cau understand that they should try to
play into the hands of the two parties, those opposed to and
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those in favor of temperance. If the Government desire voting with us on this question, who voted against u8 last
that the cause of temperance should improve, let them bring Session, and I féei satisfial that if the hon, gentlemen op.
in the amendmenta, and they will be supported by every pesite are sineere in the statement that the leader of tho
temperance organisation in the country; they wili be sup- Governmont woutd carry three-fourths ofthis Rouse with him
ported by the Dominion Alliance, and by every hon. mem ber in a measure such as has beeu proposed, and that statement
who professes temperance principles, and they will un- is welI grounded, thon I muet conclude thut the leaders of
doubtedly be supported by the great majority of the Çan- the Opposition would carry a like proportion of their follow-
adian people. For these reasons I believe that any amend- ors for sncb a measure. If the leader of the Goveroment
ment to the Scott Act should be made as a Government has snob influence with this fouse, certainly the leaders
measure, and I could not let this occasion pase without of the Opposition have great influence, and I fel satisfied,
expressing my approval of the motion of the hon. member if they vote in a body, we shah have Do trouble in
for Bothwell. carrying those amendmonts which are necessary te tho

Mr. FREEMAN. The temperance people of this country preper carying out of the Act. Another point 1 wish te
will be greatly encouraged by what has passed bore within make is this: The prehibitionists foot that the legisiation
the last hour. The hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson), et the country sbould ho in tbe bande of the friondB
as he has stated, intends bringing in a Bill to amend the of prohibition, the tried friende of prohibition, the mon
Scott Act. That proceeding wasdecided upon in the meet- wbo in years past wben it was net se fasionable and
ing of the Alliance a short time ago, and I remember dis- net se favorably roceived as new, fought tho battte ef
tinctly, as I took some part in the proceedings, that fears tomperance and prohibition; tboy foot that at thie time ef
were expressed that a Bill to amend the Act might not find day thore is ne excuse for loaving the carrying forward et
favor in this House, and those fears were based upon the thie werk in the hande of lukewarm men, wbo may ho
votes taken here last Session. Now, Sir, whon the gentlo. perhap their enornios, and tbey, thorefore, foot that logis-
men who are popularly or generally supposed to be not lation in this matter should bo directed by tbe frionds ef
advocates of the temperance cause or not supporters of it, temporanco in this Rouse, and I fool sure that bon. gentle-
geLtlemen who are generally taken by the public as oppo- men opposite will qui 3tly acquiesce in the work that bas
nents to prohibition-when they come forward so suddenly, boon laid eut by the Dominion Alliance, and tbat, if they
as the hon. momber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and his friends are honest in this mattor, thoy wil say te my hon. trieud
have, on this occasion, to advocate amendments to the Scott frei Lanark (Mr. Jamieson): Bring in your moasure and
A t by the Government, I cannot doubt but that there bas we will support yeu; we will net prose the leader of the
been a great reformation in these hon. gentlemen. Governmont te tôke this work upon himeoif; bring in your

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would remind the bon. gentle- Bill anI we will support you and support tho amendmonts
man that I was a member of the Government which put which you propose. That is the course whicb tho Opposi-
that Act on the Statute-book. tien shouhd take in this malter, and I think thoy ought nette, prose the mattor whoro wo do net want it prossod.

Mr. FREEMAN. If I have intimated that the bon.
member for Bothwell is not a friend of temperance, and ho Mr. SRIVER. Like my hon. friend from Lanark, I had
wishes to say that ho is-for I could not hear what ho said the ploasure of being prent a short time ago at the meet-
-I beg his pardon fully, and trust ho will forgive me, but ingof tho Dominion Alliance. Ineticedwhatpassodthere,
I muet draw the conclusion that if he is a friend of tom- and I do net agreo witb hiai in sayng that tho action takon
perance reformation, if ho is a frierd of prohibition, ho by that body is at al inconsistant with the motion prosent-
carries bis leaders with him in this matter. I must as- ed te the fouse new by my bon. friend (Mr. Mille). I
sume that the leaders of the party, of which ho is a very suppose the resolution te wbich my bon. friond (Mr. Jamie-
prominent member, are certainly with him in this matter, son) refers was one appreving et an early prosentatien te
and the application of my observations will be to them if this fouse of legisiatien in amendment te the Scott Act,
not to him. As an advocate of prohibition, as a inember of and aise a motion favoring the presentatien of a resolution
a tomperance society for soe 30 years, and having similar te the eue my bon. friend brought befere the Rouse
observed the drift of opinion on this temperance question last year in favor of prohibition ; but I foot quite confident
during that time, indeed, for years before, I have been led tbat, if my hon. friond or any other member of tbe Dominion
to regret that, within the last few years, at all events, there Alliance had brought forward a motion to-day asking that
has been a tendency to introduce politics into this tom. the Govornient sheuld bring in legisiation in ameudmont
perance question; and I have frequently, at meetings of et the Scott Act) that motion would have been carried
the friends of temperance, expressed the opinion that, how- unauimously-I wihh net say enthnsiastieally, because, from
ever guarded gentlemen may be in their expressions with our knowledgo o th ast, I tbink ne one would bave feit
îegard to this temperance cause, this political animus, this confident tbat it woul bave had any offeet. But I would
political feelir g is continually sticking out, if you will remind my hon. friend frein Lanark (Mr. Jamiesen) that,
allow me the expression. 1 regret exceedingly whenever I twe or three years ago, tbat body did pasà a resolution in-
see this to be the case, for, as a friend of temperance, as an structing or requosting the mombers of the temperance
eai nert, and, I believe, honest supporter of prohibition, I party in this flouse te ask the Governinnt te introduce
feet that if ever we are to carry prohibition in this country, logielation in amendment ef the Scott Act, and I would
we must carry it independent of politics, and I regret ex- further romind my hon. friend that eeverah mombers of the
ceedingly whenever I see any introduction of this element flouse, who, like himsehf, were active and consistent tom
into the question. If the hou. gentlemen opposite perance mon, did wait upon the Government and did urge
are honest, as I presume they are, and if, as I thoi te bring forward euch measures as the tomperance
presumo ho does, the hon. member for Bothwell carries members of the fouse and the mombers of the Dominion
bis friends with him, if the Opposition party in Alliance thought neceseary te make the Scott ÂCt
this flouse are prepared to support their leader or effective. My hou. friend knows very woll what wu the
oLe of their leaders, there will be no trouble carrying tho result of that mission, li knows that we were
Bdl which the hon member for Linark intends to introduce. kept without an answer fer se tue, and that at
1 feel satisfied the hon. gentlemen opposite will set a good lut we wero given te understand that the Governient did
example to the hon. gentlemen on this eide who did net propose to interfère in the matter. I bave net been a
not support us last Session. There are a number of bon. member of this Rouse for the many loag years during
gentlemen on tis side, whem I would, have gladhy seaen which I have enjoyed that honor, without knowing that it
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is next to impossible for a private member, however earn-
est, however consistent and however eloquent he may be,
to succeed in getting amendments made to an Act of this
kind whieh is on the Statute-book. I have learned that,
unless the Governmont introduce desired amendments to
Government measures, it is difficult and almost impossible
to get amendments passed. And we know very well-
those of us who have been members of this House for some
years past-what result has always attended the efforts
which have been made by my hon. friend from Lanark
(Mr. Jamieson) and others to get amendments made to the
Scott Act. We know that those attempts have resulted in
defeat in every instance. I think I may claim from those
who have sat with me in the House for many long years
past, that I am not assuming too much in claiming that,
upon the whole, my political conduct bas been obaracterised
by candor and by honesty, and therefore, when I make the
declaration which I do, that it is my honest and firm opin.
ion that the amendments which my hon. friend indicates he
is going to introduce at a later stage cannot be carried with.
ont the intervention of the Government, and without his
Bill being made a Government measure, I think my hon.
friends will believe that I am honest in the statement i make.

Mr. FISHER. Unfortunately, I was not in the House at
the time when my hon. friend made the motion which is
under discussion at this moment. Unfortunately, also, in
consequence of a sad duty which I had to perform last even-
ing, I was not able to be present at the discussion in the
Alliance council this forenoon, and, therèfore, perhaps I
am not in the same position as that of my hon. friend from
iHuntingdon (Mr. Scriver) and ny hon. friend from Lanark
(Mr. Jamieson), in discussing this question, but I venture
to say that this is a question in which the beat interests of'
the temperance people of this country are seriously in-
volved, and that it is very important that this question
should be discussed from all sides here when it is presented
to us, it matters not by whom or at whose bands it comes
before this House. As I understand the hon. member who
sat down on the other side of the House a few moments ago,
ho said that if this was before the House in the way which
he thought right, he would be prepared Vo support it and
vote for it; and I uunderstood from what ho said that if it
had been piesented by hon. gerlemei on the liasuiy
benches he wonld have supported it, but that as it was
moved by an hon. member on tbis side of the House, who was
a member of the Government when the Scott Act was made
law by the Parliament of this country, ho could not support
it and could not endorse the resolution. If such a temper
as that is displayed by the temperance people in tbis House,
and the representatives of the temperance consti1uencies
in this House, there is evidently an impossibility that party
differences can be sunk, and that temperance legislation
can be successfully carried through; but I was surprised,
I must confess, to hear him say that ho believed that
temperance legislation in this House must necessarily and
only be introduced by the temperance men, implying
thereby that my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mir. Mills) was
not justified in introducing legislation on this question. I
do not know who is botter qualifled to introduce amend-
ments to the Scott Act or to improve that measure than
the mombers of the Government who forced that measure
through Parliament at the time that it became law. We
owe it to the Government of my hon, friend, the member
for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), that we have now in exist-
ence a local option law so perfect as the Scott Act, and if
it was fot then made quite as perfect as we would wish to
Eee it now, it was because the experience which the pro-
moters of that Bill had at that time was net so great as
the experience of its working is to-day. We know that
the temperance people throughout this country hailed the
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appearance of that Act with pleasure at that time, and that
it met with the approval of all the advocates of temperance ;
but, in the course of years, diffloulties have cropped ont in
the working of the Act, and no one knows that botter than
the members of the Government of the day, becanse, un-
fortunately, these diffculties have been laid before thom
from time to time, because the committees of the
Alliance have, collectively and individually, explain-
ed to the Government what those difficulties are over
and over again, and have asked the Government of the day
to remove those difficulties; and the reply we have invari.
ably received has been that they would not do it. When
that has teen the result of our efforts and the applications
we have made to the Government, how are we to proceed
and gain our object unless independent mem bers of the
louse, who may not be connected, perhaps, with the tom.

perance movement, take up that question ? And I am glad to
see that it is a leader of mine and a leader of the party to
which I belong, who haî seen that it is in the interesta of
the country at large thr.t the Scott Act should be made per-
fet, and that the violations of that Act, which are bringing
discredit, not upon the temperance people or the temper-
ance sentiment of this 3ountry, but upon the ad ministration
of law and good order in this country, should be put an
end toe, and that we onght to have power to enforce this
Act as it should be enforced. I an informed that, some
time before I came into the House, the right hon. the leader
of the Goverument intimated that there were no difficul-
tics in the way of enforcing the Act, that he asked what
were the imperfections which existed, and why he and his
Government were asked to amend it. I can tell the right
hon. gentleman very easily what are the difficalties in en-
forcirg the Act; ind I am glad to say that tho Local Gov-
ernment of Ontario bas stepped into the breach
and is do!ug what it is his duty to do. The
Local Government of the Province of Ontario has distinctly
declared that they believed it is not their duty to do this
work, but the Government of that Province, in the interest of
the people of that Province, have stepped into the breacb
and are doing that work. Unfortunately, Sir, all the Pro-
vinces of the Dominion of Canada are not in that happy
poEition; unfortunately, the Province of Quebo bas not yet
been able to induce its Local Government to do this work ;
untfortunately, until lately, tho Province ofQaebec bas been
in the hands of a GovernmeLt who, when asked by the
temperance people to enforce the Scott Act, replied to them:
The Scott Act bas prevented us from getting a revenue
from licenses in your counties ; and with that fact in view,
we will not aid you to enforce the Scott Act. But as a
different Government is in power in the Province of Quebeo
to-day, I trust that when the temperance people go to that
Goverament for assistance to enforce the Act they will ob-
tain it. Sir, I believe it to be the duty of thIis Govern-
ment to enforce an Act which is on the Statute-book in
consequence of their own action. I am not a lawyer,
and I cannot pretead to discuss the constitutional question,
but it seems to me to be in accord with common
sense that when the Government pass an Act, it is their
duty to enforce it. I believe that the tomper.ance people of
the country have a perfect right to demand that special
facilities be given them for the enforcement of this Act
which is, in its essence, a special law. The natural con
clusion would be that this law should b. enforced, just as
other laws are, by the ordinary authorities of the land. In
the first place this law is a particular and special one; it is
slightly different from all other laws with which I am
acquainted, in its bearing upon good govern ment and order,
and therefore we have a special claim upon the Govern-
ment in asking that special facilities be given for enforcing
this law. I contend that the facts of the case and stâtistics
will bear me out in saying that wherever the Scott Act is

76



COMMONS DEBATES.
in force to-day, the Ordinary expenses of the county in
connection with criminal prosecutions in that coenty are
decreased in consequence of the operation of the Act.

Mr. HAGGART. Not so.
Mr. FISLER. The hon, gentleman says it is not so. I

will refer him to the report of the Criminal Statistics of
the Province of Ontario. I have not those Criminal Statis-
tics in my hand at the moment; I boped to have them
before the debate on this question came up, so that I might
be able to refer to them. But I ean tell the hon. gentleman
that persons who have seen them and studiod them, declare
that they prove conclusively that in Scott Act counties
general crime and violations of the law, in proportion to
the population, have decreased, and that in comparison with
those parts of the Province which are not under the Scott
Act, those statistics show a glorious exhibit in favor of the
Act.

Mr. HAGGART. Crime hias inreased in my county.

Mr. FISHER. I am glad to hear the hon, gentleman
particularise, and as soon as I can get hold of these statis.
tics, I shall make it a point to study them in relation to his
own county. But, Sir, it is a well known fact, which bas
been publicly stated in many places, that in the county of
flalton, for the last eleven sessions of the courts there, tho
judge as been presented with a pair of white gloves in
celebration of the fact that there was no criminal case
before him; and I do not believe that there is another
county in the Dominion of Canada where a similar state of
affairs exist. I know it will be said that the Scott Act was
defeated there, and I am freo to confess that I consider it
a very serious blow to the progress of temperance in this
county, although I do not believe that that result is due in
any sense to a weakening of the temperance sentiment of
Halton, but it is due rather to the fact that the temperance
people have not organised themselves so as to be able to
watch the votera' lista, and to bring their entire forces to
bear in the same way as is done by the ordinary political
organisations. But, taking the country as a whole, I
believe it bas been conclusively proved many a time on thee
floor of this House, by hon. gentlemen advocating total1
prohibition, that tho result of prohibition whereveri
enfor ced, bas been to reduce the ordinary criminal expensei
and to rcduce the expense for the t-nforcement of criminal
laws in general. That being the case, I believe we have ai
fair ground to ask that the Government of our country(
should make the necessary expenditure properly to enforcet
the temperance laws. Now, Sir, thora is another very im-1
portant point in connection with this question of the en-c
forcement of the Scott Act. The right hon. leader of the1
Government, I understand, stated that there were no defects
in the law which the Government could remedy. Well Sir,1
I must condemn the right hon. leader and his Government
for not having, in the immediate past, assisted the friends
of temperance in enforcing the Scot Act. Two years ago,c
a request was made that an Order in Council should be
issued applying the fines in Scott Act counties in a par-,
ticular way, a way which was pointed out by the temperance c
people through the Dominion Alliance. 1, myself, was mem-d
ber of a deputation who waited upon the Minister of Justice, a
asking that the fines be applied in a particular way. à
Resolutions were passed at various meetings of the Alliance,1
which were laid before the Ministry, pointing out the wayç
in which the application of the fines would best promote the 
interestsoftemperance. The Government reptied by passing i
an Order in Council which did not at all accord with theA
resolutions of the Alliance, or with the wishes of the tem :
perance people of the country. On the contrary, that Order M
in Council directly militated against the successful enforce-e
ment of the Act. Sir, we consider that the Government.
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of the day, by that Order in Couneil, in a matter which was
entirely under their own control, in which they had not to
consult the representatives of the people, showed that they
were not dosirons of assisting the tempoerance people in
enforcing this Act. I regret that was the case; I regret
to find that the Government of the country to-day bas
shown by their actq that they do not desire to assist us.
The result of that Order in Couneil as bueen to throw back
the enforcement of local temperance laws entirely into the
arena of municipal contests and municipal governments.
One of the great advantages which we bolievei we had
gained by the Scott Act was that, by its provisions, the
enforcement of those laws was withdrawn from the arena
of municipal politics and relegated to the general Govern-
ment. 1 believe that was a wise provision of the Act. I
believe it was important to the sucuessful carrying out of
the wishes of the people in reference to that Act, and I
tegret that this aution of the Govera ment, in passing that
Order in Council, has thrown back once more the question
of the fines and penaltios, anJ, incidentally, the whole ques-
tion of the enforcement of the law, into the arena of
municipal politics, which fact I consider to be a very
serious obstacle to the proper enforcement of the Act.
In consequence of the fact that I was not present in the
early part of this de bate I may have said something that
has been already stated. Unfortunately, I am not prepared
to speak at great length on this question, but I feel confi-
dent that the resolution now before the House is in the true
interests of the temperance legislation of this country, and
that iL is absolutely necessary, if the Act is to be enforced
throughout the longth and breadth of the land and carried
out in a uniform manner, that its enforcement should be
entiusted to the Dominion House and the Dominion Gov-
ernment. It is important that the enforcement of the Scott
Act, which is a Dominion law, should be under the control
of the Dominion Parliament, which is empowered to amend
that law. It is important that the regulations regarding the
enfor cement of the Act should be uniform all over the Do-
minion, because it would soriously impede the work of the
temperance people if they wore obliged to work under differ-
ent regulation,, laws and arrangements in Ontario and Que-
bac, and again in the Maritime Provinces. To-iay the Provin-
cial Goveinrnent of Ontario is doing this work ; to-day, I
understand, the Provincial Governments in Nova Seotia and
Prince Edward lsand are assisting in this work, each doing
it in their own way and cach doing it according to their
own light; but it is in the true interests of temperance
that the work should be done on one lino, in one manner
from one end of the country to the other, and it sbould be
donc by an authori-y which is amenablo to the power of the
flouse which passed the law. Believing this to be
the case, I have groat pleasure in thoroughly endorsing the
motion beforc the louse, and will certainly support it

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I do not desire to occupy much
of the ti me of the flouse in discussing a matter of this kind.
If we find there is friction in the working of ths Scott &ct,
if we find that any of the machinery is deficient when we
corne to put the Act in force, I consider it is the bounden
duty of the G 2vern ment to corne to the rescue, and so
amend the Act as to make it efficient. The question then
arises whether the machinery provided for working the
Act is efficient, and is suci as it ought to be, and by the
vote of the House in previous Sessions it hia been slown
that there is a feeling that the machinery is not ample for
the efficient working of the Act. Trie, it is said that the
Act is compiele in all its parts, that there is machinery
whereby it can be enforced; but we find that hon. gentle-
men opposite complain that the Act is not satisfatctorily
enforced in the varions ceounties where it has been carried.
That being so, I repeat that it is the duty of the Govera-
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ment to come to the aid of the advocates of the Act, and so
r-mend it that it may be enforced. It is very true that
ame of the hon. gentlemen opposite say that this is not
,ust the proper time to bring a measure of this kind for-
ward, that they would be inclined to support it if it came
at the proper time and in the proper way. Sir, am I to
understand they consider the opportuneness of a motion of
this kind of more importance than the principles of tem-
perance ? Am I to understand that they ignore the
principles of temperance in consideration of advan.
tages to, be gained to their own party ? Am I to
understand that the hon. member for Queen's, N.S.
(Mr. Freeman) could so forgot the principles of
temperance that he could totally ignore them if a motion
was made on this side of the flouse with a view to amend-
ing the Scott Act ? That is what he stated to the flouse.
Again, we find the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson)
stating that the Dominion Alliance is not in accord with
the motion of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). I
certainly think that the Dominion Alliance is sincere in
the welfare and success of temperance. I bolieve they feel
it is the duty of the Government, and not of any private
individual, so to amend the Act that it will meet with the
approbation of the people of the country; and, feeling that
this is the duty of the Government, this is a proper motion,
and all those who feel anxious for the euccess of tem-
perance, and for the efficient working of the Scott Act, will
record their votes in favor of the motion presonted by the
hon. member for Bothwell. The hon. member for L-nark
(Mr. Haggart) also stated that the number of crimes commit-
ted in his connty had increased tince the pasýsage of the Scott
Act. Such, I think, is not the report of the Inspector of
Prisons for Ontario; in fact, I find, on looking at the report,
that it presents quite a different statement in regard to the
hon. gentleman's own county. The Ontario prisons report
shows this: In the counties of Durham and Northuma-
berland, Elgin (including the city of St. Thomas), Kent,
Lambton, Lanark, Lennox and Addington, Leeds and
Grenville, Ontario, Peterborough, Victoria and Welling-
ton (including the city of Guelph), there were in
1885, under license, 399 conmitments for drunken-
ness, and in the next year. with only five mnrths
of Scott Act, the number fel to 200-nearly onc-balf.
The statement made by tbe hon. gentleman is, therefore,
not supported by the report of the Inspcctor of Prisons,
and although I amnot inclined to discuse the relative merits
of success following the Act in the various counties in the
Province, I think statistics will show a diminution of com.
mitments wherever the Scott Act has been put in force,
even in an inefficient manner. Believing that to be the
case, and believing, as I do believe, and as I bave before
stated, that if the Act cannot be efficiently enforced it sbould
be amended, and the House having by an overwhelming
majority expressed its views that it was not in the interests
of temperance that a private individual should have charge
of the legislation affecting sncb an important subject as the
Scott Act, I consider it is the bounden duty of the Govern-
ment to take charge of this measure, and holding ihat
opinion, I shall with great pleasure vote for the motion of
the hon. member for Bothwell.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I only wish to say a few
words upon this question. It will be borne in mind by
those hon. gentlemen who seem to covertly, if not openly,
find fault with the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
in introducing his resolution, that he has held the views to
which he has given expression in his resolution for some
time. I think it will be in the memory of members of this
House that last Session, at all events, he spoke in the same
direction and very strongly, as he has done to.day, though
he did not follow up his speech with a motion. It I am not
mistaken, in the preceding Session, he spoke in the same

Mr. WILsON (Elgin.)

manner. I think the hon. members may judge from that
as to Lhis sincerity in the motion which he offers. It
cannot be termed a new motion that he bas just
devised and sprung upon the House, becau=e hon.
members must know that he has pressed ibis
view upon the House on previous occasions. Now,
Sir, with reference to the duty of the Government in
this matter. It appears to me that it is one of the lawà of
the land, one of the statutes. The Government, I suppose,
view it as a law that ought to remain on the Statutc-book,
and that being the case, as has been said by previous
speakers, the question arises, is it a law that requires
amendment at the bands of this Parliament or not ? The
right hon. gentleman, the First Minister, professed ignorance
of any improvements that could be made, but I think that
he ought to remember the fact that this House-I am not
sure whether it was this House or the preceding House-
passed upon that question, as the member for Lanark (Mr.
Jamieson) bas told us, by a large majority, declaring that
amendments were requisite to make the Act efficient, and
also embodying the necessary amendments in the B Il which
passed this louse, but which, as he tells us, did not succeed
in passing in another place. We have then the -,uthority
of the member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) we have alo
the authority of the majority of the members of
the late Parliament if not of this, that the Act does
require amendments, and if that be the case the proper
course for the Goverument is to deal with it. fias the
member for Botbwell (Mr. Mills) initiated some novel pro-
cedure in this matter ? Do not the Ministers themselves
recognise the facts of the case that if Lh laws of the land
which are on the Statute-book, are found to be inefficient
whether by legal impediments in the proper enacting of
them, do they not recognise and act upon the fact that it is
their duty to make those laws efficient ? Let me call your
attention to what we are invited by the Government to do
as legislators this Session. In the speech that was deliver-
ed from the Throne if yon will take the trouble to read it,
or without reading it you will remember, and every mem-
ber of this House will aiso remember it, the only legislation
we are asked to give any consideration or thought to is the
amend ment and pei fection of measures that are upon the
Statute book at the present lime :

" The extension and development of our system of railways have not
only rendered necessary additional safeguards for lite and property, but
have given greater frequency to questions in which the interests of rival
companies are tound to be in confliet, and to require authoritative
adjustment. As further legislation appears to be needed for these pur-
poses, a measure will be submitted to you for the consolidation and
improvement of ' The Railway Act.'

" Experience having shown that amendments are required to make
the provisions of the Act respecting Elections of the blembers of the
Hlouse of Oommons more effective and more convenient in their opera-
tion, you will be asked to consider a measure for the amendment of the
st.atnte.

"The Act respecting Controverted Elections may likewise require
attention, with a view to the removal of certain questions of interpreta-
tion which have arisen and which should be set at rest.

" My Government ias availed itaelf of the op portunity afforded by the
recess to consider the numerous suggestions which have been made for
improving the details of the Act respecting the Electoral Franchise, and
a measure will be submitted to you for the purpose of simplifying the
law and greatly lessening the cost of its operation."
Now, Mr. Speaker, you will see that, as I said before, nearly
all the legislation that we are asked by the Government to
give our attention to this Session ii in the direction of
amending laws that are upon the Statute-book, with a view
to their improvement. This amend ment refers to the im-
proving of a law in which is taken a deep interest by the
vast majority of the people of this country. My hon.
friend bas pointed out the fact that private members bare
introduced legislation, and that they have not been success-
ful in it. He pressed last year his motion with regard to
this question. To-day he repeats his views. He affirms it
by resolution, and he asks this House to concur with him
that it is the duty of the Government, in view of the fact
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that this Act roquires amendment, and, if they propose Io lot
it remain on the Statute.book, to tako measures to render
it effective The member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) can
not lose sight of the great advantage ho would have in
supportir-g this resolutiona in preference to pressing the Bill
which he has introduced himself. lHe has told us that ho
succeeded in the Bouse of Commons in carrying bis amend-
monts, that ho succeeded in carrying the Bill embodying
the amendments ho thought were necessary, but that
in another Chamber it failed. Has ho any intimation from
members in that other Chamber, that their views have
changed in this direction; has he any reason to suppose
ibat logislation initiated by him willsucceed any botter there
this year than it bas succeeded before ? I would ho glad to
hear il ho has any such information, but I do not think ho
wili venture to say that he has. I will then ask him this :
If he would object to laying the duty of bringing
in those resolutions upon the Government ? If the House
lays such duty on the Government, I suppose the Govern-
mert will undortake it; If my hon. friend lays the duty
upon the Government of taking up the Bill and making it
a Government measure, thon it would prevail in that other
place where it was not carried before. That is the way we
have to look at this, and it is the only way that the ques-
tion which bas agitated the community so much can be
successfully carried through. I do not see wby the Govern-
ment cannot take up this question and deal with it as they
are taking up and dealing with many otheramendments to
the laws of the land during the present Session

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHI. We have had one or
two rather extraordinary staLenents in the course of this
debate. We had first the statement from the First Minister
that he ls not aware that any amendments are called for, or
necessary to the working of the Canada Temperance Act.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I did not say that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Those were the words
as 1 took them down. Perhaps the hon, gentleman will
tell us what ho did say ?

Sir JOHN A. M&ACDONALD. I said the hon. gentleman,
in moving the armerdments, bd not shown any ohjections in
his speech.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Of course we cannot
expect the hon. the First Minister to take advice from this
side of the House, or the advice of the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), as to the amend ments. The general
principle is, whether it is the duty of the Government or
not to amend an Act which has given rise to more expen-
sive, teasing, and harassing legislation during the last
ton years than al the other Acts on the Statute-book put
together, I believe. The hon. the First Minister must
know of this, and as my hon. friend fromn Brome (Mr.
Fisher) bas told us, ho bas been interviewed and depu-
tised on the subject time and time again, and has had
all kinds of suggestions made to him. It is strange,
under those circumstances, that he does not know
what amendments are wanted. Another declaration
made by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Free-
man) was of a remarkable character. The hon. gentle.
man, when my friends bore proposed to entrust the amend-
ment of the Scott Act to the Government of Canada,
declares that ho, speaking on behalf of the Dominion
Alliance, does not think it desirable to trust the admend-
ment of that Act to a lukewarm and, perhaps, unfriendly
body. I do not doubt the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Freeman) knows whereof ho was speaking. He might
have given us his reason; ho might have told us in more
detai[ why lie would not entrust the administration of that
Act to a Inkewarm and unfriendly body, or entrust to them
the proper amendment of the Canada Temperance Act.

il

I tbink the First Minister and his colleagues beside him,
are precluded from taking the least exception to the im-
peachment of my hon. friend. I remoniber in 1877, I think
it was, that thoe hon. gentlemen insisted on our taking up
a quetion wbich was more a moral and a purely moral
question than the amend ment of the Act now on the Statute-
book, because tbey wanted us te declare that it was the
duty of the Government to act on the question of prohibi-
tion throughout this Dominion, and I tbink ho will find, on
the vote which took place on that occasion, the names of the
First Minister, of the Minister of Finance, of the Minister of
Public Works, of the Minister of Militia, and such others of
their colleagues who happened to have seats in the House
at that time.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a mistake.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Which ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What you said just now.
Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I say that I recollect

the motion made by Mr. Schultz, who was then a member
of the louse-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARIWRIGHT,-that we should de-

clare it, and I recolleot that all the friends of the hon.
member in this House pressed upon us very strongly the
necessity of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. When the amendment

was moved I am aware the motion was not voted on directly.
But the hon. gentlemen did their best to insist upon our
voting on it. That is quite true.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Tho hon, gentleman is mi.
taken. The motion was made in amendment to Mr. Ross.
The hon. gentleman will remember that it was stated the
question was a matter of doubt as te jurisdiction, and there-
fore it was inexpedient to press it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know the motion
qui+e well.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I voted for that amend.
ment because I bat the opinion thon, although it bas been
overruled since, that we had the jurisdiction.

Mr. MILLS. The hon. gentleman gave countenance and
support to Mr. Schultz's motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not in any way what-
ever.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRLGHT. The country will
understand when they look at the vote and find the
hon. gentleman and all his friends negativing the motion of
Mr. Ross, who was an advocate of temperance. They will
understand quite well that the hon. gentleman then, as he
said in the case of my hon. friend, for his own purpose
wished to compel the Govern ment of Canada to take up the
question of prohibition. 1 think there will ho no doubt
outside of this House, whatever thera may be inside of it, as
te that. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman tells us that it is
very difficult for them to understand what the temperance
people want. Why, Sir, have they not got one of their own
colleagues there expressly for the purpose of advising them
what the temperance people want,or for the purpose, perhaps,
of counteracting those other gentlemen who are not exactly
supposed te represent the temperance interest ? Now, Sir, I
say there is one practical fact which every man within the
sound of my voice knows quite well, and that is, as we have
seon proved time and again on the floor of this House, that if
those amondments, whatever they may be, which the friends
of temperanco say are necessary to make that Act workable,
are te be got through both louses of thie Parliament, they
will only be got through when the Government pute it6
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hand to them and insiste that they shall be carried. They
will be got through then, and not belore; and it is well that
the temperance organisations throughout Canada should
understand that thoroughly.

An hon. MEMBER. They do.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope they do, and

will remember it. Let me say in conclusion that there has
been only one Government sinco Confederation that put an
Act on the Statute-book which has really and substantially
promoted the cause of temperance in Canada. Let me ask
those who remember- and there are a good many in this
House who do remember-whether at the time that ques-
tion was under discussion, the Mackenzie Government did
take charge of that Act and make it a Government mea-
sure. No temporance man, whatever his polities might be,
whether ho was a Conservative or a Reformer, had any
doubt as to whether or not it was the duty of my hon.
friend and bis Government to do so. From ono end of
Canada to the other my hon. friend was deluged with
remonstrances and petitions from temperance mou, wholly
irrespective of party, asking him to take charge of that
Act and pass it; and now my bon. friend asks that hon.
gentlemen opposite should follow in the lino of my hon.
lriend and make that same Act more practical and work-
able. I ask, have the temporance organisations throughout
Canada one lino and on mesure 0to apply to the Mackorzie
Administration, and another lino and another measure to
apply to the Macdonald Administration ? Let the temper-
ance organisations answer as they seo fit. I ask the tem-
perance men in this House, on either side, to do as the
temperance men did in 1877, and insist that the defects in
this Act and the obstacles to its effective operation, which
experience has shown to exist, shall be removed by the only
power that can remove them, and that is the Government
of Canada.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the vote is taken on this question
I have a word or two to say. I think I might congratulate
the temperance people of the Dominion on this new access
of zeal which has been to.day demonstrated on the opposite
bide of the House in favor of the Canada Temperance Act
generally. I hope this is ot an evanescent feeling that
will rapidly pass away, but that it has come to stay.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It came ton years ago as far
as we are concerned.

Mr. FOSTER. Mach has been said about the Canada
Temperance Act having been put on the Statute-book by
the Mackernzie Administration, and about the honor which
ia due to an Administration for having done so. So far as
that is concerned, I am quite free to give it, and to let it
rest there. This fact, however, remains, that that Adminis-
tration did put a certain Act upon the Statute-book; that
was the Canada Temperance Act about as it stands to-day.
That Administration was a wise one in the opinion o1 I.,
own friends; it had carefully and thoroughly studied the
matter; no one who supported that Administration then, or
who supports that party now, will deny that it understood
the province of naking law and the province of enforcing
much of law just as well thon as the country understands it
now; and yet that Act was put on the Statute-book with
the very defects in it that these hon. gentlemen to-day
point out. And when that Act was put on the
Statute-book there was not a t-ingle suggestion of the posi-
tion that the Dominion Government a3 a Government was
obliged to carry out that law in its entirety in the different
Provinces. Some of my Ion. friends say that it is the duty
of the Dominion Government to carry out this law. Well,
if they kok back a little while, they will remember that
wben the law of 1883 was -boing passed, some of the tom-
perance people, I think I myself was one of them, triel to
get a clause placed in that Act which would make it im-1

Sir BIcaRD CARTWRIrHT.

perative on the Dominion Government to carry out the
law; we were succesrfal in getting the Government to
insert such a clause; and machinery as free from partisan-
ship as was possible to be devised, was provided in that Act
for the carrying out of the Canada Temperance Act. And
yet from the very moment it was introduced into this
Hionse until the time when it was bounded out of existence
by legal docisions, from the first moment to the last, there
was not an hon. gentleman on that side of the House who
did not howl against that clause as much as. against any
other clause of that Bill.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, they did not.

Mr. FOSTER Now, the hon. momber for Brome (Mr.
Fisher) says thore ought to be a uniformity in the Canada
Tompeiance Act. There ought to be, especially in a certain
respect. An Act which is intended to be adopted by any
municipality in the Dominion, ought to be interpreted in
the same way by every municipality the wide Dominion
through. There is one method by which this Act can be
adopted, and that is the same for Outario, for Quebec and
for the Maritime Provinces. That is the uniformity that
it possesses; but when that law is adopted, itis the duty of
the Provinces to carry it out. And I eau state to the bon.
member for Bothwell that a lawyer equally as high as ho,
one as strong in his allegiance to the party opposite as ho, and
a man who stands before the country with less probab:ity
of political exigencies about him than the hon. member for
Bothwell-that is, Mr. McLaren, a Q.C. of undoub!ed repu-
tation-has made it his express duty to go with a deputa-
tion from the Dominion Alliance to MUr. Mowat, ànd has
placed himseif on record before that Government and the
country at large, as being of opinion that it is not the duty
of the Dominion Government, but the duty of the Prorincial
Government to enforce the law. Now, what bas happened
in the past? There bas been one poiicy ever since I have
had anything to do with temperance organisations in regard
to legal temperance, it has been the policy to place
it on a non-partisan basis. It has been the design, steadily
observed from the very first, to carry on everything in the
way of legal temperance, with the support of both parties,
and without putting one party against the other. I think
thorea is no gentleman ia this fouse who will dispute that
that has been the policy of the Alliance from the first hour
of the Alliance's birth until tc-Iby. It bas been declared
there : Do not let us put party against party, do not let us
use this question as a football for parties to play witb. Lot
us rather endeavor to gather the best sentiments of eauh
party on this question and bind them together so as to
get exactly what is needed. Is there any doabt that this
bas been the basis on which the Dominion Alliance bas
always acted? Take the resolutions of that body year after
year. Take the action predicated upon them in this louse
by gentlemen on each side, fairly representing each party,
as shown in the measures laid before Parliament which
seemed to them best suited toe carry out the object of the
Alliance. That object has hitherto always lad a leading
place in every temperance measure brought before this
flouse. But what do we find here tc-day ? We find an hon.
gentleman, who las not, as far as I know, attended the
meetings of the Alliaice, who has not been very
active in farthering the aim of that great tom-
perance organisation; ho bas not been noted, as
far as I am aware, for superabundance of temperance
zeal, but we find that, without deigning to ask the
opinion of the members of this House, who are strong sup-
porters of the cause of temperance, as to what is the best
plan to take, without having even consulted the two hon.
members, the hon. men.ber for Brome (&Ir. Fisher) and tho
bon. member for Lanark (Kr. Jamieson), who stand ai thc
mouthpiece of the Alliance, which is the mouthpiece of the
beat temperanceo sentiments of the country, without even

82



1888. COMMONS DEBATES. 83
taking.them in his confidence, he proposes this measure in Mr. FOSTER. I do not need any.
a way calculated to obtain for it the least support. On the
motion of the Government to go into Supply, my hon. friend Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) If any charge were made, it
moves an amendment; he moves that that motion be de- would be rather that he has fallen from his former position
feated and his taken up in its place. In other words, he and become a backslider. Not many years ago I heard the
proposes that ho shall dictate to the Government what busi. hon, gentleman lecture the Government which ho sup-
ness the House will consider. Well, if that is not a motion of ported, and supporting the Opposition to which ho was
want of confidence, my hon. friend knows well it is as near opposed on main political grounds, for not taking action in
a motion of want of confidence as can be brought and is the temperance question, which, he said, was one so im-
often treated as such. Is that the way te go steadily, portant that every individual member should make it the
calmly and earnestly te work to get the best expression of one prominent question and the test of his political allegi-
the temperance sentiment of the House? I say it is not. I ance. Ail other questions, he said, should sink into insig-
say it is a transparent method to raise a pplitical cry, and the nificance, and this moral temperance question was the one
hon. gentlimen who followed the hon. member for Both wel they should stand by. He was prepared to mould his
argued, as from a brief, against the Government, thus show- political life on those principles, and to sink ail other ques-
ingthatwhatthe hon. gentleman inteinded byhisamendment tiens in order that ho might promote the temperance
was an indictment of the Government and of the hon. gen. cause. He contended then with great force and volubility
tlemen who follow the Government, and an endeavor to that it was the duty of the Governmont to take steps to
place them in the wrong in the country at large. I used cariy out the temperance legislation on the Statute-booli,
to be frightened occasionally at that kind of pettifogging, and that if they could not do so, they overlooked their
but I am net frightened any longer. J intend to do what duty. le spoke for hours in that strain, and cited authori-
J consider best in the matter, and will loave the country to tics home and abroad, to prove that such was the duty of
judge of my action, as it has judged of my actions in the the Government; and whon ho was asked te accept a seat
past. I am not afraid of my record. The hon. member for in the Government, it was his duty, if ho bolieved in the
Brome (Mr. Fisher) tried to throw odium on the Govern- principles ho had taught for years, to say: yes, I
ment because of the Order in Council that they passed. agre. with you on general principles, but unless
The Ontario branch of the Alliance wished what? They you are prepared to accept the principles I lay
wished to have the fines disposed of in a certain way. They down on this great moral question, which is above ail
put their petition before the Government; there were others, I cannot join you. Ho did not do that, but ho
other petitions and representations before-the Government swallowed his temperance principles in order to take a seat
on the same subject, and the Government, on considering on the Treasury bouches. What dces the hon. gentleman
the whole matter, )assed an Order in Council which say tc-day when a proposition is made laying down the
placed the fund on its proper basis. It is the county and principle that it is the duty of the Government to amend
it is the city that has to do with the law and that puts and carry out the law of the land ? Ho says : I will not
it in force. It is the county and the city which vote for that, because, forsooth, it might be construed into,
must bear the onus of carrying out the law. It is the or the Government might say il was, a vote of want of con-
municipality which alone has power to bring the law into fidence. The hon. gentleman knows lis leader bas not said
and take it out of force. It is they who roceive the funds so. It is perfectly competent for the leader of the Govern-
which arise from the enforcement of the law, according te ment now, as leaders of Governments have done in times
the Government's decision, and which are to be applied past, if ho believes in the principles embodied in the resolu-
in order to carry out the law. That was the proper prin- tion, te say that ho accepte it. I remember reading, a few
cip!e, and my hon. friends must be aware that although years ago, when the hon. member for East York (Mr.
gei.tlernen in Ontario may have wanted that moncy to be Mackenzie) was leader of the Government, that on an
placed in the bands of the Provincial Government, there amendment being made to the motion to go into Supply,
were gentlemen, just as strong and good temperance men, that the flouse should take up instead the boundary ques.
in other Provinces, who did net want the money te go into tion, the proposition was accepted by the then leader
the hands of the Provincial Legislatures, but to remain in of the Government. He did net treat it as noces-
the hands of the municipal authorities, who alone have full sarily a vote of want of confidence, because it was
control over the operation of the law. Under all these moved as an amendment te going into Supply, but
circumstances, I intend te vote against the amendment of whon the principle was one of which ho approved, ho
the bon. gentleman. -When the Bill which is te be proposed, accepted it. Therefore, the attempt made by the former
when the measure which is to be brought before the House temperance advocate, now the Minister of Marine, to move
as an outcome of the recognized sentiments of the country, bis followers to vote against this amendment, on the
is laid before us, you will find just where I stand upon it; ground of its being a motion of want of confidence, falls te
but as to this amendment, brought in as it has been, contra- the ground. I wonder if ho agrees in the reason I under-
vening the policy of the temperance men of this country, stood te ho advanced by the leader of the Government,
the policy which they have followed for years past, and viz, that ho was net aware this Act required amendment
made with a motive apparent to any one who studies out at all. The leader of the Government said ho had been
its object, I shal oppose it. looking at the returns of those imprisoned and the fines

collected under the Act, and he failed to sec from any of
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.1.) Whether the hon. gentleman had these evidences there were any defects in the Act at ail. If

good grounds for charging that my hon. friend for Bothwell the hon. the Minister of Marine does not understand from
and those acting with him were prompted by a new access of that, that the Government will net amend the Act but
zeal for temperance or not, is a question which can be fair- are perfectly satisfied with it, then bis understanding falls
ly debated. I must say that since I have had the honor of far short of what it used to be. What means the recom-
a seat in this House, I have always seau my hon. friend mendations made, year alter year, by the Alliance ? L it
moving, speaking, and working in the one direction as re- ail a farce ? Are they morely playing with the question
gards temperance; but whether that charge can be brought when they come te the House year after year, and
against my bon. friend and bis supporters or not, it is per- say that the great experiment connected with prohi-
fectly apparent that the charge cannot be made against the bition, contained in the Scott Act, bas not been sue-
bon. Minister of Marine, that ho ha got any new zeal in cessful, because that Act is defective in certain respects ?
the temperance cause. 1 The Minister of Marine says, you put that Act on the
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Statute-book with all its defects. The hon. gentleman
knows full well that, when the Act was put there by the
Government of the hon. member for East York (Ur.
Mackenzie), it was put there as a tentative measure, he
knows that at the time it embodied the best views and the
best wishes of the temperance people of that day; he knows
that it was fought by the opponents of the temperance
cause from court to court, ho knows that some courts held
It to be unconstitutional and that it was years before the
attempts made to set aside that Act in the courts of law
were epded, because lhe law was declared by the Privy
Council to be constitutional and right. Then, after that
law was declared to be constitutional, the hon. gentleman's
friends came into power. Its defects became apparent from
year to year, and the Dominion Alliance, of which ho las
been a member, presented those defects to this louse from
time to time. He as seen private members struggling for
years in the uselees effort to try to amend those defects,
and, sitting there as a supposed reprosentative of
the temperance people and as their supposed mouth-
piece in the Government, he has been silent and las
never pretended to say : We will settle this matter,
we will amend these defects, we will put an end to this
farce by the strong hand of the Government laying hold of
theee amendments and making them law. If the hon. gen-
tleman was sincere in the statements he made some years
ago in regard to the great importance of this matter, he
would not have acted in this way ; and he knows fuiL well
the course which ought to be followed when a junior mem-
ber or anyother member of a Government differs from his
leaders on a matter of such importanci. Ho is not pr pared
to take that course, but he is willing to let the temperance
legislation slide in the future as it has slid in tho past; and
I am afraid that the attempts, the abortive attempts, which
the hon. member for Lanark (Mr. Jamieson) is making in
this matter from year to year will fait, and, if they do fail,
upon the Minister of Marine and upon those who have
claimed to be the leaders of the temperance party in this
House let the respensibility fall. I could not understand
the leader of the Hlouse when ho said that, because this is a
great moral question, the Government should shirk its
responsibility in relation to it. Have not the Government
a right to deal with great moral questions ? Why, if there
was anything which the Minister of Marine threshed out
in this louse, it was the contention that, because
this was a moral question, the Government were bound
to take it up. Because it was a moral question, be-
cause great moral truths were involved, the party which
alone lad the power to carry it into effeçt, was. the
party to take hold of it. Tho hon. gentleman -bas fallen
from grace. Ho says now that ho will not be a .party to
what he calls pettifogging legislation, In the first place,
cJming from a member of the Government especially, that
was unparliamentary language, and he should have with-
drawn it; but I want to know on what ground ho dares to
charge that the hon. member who moved this amendment
was not sincere. Was ho not one of those who were ad-
visers of Hie Excellency as members of the Government,
who put this law on the Statute-book, and las he not
spoken bore every year in favor of every amendment which
bas been proposed to improve that Act ? Has there been
any occasion on which he as not recorded his vote in
favor of what are popularly called temperane" measures,
and in the face of a l that, the hon. gentleman who las
turned hie cot says, I will not follow you, because I do not
believe your motives are right. Why, Mr. Speaker, he is
the last man in this House who should talk about motives.
Re is one who was once the apostle of temperance, and now
is-I was going to say, if it were parliamentary to do so-
its apostate.

Mr. HAGGART. It is not my intention to diseuse whe-
ther it is expedient to introduce amendments to the Soott

Mr. DAviEs (P.B.I.)

Act or not. I interrupted the hon. member for Brome (Mr.
Fisher), when he said that crime h ad not increased in Scott
Act counties, and that figures would prove it. I said itwas
not so, that Iknew that crime bad increased iin the county
I represent. I understand that, when I was absent, the
member for Elgin (Mr. Wilson) quoted statisties to show
that crime had not increased in the county of Lanark. I
was not bere at the time, and, of course, did not hear his
remarks, but I stat3 plainly and openly that it is known to
my constituency, and known to that section of the country,
that crime has increased. I do not know what the returns
are under the Criminal Statistics Act, but I do know that
the gaol of the towr in which I live is full. I know that
trials before the magistrate have increased to an extent
never before known in the constituency ; I know that
trials are continuously taking place from week to week ;
I know that parties are brought up, sorne of whom
are convicted and some not, for infringements of the
Scott Act; but what I state openly is that crimes of
other kinds, offences against morality, and against the law,
and against everything that is good in the community-
perjury, divisions amongst people who ought to be friendly-
are greatly on the increase. 1 consider the present time
inexpedient for the discussion of the question whether it is
proper that amendments should be made to the Scott Act
or not, or whether it is necessary that a prohibitory law
should be enforced or not, &Iy hon. friend the member for
North Lanark (Mir. Jamieson) intends to introduce a Bill
to make the Scott Act more effective if possible, and I
shall tako an opportunity, when that comes up, to speak as
to the expediency of a prohibitory liquor law, and as to
whether the Scott Aut, as now in force, tends to the rora!-
ity of the community, or is botter for the community in
which it is in force.

House divided on amendment of Mr. Mille (Bothwell)

YiAs:
Messieurs

Armstrong, Gillmor,
Bain (Wentworth), Guay,
Barron, Hale,
Beausoleil, Holton,
Bernier, Innes,
Bourassa, Jones (Ealifax),
Bowman, Kirk,
Brien, Landerkin,
Burdett, Lang,
Oartwright (Sir Rich.),Ibangelier (Montm'cy),Casey, Laurier,
Casgrain, Livingston,Davies, Lovitt,
Doyon, Macdonald (Buron),
Edgar, Mackenzie,
Eisenhauer, MeIntyre,
Ellis, McNMillan (Huron),
Fisher, Mills (Bothwell),
Geoffrion, Mitchell,

Amyot,
Audet,
Bain (Soulanges),
Baird,
Bergeron,
Bowell,
Boyle,
Brown,
Bryson,
Cameron,
Carling,
Uarpenter,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Ohapleau,
Dhiaholm,
Chouinard,
Cimon,
ochrane,

lockbra,
lJolbyt

NAys:

Messieurs
Ferguson (Renfrew),
Ferguson (Welland),
Foster,
Freeman,
Girouard,
Godbout,
Gordon,
Guilbault,
Guillet,
Haggart,
Hall,
Hendereon,
Hesson,
Hickey,
Hudspeth,
.jamieson,
Joncau,
Joues (Digby),
Krnny,
Kirkpastrok,

Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Préfontaine,
Purcell,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Rowand,
Ste. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Turcot,
Watson,
Weldon (St John),
Wilson (Elgin),
Wright, and
Yco.-57.

Mara,
Masson,
Mills (Annapolis),
Montague,
O'Brien,
Patterson (Essex),
Perley (Ossiniboia),
Perley (Ottawa),
Pope,
Porter,
Prior,
Putnam,
Reid,
Robillard,
Rosm,
Royal,
Rykert,
Bearth,

aman;
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Costigan, Labrosse, Smith (Ontario),
Goughlin, Landry, Temple,
Coulombe, Langevin (Sir Hector), Thérien,
Couture, Laurie Thompson,
Ourran, Macdoiald (Sir John), Tupper (Sir Charles),
Daly, Macdowall, Tyrwhitt,
Daoust, McCulla, Wallace,
Davin, M.eDonald (Victoria), Ward
Davis, McDougald <Pictou), Weldon (Albert),
Dawson, McDougall (U. Breton), White (Uarlwell),
Denison, McKy, White (Renfrew),
Desaulniers, M cKeen, Wilmot,
Desjardins, Mc.elan, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Dessaint, McMillan (Vaudreuil), Wilson (Lennox),
Dickinson, MeNeill, Wood (Birockville),and
Dupont, Madill, Wood (Westm'd).-109.
Ferguson (Leeds & G.),

Amendment negatived.

Mr. JONCAS. The hon. member for Rimouski (Mr.
Fiset) has not voted.

Mr. FISET. I paired with the hon. member for TémiE-
couata (Mr. Grandbo's).

Motion agreed to, and House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I only propose to take a
single vote, after which the Committee will rise, as I believe
it is not intended that the House should meet to-night.

Governor General's Secretary's Office................... $9,750

Sir RIOHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a little in-
crease bore.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are four statutory
incieases.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MICDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know

from the Minister of Finance whether he proposes to pur-
sue the same practice that we have heretofore pursued,
that is to say, to take the separate estimates up in due rota-
tion, unless he gives notice the day before that he intends
to depart from it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes; the practice of last
year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then it is understood
that we tako them up in rotation, and if for any reason you
want to change, you will give us notice.

Sir CRIARLES TUPPER. Quite so.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 7th Mareh, 1888.

The SPzAKu took the Chair at Three o'cloek.

PRAYERS.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the House
that I have received notification of a vacancy in the repre-
sentation of the Electoral District of the West Riding of
the County of Hastings, by the decease of Alexander
Robertson, Esq., and I have issued my warrant to the Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery to make ont a new writ of eleo-
tion for the said electoral district.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 25) to confirm the charter of incorporation of
the Great Nortb-West Central Railway Company.- (Mr.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 26) to confirm a certain Agreement made be.
tween the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada, tho
Canada Southern Railway Company, and the London and
Port Stanley Railway Company, and a certain Agreement
made between the London and South-Eastern Railway
Company and the Canada Southern Railway Cûmpany.-
(Mr. Small.)

HORSE BREEDING IN CANADA.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the pamphlet intituled
"Horse Breeding in Canada." has been translated into
French, printed and distributed in like numerical propor-
tion with the English edition to mnembers of this House
who take an interest in the subject. If not, is it the inten.
tion of the Government to cause the same to be so distributed,
and when ?

Mr. CARLING. The pamphlet entitled " Horse Breed.
ing in Canada,' lias been translated, and I expect it will
be distributed to members in a few days.

MILITARY BOOKS.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) asked, Is it the intention of
the Govern ment to publish a French edition of the following
official books:-1. The Field exorcises now in force; 2. The
Musketry iistructions now in force; 3. Tho Regulations
and Orirs for the à1ilitia of Canada, 18S7. Ai d whîen
shall such French editions be published and distributed for
the use of the Force ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON (Translation). The printing of
the French translation of the drill hand-book,
School, ad the by-laws and orders for the use of the Canada
militia, was bogun in 1881. Owing to a misunderstanding
between the translator and the Department, it was discon-
tinued for a time. Since thon a new edition of these works
has appeared in England, and the Department bas made
arrangements to have a translation dono in the course of
the piosent year.

WATER FOR THE QUEBEC DRILL SHED.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) asked, Is it the intention of
the Government to supply the drill shed at Quebec with
the water necessary for the use of officers and men and for
the improvement of the ground which serves as a paving;
and will this water be supplied iu time to enable the several
volunteer corps to perform the yearly drill which they are
now empowered to make ?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON (Translation). The intention
of the Government is to supply the drill shed with the
water necessary for the use of officers and men and for the
improvement of the ground which serves as paving. But
as the Government have not yet determined on the etablish-
ment of a corps of marines, their yearly drill cannot be
held in those waters.

VETERANS OF 1837.

Mr. PUROE LL asked, Whether the Government have
reconsidered their objections to granting pensions to the
veterans who served the Crown in 1837, and whether they
intend to make provision therefor in the Estimates for the
present Session?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. It is not the intention of the
Government to make provision in the Estimates for the
voterans who served the Crown in 1837.

1888. 86
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POST OFFICE AT EIGHT ISLAND LAKE, N. S.

Mr. KIRK asked, Has a post office been established at
Eight Island Lake, in the county of Guysborough, N.S.,
agreeably to the request of the people of that district ? If
not, is it the intention of the Government to establish one ?
If so, when ?

Mr. McLELAN. Instructions have been given to establish
that office.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY SECTIONS IN
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Sir RICHARiD CARTWRIGIIT asked, What is the total
amount claimed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
for work done, or required to be done by them on the
several sections of the Canadian Pacifie Railway con-
structed by Government in British Columbia, in order
to bring the road up to the proper standard alleged to have
been agreed on ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In the absence of the
Minister of Railways, I may say that no amount was sug.
gested.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In that claim

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No.

THE COLLECTION OF CRIMINAL LAWS.

Mr. RINFRET (for Mr. CROQUETTE) asked, Whether it is
the intention of the Government to furnish to members ol
this louse who make application therefor, the collection
of Criminal Laws ?

Mr. THOMPSON. lit is the intention that the volume
in question shall be distributed in the way the statutes have
ordinarily been distributed.

TIGNISH AND MIMINEGASHI BREAKWATERS, P.E.I,

Mr. PERRY asked, Is the Government aware of the
amount of damages done to the Tignish and Miminegash
Breakwaters, in Prince Edward Is!and, by the storrms in
the fall of 1887 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH P.E.I.

Mr. PERRY asked, Is it the intention of the Government
darmng the present Session to place a sum in the Estimates
to meet the sum of $5,000,000, or any part thereof, as com-
pensation to Prince Edward Island, for non-fulfilment of the

rms of Confederation on the part of the Government of
Canada, with respect to continuous efficient steam commu-
nication with the mainland, as asked for in a Joint Address
of both branches of the Legislature of Prince Edward
Island, during the Session of 1884 ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It ie not the intention of
tho Government.

ST. JOHN HARBOR.

Mr. ELLIS asked, Has Mr. H. F. Perley, of the Public
Works Department, who was sent to St. John early in 1887
to confer with the Board of Trade of that city as to certain
siaggested improvements in the harbor there and along the
harbor front, made a formal report upon the improvements
proposed and upon the conferences which ho held with the
parties interested ?

erley has not yet boen1
la a position to make a fornal report,

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. P

DUTIES ON LOGS.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, What amount of duty
bas been collected during the past year up to 1st January
last, upon pine and spruce logs, shingle bolts, cedar and
pine, and cedar logo, in the Provinces of Ontario, Quebec
and New Brunswick respectively ? -

Mr. BOWELL. The amount of duties collected and the
articles embraced in the question of the hon. member for
St. John are as follows: From Ontario, pins logs, $10,643.82;
spruce logs, $3; shingle bolts, 888.50. From Quebec there
was no export duty collected on pine logs; on spruce logs,
818,397.88; no duty upon shingle bolts. New Brunswick,
Do duty on pine logs; 88 on spruce loge, and 8272 on
shingle bolts. There was no duty collected on oedar loge.

THE LOBSTER INDUSTRY.

Mr. FLYNN moved for:
Report or reports of the Commissioners, or any member thereof, ap-

parnted to enquire into the condition of the lobster industry of theMaritime Provinces.

Mr. FOSTER. The documents asked for by this motion
are already printed and are being bound. They will be
laid on the Table of the House in a few days. Under the
circumstances the hon, gentleman might as well withdraw
hie motion.

Mr. FLYNN. In view of this statement, I consent.
Mr. KIRK. I hope, however, there will be no delay in

laying those reports on the Table. This matter is of vital
importance to many thousands of people in the Maiitime
Provinces, and they are very anxious to know upon what
grounds and upon whatreasons the Government have actcd
for restricting the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces-
a large proportion of whom are engaged in the lobster
fishery industry-to two months or six weeks in order to
enable them to procure food for the whole year. For that
reason I sincerely hope we will not be left without those
reports for any length of time.

Mr. FOSTER. No doubt the speech of the hon. gentle-
man will facilitate the bringing down of those reports much
moe speedily than would otherwise be the case.

Motion withdrawn.

COMMERCIAL INTERCOURSE WITH THE
UNITED STATRS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In accoi-dance with the
understanding arrived at yesterday across the floor regard-
ing this resolution (on largest possible freedom of commer-
cial intercourse between the Dominion of Canada and the
United States), I move that this resolation, which was the
First Order of the Day for to-day, be made the Firit Order
for Wednesday, the 14th instant, after Questions. I think
that will bring it up in due form.

Motion agreed to.

THE FISIERIES TREATY.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER presented a Message from His
Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as follows:-

LANDmows.
The Governor General transmits to the House of Commons, a copy of

the Fishery Treaty between Great Britain and the United States, in
relation to the fisheries of Canada and Newfoundland, signed at
Wasbingtq4q on the fifteenth day of February, 1888; and the Protocole
cf the vaions conferences, °tgether with the Protocole from the British
pleniotmntexceinge toyearn make a temporary arrangement for a
1 uatod flot exowding two yem inta od«r to affSd a mosa viundi pid-.
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ing the ratification of the Treaty, and the protocol of the Americau
plenipotentiaries expressing their satisfaction with the modus vivendi
communicated by the British plenipotentiaries.

GoVERNMENT HOUsE,
OTTAWA, 5th Iarch, 1888.

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to be
able to inform Ihe House that I have obtained from Sir
Lionel West and from Mr. Bayard their consent to lay
upon the Table of the House the proposals made by the
British plenipotentiaries, and the reply of the United States
plenipotentiaries to those proposals, in regard to greater
freedom of commercial intercourse between the two coun-
tries. These are now being printed and will be placed im-
mediately in the hands of evory member. I may, perhaps,
be permitted to read this proposai and the answer. The
following is the proposai from the British plenipotentiaries:

"That with the view ot removing ail causes of difference in connec-
tion with the fisheries, it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries
that the fishermen of both countries ehall have ail the privileges en-
joyed during the existence of the Fishery Articles of the Treaty of
Washington, in consideration of a mutual arrangement providing for
greater freed om of commercial intercourse between the United States
and Canada and Newfoundland."

The answer to that proposal is in the following terms:-
d While continuing their proposal heretofore submitted-on the 30th

ultimo,-and fully sharing the desire of Her Britannic Majesty's plent-
potentiaries ta remove ail causes of difference in connection with the
fi5heries, the American plenipotentiaries are constrained, after careful
consideration, to decline ta ask from the President authority requisite
to consider the proposal conveyed to them on the 3rd instant, as a
means ta the'desired end,-because the greater freedom of commercial
intercourse so proposed would necessitate an adjustment of the present
tariff of the United States by Congressional action, which adjustment
the American plenipotentiaries consider to be manifestly impracticable
of accomplishment through the medium of a treaty under the cireum-
stances now existing.

I Nor counM the American plenipotentiaries admit that such a mutuál
arrangement as is proposed by Her Britannie Majesty's plenipoten-
tiaries could be accepted as constituting a suitable basis of negotiation
concerning the rights and privileges claimed for American fisbing ves-
sel.. It still appear3 to the American plenipotentiaries ta be possible
ta find an adjustment of differeaces by agreeing on an interpretation or
modification of the Treaty of 1818, which will be honorable ta both
parties ani remove the present causes of complaint, ta which end they
are now-as they have been from the beginning of this conference-
ready ta devote themselves."

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT. May I enquire of the
Minister of Finance whether those comprise all the papers
and details that ho is able to bring d.wn ?

Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. These papers comprise every-
thing regarding the trade relations between the two coun
tries, or regarding any proposai of the nature of a reci-
procal or tariff arrangement; and they comprise ail the
papers which it is in my power to lay on the Table of the
House.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) The hon. gentleman, the other
day, spoke of a lengthy argument which ho submitted to
the Commission in support of the proposition laid before
them, and he said ho hoped to be able to lay that argument
before the House together with the proposition.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not say anything of the
kind.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon, gentleman did, I under.
stood him to say, present a lengthy argument in support of
the proposition. He certainly said that.

SirCHARLES TUPPER. No; whatIstated to the fHouse
was that it was a question whether the protocols should con-
tain the proposalis and counter-proposals, or the proposals

and the replies of the other Bide, an], in addition, the lengthy
arguments on var ious points that were submitted to the
conference. I had always supposed that even a formal
protocol would contain the proposals and counter-proposals,
but it was a question whether those papers whieh were
submitted by both sides, embodying lengthy arguments on
various questions, would also form part of it. But I did
not state that I expected to lay those papers on the Table,
because it had been decided after I left Washington that
the papors should include mercly the formai protocols,
which were considered by the American and British
Plenipotentiaries still remaining in Washington to be simply
the dates of meeting and adjournment, contrary to what I
understood the format protocols would contain. I assumed
that they would contain, at all events, the proposals and the
answers of both sides.

Mr. MITCHELL. I prosume that in addition to that
written protocol, some considerablo discussion must have
arisen between the hon comrnmissio-er and the gentlemen
representing the American interests on that occasion; and
it would be very satisfactory-because these protocols con-
tain practically very little-if the hon. commissioner felt
himself at liberty to inform the House what lie meant by
those trade relations-whother he meant trade in natural
products or whetber he included certain classes of manufac.
tured articles. That is a point which, if ho is at liberty to
tell it, I would very much like to be informed upon,in view
of the discuision which is to come up on Wednesday next.
Of course i do not wish him to Fay or do anything that will
embarrass the fishery question, but I think the country
would very mueb liko Lo kwb oer, in the proposition
the hon. gentleman made, there was anything more than is
described in general terms in the papers as a mutual
arrangement for promoting greater freedom of commercial
intercoure between the United States and Canada. That,
of course, is a very vague expression ; it may mean a great
deal or it may mean very little; and if ho is at liberty to
tell us the exact details of what he proposod to cover by
these terms, I think the country would feel relieved.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend will see, if ho
looks at those terms, that ther is noLbing vaguo about
them. The pro posal was a bald prop>l to umeet the settle-
ment of the existing difficulties between the two countries by
an arrangement for greater fieedom of commercial inter-
course between Iho two countries. That proposal was made
in the most broad and general terms, and the bon. gentleman
will see that it was then open to the United States plenipo.
tentiaries to say, " Well, we wilt discuss that question witlb
you ; what greater frecdom do you ask in or der to remove
those difficulties ?" But we never reached the point as to
the extent to which that freedom of commercial intercourse
would go, because we were met by a categorical refai on
the part of the United States plenipotentiaries to entertain
the question of trade arrangements at al], and for the reason,
which they aesigned, that both the House of Representa.
tives and the Senate of the United States, in Congress, had
determined that they would not permit any treaty arrange.
ment with any other country which should interfere with
the uncoritrolled power of Congress to deal from day to day
with the tariff. So that my hon. friend wili sce that instead
of our putting any specifie Iproposal before the United
States commissioners, we placed the question before them
in the broadest terms, so that if they were willing to enter-
tain it, however extended or however narrow, we could
then discuss it. But we were met, as ho will observe, by a
categorical refusal on the pat t of the United States com-
missioners to entertai n the question at ali-not becanse they
were indisposed to tiko up the question, but because it
would be impracticable to deal with it in that way owing
to the attitude of Congress. And the hon. member for
Queen's, Princ Edward Island (Mr. Davies), who asks
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whether there were lengthy discussions, will, 1 tbink, find
the answer in the statement I have laid before the House,
purporting to have been made by PResident Angell of
Michigan University, one of the United States plenipoten-
tiaries, in which he declared that a great dear-l of time was
consumed by the determined effirts of lier Majesty's pleni-
potentiaries to obtain reciproct I trado arrangements, and
that the United States plenipotentiaries told them over and
over again that it was utterly irnpossible for them to deal
with the question in that way.

Mr. M[TCHELL. The very statement which the hon.
gentleman has made shows that what I have all along sus-
pected is very likely to have been the case. He admits
that President Angell made the statement that a very large
amount of time had been taken up by the determined
efforts of the Canadian commissioners to get a trade ar-
rangement. I never had a doubt that the hon. gentleman
would use every means at his disposal to induce the Ameri-
can commissioners to consent to it; but when lie was met
by the bald refusal at the outset to deal with it, on the
ground that the commissioners had no power to deal with
that question, but only the Congress of the United States,
I cannot conceive how those continued negotiations and
that pressure of arguments on the part of the hon. gentle-
man could have been kept up and maintained. That is the
point. I value the abilities and efforts of my hon. friend
opposite, very much more than he might suppose, by the
bald statement he has laid before this House, and I fail to
see how every effort could be used, because ho could not be
continually repeating what I cail a very bald demand for
a mutual arrangement for pianotiLig greater freedom of
commercial intercourse; and I cannot conceive that days
and days would be taken up by a repetition of that bald
statement. I could quite understand the hon, gentleman
stating at considerable length and in detail the proposals
that Canada was prepared to make. I do not want to em-
barrass the hon. gentleman, but I think it is due to this
House and to the country that if such arguments were
used, whether they are contained in the protocols or not, we
should b. informed whether the proposals were oonfined to
natural productions, or whether theyextended to the larger
and more desirable arraigement of opening up reciprocal
markets for the manufactures of both countries. That is
what I want to get at if we can. I do not know that we
will be able, as perhapts the hon. gentleman is not at liberty
to tell us at this stage, but I would Ike to know what is
the extent of these proposed trade arrangements, and what
were the offers made. They may not be contained in the
protocol; but if the hon. gentleman, in lis capacity as
commissioner, made specific offers, I should think we are
entitled to know what these offers were.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. gentleman whetted our curiosity
very much on Monday by referring to the minute state.
ments of which he has spoken. In the first place, he eaid
there were formal proposals and counter proposals made on
both sides; and in the second place, there were elaborate
arguments sustaining the views on both sides.

borate papers and arguments, as the hon. gentleman has said,
sustaining the views on both sides. After baving been given
this peep into the penetralia of the Commission Chamber,
we are naturally curions to hear what these elaborate
papers and arguments were, and whether they contain
specifie proposals or not. It is quite impossible to suppose
that a discussion could have taken place without specific
proposals having been submitted on either side; and before
we can intelligently discuss the matter here, we ought to
know what our representative proposed. i beg leave to
withdraw the motion for the adjournment of the House.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Office of the Receiver General, Halifax. ....... $10,000

Sir CRAiRLES TUPPER. Thero is no specific reduction
in this. The item is simply as large as was the expendi-
ture.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Is not the work on the Halifax
branch larger than on any other branch in the Dominion ?
I think the receipts and payments are very much larger in
that branch, and the Assistant Receiver-General there is
hardly paid as well for his services as those in other places.
The hon. gentleman should remember that.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No doubt that is true, but I
have taken the same amount as that which-was expended
last year. It is not proposed to increase the amount.

Auditor~and Assistant Receiver-General, Winnipeg..$9,600

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Here is a considerable
increase.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. At Winnipeg, owing to a re-
adjustment of the salaries and the increased cost of manage-
ment, a larger amount is required than was asked last year.

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHT. I could not exactly
catch what the hon. gentleman said as to the necessity for
the inr o'se, but I understood he said there was more work.
In what way was there more work ? There is not, I should
suppose, any very large increase of business, and the salar-
ies at Winnipeg were made large some years ago in consid-
eration of the alleged additional expense of living.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think there was an addi-
tional officer required at Winnipeg.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHET. How does that come
about ? &nd who is the additional officer ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. I will make a memorandum
and give the hon. gentleman the information.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope we will be
given the information when we next take up Supply, because
Ià s5 juuts cUUVeUIe, L> Wait, for concurrence, in Viuw 01 ileI

Mr. SPEAKER. There is no question now before the way in which concurrence is generalty rnshed through.
House and no discussion can go on. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No; I will give it at the next

Mr. CASE Y. There is just as much question as there has sitting.
been for the last lew minutes. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Tle hon, gentleman

Mr. SPEAKER. There has been simply explanations. las ket a very excellent example in bringing down bis Fsti-
mates, earlier than any of lis prodecessers did-as early, I

Mr. CASEY. I will then move that the House adjourn, believe, es I did myself. I hopo li wilI alse follow my
and I make this motion simply for the purpose of reading, exampie by giving a reasonablo Urne for the consideiation
what the hon. gentleran said on Monday in regard to this of tho items in concurrence. I do net thitk that our habit,
question. There wero proposals ini the roug h, and there which las provailed for someyears backofrushigthrough
wei e foi miai proposali in which these rough proposals were, concurrence, semetimes at a single sitting, jeither decor-
after some discussion, boiled down, and then there were elab. eus in itself or niglt for the lons. te indulge in, and .trust

Sir CHARAREs TTuppUN i i
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that the hon. Minister will make a note of that. I under-
stand that, when next we go into Supply, he will give the
information with reference to this particular item ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPILR. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. On thatunderstandiug

I will let it go. I see that in the country savings banks in
New Brunswick, Nova Seotia and British Columbia, you
are making a reduction of 81,000. Are any of these offices
shut up ?

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. We are transferring, as far as
we have the opportunity, the savings banks under lthe con-
trol of the Finance Department, to the Post Office.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGEJT. Do I uncLerstand that
the Minister intends te completely abrogate the savings
banks under the control of thé Finance Department?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As far as we find it prae
ticable. Of course, in some cases, it is not praoticable.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Howfar does the hon.
gentleman think that can be done ?

Sir CHARLiES TUPPER. There are some cases in which
ià cannot be done. In some cases a postmaster may be a
very good postmaster, but ho may not be adapted for the
management of a savings bank. As far as it is practicable,
it is our policy to dispense with savings banks in conneotion
with the Finance Department.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I dare say that will
work well. At ail events, it will be better to have these
under one head. About how much bas the hon. gentleman
in the country savings banks, apart from the amount at the
credit of the Receiver General ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We agreed to make some
alterations and restrictions in regard to deposits in the
Dominion savings banks, and whether that has effected it
or not, I do niot know, but there bas been a decrease. We
have received 8724,583.35 less from the lst July to the 29th
February, than in the corresponding period of the previous
y car. There is an inorease in the receipts of the Post Office
savings banks in that period amounting to $539,331.14,
1eaving a net dccrease cf $185,232.21 i n that period.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwel.). I would ask the Minister of
Finance what percentage of the moneys received in the
saving banks in these Provinces is taken te pay these
charges. I see that he is asking for 818,000 to pay the
cost of management in these three Provinces. What is the
amount of money received in the saving banks in tbese
Provinces ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman can
hardly expect me te answer that question acress the floor,
but the Public Accounts will give the information.

Mr. M)LLS (Bothwell). The sum is very considerable,
ard I think the hon. gentleman should give the information
to the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If I had known .thatasy
question of the kind would have been asked, I would.have
been ready to give the information.

Mr. MITCHELL. I would like to have some information
iu reference te the commission on the payment of interest
on public debt.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman. will be
glad to find that there is a decrease in that of $534.09. That
arises from the fact that the commission on, the interest
payable in England bas decreased with the diminution of
our funded debt there.

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a commission which we pay
to our agents there?

12

Sir OH ARLESTUPPEIR. No.
-Mr. MITOHELL. To whom is it paid ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is paid to the financial
agents.

Mr. MITCHELL. There are no other agents.nov, are
there ?

Sir CH ARLES3ý-TUPPER. N.

Mr. MITCHELL. Sir John Rose id.not one,. h ?

Sir CHARLIES TUPPER No, hoeis not.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, I am glad to hear that.

Sir RICHIARD CARTWR[GHIT. Liet year I asked the
hon, gentlemanas to what was intended to be done .with
that large amount of sinking fund whioh bas accumulated-
under the old 5 per cent. loan, and h. toid me that the
matter was under negotiation. As I understand, that is
still in our books. We have not written it off on both
sides of our account as yet ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to know
from the hon. gentleman what.he propose todo about that,
and whether the amount of interest on that continues to be
reinvested in the purchase of our various securities ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is so up to the prsut
time.

Sir RICIHRD CARTWRlIGIHU. The hon. Minister will
remember that I expresaed, acros the House, the opinion
which in former times, I expressed to the agents, that I
thought that-sum ought to be completely written off, and
our sinking fund diminished to that exten It is n" A
profitable employment of our funde, and ha the effect of
raising the prices of our own bonds when this large sum is
devoted to the purchase of our own ascurities, As I under.
stand, we have the option of purohasing any securities
under par.

Sr CHARLES TUPPER. We are obliged to purchase
our own securities unless they are above par. The obliga.
tion to purchase our own securities ceases when they are
above par. That is the present arrangement.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What, thon, becomes of
the money ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. âither we muet go on and
invest in Oun own seenrities, which is a. very unprofitable
business at present when they are at the high premiuea.
they are, or the Government would have to become speou-
lators in stocks, neither of which course isideosirable; but if
the hon. gentleman will defer that. queation, I proppse tg

aise it in my financial statement, whon I will discus it,
fully'

Sir RICHARD CARTWMRGMT. iy. tbeway, 1! ppe-
sume ther has hbeen somr corresppndonce on the subjeq‡
4with our financial agent. Will the hon. gentleman beoable
to- bring that dowan?

Sir CHARLES TUPPEl.. I wil loQkeat it aMsee haw
far it can be submitted. I thinkl I will be.able to statethe.
result, at ail events.

Printing of Dominion Notes.......................... $10,000

Sir RICHIARD CARTWR[GWT. Thig, is ratkov au em,
pensive item.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may, say that the amouUa
asked for in provious years bas always been too amali. In
1885.6, the expense was 861,50371; in 1886-7it was
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$37,556.58; so it will be seen a larger sum is absolutely
necessary in order to cover the expense.

Sir RICHARD t ARTWRIGHT. Who does that print-
ing at the present time ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is done by the contractors,
Burland & Co., I think.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon. gent!e-
man give me, or give the Honse, a statement showing
about what quantity of notes of the several denominations
will be obtained with this $40,000? The question, I may
tell him, has been raised, and he probably has seen some
disenssion about it in the papers, as to whether Messrs. Bur-
land & Co. have not been receiving a very much larger sum
than the work could be done for by other parties who are
supposed to be well qualified. That is a point upon which,
perhaps, in another place, we may have some discussion;
b ut, at any rate, the hon. gentleman can tell us, I suppose,
about what quantity of notes, and in what denominations,
an expense of $40,000 might represent.

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R. Yes, I will get that informa-
tion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Do I understand the hon, gentle-
man to say that the contract is from year to year, or for a
term of years ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, It is a contract for a term of
years.

Mr. DAVIES. When will that contract expire ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think it has about four

years to run; but I arm speaking from memory.
Mr. DAVIES. Does it include this last year ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was made previously, I

think. They have had the contract for a long time. I
think a new contract was entered into about two years ago;
but I will get the information. I think it has something
like four years more to run.

Office of the Queen 's Privy Cenneil for Canada ... $25,462 50

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say that there are
iere ten statutory increases of S 5 d, making 8500 ; one at

$25, and two at $30. We have effected a reduction of
$1,050 in differences between the salaries of new and old
appointments; and as there is an increase of $885, the net
decrease is $165.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to agk the hon. gentleman,
who is now Clerk of the Crown in Chancery ? I understood
that the gentleman who held that office had lastyear taken
some other appointment, and that another party had been
appointed. Is that so ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; Mr. St. Onge
Chapleau.

Mr. MILLS. I that the gentleman who was formerly
in the Publie Works Department ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS. 1 understood the hon. gentleman had dis-

missed him from the Public Works Department, for some
reason. Was that dismissal founded upon some misappre-
hension ? Was Mr. Chapleau not an offender, as the Gov.
ernment supposed ? and what reasons had the Government,
after baving dismissed him from one office, for appointing
him to another ofstill greater importance?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not aware he was
dismissed.

Mr. MILLS. Well, Sir, there was a statement given to
the public by the Government organs, if I remember 1

Sir CHARiLEs TUPPER.

rightly, by members of the Government themselves. I
think the Finance Minister will be able to answer that
question. I think, if I remember rightly, that there were
certain charges made-that he had revealed tenders deposit.
ed with the Minister of Railways-that information which
it was necessary should be kept secret, was disclosed, and
was disclosed for a consideration; and that upon that
information the Government had dismissed this indivi
dual. Is that so or not ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I answered that
question already.

Mr. MILLS. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes; I said the gentle.

man was not dismissed.
Mr. MILLS. Then I understand the hon. gentleman is

not dealing candidly with the House, for if that individual
was not dismissed, did not the Government insist upon his
tendering his resignation ? Was he not given a choice
between resigning and being dismissed by the Adminis-
tration ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon, gentleman
will give notice of that question, we will bring down the
information.

Mr. MILLS. I think I am not called upon to give
notice. We are discussing the public expenditure; we have
a right to know how the Government are dealing with the
funds of which they are the trustees on behalf of the coun.
try. We have a right to know whether the Government
are entrusting important public functions to parties whom
they themselves have besmirched ; and if there has been
wrong dore them, I think the House is entitled to know
what the wrong was. Ccrtainly, i think I am entitled to
ask for information on this subject. If there is one thing
which concerns the representatives of the people in Parlia.
ment, I think it is the expenditure of the public money.
Their control over the expenditure of the country is even
more ancient than their control over the legislation of the
country. This is the special function of those who repre-
sent the people, and we are entitled to know who the
Government bas appointed to office. We know that, last
year, in this very office, they proposed to increase the salary
of a man who disregarded the law, who disregarded hie
tolemn obligations, and wronged at least·eighty mem bers on
this side of the House. Now, we understand that another
officialihas been appointed to whom the Government them.
selves gave the choice between resigning and being dis-
missed. I say that full information on that subject ought
to b. given to the House, and any member is entitled to
ask for it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, Mr. Chairman, we
must have a Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. He drawe
the same salary this year as he did last year. The lon.
gentleman says that the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,
the present occupant of that offlee, was dismissed from
another office. J say h. was not dismissed; I say that he
resigned. I say that afterwards he was appointed a sheriff
of the North-West, and that Parliament has been voting
him a salary-

Mr. MILLS. He was sent inte exile.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-in the North-West, and

that on the reorganisation of the administration of affaira in
the North-West, he was legislated out of office, and was
appointed Clerk of the Crown ha Chancery. If theb hon.
gentleman has any charges to bring against that official, J
think h. ought to give notice, and the matter should be
discussed. We have no objection to discuss it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I cannot agree with
the doctrine laid down by the First Minister. No place i&
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more fitting than Committee of Supply te diseuss charges
made against any man who is in the public service. It has
always been doue, it is the clear right of every member to
do it,and I myself must say that,remembering what occurred
with respect te this gentleman, I cannot but regard his ap-
pointment as a most unfortunate one. There can be no
doubt whatever that his resignation, or his permission te
resign I should say, or bis dismissal was for an offence
against those rules which ought to dominate the Civil
Service, and wae very greatd Nor can there be anything
calculated more to demoralise the Civil Service, more te
degrade the Civil Service,I will add, than the sight of a man
who is known te have deli berately disregarded the obliga-
tions which ought te bind every member ofthe Civil Service,
being promoted te a high office, over the heads of men who
have sustained an unspotted record for a great many years.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am not at all disposed
to object to the hon. gentleman bringing up the matter or
speaking as he bas just spoken, but I say in fairness to the
officer that, after the remarks that have been made, the item
should stand over; because that officer has rights, and we
will regard those rights, and I am sure the hon. gentleman
who has spoken will do so. We must in the meantime have
a Clerk of the Crown in Chancery te issue writs, and he
must have a salary.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I should like to know something
more about this item. It was said at the time, that Mr.
Chapleau was dismissed from the public service. If this
was brought about by asking him te resign, I should like te
know it. If after that had taken place, he was brought back
and appointed to another office, we should know that also.
Then I migLht ask,what has become of the late occupant of that
office, Mr. Pope? Has he been dismissed, or, if not dismissed,
has he been removed ? It was considered by hon. gentlemen
on this side of the Hlouse last year that his offence was
sufficient to caase hie removal from the office of Clerk
of the Crown in Chancery, and to forever remove him
from the service of the country. I believe it is the
duty of the Government and of this House te see that
the officials attend to their duties and perform themn faith.
fully, and not waver either te the right or left, but that in
such an event tho Government will order that thoir services
be dispensed with. A decision should be arrived it as
to the position occupied by the House towards this office.
It is a very important one, for the dignity and privileges of
the House are te some extent placed in the hands of that
officer, and it is therefore important te know if this officer
ias committed a grievous offence against the Civil Service

of which he was amember, and if the offence was se grievous
that the Government asked him te resign. We think, we
are morally certain, that such was the case, and now with-
out any penance being shown on bis part, he is placed in
another position to which large privileges belong; and we
would be violating the obligation we took at the beginning
of this Parliament if we allowed an officer te be reinstated
against whom charges were made, and in reference te which
nothing has been said te palliate or deny. We would like
to know about this matter. We feel we have a duty te per-
form; and if the officer acted unworthily on one occasion, it
is probable that if another occasion presents itself he will
repeat the offeuce, and perhaps in a worse form than
before.

Department of Justice . ............... ...................... $19,925

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In this department there
are five statutory increases of $50 each, and an amount of
$62.50 short estimated lst year, which makes the amount
8312.50, and there is a decrease in the messengers of $60,
leaving a net increase of $252.50.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. Has there not been a
change in the persionn1
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Mr. THOMPSON. Within the last two or three weeks

a new Deputy Minister has been appointed. That is the
only change.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who is the gentleman ?
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Robert Sedgwick.
Mr. MITCHELL. One thing very flattering about this

Department of Justice is, that when they want a really able
and clever man they go to the Maritime Provinces for him.
I am very pleased this course is followed, and I believe Mr.
Sedgwick to be a very able and clever man.

Penitentiaries Branch..... ... -.... ............... $6,150

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is an increase of $400
to Mr. Moylan's salary, a statutory increase,.of 850, and a
new messenger at $300; total increase, 8750.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is rather a heavy
increase to make. Does not Mr. Moylan receive allowances
in addition to bis salary?

Mr. THOMPSON. No allowences except the ordinary
travelling expenses, which are not sufficient, considering
the amount of travelling he has to do, to make any impor-
tant addition to bis salary. His duties, as the hon. gentle-
man knows, are very important, and he has direct super>
vision over a number of wardens who receive a salary
nearly as high as we now propose to give him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see the hon. gentle-
man makes bis salary as large as that of a deputy head.

Mr. THOMPSON. He stands in relation to this work in
the position of a deputy head.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. To my mind we are
appointing too many deputy heads ; and although I do not
object to paying high officers well, I think ai the matter
stands the practical multiplication, which I take this to be,
of deputy heads is likely to lead to some inconvenience.
They will not stop content, they will all be clamoring for
higher salaries. I think, too, looking over these Estimates,
that it is tolerably apparent that we pay pretty high allow-
ances, more than the work is worth, for a great deal of the
purely clorical work done, and I would rather sec purely
clerical work paid at its market value and the higber officers
botter paid.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. Hear, hear.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman is

very apt to take one-half of our advice and not the other.
He is very apt to make the increases, but forgets to decrease
the expenditure at the other end.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a libel.
Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. It may be a libel under

the ancient law, that the greater the truth the greater the
libel.

Mr. MITCHELL. I cannot agree with my hon. friend
that it is not in the public interest to appoint more deputy
heads. When I had the honor of submitting a plan for the
organisation of the Marine and Fisheries Department I re-
commended a deputy head for the Fisheries branch as well
as for the Marine branch, but the proposal was pooh-poohed,
and the department was considered too unimportant to
have those officers. I am glad to find that, in these later
days, the service bas been remodelled in accordance with the
report I then made. Moreover, when the right hon. First
Minister was Minister of the Interior he created four different
branches with four different deputy heads, some of whom
were, I think, a little unnecessary, and the branches might
have been a little amalgamated; but no doubt where there
are different branches in one department, the performance
of the duties of which is inconsistent with the performance
of duties in another branch, it is desirable to soeparate the
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branches under a main head, and therefore I would not ob-
jeet to the increase to the deputy head.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know as a matter of
fact that Mr. Inspector Moylan is very constantly away,
and I fancy but littie of lis time is spent in Ottawa. I seo
in this branch now there is practically but two oficers, an
accountant and a third-clses clerk. And the Minister of
Justice proposes to attach a messenger. That seems rather
A surplusage. They would hardly want a messenger for
dancing attendance on two or three gentlemen ail the time,
one would think.

Mr.THOMPSON. Ever since I bave had charge of the de-
partment and for saome years before there were three messen-
gers; two of them under the hoad of Department of Justice,
and one-ofthem was paid out ofcoctingencies of the Peniten-
tiary branch. Although this appears to be an increase it is
not an actual increase either of the staff or expenditure.
The messenger is not exolusively ut the disposal of the
officials of the Penitentiary branch, but the three messen-
gere are at the disposal of the department for all messages.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I don't observe any
decreaso in the items of contingencies for the Penitentiary
branch, which was $2,250, for 1888, and is also $2,250 for
1889. It seems to me that if the hon, gentleman is taking
$300 which was formerly paid ont of contingencies, he
ought to decrease the contingency by that sum.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. Minister says thatsometime
before he took possession of the department thero were thrce
or four messengers.

Mr. THOMPSON. Three.
Mr. MITCH E LL. I see there is only two in the Depart-

ment of Justice, and-one in the Peniteutiary branch. He
»ow oharges the three men to the Penitentiary branch.

Mr6 THOMPSON. This messenger has been paid hereto-
fore as contingencies of the Penitentiary branch. The three
»Msengers continue to do duty for the whole departinent.
Instad of paying one out of contingencies of the Penitenti-
ary branch, we put it in the Estimates.

Department of Militia and Defence...................... $42,600

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are in this case thirteen
statutory increases of $50, and the difference between the
salary of a first-class clerk from -1,550 to $1,400, that is
4150, leaving an increase of $500.

Mr. EDGAR. I would like to ask how it happons that
the messengers in this department are paid so much more
than in the Dapartmont of Justice ? 'Îhey are paid $500, 1
see, in ihe Militia Department4,and only4$300 in the Depart-
ment of Justice.

Sir ADOIPHR CARON. They may have been a much
longer time there.

Mr. EDGAR. Ail of them?
Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think so; they are ail very

old messeugers, and they are getting lthe maximum of what
is allowed to messengers.

Department of Secretary ofState ............ $31,037 50

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In this case there is promo-
tion from second to first class clerks, $87.50. From third
to second, $100. Ten statutory increases ut $50- $500.
Three at $5, making $75; two at 430, that is $60, making
n ail $822,50. There is leas the diforence in the messenger's

salary, $.00u, and in Mr. Morgan's salary from ehief to
first-class clerk, $600, a decrease of $800, leaving a net in-
orease of $22.50.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. This onu hardly pas
-w4thout some explanation. I ae that Mr. Morgian wa

Mr. MZToauLk.

chief clerk, and that ho is apparently reduced to first-class
clerk. For wbat reason has that been done ? Some expla-
nation ought to be given as to that, I think.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With respect to that
case I would state that there were certain irregularities re-
ported upon by the Secretary of State to the Government
connected with Mr. Morgan's performance of bis duty. It
was considered that those irregularities were not sufficient
in their quality or amount to make it necessary to dismiss
him, but we thought that those irrogularities should be
marked with the disapprobation of the Governmont, and so
bis position was reduced one stop and with thei necessary
complement of reduction of salary,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What were the irregularities ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The irregularities are
contained in rather an elaborate correspondence. I cannot
carry it in my memory sufflciently to venture on an expla-
nation of it. If the papers are wanted they will be brought
down.

Department of Public Printing and Stationery.. $22,620 82

Sir RICH&ARD CARTWRIGHT. Here are a large set
of increases. We should have some explanation.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. In the Department of Print-
ing and Stationery there are seven statutory inereases of
$50, making 8150, and one at $30, and one at 8l5, manking
#3Y5 in all. There is an increase to the deputy of $800
promotion of two clerks from third to second class, one $ l00
and the other $150, $250. Promotion of one first-clas
clerk to chief clerk, 8300, making $1,350 in ail. New
appointments: Three at $3OO, one at $500, one at $800, one
for eight months at $1,400, and one at $1,800, making in
all $6,678.32, less the difference between the late Mr. Rob.
ertson's salary and new appointment, $50, and the late Mr.
Mousseau's-salary of $ 1,262.50, the increase being $5,365.82.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. All this, no doubt, is
connected with the new departure of doing our own print-
ing, I suppose. Perhaps, if the hon. Minister can do so, it
would be as convenient at this time as at any other, to
tell us generally what this is likely to cost, and how it
would compare with our contracts ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. IL is a new branch of the depart-
ment. There is a chief clerk at $1,800-appointed
under the Act for the estabÀishment of a Bureau of
Printing and Stationery-who will be Superintendent
of Printing. A first-class clerk will be assistant at a
yearly salary of $1,400, and there will be Itwo third-
clas clerks, one at $800, who is a new officer; the
other is an officer already in the department, the first wiil
be a typewriter and a special correspondent for the Super-
intendent. In the accountant's brancb, the chief clerk at
$ 1,800 is also appointed under the statute. That officer
formerly occupied the position of first-class clerk, at a
salary of $1,500. I may inform the House that after the
present incumbent, that offoice will be regulated by Order in
Council; but it is proposed not to take away the rights of
an officer who bas been already twenty years in the service.
The second-class clerk was already in the department;
one of the two third-class clorks was before in the depart-
ment, and appears as suppressed in the Queen's Printer's
staff, the other is necessitated by the establishment of the
Department of Printing. The House will observe that in
the department forty-three officers were employed last year,
and forty-one would be entitled to an increase of $50 a year;
but it will be seen that under this arrangement the yearly
increase in the correspondence and registry branch, with
twenty-six employés, is only $22. That has been accom-
plished by transferring some of those officers to this new
branh. The Printing and Stationay Department sahoW
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an increase of about 35,000. That is necessitated by the
establishment of the new department, but the total increase
in the whole department is not more than 83,000, not
counting the statutory increases.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the hon. gentle-
man give us any idea about what will be the sum total
which will bo required for starting this printing establish-
ment, and bow the cost of it will compare with the expen-
diture under the old system ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Ihe cost of the building will largely
exceed my expectations. The officers at the head of the
Departmont of Public Works thought that a building which
would be suited for the work and would be a lasting build-
ing, would cost a good deal more than 1 anticipatod. I do
not believe I exeggerate when I say that even after the
first year, counting the interest on the cost of the building
and the material necessary for establishing the Printing
Department, the expenditure will show a reduction calcul-
ated at $20,000 a year.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Can the Minister of
Public Works tell us what ho expeots that building will
cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I cannot say, but 1 will
give ail the information to the hon, gentleman a little later
on.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We would liko at this
stage to-have some general idea of what this new depart-

nt is to, cosl. 1 observe there is to bo a vote taken of
8 c650'0 for plant, of which about $70,000 is a revote. The
cost of the building I can form no idea of.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When the building is com-
pleted, the whole cost, with heating apparatus, I think will
be $ 140,000 or $150,000 ; but I do not wish to be bound to
these as the exact figures.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I presume we shall
have a further vote for plant, which is already standing us
8165,000, and apparently $58,000 more, amounting to
8220,000 in round numbers, Tudging from old experience,
I suppooe wo may put down 8250,000 for plant and about
8150,000 for the building, making 8400,000. It looks as
if it were going to cost us half a million dollars to start the
experiment. i shall be very glad if the project results in
saving $20,000, but I must confess, I have my doubts about
it.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The plant is not only for the original
projeet, but it will include also what is necessary for the
printing of the voters' lists, and I hope to be in a position
to show to the House that in that item a reduction in
expense will be effected.

Mr. EDGAR. As the hon. gentleman has mentioned the
printing of the voters' lists, can ho give the House any
idea of what the cost of the plant for that work will be ?

Mr. CH APLEAU. I shall give ail the statements in
dotail in due time.

Department of Interior............................ $126,757 50
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are forty-four statutory

increases at $50 each, 82,200; two at $37.50, 875; one at$30, and one at $25, making a total of $Z,3a0. There is one
new third-class clerk at $562.50, raking an increase of
$2,92.50, less 8500 for a messenger, or a net increase of
$2,6J92.50. The Geological Survey Branch-twenty-four
statutory increases at $50, 81,200. Tho total increase is thus
83,592.50, less the difference of 8100 in the salary of one
clerk, which was voted lat year at 81,200 and this year at
$1,100, or a net inorease of 83,4920.

North-West Mounted Police. ......... ........ ..... .... ... $8,580
Sir CHARLES TUPPR R. There are four statutory in.

creases at $50, S200, and one at $30 ; total, 8230.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Where does the comp-

troller reside ?
Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. At Ottawa.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, Is that not rather an

inconvenient arrangement. I should imagine that the
cfficer who has control of the North-West Mounted Police
should be a resident of Winnipeg.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think not. The comp.
troller is a civil officer altogether. Ho is comptroller in
the accountant sense of the word. Ait the payments and
ail the contracts made with respect to the supply of the
Mounted Polico, everything of that kind, the provisions,
everything connected with tho organisation, management
and the maintenance of the force, is attended to here, and,
ex necessitate, there must bo an officer bore to look after
that. The organisation in the North-West is in the hands
of a commissioner, Colonel Herchmer.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIG I. The matter is a question
of departmental management and administration, and 1
asked the question because, prima facie, it would appear to
me that, being at the great distance we are from the head-
quarters of the Mounted Police, unless this officer be kept a
very great portion of bis time on the road, ho could not
propeîly carry out his functions; and it would be a much
botter plan, for the purpose of promoting an efficient inspec-
tion, if the matter could be so arranged, that ho should re-
side in Winnipeg rather than bore.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, but he has nothing
to do with that. He is a civil officer altogeehor.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I understood from the
hon. Minister that ho was largely concerned with the
supervising of the contracts, which are submitted to him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Well, this is a large item

of the exponditure. Quite 8800,000 a year are required for
this erîice, perhaps more. Last year, 1 think, we Fp7nt
$800,000, aund very often we have expended a million. It
looks to me almost as if it would be more advisable in the
public interest to have transferred the comptroller to a
nearer point than Ottawa, if we want him to do his work
efficiently.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. Experience bas shown
that the present system is more advisable. The contracts
are let alter tenders are received. Then tenders are sont
here, and are put in months before the timo when they are
to begin, and there is more immediate supervision by the
comptroller here at headquarters than there could be if he
were up there, We must have an officer here to look after
that machinery, and the comptrollor is th at officer. Just as in
England, the paymaster of ail the forces is in London, to
compare small things with large.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would rather reverse
the comparison and say it was comparing great things to
sma.ll, because, as far as extent of jurisdiction and territory
is concerned, that is greater here than in England. Under
whose control is this officer ? Under tho First Minister's?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman laid down a

different rule attogother with regard to the expenditure neces
sary to be incurred on behalf of the Indians. He complained,
when my hon. friend was in office, that ho tried to centralise
the management of Indian affairs at Ottawa, and held that
the expenditure should be looked after by an offloer on the
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g round. The hon. gentleman, I think, gave that as areason
or entrusting Indian affaira to the Lieutenant Governor of

the North-West Territories to the extent ho did. I would
like to know upon what theory a different rule applies to
the Indian expenditure, from that which applies to the
Mounted Police expenditure. The contracta are let, I
suppose, in the same way, and the supplies are somewhat
similar. The distribution and everything of that sort would
be in the one case about the same as in the other; and it
would be interesting to the Committee to learn why the hon.
gentleman lays down one rule with regard to the supervis-
ion of the supplies for the Mounted Police, and a different
rule with regard to those matters which relate to the De-
partment of Indian Affairs.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. I do not lay down any
rule at all. With respect to Indian matters, I took the
management as I found it left by the bon. gentleman, after
a great deal of care, no doubt. The commissioner for
managing the Indian affairs in the North-West was Mr.
Laird, I think, but he resigned, and, following the system
adopted by the hon. gentleman, we appointed a commis-
sioner in his stead. At that time, in the infant state of
the North-West, we thought it would be extravagant rather
to pay a salary for a Lieutenant Governor of the Ncrth.
West who had only that to do, so we united the two
offices, the office of Commissioner of Indian Affaira and
that of the Lieutenant Governor, with the salary of the
Lieutenant Governor. That system has been continued
ever since; but I do not think it can be continued much
longer. The business has so largely increased there, I
think eventually the two offices will have t o be severed. The
Commissioner of Indian Affairs has a great deal more to do
than the more issuing of tenders for supplies. He is re-
sponsible for the organisation and management of the
whole system, and he has to supervise the acts of all the
Indian agents, so that the two cases are not analogous,
at all.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I was simply talking of the
matter of expenditure in the two cases.

Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. The matter of expendi-
ture, the Superintendent General of Indian AI'airs looks
after, 1 think, very closely. My hon. friend behind me
does, whether I did so or not, and the tenders, as a general
rule, are examined here. All tie important tenders
certainly are. There may be exigencies occasionally, but
I am not aware that there are any, and the hon. gentleman
will quite understand that in a special case, such as starv-
ation for instance, it may be necessary to act promptly on
the spot. The system in respect to the Indian Dapartment,
is just as the hon. gentleman left it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And which you thought all
wrong.

Mr. MITCHELL I recollect, when we were passing the
Estimates last year, I called the attention of the First Minister
to the manner in whiah the estimates were asked for the
supply, not only of the Mounted Police but of the Indian
Department were asked for; and I pointed out the diffi-
culties that existed under the present system, under which
some three or four large monopolista got all the contracts,
and the merchants, traders, and manufacturera in different
parts of the country were prevented from tendering for the
supply of the articles they could furnish. As to the de-
livery of the articles, I suggested that in place of requiring
that they be delivered at the ranges or Indian reserves, they
should be required to be delivered at certain specific points
on the railway. The hon. gentleman said the suggestion
was a good one, but that the department was not quite in
a position to adopt it; that, however, in a year or two it
might be carried ont. I would like to know whether ho
proposes to alter the present arrangements or not ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Eventually, I think the
delivery might be made at certain specified points along
the railway, but I fancy the same state of things exista
now as existed when I spoke last year. It would add
greatly to the expense of a contract, if in the case of supplies
for places 200, 300 and 400 miles away from the places of
the original deposit along the line of railway, there had to
be separate contracts made by the Government with the
contractors to carry the supplies to the various points
throughout the country, from the points along the railway.
The contractor who undertakes to deliver these articles at
the different reserves or the different stations, can always
make cheaper contracts for delivery than the Government
can, as the hon. gentleman can well understand, and
hitherto I think a great saving has been caused by the
pursuance of that system. Of course, with the railway
extension in that country, a different state of things will
obtain, and, whenever the supplies can be delivered near
the places of consumption, the hon. gentleman's plan should
be carried out.

Mr. MITCHELL. That was the same argument which
was used five years ago when I raised this question. Then
we had not the railway in full blast in that country. Now
we have a good many railways in that country; and, in re.
ply to the remarks of the right hon. gentlemen, I may say
that the effeet ofthe present system, which has prevailed
during all the time since the country was opened up, has
been to put the contracts into the hands of two or three
large corporations, such as, the Hudson's Bay Company and
Baker & Co. They have monopolised the whole matter,
the supplies and the transport as well. I have nothing
to say against those corporations. I have nothing to
say against the way in which they do their work. I be.
lieve they have done it well, but, instead of giving these
contracts to large firms, the Government might give con.
tracts for supplies at a distance of 20 or 40 or 100 miles from
the stations, and that more particularly in regard to the
Indian supplies, because the police stations are much nearer
to the railway, except, as I understand, in one place. But,
instead of giving the farmers the right to tender for the
transport of these supplies, it is given to these large corpo-
rations or companies, who become the middlemen between
the Government and the people of the country. In that
case, the profit goes to these large companies which should
be divided amongst the people of the country. Instead of
coats, and boots and shoes, and flour and so on being given
all in bulk contracta to these large companies, the Govern-
ment should give the manufacturers of coats, and the manu-
facturers of clothing, and the other manufacturera who are
in Toronto, Hamilton, Montreal and Quebec and elsewhere,
the opportunity of tendering without making them pay a
tribute to the middlemen, who are the only contractors
that the Government deals with. The right hon. gentle.
man is not quite correct when he says that the facilities for
transport by rail are not such as would meet the suggestion
which I made five years ago, and have made frequently
since. I suppose that three-fourths, certainly two-thirds, of
the supplies which are required by the police and the Indians
can be supplied withiu fifty miles from certain points
on the railway; and I ask, why should this system be car-
ried on, year af ter year, of throwing this amount into the
hands of these monopolista ? 1 have nothîng to say against
.hese corporations. T hope they have made a good deal of
money out of their contracts ; but it is time that it should
be given to the people, that some opportunity should ho
given to them to tender for these supplies, not in bulk, but
in detail.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. As to the Mounted Police,
the supplies are very small in comparison with those of the
Indian Department. They are very small, insignificant, but
a ohange has beu introduoed in that respect in regard to
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the supply of hay, vegetables, and food generally, so that
the people in the neighborhood supply the different Monnt-
ed Police stations by tender. Tenders are asked for in the
immediate vicinity of the police station. As to the Indian
Department, that is quite a different affair. The whole
principle upon which the Government proceeds, upon which
every Government proceeds, is to get its supplies and to
get work of every kind done as cheaply as possible. The
whole principle whioh pervades, for instance, the Board of
Works is that everything should be put up to public tender,
and that the lowest should get it. That is the principle in
the Indian Department. It was when I was the Superin-
tendent General, and I have no doubt it is the principle now
when my hon. friend behind me is the Superintendent
General.

Mr. MITCHIELL. I do not want to protract the discus-
sion, but the hon. gentleman has admitted that he has
adopted my suggestion made some years ago and repeated
since in regard to the police service, and I think he might
adopt the same principle with regard to the Indian Depart.
ment, with good results to the people of this country.

Department of Indian Affairs........ ..... $40,647 50

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are twenty-four statut-
ory increases at $50, $1, 200, one at $37.50, one at 825, one at
$30, one promotion from second to first class, and an increase
in one case, making a total of $2,915 increase. Then there is
a decrease in Mr. Plummer's salary of $1,800 and Mr.
MeKenna, $262.50.

Office of the Auditor General. ................ .. $25,750

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is a considerable
increase here.

Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. There are sixteen statutory in.
creases, making 8800; there is one paid at $500 in 1887-8,
which should be $600; there are two additional clerks to be
provided for, one at $800 and one at $400; a messenger, who
was dropped because he was ill, but has since recovered,
$250 ; -making a total increase of $2,350.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Has the work increased
largely ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Department of Finance and Treasury Board.......... $53,980

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are twenty-two statutory
increases at $50, $1,100; one of 827.50, one of $30, making
81,157.50, less the difference between the salaries of one
officer who resigned and Mr. Sanders, which account for the
total increase of 81,105.

Department of Inland Revenue........................... $41,175

Sir CHA RLES TUPPER. There are nineteen statutory in.
creases at $50, 8950, two at $30, one at $25, making 81,535,
less the salary of Mr. Measam,superannuated,$1,800, making
a net decrease of $765.

Sir RICHARD CA.RTWRIGHP. What were Mr.
Measara's duties ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He was a firet class clerk.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What superannuation

did that gentleman get ?
Mr. COSTiGAN. He got the ordinary allowance under

the Act. I forget the amount.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I see there is one of-

ficer less, a first-3lass clerk. Is it expected that this will
be maintained, or are we to look at a little later date for an
additional first class clerk ? Will these twenty-nine officers
do the work ? Usually speaking, when a man is superan-

nuated, another, or for that matter, half-a-dozen others are
ready to taike his place.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, No, there is to be no increase,

Expenses of the Department of Agriculture.... $51,220

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are nineteen statutory
increases at $50, three at $30; two new chief clorks, one
at $2,250, and one at 81,800; one additional clerk, $400;
one new messenger, 8300; promotion of first class clerk to
chief clerk, Mr. Jackson, $150; promotion of Mr. St. Denis,
8150 ; making $6,900 of increases. Less over-estimate in
1887-8, $75; difference between the salary of a new second
class clerk, Mr. Jarvis, and the estimate of last year, $100.
There are some other reductions, amounting on the whole
to $3,095, leaving a net increase of $3,995.

Mr. MILLS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will tell ns
what these divisions are-the second division, in which a
second class clerk bas been appointed at $1,800, and the
third division, in which a chief clerk has b en appointed at
a salary of 81,800, and the new office of chief clerk of the
Patent division, 82,450. Now, I understand that the party
who was formerly Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, hias
been transferred to this new office of chief clerk of the Patent
division, and that it is, to a certain extent, to be made a
judicial office, with the duties which sometimes devolve upon
the Minister at the head of that department, as Commissioner
of Patents, and that they will hereafter devolve upon
that officer as deputy. l that the case, and is there any fur-
ther increase to this salary contemplated ? Is the chief
clerk of this division to be raised to the rank of a deputy ?

Mr. CARLING. The chief clerk whom the hon. gentle-
man has mentioned just now in the Patent Office, was Mr.
Cambie. He was appointed last year ut a salary of $2,400.
Now we propose to transfer Mr. Pope from another depart-
ment to this department, at the same salary which he bas
been receiving.

Mr. MILLS. How about the other two ?
Mr. CARLING. Mr. Brymner, who was at the maximum

of his class, who has charge of the archives, has been put
into the first class at the minimum salary; Mr. Jackson,
who is also a very efficient officer, is the other clerk.

Mr. MILLS. I suppose we are te understand that the
eminent services of this officer who is now chief clerk of the
Patent Office, performei last year, in his devotion to the
Government, in withholding the returns from being gazetted
of eighty members on this side, are to be recognised in this
kind of a way.

Mr. MITCHELL. I was one of those gentlemen whose
returns were held back by the gentleman who has been
promoted te this position with an increase of salary; and
when a motion to increase his salary was brought down
last year, I objected to giving it to a man who was arraigned
by public opinion, and arraigned by this House, for what
was, and practically, a malfeasance of offica. I say that
such a man ought not to have been transferred to so impor-
tant a position. I have heurd it stated by some one here-
I do not speak from the book, as I do not know whether
the law gives to this gentleman the functions and powers
that were formerly vested in the Minister of Agriculture in
relation te patents, but I say that it would be very unwise
to allow questions relating to patents te come before a man
of that character, involving, as some of them do, hundreds
of thousands of dollais. Why, Sir, there was a case before
the late Minister of Agriculture where he sat for days and
days with some nine or ten of the brightest lawyers of this
country arguing before him, upon a matter in which the
parties could afford to pay these lawyers $25 te 850 a day-
even $250 a day, as my hon. friend beside me (Sir Richard
Cartwright) states. I say that if the statemant of my hon.
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friend -ie true,·that the powers which were formerly vested
in the Minister are to be vosted in that man, arraigned by
public opinion, and by hon, gentlemen on this side of the

ouse, for his misconduct-I say, Sir, that a mistake has
beun committed. I ask if it is right that such great power
should be given to a man with that reputation and with
that record ? I do not think it ii;.

Sir JOHN A. MIACDONALD. The-gentleman, Mr. Pope,
who was put in Mr. Cambie's place, has the powers that
Mr. Cambie had, and no other.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to hear ho has no more.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. State what the duties

are ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Cambie was head of

the Patent Office, but he did not try cases in any way what-
ever.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He advised the Minister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Every employé advises
the Minister at the head of his department, I take it. No,
ho bas strictly executive and administrative duties, 1e h1a
no judicial duties whatever, and the salary is tho same as that
he had when ho was Clerk of the Crown in Chancery. My 1
hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture has given notice
of a Bill for the purpose of appointing a deputy commis-
sioner, who will have no judicial functions; and if the

ouse does not choose to pass that Bill, there will be an
end to it; and if they think there are improper appoint-
mente made under that Bill, then the House eau object to
them.

Mr. MITCHELL. As a public journalist, questions are
brought before me very frequently in relation to the Patent
laws. We know that Mr. Pope made a very serious mie-
take in relation to his duties of publishing the returns of a
great many members of this Bouse-most remarkably, my
oWn, which ho kept back for nearly three weeks; for what
purpose I do not know-whether it was under instructions
or not, I do not know. But if he makes similar mistakes in
the dates of patents, there wili be special benefits conferred
on special individuals. I am satisfied that $100,000 or
$200,000 would not have been any consideration in obtain-
ing a favorable decision in a patent case that came before
the former Minister of Ag:ýculture. If we are going to
give powers to this geLtlernan such as were formerly en-
joyed by the Minister, or exercised by the Minister, it
appears to me we are running a great risk, and I hope Mr.
Pope will not make any mistake in the patents in his charge.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I desire to say further that this
officer was guilty of dereliction of duty, that ho was guilty of
malfeasance in office. This matter was brought before the
attention of the Government. He was also guilty of making
a false statement to the House, a statement that bore on its
face evideuce of falsity, a statement in regard to which it
was ouly necessary to examine the returns to which he re-
ferred to see its falsity; and in the face of the wrong done
to nearly one-half of the members of this House, and known
to the Government, the Government, instead of dismissing
that officer from office, bave undertaken to promote him
They have transferred him fron one office to another, and,
as the Bill shows, it is proposed to give hlm the rank of
Deputy Minister, and impose on him duties of a far more
serious and responbible character than ho has shown him-
self capable of performing in the office ho formerly hold.
I say, if the hon. gentiemen who sit on the Treasury
bouches bad done their duty in this matter, that, without
any motion on the -part of the House, and without any
formai complaint having been made, they would have dis-
miesed that officer; but, instead of dismissing him, they
have undertaken, by his transference, to give him promo-
tion.

Mr. MITcHELL.

1 Mr. EDGAR. Do I understand from the Minister of
Agriculture that the Deputy Minister of Agriculture is to be
relieved of the duties of Deputy Commissioner of Patents?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. EDGAR. Then what is the Bill for ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We will discuss the Bill

when it comes up.
Mr. EDGAR. I think we have a right to ask what the,

policy of the Government is, and I intend to stop here until
I get some answer. What I want to know is this: Whether
the deputy head of the Department of Agriculture, whose
salary is provided by this vote, is to continue to perform the
duties which, under the statute, the Deputy Minister of
Agriculture bas to do, the duties of Deputy Commissioner
of Patents; or whether another officer is to be appointed in
his place ?

Mr. CARLING. I can only say that this item before the
House gives no increased power to this oefficer; ho will have
exaotly the same power as Mr. Cambie possessed, and ho
bas no power similar to the power of the deputy commis-
sioner. ThbeDepu-ty Minister is. Deputy Commissioner of
Patents at the present time, and there is no change at pres.
ent in the law. That is a question for the future. Mr.
Pope holds exactly the same position as chief clerk as Mr.
Cambie beld.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you not propose making a change
by the proposed Bill ?

Mr. CARLTNG. That is another matter.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. I do not object to the
removal of Mr. Pope from the position of Clerk of the Crown
in Chancery, because he las proved himseolf to boutterly and
entirely unfit to perform those duties, and had not perform-
ed them. But it is a very remarkable proceeding that he
should be substantially promoted, as I understand he is
about to be; and it is the more remarkable because this
House will very well recollect that when, again and again,
we demanded to know whether Mr. Pope was acting in the
way he did act under the direct authority or at the insti-
gation of members of the Governmont, but one hon. gentle-
man on the Treasury bonches, if I recollect rightly-and
that was the Secretary of State-rose to deny that ho had
any conversation with him; and, therefore, when we see this,
we are justified in supposing that Mr. Pope, in what I must
call the scandalous malfeasance of office that ho committed
in postponing the publication of the returns of nearly eighty
members, contrary to law, and contrary to his manifest, if
not his sworn daty, was acting at the instigation and
instance of his masters, the Government of Canada, who
now take the opportunity of rewarding him.

Department of Fisheries............................... $[5,425

Sir RIHARD CARTWRIGHT. What are these changes,
statutory ?

Mr. POSTER. They are statutory increases.

Department of Publie Works. .. ....................... $43,510

Sir CHAR&iS TUPPER. There are eighteen statutory
increases of $50 each, decrease in messengers $120, leaving
a net increase of $680.

Dopartment er Railways..............................,.....$47,980

Mr. POPE. By some accident there is an item of $400
inserted for Mr. McLaughiun, that was formerly paid by
the Public Works. The item is entered as 64,800, whereas
it should ho 81t400 as before.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Last year the Minister of
Railways asked for those two sums of 61,400 and $400,
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The committee thought it was desirable that they should
be put under the same head, and, therefore, this was done;
but my colleague do3s not desire to have the amount voted
for his departient increased by $100. It eau be arranged
by inserting $1,800, and making a note that $400 bas to be
paid annually by the Department of Public Works.

Sir R[CHALRD CA RT WRIGIIT. I see there is another
item touahing Mr. Schreiber's salary. Does that still con-
tinue ?

Mr. POP&. Yes.
Sir RICRIRID CARTWRIGHT. Because I thought he

had donc all the work an engineer required to do in con-
nection with the Canadian Pacific Railway.

Mr. POPE. He is still at work in settling up matters
connected with the Canadian Pacific Railway and conse
quently it will continue for this year.

Mr. MITCIELL. I bad a little business, not very
largo, to do with the Railway and Canals Department, and
I did not get very much satisfaction ont of it. When I
spoke about snow-thovelling the other day the hon. Minis-
ter said that he put the men there in my interest, when he
knew very well it was in the interest of my opponents.
Do I understLard that Mr. Schreiber gots $2,000 besides
$1,500 ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.
Mr. MITCHE LL. He is the biggest paid officer in the

whole service. I hope tho hon. Minister will attend to
those two or three little trifles I spoke to him about the
other day.

Mr. POPE, It is very hard for me to attend to those
trifles if the hon. gentleman is going to pitch into my
engineer.

Mr. MITCHELL. Wo will see to that on concurrence, if
you are not considerate.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Lot the hon. the
Minister of Railways recollect Mrs. Murphy's cow, and he
will be considerate.

Committee rose and reported progress.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and fHouse adjourned at 5:40 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.,

TuaRsDAY, 8th March, 1888.

The SPEAxE took the Chair at Three oclock.

PRAYERS.
REPORT.

Report of the Royal Commission appointed to enquire
into losses sustained by settlers in consequence of the rebel-

CRUELTY TO ANIMALS.

Mr. BROWN moved for leave to introdue. Bill (go. 29)
to make further provisions as to the prevention of cruelty
to animals. He said: The introduction of this Bill is to
make certain provision for the prevention of cruelty to
animals, not provided for by law at present. This Act is
asked for by the various Humane Societies throughout the
Dominion. When the Bill comas before the flouse again I
will fully inform the HRouse as to the details of the measure.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

INTERCOLONIAL RAIL WAY-ST. CHARLES
BRAN CH.

Mr. CHOQUETTE asked, What is the total amount ex-
pended up to date on the St. Charles Branch of the Inter-
colonial Railway, and what is the amount of claims not yet
paid ?

Mr POPE. The total amount expencled is $1,274,620;
the amount of claims presented by claimants, whose claims
have not been disposed of, amounts to $721,650.

THE FENELON RIVER.

Mr. BARRON asked, Is the water in the Fenelon River, at
the outilet of Cameron Lake and above the look at Fenelon
Falls, of suffleient depth to permit of free navigation by
steamboats, vessels and barges passing through the look ?
If not, does the Government propose making the river
navigable in time for this year's navigation ? Will the
bridge aeross said river above the lock impede navigation ?
If so, when is the same to be reconstructed so as to permit
of uninterrupted navigation?

Mr. POPE. There is at present a small rooky bar at the
entrance to Cameron's Lake (which lake is about 4¾ miles
long), from the River Fenelon, the removal of which is
necessary to clear navigation. The railway bridge across
the river being a fixed structure does impede navigation.
The department, however, are now in correspondence with
the Grand Trunk Railway Company, the operators of the
road, with a view to the substitution of a swing. The
department are also oconstruoting a swing in place of an
existing fixed road bridge over the lock. The works will
not be in readiness for next season.

Mr. BARRON. Ithink the hon. gentleman misunder
stood the question. I did not refer to the bridge over the
lock at Fenelon Falls, but to the river above the look at the
outlet at Cameron Lake. The question was if the obstruc-
tions at the outlet at Cameron Lake are going to be
romoved in time for navigation. There is- no trouble
across the bridge.. The trouble is at the outlet of Cameron
Lake.

Mr. POPE. Yes, there is.

Mr. BARRON. At all events there is where I am advised
'ou n the D ortn West Terrtore's.-(Mr. White, Card- they want the obstruction removed from.
well.)

FIRST READINGS. WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT.
Bill (No. 27) to incorporate the Bronsons & Weston Lum- Mir. McMILLAN (South Huron) asked, Is it the inten-

ber Co.-(Mr, Perley.) tion of the Government to amend the Weights and Measures
B11 (No. 28) to repeal au Act intituled: "An Act for Act so as to define the weight of salt in barrels, bags and

facilitating navigation of the River St. Lawrence, in and packages? Is it the intention to adopt a standard similar
near the harbor of Quebe."-(Mr. Guay.) to that in the United States ?

Bill (No. 30) ta enable the Town of Kincardine, County of Mr. COSTGAN. Notice has been given of a Bill to
Bruce, ta impose and collect certain tolls in the harbor of deai with that subject. There is no uniform standard
the said town.-(Mr. Rowand.) established in the United States.
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ROYAL COMMISSION ON LABOR.

Sir RICHARD CART WRfGHT asked,Whether it was the
intention of the Government to cause the evidence taken
before the Labor Commission, prior to the meeting of Par-
liament, to be laid before the House; and if so, when ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not the intention of
the Government to lay the evidence taken before the Labor
Commission, before this House until a report is made by the
Commissioners.

REPORT OF GENERAL STRANGE.

Mr. AMYOT asked, Whether the Government have taken
cognisance of the following letter :-

«MIÙLITANRT COLONISATION RANCELS,
"P. 0. GLEICHIN, ALURTA, N.W.T., 26th July, 1886.

"To the Editor of La Press,
"IMontreal.

'Sin,-An article in La Presse, Montreal, 17th July, called my atten-
tion to the Report of the Minister of Militia for the pait year. I obtained
a copy through a friend, as the department did not honor me with
one.

"I am pained, but not surprised, to see the extraordinary injustice
doue to the gallant troops I commanded in the late campaign, especially
to the 65th Battalion. Though they are not alone, as 'Steel's Scouts'
and the 'Alberta Mounted Rifles ' are absolutely omitted in the list of
troops engaged in the campaign, as ehown in the statement on the back
of the map from which the locality-of '1Frenchman's Butte' has been
erased.

" In the Deputy Minister's Report, page xi, no mention is made of the
casualties in the action at that place, 'Frenchman's Butte,' the very
existence of which bas been so carefully suppressed.

" For myself it does not trouble me that the rank and title of Major
General, which fier Majesty did me the honor to confer, bas also been
anppressed. This occurs in the case of no other officer mentioned in the
report. Part of the report in question purports to be based on extracts
from newspapers.

"l It il a novelty to base official reports of military operations on dis-
connected and unauthenticated extracts from newspapers, when the
official reports of the officers themselves are at hand.

" The singular egotism of the report in question ignores the firat
advance of the Alberta Field Force for the relief of Edmonton, and
would make it seem that the force, having miraculously appeared in
Edmonton, commenced operations on the 20th May, the words being;
'May 20th. Strange leaves Edmonton with 65th by boat; rest by
trail.'' As a fact the. 65th did not leave Edmonton by boat, but
marched to Victoria.

" The object aimed at is evident to any casual reader of the report,
and you will not be surprised to bear that a part of my official report
has been omitted altogether. As it concerne the reputation of the
soldiers I commanded, it is to be regretted that an official report to
Parliament must become the basis of history which it will falsify by its
omissions, whieh answer the same purpose as perversion of facts.

"I thank you for the justice with which you treat me. It is a con-
trast to the injustice I have suffered at the bands of Her Majesty's
Imperial Government, which has deprived me of my pension for the
half year during which I left my home and sacrificed my private busi-
ness, as did many others, to save this fair Povince from desolation and
bloodshed.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"J. B. ST RANGE,
'qjor General, laite Com. Alberta Force.

"P.S.-I regret that I have not written in French, but translation
will be les troublesome to you than to me. I fear that half a dozen
years' absence from my French Canadian friends, among whom I
passed so many hapy years, has rendered my French a little rusty,
though my gaiant rench C anadin soldiers always responded to it on
the mardi, the bivouac and the battle-field."

2. Is it true that a part of the report of General Strange
was omitted, as stated in the above letter ?

3. If it was so omitted, do the Government intend to
remedy such omission?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON (Translation). The Minister of
Militia had cognisance of Generil Srange's letter ut the
time of its pubheation. Thet, unpublkhed portion of General'
Strange's report was not published through any ropresent-
ations made to the Minister by the- Major General commar d-
ing the forces, stating that that partion 'f the report should
be set aside. It is not the intention of the Government to
reconsider this question and to publish the unpublished
portion of the report.

Mr. 0osTIGAN.

COPYRIGHT.

Mr. E DGA R asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to propose any measure of legislation this Session upon
the subject of copyright ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The matter ise still under consider-
ation, and will be dealt with probably during the Session
at an early day.

MAIL SERVICE IN LOTBINIÈRE.

Mr. RINFRET asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Govern ment to grant a mail three times a week, in place of
twice a week, to the post office of Armagh, in the county
of Lotbinière ?

Mr. McLELAN. It is not the intention of the Govern-
ment.

MR. LYNCH'S WORK ON BUTTER-MA.KING.

Mr. COUTURE asked, Whether the French edition of
Mr. Lynch's work on Butter-making bas been printed ? If
not, when will it be?

Mr. CARLING The translation is already printed, and
will be circulated among the members next week.

MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN QUE BEC AND DEQUEN.

Mr. COUTURE asked, Whether the Government bas
made arrangements with the Quebec and Lake St. John
Railway Company for the transport of the mails between
Quebec and Dequen. If it bas done so, whether orders in
accordance therewith have been issued to the Post Office
Inspector at Que bec?

Mr. McLELAN. Arrangements have been made with
the Railway Company for the transmission of the mails,

TEE ONDERDONK ARBITRATION.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, What number of loco-
motives and cars and what quantity of other railway stock
were taken by the Government urder the award made by
the Arbitrators on the matter in dispute between Mr.
Onderdonk and the Government ? What quantity of such
railway stock and how many locomotives and cars are now
employed on the Intercolonial Railway or elsewhere, and
what amount bas been expended on the same for repairs
or otherwise? What amount was paid to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company for the transport of such locomo-
tives, cars and railway stock from British Columbia? What
amount was paid for similar services to the Grand Trunk
Railway Company? What was the total cost of transporting
the said locomotives, cars and railway stnck from British
Columbia to New Brunswick ?

Mr. POPE. 1 would much prefer that the hon. gentle-
man should move for this information as an A _11 s, though
I will get the information as soon as I eau and lay it on
the Table.

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wouid like to ask the Government whether the
papeîe brought down yesterday with regard to the Fisheries
Treaty contain all the information which the Government
interd to lay on the Table of the House regarding that
treaty ?

Sir CHARILES TUPPER. The Minister of Marine and
Fisheries will be able, I h-pe, at an early date to lay on
the Table of the House the correspondence on the fisheries
question down to the present period. Some delay hias
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taken place in connection with the arrangement with the
Imperial Government as to what papers should be brought
down, but ail the papers that can be brought down
in connection with that subject will be laid on the
Table at an early date. It is not the intention to lay on
the Table anything further connected with the conference,
of the plenipotentiaries at Washington.

Mr. LAURIER. I think it will be a very disappointing
announcement to the Blouse. Prom what the hon. Minister
himself atated the other day, the House was not at ail pre-
pared for the statement ho now makes, for I understood
him to state distinctly that during his illness the Prime
Minister and the Minister of Justice had agreed that the
protocole to be laid before the flouse should be only formal,
but that at the same time his assent to that arrangement
was conveyed; but it was also stated that at a future period
further information should be given, and I claim that noth-
iug will be satisfactory except absolutely full information.
The Government have thought proper, for some reason of
their own, to bring down a part of the proceedings of the
onference, that is to say, a part of the propositions sub-
mitted by the British plenipotentiaries, and the answer
made by the American plenipotentiaries. From the very
terms of the papers which have been laid before the House,
it is evident that the offer which was made on the part of the
British plenipotentiaries came after, and in consequence of
some previous discussion, because at the beginning the
paper reads thus: I Sir Charles Tupper therefore bands in
for consideration," &c. What is the meaning of " there-
fore ?" What had come before that ? The proposition made
here came in consequence of something that had previously
come before the Conference. Under the circumstances I
submit with full confidence that ail the precedents are on my
side, that it was the duty of the Government to lay before
the flouse everything that took place before the conference.
What are the protocole ? They are not merely the head.
ings which we have before us: " The conference met ail
the plenipotentiarics being present; the protocol of the
previous session was approved, and after further discussion
of matters under consideration, the conference was adjourn.
ed till the 21st of January," and so on in similar terme.
These are not the protocols; they are only extracts from
them. The protocols are the procès-verbal of the meetings
of the conference. I submit that it is the right of this
Hlouse to have everything that took place before the con.
ference-the proposais made on our side and the answers
on the American side, together with the proposals made on
the American side and the answers on our side; and that
is in accordance with all the precedents. We had ail the
protocols of the Washington Treaty, and the whole infor-
mation, brought before the House in 1872. Under such
circumstances I think the House will be very much disap.
pointed if we are not given the whole of the proceedings
that took place on that occasion ; and it seems to me, in
view of the statements made by the hon. Minister himself
the other day, that it is the right of the House to have ail
the protocole in their entirety.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I share with my hon'
friend the great disappointment which I think will be folty
Dot only in this flouse, but outeide of this Hlouse, in finding
that aIl the protocole, which I supposed would include the
results which had been arrived at, if not the arguments on
both sides, are contained in tw'enty-five pages of just such
a bald and meagre statement as my hon. friend has read.
Bere we have a formai treaty, and a modus vivendi, and the
officiai confirmation and authority to treat, and thon for
five and twenty pqges this is presented to us as the record
of the protocols: " The conference met, ail the plenipoten- f
tiaries being present. The protocol of the previous session
was approved, and the conference adjourned ;" and this goes
on for five-and-twenty pages. They might just as well have
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sent down but one page and put down in one line that the
conference met twenty-five times, that the protocole were
read and that adjournments took place that number of times.
I am quite sure the hon. the Minister of Finance, in his
beart of hearts, muet entirely disapprove of this, what I
muet call a very discourteous mode of treating the Parlia-
ment of Canada. The Parliament of Canada ought, before
they close this treaty, to have these protocols before them.
That is my opinion, and that is what was done respecting
the first Treaty of Washington. There we had, not the
lengthened arguments by which the intentions of the vari-
oas plenipotentiaries were supported, but the results as em.
bodied in the usual diplomatic protocol form and the various
proposals in detail that wore made. I think that every
consideration of reason,and every consideration of deference
to this louse, aye, Sir, and of deference to the people we
represent, requires that we ought to have these protocole
in full as they were laid before the plenipotentiaries,
or, at least, as they were approved by the plenipotentiaries,
before we are called on to diseuss this treaty. I must say
that, up to the present moment, no sort of argument has
been advanced, either by the right hon. the First Minister
or by the hon. the Minister of Finance, why this should not
take place. I am inclined myself to acquit the Minister of
Finance of this. 1 think ho desired, and for his own sake
ho was right in desiring that what ho had done should be
shown, that it should be shown how ho had striven to se.
cure botter terms for Canada; and I think ho will find in
the course of this discussion that ho will be placed at very
great disadvantage, unless, sooner or later, we receive the
protocole to which my hon. friend has alluded.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I share the disappointment.
as I have already stated to the House, that both those hon
gentlemen have expressed, at the protocole not being fuller
but they are protocole ail the same. Any person who knows
anything of nogotiations of that kind, knows that the
protocolists, under the direction of the commissioners who
are engaged la an international conference, propare the
protocole. They are the official secretaries on the two sides,
and they prepare the protocole under the direction of the
Commission. As I have alrenady stated, when I left Wash-
ington the matter was not finally determined as to what the
protocole should contain, anli, as I have also explained to
the House, the message which was sent asking my assent
to the protocols, being of a purely formal character, and
which was answered in the affirmative, was assumed by me
to mean that what were calied purely formai protocole
would contain the proposais made on both aides. I state
that very frankly, because I have taken the House entirely
into my confidence in this matter. There ie nothing which
I wish to withhold from it in the slightest degree. I regret
very much, I do not hesitate to say, that these protocols do
not contain what I expected they would, when I agreed
that they should be purely formal. But ail the same it was
not so decided by the British plenipotentiaries who remained
in Washington, and by the United.States plenipotentiaries.
It was decided by them that ail the protocole should contain
was the statements contained in these papers laid before the
House. There is no disrespect to the Parliament of Canada
in this, that is not equally a disrespect to the Parliament of
Great Britain. Every word in relation to this matter that
will he laid before the Parliament of England, every word
that has been laid before the Sonate of the United States,
as contained in the protocole, as the resulte arrived at, is
precisely the same as is laid upon the Table of this House. I
)bserve that Mr. Bayard has, since these protocole and the
treaty were submitted to the Sonate of the United States,
sent down further correspondence upon this subject, but not
anything further in relation to what took place in the Con-
ference. The further correspondence contained, as hon.
gentlemen who have seen the New York papers will see,
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in full the letter addressed by Mr. Bayard to myself, and to the hon. the Minister of Finance. That was, as I under-
the answer to it, upon which this conference was originated, stand, an unofficial letter.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You mean the confer- Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There would be no diffleulty,
ence that took place last Easter ? if the hon. gentleman desired it, in laying that correspon-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER I mean the letter from Mr. dence upon the Table of the House at once, and I will have
Bayard which followed my visit to Washington last Easter, great pleasure in doing it.
and my reply; and upon the communication of that corres- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. 1 suppose yon oan do
pondence to Lord Salisbury and Mr. Phelps the American Sir RICA R rTWRo
Minister, the international conference at Washington in re- that to-day or to-morrow?
gard te the fisheries was arranged. I see that further papers Sir CEHARLES TUPPER. To-morrow.
have been submitted to the Congress of the United States, Mr. MITCHRLL. What I imagine my inquisitive
being a letter by Mr. Bayard, with correspondence upon friends on this side want is to know the grounds which the
the subject, which he has brought down. As I have said, hon. the Minister of Finance took before the Commis-
further correspondence will be brought down to this House, sien. What I said yesterday, and what my hon. friend
but nothing has been submitted to the United States, and took exeeption to, was, that the protocols are extremely
nothing will be submitted to the Parliament of Great barren and bald, as to the course which my hon. friend pro.
Britain, that will not be precisely the same as that submit- poses to take. It is true that this protocol refers to the
ted here. I have personally expressed my regret that the general disposition on the part of Canada te offer cxtended
decision arrived at was not to furnish further information commercial and trade relations to the United States as athan these protocols contain, but I believe it is within the compensation for the eonsideration of the fisheries question.
province of international commissioners to decide how That was refused by the United States. They refused tofar the public interest and the objecta they have in com mon consider, that until the rights of American citizens, under
will be subserved by giving more or less extended infor- the Treaty of 1818, were considered and docided by themation upon the subject of the deliberations which have Commission. My hon. friend, the Minister of Finance, says
taken place. I am unable to say more than that, and I do that he pressed the matter day after day, and I have no
not think that there will be any deficiency of information; doubt he did. No one will have any doubt-no matter onin fact, I may say, that more information has been submit- which aide of the House he may sit-that lie did the best
ted here than ias been anywhere else, because at the time, lie could for Canada, but what we find fault with is that we
when I supposed these protocols would contain a statement have so little information as to what he did. I do not
of all the proposals made on both sides and the replies, I know what these gentlemen who have preceded me on this
stated to the House that the question of trade would be side have in view, but what I have in view is that before
found to have been referred to, and in order te deal with we discuss the motion of my hon. friend from South Oxford
that subject I was able to obtain the assent of my colleagues (Sir Richard Cartwright), we sLhould know to what extent
and of the A merican representatives to laying upon the the proposition went, whether it referred to natural pro-
Table of the Hfouse further information than is contained ductions alono, or to some of these extensive manufactures
in the protocols, by giving all the proposals and the replies which are carried on alike in the United States and in this
that had relation te anything which would touch the fiscal country. That, I take it, is what my lion. friends on this
arrangements of the country. side of the ilouse want to get at. At all events, it is what

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would just ask the I want to got at, and it is of vast importance to the fouse
hon, gentleman when he ais going to lay the letter he refers to have that irfortnation before we enter iuto a discussion
to on the Table ? Of course 1 have seen the letter, but it of the question. I was in hopes yesterday that, while the
has net been laid officially before us as yet. protocols did not mention anything in regard te the trade

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. 1 stated to the lon. gentle. relations, there might have been something in regard to
man that the correspondence was now being prepared te be the interchange of natural productions, of manufactured
brought down to the present time, and the letter will be articles, or of only natural productions, or of only a limited
contained in that correspondence. Further correspondence extent of natural productions, but they seem to be framed
will also be laid before the House at an early date. in sncb a way as to cover everything generally.
This matter is in the hands of the Minister of Marine and Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Fisheries, who has arranged to lay the correspondence be-
fore the House as early as possible. Mr. MITCH ELL. My hon. friend knows3 that the very

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGHT Will the on.entle- question which is now agitating the country is that of more
manitelR usChRDliARtWRI .Will i gentie-rextended relations with the United States. There is oneman tell us when he thinks we will get it-to-morrow or class of men, the manufacturers of this country, who desire

Saturday ? te make the consimers pay what they choose by means of
Mr. POSTER. You mean those papers in connection their rings and their combinations. There are others,

with the general fisheries correspondence ? and I am one of them, who desire te open the
Sir RIC IARD CARTWRIGHT. What I particularly markets of this country in such a way as te get the

refer to is the papers the Minister of Finance refers te, in- cheapest products from abroad, and te throw their markets
ciuding the fuil text cf the letter from Secretary Bayard te open te our products; and perhaps the hoin. gentleman can
himself. quiet our minds by teiling us what he did say in his argu-

ment, te what extent he went, whether he was prepared te
Mr. FOSTER. Those, I suppose, will be included in the open up the markets of Canada for the products of the

general correspondence which is being prepared, and which United States, on condition that corresponding advantages
will be brought down as soon as possible. were given te the manufacturers of Canada in the markets

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, That is very indefinite. of the United States? Perhaps he could quiet ah this en-
Mr. FOSTER. No more satisfactory information can quiring turn of mind on this side of the House it he would

tel[ us just to what extent be went. Of course, I do netnow be given. We cannot bring down the paper until we know if diplomacy would permit him, but, if it would, it
have the assent eoftth. GoverDor General. would be very satisfactory te us to know how far he

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is net necessary went in his propositions towards the settlement of this
in the case of the letter of the hon. Seoretary Bavard Qnestion.

Sir Cu4RLEs Tuppra.
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Mr. EDGAR. If the Finance Minister cannot give us the Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I am afraid I will have to ask

particulars of his proposal, perhaps bp oan give us, at ail my hon. friend to wait until I have beard the motion from
events, the date at which this proposal was made. the other side of the House, and then ho will probably have

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The 3rd of December. I an opportunity of learning what my views are on the whole
think the answer says the 3rd instant. question.

Mr. EDGAR. One date is the 30th ultimo, and the other ASSUMPTION OF TELEGRAPII LINES BY THE
the 3rd instant. I find in the protocols that there were GOVERNMENT.
meetings on the 30th November, and the 30th January, and
also meetings on the 3rd December and 3rd February, so Mr. DENISON moved:
that this does not help us at all, and perhaps the hôn. gen- That a select Oommittee be appointed to enquire into the desirability
tleman wili tell us what the date was. of the Government acquiring aIl the electrie telegraph lines in Oana.

h tda,and that the committee have power to send for persons, papers and
Sir CHARLES*TUPPER. The 30th referred to is the records, and to hear such telegraph, railway companies and proprietors

30th November, and the 3rd is the 3rd December. as may wish to be heard, by themselves, their counsels or agents, and
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It will be seen that the Parlia- te report to thig House.

ment of Canada stands in this matter in precisely the same He said: In making this motion 1 would like to take the time
position as the Sonate of the United States. Of course it ofthe House for a tew minutes toexplain it. The importance
is a departure from the ancient practice in the negotiation of this question first forced itsell upon me when,within ayear,
of treaties, but it is in accordance with the modern tendency we had an agitation in-this country in favor of Commercial
in England to the other portions of the E mpir e as well as Union, started by a few strangers and possibly by a few Can-
in regard to Canada. It was adopted in connection with adians. But the agitation was conducted chiefly by a per-
tho South African Free States, and in that case the fullest on living in a foreign country, and whowas at the sanie time
information was communicated to Parliament, and no the bead of a large monopoly there-I refer to the Great
action was taken without the sanction of Parliament. In North-Western Telegraph Company. We find that this gen-
this case, it is nocessary that Parliament should have the tleman,living in a foreign country, was enabled, by means
fullest information to enable it to take action on this of what are called dead-head telegranis and associated
matter, and, before asking for the assent of Parliament, press despatches, to convey the idea all over Canada and
before asking Parliament to consider the matters pend- abroad that the Canadian people were hungering for Com-
ing between the two countries, the hon, gentleman no mercial Union. I think, Mr. Speaker, the sequelbas proved

-doubt remembered that he was not only the representative that these telegrams and reports which were sont broad-
of Great IBritain, but was the representatve of this country cast throughout the land were untrue, because it bas been
as well, and therefore ho will underotand that it is in his shown where one or two.qgentlemen ventureJ to test public
own interest, as well as in the interest of Parliament, that opinion in favor of the question, they were defeated when
Parliament, before being called upon to ratify that troaty they went to the polls. The contrast was ail the greater
sbhould know what ho has done on behalf of the people of to me whon I reflected that in Europe the tolegraph system
this country. The hon. gentleman had there a certain is everywhere under the control of the Government; I be.
official position. Ho has acted there on behalf of this lieve I am correct in saying that in every country in
country, from time to time, during a period extending Europe the Governmont control the telegraph systems. I
over nearly three months. The hon, gentleman, it is clea know that, in 1868, the telegraph system was controlled by
from correspcndence which has been laid on the Table of the Governments in Belgium, Switzerland, Russia, Don.
this House, has departed, in the final conclusions at which mark, France, Austria, and also in Victoria and New South
ho hias arrived, from the position taken by the Govern. Wales. As the tolegram is an instrument of conveying cor-
ment a little over a year ago. Wy those concessions respondence, it seems to me that since the Goverument take
were made we would like to know. Why he has made upon themselves the transmission of correspondence by
unnecessary concessions we would liko to know-whether letters, it is also right that they should assume the trans-
it bas resulted from the position takon by the Governmont mission of correýpondence by telogran. As showing the
that these concessions should be made without any adequate importance of this questi >n, I will read some extracts froi
consideration; and that we can only know by knowing the an article that appeared recently in an American review in
communications which passed between him and the repre- reference to the telegraph system:
sentatives of the United States. I apprehend that the "1Its control over the press is, therefore, absolute. It bas the power
Senate of the United States wvill Lave before it te whole of life and death, for the telegraphie news is the vital breath of a daily
olte pohe Uted a tesbis o afece Ithe ne dob newspaper. Snch a power cannot exist without its exerting a pernici-of the proceedings of this conference. I have no doubt ous influence on public affairs, and every observant public man has longa bout t hat. If it is not so, that body will be placed in a perceived the demoralising influence of this powerful but subtie agency.
different position from that which it has occupied for a Again it says:
hunda ed years past. It is a responsible body under the "l The man who rules the asociated press is master of the situation,constitution for the discharge of a certain duty in the for, if he has the ability to wield it, he has an instrument for shaping
ratification of treaties. We are a responsible body in the the opinion of millions, which, by the constancy, universality and
growth of publie opinion and in the exactions of the people rapidity of its action, deles competition.'
we repre-ent, to the same extent, although not formally in Then it goes on to say:
the saine way, as the Senate of the United States; and we "Because, in an era when public opinion ls omnipotent, it can give,
are entitled to have before us, before we are asked to pass withhold or color the information which shapes that opinion at its
upon what was done at Washington,- the proceedings of pleasure, •0*•• and the reputation of the ablest and purest public

th cnfa te h, men may be fatally tarmished, in every town and village on the contin-tb: conference ; and I trust that the hon. gentleman and his eut, by a midnight despatch."
colleagues will see that we have an opportunity of carefully 1 think, Mr, Speaker, that shows how important it is thatconsidering what was done at that conference before we this power should not be in the hands of a company-Iare called upon to pass finally upon the treaty which was might almost say, of an individual. 0f course, the questionnegotiated. comes up whether it will pay the Governmont to undertáke

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has not answered the ownership of the telegraph system. In Englani, since
the question whether ho would give us a littile intimation 1870, the Government has controlled the telegraph system,
of the argumenta b used. I do not wiah to press him, if and I find that up to 1885, when they had a shilling telc-
b» tinks tha is cotrary to practice. I gram tariff, the system yielded a revenue; the rate was
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thon reduced to sixpence, and since thon there bas been a
considerable annual deficit. But I believe it is the general
opinion there that, in time, even at that low rate, the
amount realised will be sufficient to pay the interest on the
capital invested. We find that in Belgium, in 1862, at the
rate of one and a-half francs, the messages sont woro 105,-
278. In 1865 the rate was reduced to one-half franc, and
the next year the messages were 692,536; and in 1871 the
number sent was 1,560,673. This increase was made not
only bybusiness men and merchants, but by all classes of the
people. 0f course, in a compact country like Belgium, where
the distances are so small, the time saved by the telegram
over the post is small, and is much less than it would be in
Canada, where, from the Island of Prince Edward to
Vancouver, some eight or ton days might be saved
by the transmission of a telegram instead of a letter.
The fact of the Government owning the telegraphs no doubt
cause the business to increase, and it bas been found ii the
old world thatwhile the business iacreases, the exponditure
does not increase in the same ratio, I have the figures for
north Germany, Belgium and Holland. In north Germany
the increase in messages was 259 per cent., while tho in-
crease of expenditure was 83 per cent. lu Belgium the-
increase in messages was 252 per cent. ; increase of expen-
diture, 61 per cent. In Holland the increase of messages
was 152 per cent.; increase of expenditure, 62 per cent. In
Denmark the increase of messages was 149 per cent. ; in-
crease of expenditure 38 per cent. There is another reason
why I think it is desirable to have the telegraph system
placed under the control of the Government. We find that
we have now two companies besides some linos already
owned by the Government, and if aperson sends a telegram
by the C. P. R. lino toa station on the Great North-Western,
ho is obliged to pay a double rate, no matter howv short the
distance may be. That would be remedied by the change
proposed in the present system. Beforo closing my remarks
I desire to give the House the increases in England during
recent years. The telegraphs were taken over by the
Government in 1870, at which time the number of messages
sent was six millions. The old companies' average charge
was two shillings for a less number of words than at present.
In 1876 the messages sent had increased to twenty millions.
In 18c5 tho Government in England reduced the rate from
one shilling to sixpence. In 1887, the lat year for which
I have a return, the number of messages was 50,243,639.
[ had hoped to be able to lay before the House figures show-
ing the financial results of the Government acquisition of
the telegraph sytem, but there is a difficulty in obtaining
these figures as the business is divided into two heads, one
commercial and the other foreign. I understand, however,
from the gentleman who obtained the information for me
in England, that the department hope soon to be able to
have a good surplus, sufficient to pay dividend on capital.

Sir HEOTOR LANGEVILN. I think the hon. gentleman
who bas made this motion did well to bring the subject to
the attention of this House and the country. I have no
doubt that hon. membeis will feel obliged to the hon.
gentleman for his rosearches into the subject. The hon.
-gentleman refers to the post office system, which is in the
bands of the Government, and ho aEsimilates, to a certain
degree, the telegraph to the post office system, and thinks
that the post office being in the bands of the Government
it is proper that the telegraph system should also be in their
hands. This question is one that has been called to my
attention more than once, and in regard to which a good
deal may be said on both sides. I may at once say that,
althongh the Government have already studied the ques-
tion and have had it before them, they do not think at
present they are in a position to give effect to the suggee-
tions of the hon. gentleman. Nevertheless, ho has called
the attention of Parliament to the matter. No doubt it

Mr. DENISON.

will be discussed in the press and by the press, and also by
publie mon who take a great interest in such questions,
especially one of such magnitude requiring a very large
sum to be voted by Parliament, if we were either to take
one of the present lines of telegraph or to establish a
Government line from one end of the country to the
other. I have no doubt that the hon, gentleman, having
attained the object ho had in view in calling the attention
of Parliament to the subject, will be satisfied with having
done so, and withdraw the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

LAND VILLA POST OFFICE, MONTMIAGNY.

Mr. CHOQUETTE moved for (Translation):
gopies of all papers, documents, petitions, &c., repecting the

resignation of the postmaster of Land Villa, in the county of Mont-
magny, the appointment of another postmaster, and the change in the
location of the post office.
He said : Mr. Speaker, I wish to draw the special attention
of the Governmont on the motion I am about to make,
because in spite of many personal representations made by
myself to the Post Office Department, and petitions sent
in by tax-payers, the matter was not taken into considera-
tion. This is the reason why I lay the matter before the
House. This particular post office has been prety well
knocked about in different political storms, and it has
shifted its residence already once or twice What the
interested parties wanted by their petitions, and what I
myself desired, was that the post office sbould be replaced
where it stood before. Formerly this post office lay in St.
François parish, in the same county, and when my prede -
cessor in this House took up his dwelling in St. Peter's
parish, ho caused the post office of St. François to be
transferred thither, I might almost say for his personal
interest. Since his departure, this post office bas been
carried afew acres further ou, on another party's farm. The
former postmaster had resigned, aid a person, koeping a
little shop at the place, made application for the post offle.
Contrary to the wishes of a large number of tax-payers of
the parish, his request was granted, and the post office
transforred a few acres further on, instead of being brought
back to its former site, where thore are mills, stores, and a
business contre. 'The best proof I can advance is that
formerly the post office paid its expenses, wr ereas in the
place where it now stands, according even to the Post.
master General's report, the Government are the losers by
the sum of 81,3.54 annually. The income of the office last
year was $38.46, while the outlay stood at $62.00.
I make no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that if this post office were
returned to its original locality, it would fetch at least $100
a year, and instead of a deficiency and a perfectly useless
post office, in nowise meeting the wants of the pnblic in
that portion of the parish, the Government would have a
surplus and the post office some usefulness. In the peti-
tions submitted to the department the name of a certain
party was put forth as postmaster of the place. This man
runs a mill, and if the appointment were made in pur-
suance of the petitions, the revenues of the offic3e would ho
larger and its utility enhanced. Where it now stands, it
were best to close it for two reasons-first, because it is
useless, and neit, because the Government sustain a yearly
loss of $24. Of course, the sum is not great, but there
are so many post offices throughout the country that the
Government would lose quite a sum every year, if sudh a
leakage occurred in each. Under the circumstances, I
thought it best to lay the matter before the fouse and
Government, with the view of a satisfactory solution, and I
trust that justice will be done to the petitions which have
been handed in. I hope that when the Government shall
have looked over the papers which haveWlain a long time in
the department, they will do the proper thing in the pre-
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mises. Personally, I am indifferent to the matters, but I
know that the tax payers of the locality, irrespective of
party, have asked for the change, and that they have
named in their petitions a party thoroughly qualified for
the post. I feel certain that if the post office is removed to
that spot, it will yield a considerable income and meet the
wants of the residents.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As my hon. friend, the
Postmaster General, is not as familiar with French as ho is
with English, I will reply for him by saying that it is
possible the place chosen for the post office in question is
not quite suitable, but that the Postmaster General is not
aware of the fact. If representations have been laid before
the department I am convinced that my colleague will
attend to them fully, and do, in this instance, what he
always does, give justice to all localities that are interested.
The hon. member says that this post office has been
knocked about by political waves and storms. Perhaps it
is one of these waves that is now turning the mill. At all
events, whether this be the case or not, the hon, gen-
tleman may rest assured that the Postmaster General, now
that his attention has been called to the subject, will see
that the representations made to the Government are prop-
erly dealt with.

Mr. CHOQUETTE. I must say, Mr. Speaker, that I had
no intention of insinuating that the present incumbent of
the post office does not do his duties, nor that the locality
itself is unsuitable. I mean only that the site is not so
favorable, bocause not meeting the views of the resident
tax-payers. The hon. Postmaster General will be con-
vinced of this himeolf on reading the petition, signed by
persons of the two political parties indiscriminately, where-
in they ask the removal of this post office, and point out, as
well qualified to dischargethe duties of postmaster the party
méntioned in the text. I have no personal interest in the
said locality, and have no hint to make against the present
postmaster. I judge that he has done his duty, and that if
he has not turned out more money it is because the post
office does not afford more.

Motion agreed toi

SELECT ÇOMMITTEE ON TRADE COMBINATIONS

Mr. BOYLE moved :

That the powers of the Select Committee appointed by this House
to examine into and report upon the nature, extent and effect of certain
combinations be extended no as to include the alleged combinations of
Pire Insurance Companies doing business in Canada.

Re said: I may explain that the object of this motion is to
permit the committee appointed by this House to extend
their enquiry to this very important matter. Most of the
members of this House are aware of the very powerful and
very arbitrary rules which exist amongst the insurance
companies doing business in Canada. If the powers given
to the committee appointed by this House are insufficient
te include these companies in their enquiry, I think the
House should remove the restriction. The committee, in
taking stock of their powers, discovered that they were not9
able to undertake this enquiry, and I, therefore, move this1
resolution to enable them to do so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I think the hon. gentle.
man deserves our thanks for his proposal to examine intoi
this very important matter, but I would suggest to him that1
in view of its importance and in view of the very large1
amount of work that this committee will already have, thatt
he would attain the end that he desires much botter byi
having a special committee appointed for this subject itself.k
The bon. gentleman will see that, beyond all question, the2
investigation already assigned to the committee will prob.
ably occupy the greatest part of this Session, if not the,

whole of it, and I presume that the subjects first assigned
will take precedence. If this motion carries, his enquiry
can hardly be brought on until a late period, and evidently
it is a very important enquiry. I would suggest to bim
that it deserves a separate committee for itseolf.

Mr. BOYLE. I have no objection to adopt the sugges.
tion of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). The only reason why, perhaps, my motion
might be more convenient is that witnesses examined on
other subjects may possibly give evidence on this subject
also, and without additional expense we might be able to
reach the object in view. If the wisdom of the House thinks
that a Special Committee would be botter, I certainly would
have no objection to amend my motion.

Mr. SPEAKER. Motion carried.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Which way is the

motion carried. Has the hon. gentleman consented ?
Mr. SPEAKER. Carried as it is.
Motion agreed to.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY-CAPITAL ACCOUNT.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved for:
Return givin details of the expenditure on the Intercolonial

Railway charged to capital account for the years 1879, 1880, 1881, 1883,
1883, 1884, 1885, 1886, 1887.
He said: In moving this motion it is my object to obtain,
if possible, from the Department of Railways a correct ac.
count in detail of the expenditure of public money which
bas been charged to capital account during the years met-
tioned in the notice. The hon. the Minister of Railways
will, no doubt, remember that a somewhat similar motion
was made on a previous occasion, and that on more than
one occasion during that Session I called the attention of
the hon, gentleman to the advisability of complying with
the Order of the House. The hon. gentleman was disposed
to put it off from day to day, until a few days previous to
the rising of the lHouse, ho brought down what he might
jast as well have left where it was. He brought down simply
a statement giving the gross amount charged to capital ac.
count daring the years mentioned in the notice That was
not wbat I was aiming at at ail. I siay, without reflect-
ing on the hon. gen0eman or bis Department more than is
necessary, that theie is an impression in this country that a
large amount of money bas been charged to capital account
on the Intercolonial Railway which ought to have gone to
the ordinary expenses year by year; and I know that
opinion is shared by many on both sides of politics in this
country. I have bad conversations with gentlemen who
are strong supporters of the present Administration, and I
have had statements from them respecting tho administra-
tion of that department which, if true, would show that the
Government in many cases bave been disposed not to re-
pair the rolling stock where the expenses would have to be
charged to the ordinary working expenses of the year, but
have broken up or disposed of that stock and have replaced
it by ne w stock which tbey can charge to the capital a.
count instead. I will give to the hon. Minister of Railways
a statement of that in private, which I do not wish to make
public, because it came from a source to which I attach a
very great importance, and upon which I place very great
reliance. It was from a gentleman an active supporter of
the Government of w1 ich the hon. gentleman is a member.
Under those circumstances I think it would be desirable if
the hon. the Minister would at a very early date comply
with the Order of the House and produce here, as h. will
be able te do, a return giving the detailed expenditure on
all branches of the Intercolonial Railway during the years
referred to in the notice of motion. It cannot be a very
long account, and even if it is long we are entitled to have
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it because it will relieve the public mind, to a certain extent,
if the Government can show that ail the amount which has
been charged to capital account during these years had a
right to be charged to it. They should place us in posses-
sion of that before we discuss the railway accounts and be-
fore they are brought down. I hope the hon. the Minister
of Railways will not delay, as he did here last year, in bring.
ing down the return named in the scope of the motion, but
will give us the full details as asked for correctly.

Mr. POPE. I do not know what was the wording of the
hon. gentleman's motion last year. I notice this year that
the wording of the motion is, that the return shall be
brought down in detail.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). And last year also.
Mr. POPE. I much profer that should be the method

adopted. J can say this to the hon. gentleman, in refer.
once to the information which he says he has fron some.
body that seems to know so much about the railway, that
not one engine has been sold for old iron or broken up, and
a new engine bought and charged to capital account.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). And no cars ?
Mr. POPE. And no cars either. If the hon. gentleman

will look at the traffle accounts of that road ho will see
that they have more than doubled since 1876. He will al.o
so that there must be a large amount of cars and a large
amount of rolling stock added to the robing stock, so as to
be Euificient to meet this increase. The rolling stock
required for this increase bas been charged to capital ac-
count. A large amount of money has been experded on
branches, and of course ihose branches have been charged
to capital account, and that is why I would much rather
bring the return down in detail, which will show the hon.
gentleman and those who have given him this information
that they are very much mistaken.

Motion agreed to.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Comumittoe of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I promised the hon. member
forSouth Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) I would give him,
at the next meeting of the committee, the reason for the
increase of $600 in the Finance Department at Winnipeg.
I have made enquiry, and find that the iucrease is in con-
sequence of changing the mode of pAyment of the officers
there. They were allowed an additional sum for the in.
creased cost of living, amounting to $900. That bas been
reduced to $600 by a readjustment of the salaries, so that
there is really an actual saving of $300.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Under what head did
that extra allowance appear before ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I suppose it was probably
paid out of contingencies, but I will get the information.

Departmental 0ontingencies.................. $199,250

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is an increase of
$11,544.02. That arises from taking a vote for what is
found to be the actual expenditure.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that it is very much better that ho shoulld
ask for $200,000, than that the vote should be habituatly
exceeded. But I would like to know from him, generally,
how much of this vote really goes to extra clerks employed
in the departments. Every now and then we hear that
such-and-auch a man has been employed and paid out of
the contingenciOs, so that really there is a eaving, but the

Mir.Jn s ùà(Halifax.)

contingencies appear to be increasin g all the saine. How
much of this goes to pay extra clorka, and bow many does
the hon, gentleman suppose will be employad beyond the
force of a thousand strong that I think we have already at
headquarters ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will get that specifie irfor-
mation and give it at the next meeting. The principal
incroase in this vote is in the Privy jouncil, t which the
Department of the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery has
been added.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. Am I te understand
that the saine amount is practically taken from Legislation,
for I do net think I fiod any corresponding decrease there ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That change has been made
since last Session.

Mr. McMULLEN. i notice that the item of cab.hire
and travelling expenses in connection with the Privy
Conneil was pretty large last year. The First Minisier
had $1,900 for travelling expenses. Of course, 1 suppose it is
necessary, when ho goes on a mission in the perlormance of
his duty as First Minister, that his expenses should be paid;
but at the same time I think it i8 weli that the Houseehould
have some explanation of this large item. I notice aiso
that for cab hire, the hon gentleman got for himself 8652,
and t hat persone not named got $696-some $3,500 in all in
connection with travelling expenses and cab-hire. This
question of cab hire has been before the House for several
years, and i think it is time some understanding should be
corne to in regard to it. If the hon. First Minister finds
that a salary of $3,000 a vear and $1,000 for sessional
allowance is not sufficient to'enable him to pay his owncab.
hire, let us increase his salary, and make it sufficient to
enable him to do that. Thon I would like to know how it
is that such a large sum as 8690 should be voted for oab.
hire te persons not named, withont any explanation boing
given to the House. This expenditure is growing from year
te year, and I think some explanation should be given of it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think I cannot at this
moment give a full explanation as to the amount of my
caU-hire. I suppose it is because I am getting older, and
cannot walk so much as I formerly could. I uite agree
with the hon. gentleman's suggestion that all this expendi-
ture for cab-hire might be avoided by increasing the salary
of the Minister. I will go with him that far. I think my
hon. friend who was my predecessor will tell him that with
the obligations thrown on the Prime Minister, lie cannot,
unless ho has private resources, keep horses and carriages,
as ho, no don bt, fournd himsolf. We are obliged to draw
considerably on our privaite resources, from whatever-
source they corne, in addition to what we get from the
public in the way of salary. However, if the hon. gentle.
man would like to ascertain the items of this expenditure,
I will get them. These items, I take it, are laid before the
Auditor, and h is satiflied with the audit or ho would not
pass them. lôwevor, I ar satisfiad that the papers are
before the Committoe of Pablic Accounts, and the hon.
gentleman may, if he thinks more convenient, have the
vouchers for every quarter of a dollar that mgy have been
paid for persons, named or unnamed, for cab-hire.

Mr. MACKENZIE. I am willing that the Premier
should obtain as much as I got.

Sir RICHARD CA RT WRIGHT. You are talking ofthe
doctrine of av< rages. You houtd take the average of m>y
hon. friend. There is in the Department of Agriculture an
increase of $5,000; what is that caused by ?

Mr. CARLING. That is caused chiely by the additional
work relating to the Patent branch, the expenditure of
which is more than paid for by the receipts from patents
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and trade marks. The receipts exceed the expenses by
$13,000. This extra $5,000 is eaused by the employment
of extra clerks in the Patent branch.

Amount required to provide for the contingent ex-
penses of the High Commissioner in London...... $2,000

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think really the
House is entitled to a good deal of cxplana ion of this item.
Is the hon. the Minister of Finance going to elect to be the
Finance Minister of Canada or the High Commissioner of
Canada, and when will he make up bis mind? I have no
doubt ho will render good service in either capacity, but it
does appear to me the hon. gentleman cannot be conveni-
ently in both places at once. I know, and I think by this
time ho knows, that the office of Finance Minister of
Canada is quite enough to occupy all the time, attention,
and talents of any ordinary mortal, and I do not think that,
industrious and able as he may be, ho can at one and the
same time efficiently discharge the duties of iHigh Commis-
sioner and Minister of Finance. Moreover, ho will recollect
that when the Eigb Commissionership was created we were
told it was a most important office, and that it was absolutely
necessary in the interests of Canada we should have sorne
sort of resident permanent ambassador at the Court of St.
James to look after our interests. If that be so, and it was
on that ground this office was created by statute, how can the
First Minister, let atone the Minister ot' Finance, reconcile it
with his conscience to keep that nost important office
practically vacant during all the period of time the Minis-
ter of Finance is attending to bis duties bere. I think we must
pires for some decision on the part oi the hon. the Minister oi
Finance. He is very useful here, and I am bound to say that,
although I differ from him in toto cSlo as to his policy, I
think he is much the best Minister of Finance I bave come
across in my time, on that side of the House, for a
long period of years. He is entirely wrong as to bis
ends, but he has a very clear perception of the way to
attain them, perhaps too clear for the public good some-
times. However that may be, and notwithstandirig his
groat talents, that does not enable him to be ut two places
at once; and as it is imperatively necessary that we should
have a Finance Minister, and imperatively necessary-as
we have declared by statute it is-that we should have a
H1igh Commissioner, the hon. the First Minister and the
bon. gentleman are bound to explain to the House how it
is they bave left that office vacant for such a long period of
time.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I must tender my very sincore
thanks to the hon, gentleman for the very great and unde-
served compliment, for I fee[ it is quite undeserved, that ho
has been good enough to puy me across the floor of the House.
I do not think I wili bave a great deal of difficulty in satis-
fyirg the Bouse that no very great injury bas been inflicted
on the country by the saving of 810,000 during the past
twelve months, owing to my having been charged with the
performance of the duties of Minister of Finance and ut the
@ame time with the supervision of the office of the High
Commissioner in London. I think I could satisfy the
Hlouse without much difficulty that greater service bas
never been performed in connection with this office
than I have been able to perform in that capacity,
or in relation to the duties of that office, since this
Bouse met last Session. I can only say, that I believe in
no period has the office of Bigh Commissioner, or the
connection with Her Majesty's Government, been of
greater value in every possible way to Canada than it has
been during the last recess of Parliament, when I was'
charged, on the other side of the Atlantic, with looking afteri
the daties of that office as well as those of the Finance De-1
partment. I can only say to the hon, gentleman that he
cannot be half as anxious as I am that I should be relieved
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of the double duties which have devolved upon me
to a considerable extent for some time past. I fool my
inadequacy, cortainly, in every way to continue for any
lengthened period duties so onerous as those which have
been thrown upon me, but which, being thrown apon me, I
have endeavored to discharge to the best of my ability in the
interests of the country. The fact remains that although
the duties of the office of High Commissioner have not
been performed with the same satisfaction and advantage
as they would have been, had there been a permanent
officer ail the time in London, yet, I think, from my inti-
mate acquaintaRnce with the pubiic mon of both the great
parties in Engdand, I have been enabled, although filling
the office of Finance Minister at the sane time, to perform
very valuable and important services for the country in
connection with the supervîsion of that office. I hope that
my right bon. friend, the First Minister, may make such
arrangements as will rolieve me aut a very early period from
the double duties which have been placed upon my
shoulders, but which, being cal!ed on Vo perform, I have
performed o tuhe best of my abilities.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The lion. gentleman has
spoken in very tlattering terms of himself with referenco
to the discharge of the duties of High Commissioner, sinco
ho has practically abandoned the office to come to this side
of the Atlantic. What the hon. gentleman has said 'nay
be true, but, at ail events, it woultd perhaps have been les
emba-rassing to him and more satisfactory to the llouse if
ho had entrusted the First Minister with th >se handsone
compliments which ho has paid himseilf during the pait
five minutes. Now, we ail very well remember the obser-
vations which were addressed to the House ut the time it
was proposed to create the office of High Comm ssioner.
The hon, gentleman told the louse ut that time that it was
absolutely necessary to have a Minieter residing in In-
don, that it was impossible that anyone residing on this
side of the Atlantic could discharge the duties required of
the High Commissioner ; and the hon. gentleman told us
that it would altogether relieve the Government from the
neces-ity of tending one of its members ydarly to the
other side of the Atlantic to cat the attontion of the
English Uovernment to those important matters on which
it was necessary that they should receive information from
some one occupying a high position as i aster of the
Crown or ligh Oommissioner-in London. Tol hon. gentle-
man at that time, acting as a Minister of the Crown, as
head of the Aiministration, marked out the policy of the
country. Tue hon. gentleman introduced to the flouse an
Act in which ho provided for the appointment of
the Il gh Commissioner, and pointed out whatthe H1igh Com.
missioner's duty sh-uld be, and fixed the salary of the High
Commissioner. Well, after someone else had discharged
those duties for some time, the prosent Finance Minister
was appointed to that position. The bon. gentleman may
have discharged the duties very well. We, ut ail events,
know what the expenses of the office have been, aibbou.gh
we have not had laid before us the cogent evidence, which
would have been bighly satibfactory if it had been present-
ed, for the eminent or important services which the hon.
gentleman has performed. It is tiue that the bon. gentk-
man has recently acted as one of Her Majesty's representa-
tives or Commissioners ut Washington to negotiate the
treaty which i now under consideration, but the hon.
gentleman did not so act as High Commissionor in England.
He received that special appointment quite as much as a
momber of the Government of Canada as the representative
of Canada in London. There may be differences of opinion
as to the advantages which the country bas derived from
the negotiation of that treaty, but this is very clear : that
either the First Minister was wrong when he introduced
that Bill in the opinions ho exproessed thon, or te hon.
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gentleman ought not to be here now. If the First Minister
has found it necessary to the existence of his Government
that the Finance -Minister should bave lent to that Govern-
ment bis very powerful support, in that case he ought not
to have insisted upon the Finance Minister continuingto hold
the office of High Commissioner in London. The hon. gentle-
man is bound, as much as anyone else in this country, to obey
the law. In fact, le ought to set an example to the rest of
the country, and, therefore, ho ought to insist upon bis col-
league discharging the duties which the law imposes upon
him; but, contrary to the law, contrary to the provisions
of the law, and contrary to his own declaration, hoe is set.
ting a very bad example to the country instead of a good
one. Thb hon. gentleman who undertook to answer the
enquiry made by the bon. mnember for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), sat down without doing so. He was
asked whether ho proposed to continue in the office of High
Commissioner or to retain the office of Finance Minister;
and the hon. gentleman told the flouse that his duties were
very onerous, that ho felt lie was scarcely equal to the task
of holding the two offices, and that ho would have to abandon
one of them by-and-bye, but whether it was the office of
H1igh Commissioner or the office of Finance Minister that
ho was to abandon he did not inflorm us. 1 think that, after
the hon. gentleman bas taken the committee into bis con-
fidence, so far as to state that ho intende to abandon one
office or the other, ho ought to have gone a stop further and
to have stated which office ho would abandon. I think the
hon. gentleman is not entitled to hold both these offices.
The hon. gentleman is required, by the Act which makes
him the High Commissioner, to roside in London. The
hon, gentleman does not reside in London. The hon.
gentleman is entitled as High Commissioner to draw a par-
ticular salary, which, if ho was to draw it, disqualifies him
not only from being Minister of Finance but from being a
member of this House. Now, whetlher the hon, gentleman
has drawn the salary of High Commissioner or the salary
of Minister of Finance, I do not know, and I do' not know
that ho knows. Of course he will say that lie las drawn
the salary of the office which subjects him to the least in-
convonienie; but the bon. gentleman, when le was at
Washington, whether ho was acting there more in his
capacity as High Commissioner, or more as a Minister of
the Crown, should bave known in what capacity he was
acting. He was not bore to discharge his duties as Minis-
ter of the Crown, and we find that ho la not prepared to
submit to the House bis Budget speech. Why not ? Be-
cause ho bas not been hore to discharge the dulies of Min-
jeter of Finance, and is therefore not prepared to meet Par-
liament in the ordinary way. I say the present position of
things is eone which is highly censurable, one that this
Huse ought flot to sanction, one that the First Minister
ought not to have permitted to exist; but, nevertheless, we
believe, or we have been informed, that the First Minister
informed lis colleague a little more than a year ago that,
unless le came to this country, all was lost. He came
back, and, without abandoning the position of High Com-
missioner, ho entered upon an active canvass in Nova Scotia,
which, as far as I know, did not contribute very much to
the discharge of those duties which ho had been appointed
to perform as High Commissioner. By his extraordinary
activity and great energy, and not less by his extraordinary
promises, he succeeded in getting a majority from lis
Province, and the lon. gentleman, in accordance with the
requirements of political exigencies, ie still iere.

Some hon. MEMBE RS. Hear, hear.

Mr. MILLS (Both ell). Yes, hon. gentlemen may say
"lhear, hear," but the bon, gentleman je not in London, ho

the Colonial Secretary and other par:ies who might be con-
nected with the commercial and other interestE of this
country. Well, Sir, is not the hon. gentleman well aware
that it is impossible for him to discharge at the same time
the duties of ligh Commissioner? I say we are entitled to
know from the Government whether they have changed
their views with regard to the importance of having a High
Commissioner residing in London, for it is perfectly pre-
posterous to talk about having a High Commissioner unless
he resides where the law intended hie should reside. If the
hon. gentleman has discharged those duties in the highly
efficient manrer which he hais spoken about to this House,
he has done so while residing in this conntry, while en-
gaged in the discharge of the duties of a Minister of the
Crown, and if that be so, wby does he continue to act as a
Minister of the Crown while acting as High Commissioner?
By his own confession, by bis own observations addressed
to the committee upon the efficient and important work
which he las performed on behalf of the country during
the past twelve months, ho has shown conclusively that the
First Minister was wrong in proposing to the louse that
there should be a High Commissioner appointed, and that
he should reside in London.

An lon. MEKMBER. No.

Mr. MILLS. Why, does the
that his colleague las been in
fifteen months ? or bas the hon.
Winkle, been sleeping during the

First Minster not know
this country for the past
gentleman, like Rip Van
whole of that time ?

Mr. POPE. I did not say "no."

Mr. MILLS. Well, some hon.gentleman said "no " from
the Treasury benches. Like Lord Castlereagh, ho bas been
airing lis vocabulary, and does not exactly know what ho
did say. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think that the committee
are entitled to know what are the views of the Government
upon this question. Do they propose to continue the office
of High Commissioner, who was intended to reside in London,
and whom they intend shall reside hore in Canada ? Do
they propose that the exigencies of the public service shall
adapt themselves to the exigency of party, and when it is
necessary, in order to save the Government from defeat, that
the hon, gentleman should come back from London, ho is
brought back; and whon, as we are told by the hon, gentle-
man himself, as 1 understand him, the Government could
not find anybody else to fill his place. The First Minister
boasts that ho ias a large following in this House, he boasts
that he as the majority of the country at bis back. Well,
th at may be so; but if it i, what an extraordinary commen-
tary it is upon the majority of thepeople of this country, whon
there is only one man, the Finance Minister, according to bis
own statement, who is competent to dishbarge the work of
High Commissioner in London. The bon. gentleman is botter
in this country as Bigh Commissioner than any other man
the First Minister can find amongst lis supporters, would
be in London itsolf. Inconvenient as it may be, contrary
as it may be to the policy which the First Minister bas laid
down for the country, that the Righ Commissioner should
reside in London, yet we are told by the hon. gentleman that
he bas performed a most important service to the Govern-
ment as High Commissioner while ho las been on this side
of the Atlantic, and that ho would be delighted if the First
Minister would find some one who would relieve him of bis
duties. But the First Minister las looked over lis vast
following, and amongst them all he bas been unable to find
a man to fll the place the hon, gentleman occupies, 3,000
miles away from the only place in which the First Minister
told us any party could efficiently discharge the duties of
the office.

is not where the First MMinister said bis duties could only
be performed, in London, and that he would be constantly Mr. ARMSTRONG. I fally agre. in tle tribut. vhiel
there, that he would be in daily contact, if necessary, with la@beon paid te île ability et the Finance Minister by tle

Mr. MILLS (BAthwell)
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hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
I also fully and frainkly accept his statement that the work
of the office of High Commissioner was never more effici-
ently performed than during the year that bas passed. But
we must boar in mind that the hon. gentleman has per-
formed other important duties during the past year than
those already alluded to. It is something like fifteen
months, if my memory serves me rightly, since ho vacated
the office of ligh Commissioner; during that time he bas
had to engage in two onerous election contests, and he has
also spent three months as British plenipotentiary at Wash.
ington. Now, Mr. Chairman, if one man can discharge the
office of Finance Minister during that space of time, and at
the same time discharge ail the duties of ligh Commis.
sioner efficiently, the question will naturally arise in simple
minds wbetber it would not be possible and profitable to
abolish the office of High Commissioner altogether. Soeing
these duties can be so efficiently performed from this side
with ail these other duties superadded, the question will be
raised, and it will have to be answered : Why cannot the
High Commissionership be abolished, saving to the country
ail the enormous expense connected therewith ? It may be
that it is not easy to find a man with the abilities of the
bon. gentleman who fills the office of Finance Minister, but
I think we may make the experiment, and as that hon.
gentleman must at some time or other leave the office,
whether by resignation or in the coure of nature, we will
hope that Providence will allow his mantle to fall on some
other gentleman who can discharge those duties quite as
efficiently.

Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. I think the House is
certainly entitled to know what the policy of the Govern-
ment is. There is no doubt that thii office should ba dis-
pensed with, or it should be filled. One of those two things
should be done. If it be correct that the Minister of Fi-
nance, after discharging the duties of that department, is
able, in the trifling portion of time which can remain to
him, to discharge the duties of High Commissioner as well,
then a very strong case has been made out for abolishing
the High Commissionership, as my hon. friend has sug-
gested. Before this vote is passed the Government ought
certainly to tell the House what their policy is with respect
to the iligh Commissionership.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I was rather amused at
hearing the speech of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Milli). I am going to appeal to the leader of the Opposi-
tion to keep order in his camp, and not allow two hon.
gentlemen to war against each other, as they generally do
in a polite way, certainly. I think the hon. member for
Bothwell commenced by an attack on my hon. friend, the
Minister of Finance, by saying that he has been praising
himself. Well, as I understand it, the praise came from the
Ion. member who sits beside the hon. member for Bothwell,
ard knows more about these things than ho does. The
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
stated that ho believed that my hon. friend was the best
Finance Minister he had seen, at ail events, from this side
of the House. Ho did not, of course, compare him with
any Minister of Finance who might, perhaps, belong to the
other side. That, of course, he was too modest to do. But
there is one thing most extraordinary, and it is this: the
utter reluctance of hon. gentlemen opposite, the party of
Reform, to consent to any economy, or any saving of any
kind. My hon. friend who sits near me enjoys the highly
honorable and useful office of High Commissioner at a salary
of 110,000 a year, besides the allowances which some hon.
gentlemen have cavilled at 80 much from time to time.
But, because ho undertook to perform efficiently the duties
of High Commissioner, while at the same time ho acted as
Finance Minister, saving the whole of the 810,000 to the
country, and performing the duties of both offices for

$7,000, the hon. gentleman says at once that this is an
abuse. As Lord Palmerston used to say : " General profes.
sions of economy are the most popular things in the world,
but the moment economy is exercised that moment it is the
most unpopular stop in the world." Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site think it is unfortunate. Perhaps lon. gentlemen,
looking at the early probability of their transfer to this
side of the House, think it is a bad example te set that an
hon. gentleman should consent to work for 87,000 when ho
might have drawn the whole $ 10,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Ho might not have
drawn the whole 810,000.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. This is the position
taken by the hon. gentlemen opposite. But the hon. mem-
ber for S>utb Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) says there
is a good case made out for doing away with the office of
High Commissioner. I think we formerly had Agents
Generals in England- I think hon. gentlemen opposite ap-
pointed Agents Generals or an Agent General.

Mr. MACIKENZIE. We nover appointed an Agent
General ; we appointed a Superintendent of Immigration.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, at all events, I
think Mr. Jenkins styled himself Agent General. Every-
body can remember that Mr. Jenkins signed himself that,
and was se styled in his communications. My hon. friend
boside me says it was on his door-plate.

" Exegi monumentum ire perennius."

My hon. friend near me says ho was so economical that
ho actually charged the cost of the plate against the Govern-
ment. If that had been done by my hon. friend (Sir Charles
Tupper) it would have been charged against him as an un-
warrantable waste of public funds. An Agent General or
an agent was thought by both Governments in 1867 to be
required in England, thereby doing only what other colonies,
especially the Australian colonies, had been doing for many
years; and the Imperial Government thought it was so
important that they themselves appointed agents to repre-
sent the Crown colonies, so that overy description of
dependoncy should be reprosented in England. In conse-
quence of the rising importance-perhaps the hon. gentle-
men opposite will cavil at that-of the prestige and position
of the Dominion of Canada over, we are proud enough to
believe, every other dependency of the Ciown, it was
thought well to mark our progrese and our position by
changing the name of our agent to the High Commissioner
for Canada. I do not know that hurt anybady ; I do not
know thatour interests were injured bythochangeof the title
from Agent General to lligh Commissioner. Sir Alexander
Galt performed those duties for somo time; financially, Sir
John Rose performed them for some time, and when my
friend and colleague was appointed Iligh Commissioner
there was a general consensus of opinion that we were send-
ing a valuable man who would be able to perform the duties
of that office. The only question is this : Were the duties
weli performed or not ? The hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) ha3 paid a compliment to my hon.
friend, a compliment which we ail betieve to be deserved,
but which the hon. member for Bothwell (Mi. Mills) thinks
it necessary to cavil at.

MIrA MILLS. No, I do not.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Or to sneer at.

Mr. MILLS. No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He insinuates-

Mr. MILLS. No.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-that which he, perhaps,

doos not care to assert openly, for it would look too much
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like a divsion of opinion between the two bon. gentlemen.
But the hon. member for South Oxford paid a compliment
to the manner in which my hon. friend has alministered
the office of Miuister of Finance. The hou. member for
Bothwell says ho did not sneer at that; but ho said my
bon, friend cannot be a good Minister of Finance, for he as
not perfornied his duty, that on the tenth day of the Session
he bas rot made bis Budget speech. Ho differed from the
statement by the hon. member for South Oxford; he said
my hon. friend could not be a good Finance Minister because
ho had not bis Budget ready, ho was not ready to make his
Budget speech.

Mr. MILLS. I said nothing of the sort.

Sir JOBN A. MACDONAL D. The hon. gcntleman said
my hon. friend was not able to perform his duty as Finance
Minister because he was otherwise employed and could not
get up his Budget speech. If that is not a censiure I do
not know what is. Bowever, I will leave those little
domestic quarrels or little domestic differences of opinion-
I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon for calling them
quarrlis-to be settled by themselves.

Mr. MACKENZ[E. You are used to them.
Sir JOHEN A. MIACDONALD. Yes. I bave had a little

experience in that îway I admit, and I think I bave got over
thom as successfully as ho bas done on some occasions. My
hon. friend became Finance Minister. He waived the dif-
ference between $7,000 and $10,000. He was elected,
and he sat in Parliament during the dead season of the
year, giving considerable strength, considerable support
and considerable comfort to myseif, to his colleagues, to the
country and to our friends on uthe Ministorial benches, and
giving equal discomfort and disheartenment to hon. gentle-
men on the other side of the House. During the dead
season of the year he came in and gave us his valuable ser-
vices, and earned thon, as ho has continued to earn, the
compliments of hon. gentlemen opposite. As soon as the
Session was over, after the Budget was made and the prin-
ciples on which the taxation of the country was to be re-
gulated were determined, the more administration of the
Department of Finance is a matter which does not call for
the abilities of the political head of the department. The
hon. gentleman knows that in the more administration of
the votes of Parliament the deputy bead, Mr. Courtney, is
the man to attend to it; and the hon. gentleman knows that
in all cases of difficulty, in addition to there being a goneral
roference to Council, there was a special reference to tie
Minister of Customs, whose department administers one of
the largest sources of revenue. Perhaps the hon. gentlc-
man opposite will object to that, because the Minister of
Customs performed his duties and did not ask the difference
between 87,000 and $10,000, aitbough ho was two Ministers
rolled into one, performing both duties.

Mr. MILLS. He could not.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. During the whole Of the

summer my hon. friend has performed bis duties in Eng-
land, more especially in regard to important financial
arrangements connected with the credit of Canada, besides
important continental duties. After performing those
duties as agent-not as ligh Commissioner, for such a
phrase would give offence to the hon. gentlemen opposite
-during the whole of the summer, he came back in De-
cember or January, and he went back to his constituents
for re-election and vindicated bis right to a seat in this
louse, and lis right to the continuance of that office, the

duties of which the hon. gentleman says ho is performing
so ably. We have saved the money of the country, and I
bave no doubt that either my hon. friend or some other
person will perform the duties, at the opening of the season,
of High Commissioner for Canada in England. Whether I

Sir JoHN A. MACDONALD.

can spare my hon. friend from bis present position of Min-
ister of Finance and allow him to go back to England,
depends a good deal on hon. gentlemen opposite. If they
are very fierce in their attacks on us, if we become afraid
of being overwhelmed by the superior ability of the hon.
gentleman opposite, I may say to my hon. friend: I cannot
sparo you, I must keep yon to fight those gentlemen. But
if they are as mild as they have been at the commencement
of the Session-with the exception of the hon. member for
Bothwell, who is a party to himself-if things continue as
pleasant as they have been hitherto, perhaps I may be able
to spare my hon. friend. Do I understand the hon. gentle-
men opposite desire, does the hon. member for Bothwell
and does the hon. mcm ber for Middlesex desire it? fHe is
not satisfied with this state of things and ho cannot say:
You must not have an agent at home, because his own party
had agents at home. They nover could do without agents
at home. Therefore we must have an agent at home. The
bon. gentleman bas said that it is of more consequence to
have a commissioner in England and a Finance Minister
bore, and to pay $10,000 there and $7,00o here, than to
allow the hon. the Ministerof Finance to do the duties as High
Commissioner at a season when ho is wanted, and at the
same time remain bore to be a terror to evil.doers and a
praise to them that do well. The hon. gentleman who bas
spoken knows the good qualities of the Finance Minister
best of any member sitting on that side of the flouse, and
he knows bis capacity and ability to fill the position.

Sir RICHARD CAR WRIIGIT. The hon. the Premier
knows the force of the constitutional objection, and knows
a good many other things too, but I do not know whether
he bas taken lessons in that kind of theatrical performance
known as "gag," because I am bound to say that ho las
not given a proper explanation of this matter. Here is an
important constitutional question raised by an hon. gen-
tleman, and yet he treats it with the most absurd levity,
and he talks about his economy in saving money by the
union of both offices. Either we should bave a High Com-
missioner according to the statute, or the office has become
useless and unnecessary. Our contention is that the lon.
the Minister of Finance constitutionally has no business and
no right to hold those two offices together-no right what-
ever. To that point the hon. gentleman did not address
himseolf at all, but he preferred to conjure up a difference
which did not exist at all as between my bon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and myself. My hon. friend from
Bothwell did not say one word in derogation of the
way in which the Minister of Finance had discharged
bis duties Ris remarks were directed to the fact, and the
patent fact, that the Minister of Finance cannot discharge
the duties of Finance Minister and ligh Commissioner at
the same time. If the hon. the First Minister's statement
to the House at a former time can b relied upon, questions
of grave importance may arise in London during our Ses-
sion, at which time it would be desirable to have a High
Commissioner there. Itis perfectly clear that he can by no
possibility be there as the arrangement is at present. It
is also contended that it is in violation of the clear purport
of the Act which creates the High Commissioner, that the
same man should hold both offices. Of course he cannot
draw'the salary of High Commissioner, because, as the
hon. irentleman knows right well, that would disquality
him from sitting in Parliamont, and subject him to a high
penalty besides. Do not we recollect that the lon. the
Minister of Finance had to have a special whitewashing
indemnity Bill put through this louse in order to sa'e
him from the penalties, and we remember when ho could
not vote in this House, although he spoke and sat in it, and
on the occasion of every division that he had to retire to the
gallery and look down on the Ion. the Premier and lis col-
leagues voting in support of himseolf. The lon. the First
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Minister was good enough to endeavor, as he bas done very An hon. MEMBER. To carry the elections.
often, thongh unsuccessfully heretofore, and ho may rest Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, for the twofold purpose.assured unsnccessfully on this occasion, too, to create sone
little animosity between my hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mr. BOWELL. And lie did both well.
Mills) and myself. He will be totally unsuccessful in that
or in any similar attempt. We know that it is part of the Mr. McMULLEN. I question very much if there is any
hon. Minister's stock-in-trade to try and set bon. gentle- man on that side of the House tFat could, with the same
men on this side of the House by the cars. I remember amount of force and sincerity, impose upon the country
once when I heard the hon, gent!eman in the afternoon rise the enormous amount that ho did impose in his last Budget
and compliment my hon. friend from East York (Mr, Mac- speech by the increase of iron duties. I do not know that
kenkie) on the breadth and statesmanlike nature cf his' there is any other man wbo would have had daring enough
views, and point out the contrast betwe-n them ard the to bring before this House a measuro carrying with it such
narrow-minded and pedantic views of my lamented friend, serious responsibilities to the consumers of iron in this
the late member for Chateauguay. I recollect hearing the country. Notwithstanding that fact he was equal to the
First Minister, after returning fron dinner the sane night, occasion, ind he laid this burdon on the people of the
compliment the lato lamonted member for Chateauiiguay on country, who are now sufforing from the results of the in-
the breadth and statemanlike nature of his views, which ho troduetion of that policy of his last Session. There are one
described as in utter contradiction to the narrow pedantry of or two questions that have a right to bo settled with regard
the hon. member for East Yo!k (Mir. Mackenzie). [ bave to this matter. Either the Iigh Comrnissionership is
known the hon. gentleman long and well, ard I beg to necessary or it is not necossary ; and I say the country
assure him that no such little devices as those are likely to shouild not b called upon to pay the Minister of Finance
have the least effect on my hon. friend from Bothwell (Ur. bis expenses across the Atlantic every now and thon, ail of
Mills) or upon me. The hon. gentleman has not, as ueual, wbioh expenses connected with the positions which is
told us one word as to bis real intentions about this office of filled by him are incurred. I fin-d fron the Public Accounts
High Commissioner, nor has the Finance Minister tol us that the travelling expenses of the bon. gentleman have
whother he is going to eleoct to be Finance Minister or High been paid in connection with the Iligh Commissionership.
Commissioner. I say it is unconstitutional in the highest If the hon. the First Minister intends te Joad the House to
degree for the hon, gentleman to hold both those offices. understand that the hon. the Finance Minister is only
That is our point, and that point neither ho nor the First drawing bis sulary as Finance Minister, ho is mistaken. If
Minister have ventured to meot in any way whatever. ho looks at the report he will find that the Minister of

Mr. McMULLEN. I can well remember tliat at the time Finance bas drawn money in connection with the High
the First Minister proposed we should haVe a 1igh Con- Cemmisienersbip at L<>ndon. It is, therofore, nnfair te
misksioner at Lindon, that ho stated that the country woud n o givo the impression Ie th e that ho is
save buch a very large amount of nenoy in commissions only dra.vsn, monoy as Finance Ministr and net as iigh
owing te the fact of havinig a High Commissioner in London, Cororni8sionr. As a matter of fact ho is drawing money
that the duties of our finaucial agents would ho performrd as both, The tact is that if the hon, gentleman were
by him. I notice that last year we paid no less than askod texplain tho exact amount drawn as High Commis.
$7,600 to Sir John Rose for eonmi;ssions on account, sioner and ai Minister cf Finance, ho would probably ho
of transactions performed on behalf of this country, while at unablo te toit whero one ceased and wbere the othor began.
the sane time we had a iligh Commissioner in London. But, occupying botb offices, ho bas drawn a very large sum,
I notice aise that we have paid this year a very lar-go and ho has aise drawn a great doa fur travelling oxponses.
amount on commission and interest to Baring Bros. & If the office of 111gh Commissioner is at ail neoessary, and
Co., about 817,811, and to Glen, Mills, Currie & Co. if we are geing te save ail the meney that the hon. Fîrst
816,398, in addition to a further large amount to Mr. MhriRter declared wo wenld Bave y the cstabiishment of
Rose on commissions. If the Iligh Commissioner is sup. tha- offic, the sooner ho fils it the better. Is it a faot,
posed te performi ail the duties in connectior. wvith 'the tLC among te rank of the hon. First Ministeors tfoowrs,
finar ce transactions in London, and if it is possible for hi.U lie cannot find a man of sufficiont intelligence, abiiity, wis-
te save the country these very large sums, it woutd bo vcry dom and sagacity te dischargo the duties cf iligl CommiF.-
mul botter for the country te have hi m ln London than Io sier in Lendon? hew is it that among ail the bright
have hini here If we are te continue paying this 34,o genluses lie bas in ais rances li cannt find one capable
in L)ndon on commissions onîy, bocauso the OFinance Min of prormiing thA daties of Finance Minister? W admit
istor of this country is iet in Londen, it would bo much tliat lis last experiment in filling tht offic was a very de-
botter te, have him there. It is ratber singular ùrt s the plorablo and unfortunate on , but ch whould try again.
hon. the First Minister lias net been able tei find a eroneruapl to tel heas botter material now thau ho had thon. I
wbom ho could place in the position et Finance Ministr, and Bope the bon. First oRinister will frankly state te the use
who would ho able te diseharge the duties preperly. From what ho intends to de. If the mountry is going te have the
îny little experience cf this bo)use Ian remember the very bDofit cf the hon. Finance Minister in the office of Higof
sickening exhibition made by lis predecestor, with regard Cofmissioner, we will promise him te cltivate tat for-
te the finances df the c uuntry, inthe statement le deltvered bearance nfcessary te enable a new Finance Minuister te get
te this flouse. I do net wonder at ail that tho First Minister acquainted wita the facts and figures lonnocted wit the
tound it netessary te recail thehon. gentleman in order te finances di this cuntry to enable hm te disearge lis duties,
disetharge those duties. can remember whonn we had the withont pnning on him tee severoly. But ho sould do
experince he bis hon. colloague wbo sits behind him. I an, e thing or the other. The hon. Fir t Minister, wen le
sure bis friends on that aide of tle louse as wel as on this, a-ked us teo assent t the appointment of the lon. Minister
theoght is desirable tat some change siould be made cf Finance as xpge Commissioner, declared, with a great
and m e man, betterable te make a more intelligent explan. deal f gravity, that oness we did se the country w ind lm
atiion ef the finances thau ho did on that occasion, selected. a great deal et money in paying commissions in London,
The First Minister ony kopt the hon, gentleman referred and the expenses wold be a great drain on our finances.
tw one year in that position, When ho removed him te a less But did that drain or those expenses stopa? No; they went
important position and recaled the vo gentleman ofo on the hae as before. Sir John Rose drew a large amon t
now fill the Office. I aise admit that the mon. the Finance cf meney last ycar, and I e w h i name in the liet again
tinister wu realled. this year.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Is that possible ? RETURN ORDERED.

Mr. OMULEN.Yes It 8; nd i yo loo utthe Return ehowi ig the ainount voted each Session since 1880 for sub-Mr. McULLEN. Yes it is ; and if you look at the s t Railways; alo, the aount to each Proince,d the amount
Auditor General's Report you will find it so. We sympa- that ha been paid.-(qr. Semple.)
thise with the bon. First Minister. We admit the difficulty
which he has in finding anyone to fill the office of High ADJOURNMENT-L'ASSOMPTION ELECTION.
Commissioner; we admit that the hon. Finance Minister SA. MACONALD m ved the of
filled it with great ability; and wa admit that it is very
difficult for him to find anyone among his followers to fillthe fouse.
the office of Finance Minister. We admit, in view of the Mr.LAURIER. Iwouldaskifthewritfortheelection
extravagance and profligacy with which the finances of the in the county of L'Assomption bas been issued?
country are administered by hon. gentlemen opposite, Mr.CIIAPLEAU. It bas, and we have fixed the nom-
that it is difficult to get a man who las brass enough and
boldness enough to take that office. The hon, gentleman
has a great many followers with plenty of those qualities, Mr.LAURIER. Whatdate?
but I do not know that he has one man in whom they are Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think the 3rd of next month will
combined to such an extent as they are in the hon. gentle- b telast day of voting, There las been ne more than
man who Raow holdn the office. the leogIl delay.

Mr. MIrCflELL. I do net intend to Fay very mucli on Motion agreed to0; and flouse adjourned at 6 pin.
tbis matter, but I want to appeal te the lion. High Commis-
sioner, if hetiso l ;oeg Commissioner, or a actheheon. Financeamount
Minister if beth Finance Mainitter, or I aptneal to hum in
botb capacities, t act Aquarely and honestly before this HOUSE 0F COMMONS.
country and select one position or the other. When the
hon, gentleman was appointed fiigh Commissioner every- FRIDÂY, 9th Maroh,' 1888.
body was pleased. The country lad confidence in lis abil-

Mty, ard I think bis career on the other side of the At.antiL
sbowed that a Iligh Commissioner who bai somie skill and The SPEAKER took the Chair at Tbree o'clock.
some knowledge of the interesistif this country was 0f great
service. Inrecolleat that on one orcasion whan Catnda was PRAYERS.
threatened withbeing scMeduled arhainst. the imhportation of FeR3TrtEADINGS.
cattib l dvto Great Britain, the hon. gente l d vgn tok tTreeMhs
er up, went down to Liverpool, went b the cattie yards, Bil (No. 31) to incorporate the Detroit River Bridge

took off bis coat, and, witb that scientiic and practical Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)
knowledge which topssesses, convinced the British Comn- Bil (No. 32) to incorporate tle Dominion Plate Glass
missioners that il was unnecessary to schedule the cattie of Insurance Company.-(Mcr.elolton.)
Canada. We acknowledge the great service hlas rendered B
to tbe country in many other tways; buthIteoldr t BiheNo ) a m nyeat c angethe floreo
that it le a disgrace te Ibis lieuse to have .a teoma oteHrford Binl Railway Company, n t hag tenMo oman oncupying w e office of ligh Commissionery-ntHetrC y
bondon, w ere his residence is and where bis duties lie,aa-
the sane time sitting h re as Finace Minister. There is BiA n (No. 34) respecting the SetticXorfolk Railwa
ne man onlthat aide oothe ouse in whon I shave as mu a Company.-(r. Tisdale.)
confidence as the Finance Minister of Canada. I know bis
ability, I know bis courage, his determination and bis choek, DEATil 0F THE EU1PEROR 0F GEIIhAN,1Y. »
and I commend hlm for it. But, Sir, i do prtest as an in
dependent man against the Premier of this country trfing Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would ike to enquire
wib the Constitution by appoin.ing a man tog Commis. w ether the Government have received any positive iifor-
sioner to-day, and, when i l w8 necessar te buldoze Nova maien of the deadsof the Emperor of Germany?
Sotia in the general electin, sending for my bon. friend Sir HECoR LANGEVIN. We have nt received any
tk core ot and use lis influence to carry that Province. positive information as a o-vernment, but some of my col-
Sir, there t no ma i in Canada wo could have done ifbut1leagues and myseif have received from the telegraph office
the hon. gentleman; and if the rig cet bon. First Minister a statement that the Emperor died this morning ut halhrpaet
occupies the position of Prenier fyis c;untry to-day, li eight, and that the report was cnfirmed offialiy,
owes it i tbe man sitting on his rigHt, wo ocupies the
dual position of High Commissioner and Finance Minister. THE FISHERY TREATY.
L say i leime his farce wasut an end, an I ask, for the
reputation of the hon, gentleman himself, tbat it should be Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. I promised the lion. member
brougbt to an end, for 1 arn afraid that otberwise lie will for Seuth Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) that I would lay
fal in ae bigh esteem in whih I have ever beld hm. Ionthe Table to-day Ibeletter addressed te me by Mr. Bayard,
say il le an outrage on the part of the Premier ofthis ouse and my answer.

oo perpetrante on Ibisdouse and Ibisnatuntry the act
of keeping a mani in two positions aIthe samie lime, QUESTIONS 0F PRIVILCCOE.
with the fanctions of the one to perform on the other aide
ef the Atlantic, and the functions of thie other on this side. Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Orders of the Day are
I hope we shalh bave a vote on Ibis question, and I could called, I would ike to, eal the attention efthîe acting
not allow the occapion to passwitbout expresis ng my vîews Premier te a rurnor that la afeat, eftan 9t which , 1some-
on the course the Govern ment are taki cg. wbat at variance with the constitutional government of

tis country. I letat fis Excellency the Governr
Committe. rose and reported progress. Geeral invited Me ndrs. Greenway and M rtin, the repre-

Mr. MCMo-LLm T.
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sentatives of the Government of Manitoba who are at
present here, to an interview with him in relation to the
difficulties existing between that Province and the Domin-
ion. Now, as I understand constitutional government, the
business of the country is carried on by the Ministers, who
are responsible to this House and to the people for the acts
which pass under the name of the Government, and bence
under the name of Her Gracious Majesty the Queen ; and
if it is true, and I believe it is, that by the invitation of the
Governor those gentlemen have had an interview with him
on these matters, I would like to know whether it was
at the instance of the Government or at the instance of the
Govelnorhimself? If it was the latter, I should regret that,
at the close of a long career, which bas been satisfactory
alike to the people and the Government, His Excellency
should attempt to interfere with matters that pertain solely
to bis advisers, and for which they are responsible. There-
fore, I would like to know whether the Governor has acted
on behalf of his Government, or whether he has assumed a
responsibility which, in my opinion, ho has no right to
assume ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I hope the bon. gentleman
will renew bis question when the hon, First Minister is bere.
The charge that the hon. gentleman makes, or supposes
can bc made, against Ris Excellency the Governor General,
is one that should be met by the First Minister. For my
own part, all I can say to the hon. gentleman is that we, as
the rcsponsi ble advisers of the Crown, are ready at all times
to take the responsibilities of any act of the Governor
General in matters of State; and His Excellency, to my
knowledge, and I have no doubt to the knowledge of the
fHouse, bas never exposed himself to be called to account
for any interference that would not be in a c>nstitutional
way.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is not a question whether the
Government assumed the responsibilty of the acts of the
Governor or not. The question I put is whother the
Governor performed this act with the kntowlodge and at
the request of the Government of the day, or whether he
assumed it on his own mere motion. If the latter, I hold
that he is interferirg with matters w:th wbich ho bas no
right to interfere under the Constitution. Now that the
bon. First Minister has come in, I would repeat the question
to him.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I may say that I was not
aware, and I do not know that any of my colleagues were
aware, that Ris Excellency had sent for these two gentle-
men to talk over public matters. I had not heard of it until
just this moment, but I take exception to the doctrine that
the Governor General or fHer Majesty cannot talk to such
people as she or he may choose.

Mr. LAURIER. If my hon. friend for 1Northumberland
will allow me, I would take exception to what ho bas said.
Whether Mr. Greenway, or any other member or members
of the Manitoba Government, were invited by the Governor
General, or by this Government, to meet His Excellency, is
of little moment, as the Government are the o2cial advisers
of Ris Excellency, and must hob held responsible in either
case.

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not object to holding them re-
sponsible for it. That was not the point. What I wanted
to know was, whether Ris Excellency, on bis own more
motion, did this, because, if he did, I hold he was wrong ?

Mr. LAURIER. The Government are the parties respon-
sible.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is another matter of some im-
portance with which I think the House should be made
acquainted before the Orders of the Day are called. It is
this; I find in the Montreal Gazette the following:-

"NEWFOUNDLAND ASKED TO ENTER TRE CONFEDERATION.
"DELGATS TO VISIT OTTAWA.

The Proposition Well Received and Likely to be Accepted by the
Ancient Colony.

"RALIArx, N.S., March 8.-[Special.]-The Halifax Herald will pub-
lish to-morrow a special cablegram from St. John's, Nfid., showing that
practical steps have been taken to embrace the ancient colony of New-
foundland in the Canadian Confederation. The following correspond-
ence was laid before the Newfoundland Legislature to-day:-

"The Governor General of oanada to the Governor of Xewfoundland:

"March 6, 1888.

" t s considered by my Obvernment that, if your Government ap-
proves, the time would be convenient for the discussion of the question
of the admission of Newfoundland into the Federal Union, and that no
dithculty would be ]ikely to arise in arranglng the terms. Under those
circums.tances could you send a deputation to Ottawa, with power to ne-
gotiate ? In our opinion the deputation should represent the Opposition
as well as the MiniKterial party. As the Canadian Session bas begini,
and may be short, I would suggest the expediency of the deputation sail-
ing by tie steamer leaving on Ihe 19th inst.

"The Governor of Newfoundland to the Governor cencral of Canada:

" M arch 7, 1898.
"I have received your telegram and laid II before my Mlnlsters.

The question is now being discussed among the parties, and your
correspondent has no doubt but that a deputation will be sent."

This appears in one of the numerous organs of the Govorn-
ment and I presume it to be correct. I thiuk that as Par-
liament is in Session, before a communication of that kind
should be sent to another colony the Parliament of Canada
ought to have teen taken into consultation on the subject.
In so important a question as that of admitting a remote
Province liko Newloundland into the Union, the Govern-
ment should not have assumed the responsibility of acting
as they appear to have done, without having taken the
Parliament of Canada into their confidence, while that Par-
liament is in Session. I would like the right hon. the First
Minister to say whethor thore is any truth in the statement
or not.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. IL is true; those negoti-
ations have takon place.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. Thon I think the
liouse has been treated with scant courtesy, very scant
courtesy, indeed-hou. gentlemen on that side as well as on
this- by a matter of that importance being fir'st made pub-
lic through the medium of one of those paid hirelings of
the hon, gentleman. I think it is utterly discourteous and
unconstitutional, and it goes to show that true constitu-
tional parliamentary government is becoming utterly un-
known in Canada. We have a one-man power, we have an
autocrat here te do as he pleases; and to all practical pur-
poses, the people of Canada would be better off if they
would send 130 or 140 proxies to the hon. gentleman, and
thus save expenso.

THE ONDERDONK ARBITRATION.

Mr. POPE. I was not in a position the other day to
answer the question put by the hon. member for St. John
(Mr. Weldon), but I am happy to be able to do so now.
The amount of the valuation of the rolling stock taken,
under the terms of the contract, from the contractors of the
western section of the Canadian Pacifie Railway in British
Columbia, is as follows:-

Eight locomotives and 185 plattorm cars ......... $199,535 00
Account for the transportation of the above

froml British Columbia to Chaudiere.......... 22,028 19
Account for the repaire of the above .............. 4,016 92

Total............................. .............. $ 25,570 Il

Against that we have the following:-
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Account against the C.P.R. for hire of the
above............... ...... ............ ..............

Account against the O.P.R. for three platform
cars destroyed in their service .......... -

Account against the C. P.R. for nine platform
cars undelivered....................

Total »......- ...... ............ ....... .....

Balance, being total cost........................ .....

$11,b9O 00

2,265 00

6,795 00

$50,050 00

$174,920 Il

Mr. DAVIES. Doos that include the moneys paid to the
Grand Trunk Railway as well as to the Canadian Pacific
Railway ?

Mr. POPE. Yes.

THE FISHERIES CON FERENCE.

Mr. EDGAR. The hon. the Finance Minister yesterday,
in answer to an or quiry I made, informed us that the date
of the proposa] be made to the Commission at Wasbington,
relating to trade matters, was the 3rd December. Among
the papers ho laid before the House there is a reply to that
proposal by the American commissioners. I would ask the
hon, gentleman to give us the date on which that reply was
banded in.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will do that.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY ACCOUNT.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. The hon the Minister
of Railways was to have bre.ugbt down an answer to a pait
of my que>tion touching the account of tho Intercolonial
Railway, which ho was not able to answer the other day.
He gave the receipts up to the list of Marcb, and ho said
that in two or three days ho hoped to be able to give the
expenditure. Has ho got that yet ?

Mr. POPE. No, I have not. I do not remember that I
said in two or three days, but I think I said as soon as I
could.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does not tne bon.
gentleman get both earnirgs and expenses together ?

Mr. POPE. Not necessarily, because the one te kes longer
to get than the other.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Payments to officers of the Post Office and Finance
Departments for balancing and computing in-
terest on depositors' accounts in Savings Banka. $3,100

Sir RCHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the increase of
8200 for ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was found that the amount
required was a little larger than the appropration. Thut
item, as the bon, gentleman knows, is to pay the offlcers
who are engaged in oalculating the interest in the Post Office
and Finance Departments.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know that very well.
What I want to know particularly is, are these practically
extra payments for over hours' work ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGRT. Because I have called
attention more than once, and so have other members of
this House, to the vicious practice of allowing mon in thei
service of the Government to considerably augment their1
salaries by doing extra work. I do not know how far thati

Mr. POP£.

goes in regard to this particular work, but I take it that all
this money goes to incroase the salary of the emplo3 és.

Mr. McLE LAN. This involves a lot of extra work, and
it is thought botter that the clerks who are familiar with
this work should continue to do it than that strangers
should be called in for that purpose.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think it is quite evident that the
Savings Bank system is likoly to be continued in this
country for some time to come, and I, thoefore, tbink that
the Civil Service Act should ho changed so that the clerks
sbould perform this duty without any extra pay. I find,
for instance, that there are no less than 382 clorks in the
employment of the several departments, who have drawn
nio less than $120,258 for extra services in connection with
their respective duties. If it is considered that a clerk is
not getting the amount of salary ho should have, it would
be better to amend the Act so as to include all these duties,
because, when a clerk understands that, if he labors one or
two hours after the rogular hours,he is to be paid extra, the
probability is that ho would leave something over during
his regular hours in order to get something to do by wby of
overtime. It is an inducement to clerks to put in extra
time and not to perform their duties efficiently during the
hours they are supposed to labor, and I think it is highly
in the interest of the Civil Service that a change should be
made. I find ore cee where a man who is getting $1,400 of
salary receives $25 5 for ca'cu!ating interest. Another
man who is gettirg $R800 as a salary receives $300 for cal-
culaing savings banik intercst. Another man ge-ts $1,400
as a saluy, Mr. J R. Smith, and ho receives $3,1 for count-
ing irterest. I think, for a man who gets $1,400 salary it
is a pretty small matter on his part to extort out of the
people of this Dominion 833 for calculating interest in the
department to which ho belongs. The whole of this systom
is wrong, and the Government ought to amend the Civil
Service Act and not leave this as a bribe which these men
may extort for toing this because it is not within their re-
gular hours.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It would be hardly right that
I should ailow the very stiong larguago the hon. gentleman
bas used to go un answered. There is no disposition to ex-
tort anything from the public Treasury, and to provide for
the perlormance of this work in the ordinary way would
add very largely to the public exponditure. It is found
that a large number of these accounts have to be dealt with
in a very short space of time, and the only persons who
can deal with them efficiently are the officialis who are upon
a salary and upon whose time we have a claim for certain
hours. By allowing these gentlemen who are familiar with
the duties to perform these when this fresh press of work
cornes, and to be paid for the time they are occupied out-
aide of the bours they are paid for in the ordinary discharge
of their duties, the work is efficiently and quickly per-
formed, and at a very great saving to the country. This
has been explained again and again to the House, and I
think the House bas generally concurred in the wisdom of
that expenditure. I quite admit that, under ordinary cir-
cumstances, the payment of clerks for time over aLd above
their ordinary duties is an objectionable course, but it las
been found that this is a case in which it is generally con-
venient, in the interests of the public service, and in point
of tirre, and in regard to the discharge of the dut:es of the
service, to make an exception, and I hope the flouse will
not insist upon abandoning that course, because it would
result in the nccessity of appointing additional officers.

Mr. CASE Y. The Minister of Finance is quite mistaken
in supposing that the House bas agreed to the system
which is now in force at any time. There always has been
objection to the system and there always will continue to
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be objection to the system. The Minister is also mistaken
in saying that the abandonment of this plan would result
in requiring the empIoyment of extra men. They would
be the sane men. These men are now doing the work,
and they are simply paid for extra bours. There is no in-
crese in the number; there is only an increase in the
expense. The only question is whether the employés in
this department should not be ompelled to prerform this
duty, which coeurs, I believe, once a year,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Twice a year.

Mr. CASEY. Well, twice a year, without extra pay.
It is well te compare their position with that of clerks in
banks and loan companies, where similar duties have to be
performed at certain times of the year. It is true that, in
banks and loan companies and other financial institutions,
and in merchants'offices, therè are periods of the year when*
clerks are required to do extra work. Are those clerks
paid extra for that ? I am not engaged in that sort of
business, but I know a great many bankers, and I never
heard of any such payment being made, and I do not think
it is necessary that it should be made in the Civil Service.
The hon. Minister speaks as if we only hired these men!
for a certain number of hours per day. The hon. gentle-
man Is wrong. Their whole time is hired and paid for by
the Government. There are certain hours fixed for them
as a generai rule, no doubt, but their whole time is at the
disposal of the Government; and, if they object to that,
they can resign. From a legal, as well as from a common
sense point of view they are subiect to perform extra
duties in the same way as clerks in banks or other institu-
tions, and my hon. friend from Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
is quite right in saying that the idea of paying them for
over-hours is a vicious one, and there is a temptation in
that for them to leave work undone in their ordinary
hours. I do not say that every clerk would yield to that
temptation, but there can be no doubt that it eaves tem.p-
tation in the way of these clerks, and I have no doubt that'
the temptation in some cases heu been effective and that
work has been left undone during the hours for which the,
hon. Minister mistakenly says they are only paid for. But
I cannot allow the item to pass without distinctly making
the point that civil servants are not employed merely for,
o many hours, but their whole time belongs to the Gov-

ernment. I also objeet to the system of putting tempta-
tion in their way to leave their work undone, as is the
practical effect under the present regulations.

Mr. McLELAN. I desire to say that there is not a staff
in the Civil Service who work longer hours and more indus.
triously than the staff connected with the Savings Bank
branch of the Post Ofice Department.

Mr. CASEY. That can easily be.

Mr. McLELAN. There is not a week passes in which a
large number of these mon work over-hours, that is to say,
longer hours than in any other branch of the service. That
is especially the case about the lt of January and the 1st
of July, when there is an extra rush of work to get the
accounts closed up and the balances struck in a very short
time, work which cannot be done at any other period of
the year than at those dates, and it is necessary that the
clerks should work night and day in order to overtake the
work. If we did not employ these both night and day, it
would be necessary to bring in new men, and it would be
very inoonvenient for them to take up the books where
these other men left off. Strangers who are not acquainted
with the books cannot do as satisfactory work as those who
are familiar with it. I think that on previous occasions
the House has not taken exception to allowances to civil
servants for doing over-work, and I do not see why an ex-
oeption should be made in the present case.

Mr. CASEY. I think the hon. gentleman, like the most
of us, was once in business for himself, and 1 would like to
ask him when there was an occasional extra press of
work, suh as stook-taking, or balanoing accounts, or sny-
thing of that sort, did ho resort to either of these two alter-
natives-did ho employ outsiders, or did ho pay hie olerks
for working overtime ?

Mr. McLELAN. I paid them extra.
Mr. CASEY. Thon the hon. gentleman is muoh more gener-

ous than any of his colleagues whom 1. have come across. But
if ho paid his clerks extra for working overtime, in stock.
taking, or in any of those pinches that occur in the course
of business, ho does more than any business man is in the
habit of doing that I am acquainted with -at lest very fewdo
so. But the point is that neither one of the alternatives need
be adopted-neither outsiders need be employed, nor need
the clerks be paid extra for over-work, because their -whole
time belongs to the Government. If it is thought that the
salaries are not sufficient, they can either resign-and I
think the Government would have no diffioulty in finding
others at the same salary-or the Goverument might
increase their salaries, and a slight increase would amount
to less than these extra and irregular payments. Both of
the hon, Ministers who have spoken have made a great
point out of the awkwardness of bringing in outsiders. Now,
if I am not misled by the item itself, this is merely a
question of making up interest on deposits. I do not see why
any able outside accountant, if it was necessary to employ
one, should not be as well able to make up depositors'
accounts as a clerk of the department. No special know-
ledge is required to calculate interest on deposits.

Amount required for salaries of Board of Examiners
and other expenses in connection with the Civil
Berrice Act........................ 7,500

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the reason of
this increase of 8500 ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is caused by the inorease in the
number of applicants for examination, whioh neoessitates a
larger amount of printing and other contingencies. There
is no inerease in the number of employés. I may mention
that the greatest portion of the expenditure for thatervice is
eovered by moneys that come baok to the Treasury in the
way of fees.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. What is the amount of
fees received ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think it was, last year, over 83,000.
There were over 1,200 examinations.

Mr. CASEY. Could the hon. gentleman tell us to what
extent the number of examinations have increased over the
proeding year ?

Mr. CHA PLEAU. I cannot answer the question st the
moment, but I know there has been a very large increase
in the number of examinations, and it has been reported to
me that this increase has necessitated a corresponding in-
orease in the amount for printing and other contingenoies.

Mr. DAVIES. Why does the hou. gentleman ask such a
large sum when, of the sum voted last year, $1,500 were
not required ? There does not seem to be any sense in ask-
ing for a couple of thousand more than the actual ex-
penditure. Last year, of the amonut voted, $5,415, 81,584
was not used.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I have reoeived from the examiners
a demand for this grant; it is a very emall ineresse over the
ordinary expenditure. But if, as my hon. friend says,
$1,500 romain unexpended of last year's vote, certainly a
emaller sum than here sked for would seem to siffle.
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Consequently I ask that the item be suspended until I en-
quire into it.

Mr. MILLS. I would like to ask the hon. Secretary of
State what number of the 1,200 who were examined
have received appointments ? It would be well for the
House to know just what number of offices are becoming
vacant, and the number who are yearly coming into posi.
tions.

Mr. C UIAPLEAU. That report has been put before the
House.

Mr. MILLS. If the number of those who are examined
is greatly in excess of the number of vacancies, that might
be a reason for increasing the difficulties of the examin-
ation.

Miscellaneous Justice, inluding North-West Terri-
tories...............................-. $20,O0o

Mr, LAURIER. What does the hon. Minister under-
stand by Miscellaneous Justice ? That seems to be a very
vague term to apply to the administration of justice.

Mr. THOMPSON. It refera to the excellent system of
justice we administer. The items refer principally to the
administration of justice in the North-West, witnesses' fees
and all expenditures of that character in connection with
the court houses, and everything connected with the admin-
istration of justice in the INorth-West not paid by the muni-
cipalities or by the provincial authorities.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think there is an
item of expenditure which requires a littie explanation.
I observe an item in the Public Accounts in connection
with the investigation of charges against Judge Travis. I
think, as a very great number of statements have been made
of a very varied and oontradictory character about that
officer, the Minister ought, on this occasion, to put the House
in possession of the reasons for and results of that investi-
gation. I understand Judge Travis is no longer in the
service.

Mr. THOMPSON. He is no longer in the service.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I have seen some very

remarkable letters over the signature of Mr. Travis, if I am
not mistaken, reffecting greatly on the Minister of Justice
himself. Those I do not propose, at this instance, to bring
into controversy, but I should like to have from the Min.
ister a succinct statement of the reasons of Mr. Travis's
suspension or removot, or whatever it has been.

Mr. TUiOMPSON. The hon. gentleman, perhaps, does
not remember that I laid on the Table of the House last
Session the report of Judge Taylor, the Commissioner who
made the investigation.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think it bas
been printed.

Mr. IHOMPSON. It was laid on the Table in response
to a motion made by some hon. gentleman opposite. The
report which was made by Judge Taylor, now Chief Justice
of Manitoba, was that it was undesirable that Mr. Travis
should continue to exercise the functions of stipendiary
magistrate in the judicial district which had been. assigned
to him. The opinion of Judge Taylor, from the evidence
taken before him,-and the evidence was very voluminous
at the enquiry which ho made,-and the opinion of myself
and my colleagues as well, I think, was that the evidence
not only justified the report which the commissioner made
but precluded the Government from recommending the ap.
pointment of Mr. Travis to the Supreme Court of the North.
West Territories. The hon. gentleman will remember, when
1 recall it to him, that shortly after the investigation was
ordered the North-West Territories Judicial Act came into
operation, the effect of which was that the various stipendiary

,Mr. CHAPLEAU.

magistracies of the North-West were abolished, and a
Supreme Court was organised in their place. Mr. Travis
passed from office as a stipendiary magistrate by virtue of
the operation of that Act, and the Act under which ho was
appointed provided that the retiring allowances in such cases
should apply to all stipendiary magistrates of the Territories.
Subsequently the report was made by Judge Taylor, and
the only question that had to be dealt with in regard to
Mr. Travis was, whether ho sbould be appointed to the
Bench of the Supreme Court of the North-West Territories
or not; and he was not appointed.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. What pension is Mr.
Travis receiving?

Mr. THOMPSON. $720 or $730, I think.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then we got off com-
paratively cheaply. He was appointed two or three years
ago, if my memory serves me, and in a couple of years ho
was found to be unfit for the delicate and important posi-
tion in which ho was placed. Hâe is, thon, superannuated
and becomes a permanent charge on the ratepayers of the
Dominion, His unfitness has been reported on by a dis-
tinguished judge, who is now Chief Justice of Manitoba. It
does look as if there was considerable oarelessness exercis-
ed in the selection of Mr. Travis for an appointment of that
description.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman has not heard
the explanation I made, which was that Mr. Travis passed
ont of office by the reason of the abolition of his office; and
by the statute under which ho was appointed ho was en-
titled under those circumstances to superannuation, and
the superannuation was calculated at the ordinary rate.

Sir RICLIA RD CJARTWRIGHT. I quite understand the
modus operandi by which ho had his head cut off. My point
was that very great carelessness had been made in making
the appointment, if within a couple of years after Mr.
Travis' appointment it was necessary to calt upon him to
resign.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The House bas not yet been in-
formed on the point which the hon. member for South
Oxford has brought under notice. The Minister of Justice
says there was very voluminous evidence submitted before
Judge Taylor; and I observe that $500 or $600 have been
paid for transcribing that evidence. The evidence las not
yet been laid before the House, ani even if it was indivi-
dual members would hardly be able to master it unless it
was printed; but the House would like to know from the
Minister what were the grounds of Mr. Travis' practical
dismissal, for that is what it amounted to. Technically his
position was abolished by the Judicature Act of the North-
West Territories, but under ordinary circumstances ho would
have been appointed to another judicial position fired by
the same Act, and we understand ho was not appointed be.
cause of some malfeasance or improper conduct in office.
We would like to know f rom the Minister of Justice, who
says ho formed a strong opinion on the case which was
shared by his colleagues, the grounds considered sufficient
to justify the Government in not recommending Mr. Travis
for promotion.

Mr. THOMPSOT. To state with any degree of full-
ness, or in any such way that the hon. gentleman would be
satisfied with the explanation, would be difficult, consider.
ing that the charges have been investigated by a judge
receiving evidence which probably covers a thousand-
pages. But I will etate briefly, that in the opinion of the
commissioner who made the enquiry, and coertainly
in my own opinion, Mr. Travis exceeded his jurisdic-
tion in administering his office in the District of
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Calgary, that he exceeded that jurisdiction very greatly
to the disadvantage of good order and of good govern-
ment in the Territories. As regards the particular
instances in which he exceeded that jurisdiction, one of
them was in relation to the press of the particular district in
which ho exercised lis office. Hon. gentlemen may re-
member that the judge's conduct was made the subject of
comment and observation in this House shortly after it was
announced, and I did the best I could, with the information
at my command, to induce the House to suspend judgment,
which was disposed to be exceedingly unfavorable to the
magistrate. The investigation subsequently disclosed all
the particulars of the transactions, and certainly led me to
consider that the judge not only exceeded bis jurisdiction,
but that he had done so in a manner, and in instances,
which caused it to be very undesirable to allow lis
conduct to pass without marked censure. The testimony
taken at the investigation shows the judge to have exceed.
cd his authority-that the judge's view as to bis authority
and as to his duty was so clearly erroneous and out of
keeping with the modern view as to judicial rights, that it
was unfit and intolerable that a person holding those views
and exercising such authority sbould continue to hold his
offic. The particular instance in regard to the press was
that Mr. Travis caused the imprisonment of a newspaper
proprietor or editor who had chosen to question bis actions
and the accuracy of bis decision. Another instance in
wbioh I think ho entirely exceeded lis authority was
bis suspension of a legal gentleman from practising
at the bar of his court. The reason assigned for
doing so was that this particular gentleman had at-
tended a public meeting, called an indignation meeting,
and at that meeting had expressed an opinion unfavor-
able to the judge and the proceedings he had taken
in regard to the newspaper editor a few days before; and
upon the gentleman taking bis seat in court the magistrate
ordered him to rise, and announced to hima that ho was
suspended froma practice, I think for two years,
and banished " to the milder climate of Manitoba."
There were instances also of the judge having otherwise
exceeded bis jarisdiction in a manner unfavorable to
the administration of the law in bis district. The most
notable of those, other than the one I havo mentioned,
was the case in which he dealt with the municipal
corporation of the town of Calgary. In that instance the
affaire of the municipality were being conducted bya mayor
and town council, and the magistrate formed the opinion
that the mayor and town council were too favorable to the
persons who were engaged in the liquor traffic in the town
of Calgary. A petition was presented to him (it is alleged
at his own instance, but that, bowever, bas not been well
established) indicating that those persons had, in relation to
the election then about to be hold, committed corrupt prac-
tices. The corrupt practices consisted morely of this: The
mayor and town council were at the time revising the
electoral list ; the election was about to be held and they
added, in the exorcise of their judgment as to who wore
entitled te ho on the listi, a large number of persons to the
electoral list. I think they added them irregularly and
improperly, but the magistrate had no more to do with
that question than I had. They were a committee to do
this, autborised by law and subject to no control by him ;
but he not only undertook to review the decision as to the
revision of their list, but he pronounced it to be a corrupt
practice in relation to an election which had not come off,
unseated the mayor and town council, disqualified them for
a period of years, and imposed heavy fines upon them. At
a subsequent period an election baving been held to supply
the vacancy ho bad thus caused by disqualifying the town
council, in one or two instances, if not more (the hon. gen-
tleman will understand I am speaking necossarily from
memory, and have not referred to the papers for some

months past), the candidates whom he had unseated and
disqualified were returned by overwhelming majorities, and
he repeated his judgment of unseating and disqualification,
sent for the roturn of the returning officer, and with his
own hand declared the persons who had been overwhelm-
ingly beaten to be duly returned in the election, and seated
them as town councillors. The matter was carried on with
such a degree of violence, as might be anticipated, that the
more idea of law and authority in bis district was associated
with ridicule, and it was conceived that the magistrate did
not possess the idea of the duties of bis office, of the powers
of his office, or of the mode of conducting his office, which
a person should possess in order to be appointed to the new
court of the North-West Territories.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT, I am only astonislied
that after the statement made by the Minister that this
worthy gentleman, Judge Travis, bas not been appointed
returning offcer in general for this Dominion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Not having hai the advantage of
reading the evidence or the report that the Minister of Justice
refers to, I cannot attempt to challenge the correctness of the
judgment he formed. I am very glad ho made the state-
ment he las made, however, for a number of reasons; firstly,
because I think the removal of a man holding the judicial
position he held, and the reasons for his removal, should
always ho communicated to Parliament in an authoritative
statement; and, Eecondly, because I tbink they have impor-
tant bearing upon the action which certain judges in other
parts of the Dominion are now taking. I rejoiceto seethatit
will become known generally throughout the Dominion that
when judges attempt arbitrarily to punish those who practice
before them, or those who make adverse comments upon
judgments which they deliver, that those judges will fmd a
power stronger than themselves, who will overrule them
and may, perhaps, in a certain sense punish them. Mr.
Travis, I am sorry, committed the offences, if we may term
them such, or the errors which the Minister of Justice re-
ferred to. He was known when he practised at the bar of
New Brunswick, as a painstaking and learned lawyer, and
it was considered that he would distinguish himself in his
judicial career. I shall call the attention of the Minister of
J ustice-now that ho has spoken lis views upon the exer-
ciae by judges of the power to punish for contempt, and
characterised the exorcise of that power in Mr. Travis' case
as the exorcise of a somewhat antiquated power-1 would
cali his attention to the fact that in the eastern portion of
the Dominion, the judges are about to exercise a power
somewhat similar, in the case of a newspaper published in
the town of Moncton. It will be remembered that some
time ago an election took place in the county of Westmore-
land, and that one of the judges of the Supreme Court of
New Brunswick, when applied to fix a day for the election
petition, was asked specially to fix that day within the six
months, for fear some question might be raised as to bis juris-
diction, if he placed it beyond the six months. That judge, after
considering, refused to fix the day within the six months;
or rather, at first ho did fix it, and changed.his mind after-
wards and fixed it beyond the six months. After the time
for the trial had been fired beyond the six months, when
the day arrived the gentleman who had been elected to the
seat, through his counsel, applied to set aside the whole
proceedings on the ground that the court had no juris-
diction, and this same judge who had very deliberately re-
fused to fix the time within the six months, and had placed
it beyond the six months, turned round and joined in the
judgment of the court declaring that his own action had
been extra-judicial and byond bis power, and that no trial
of it could take place. Well, such an extraordinary state of
things, in the case of the same judge within a very short
space of time, resulting in the prevention of the investiga.
tion into that election petition altogether and in depriving
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the candidate and the electorate of Westmoreland of the
power of testing whether that election had been carried
correctly or not, naturally enough formed the subject of
publie comment. One of the newspapers published in that
town called attention to it in pretty vigorous and strong
language. I may say the circumstances justified the use of
very strong language. Unexplained, the circumstances
were such as, in my humble judgment, a newspaper would
have failed to discharge its duty if it had not called
public attention to them. We find now the extraordinary
spectacle that, in this nineteenth century, the old antiquated
notions which some judges possess, as the Minister of
Justice has said prevail, and that they are furbishing up
their old armour so that this unfortunate man, who had the
temerity to call attention to the extraordinary change of
views of that learned judge, is now dragged before the
Supreme Court of New Brunswick and threatened with fine
and imprisonment for daring to make any comment on the
conduct of this august individual. After what bas been
said by the Minister of Justice I trust those judges will
learn that they are not above the law, and that their at-
tempt to burnish their antiquated weapons, which may be
necessary under some extreme circumstances, is now un-
advisable ; and that at the present day, unless in extra-
ordinary cases, those judges will learn that if they do so
they will incur the displeasure of the Minister of Justice
and this High Court of Parliament. I, myself, shall look
with no smali degree of interest upon the action of the
Supreme Court in attempting to punish an editor who had
the temerity to express bis honest conviction upon the most
extraordinary conduet and most extraordinary change of
opinion on the part of a learned judge. I think that the
remarks of the Minister of Justice with reference to the
punishment by Mr. Travis of the men who offended against
his dignity ought very well to be applied to a judge who at.
tempts to punish this newspaper editor in the Town of Monc-
ton for daring to comment on Mr. Justice Fraser's conduct.
It is cuious that analogies can be found in an eastern
Province for some of the acte for which Mr. Justice Travis
was punished. It seems that he was foolish enough to in-
terfere with a matter which he had no right to interfere
with, that is, with the lists for the election of municipal
councillors in the town of Calgary. I remember that, a year
ago, a learned judge, to whom was oommitted, by law, the
duty of determining when and where there should be a re-
count in a certain county in New Brunswick, in the exer-
cise of his proper and legitimate jurisdiction ordered a
recount, when his hand was stayed by a judge of the Suprerne
Court of New Brunswick, who issued a writ of prohibition,
and thus prevented the law from taking its course. The
result was an arbitrary, improper, illegal and unjustifiable
return, made by a partisan returning officer, who I had
hoped would be punished by the law, but who las, so far,
escaped. That return was allowed to stand, and the mem-
ber was returned to this House, and sat here nearly the
whole Session, although he had no more right to sit here
than one of the messengers. This shows that Mr. Justice
Travis was not*alone in usurping this extraordinary power
of interfering in elections. in that case, too, some of the
newspapers, shocked at the attempt made by a judge of the
ß:upreme Court to interfere with the jurisdiction of a County
Court judge, published some comments on the action of that
learned judge, and those gentlemen were dragged before
this tribunal and punished for what was alleged to be a con-
tempt of court. The Minister of Justice telle us, in so many
words, that this antiquated idea of punishing the press, be-
cause they express opinions on the judgments of the bench,
will not be supported by the powers that be; and we are in
hopes that he will not be satisfied with punishing Mr. Jus-
tice Travis only, but will also eke out even-handed justice
and punish those judges in the Province of New Brunswick
who acted in the same way as Mr. Justice Travis.

Mr. DAvLs (P.E.I.)

Mr. THOMPSON. I will not, of course, discuss the par.
t ticular cases the hon, gentleman bas called attention to,

principally because I have not sufficient acquaintance with
the details of them to be able, with any degrec of confidence,
to discuss them; but, unless I am very much misled by the
information I have in regard to those cases in the eastern
Provinces, they differ in the widest possible degree from
the cases that have called for executive action in the North.
West.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the hon. Minister of
Justice ought to have enquired into the couduct of Judge
Tuck, in the Province of New Brunswick. As a judge of
the Supreme Court, he had no right whatever to interfere
with the County Court judge in the discharge of his duties.
The law authorised Judge Steadman to make a recount
when proper application was made to him. He appointed
a particular time for that recount, and was proceeding to
discharge his duties when a writ of prohibition was issued
by Judge Tuck which prevented him making that ricount.
Now, I say, that the result of that action was that a man
was fraudulently returned to this louse by a returning
officer, and was permitted to retain a seat here during an
entire Session. And Judge Tuck, who was guilty of this
high-handed and illegal proceeding, ventured to commit
the editors of two newspapers who had adversely criticised
his conduct. Now, however violent those criticisms may
have been, they were far less injurious to the public interest
than the arbitrary and illegal conduct of the judge; and it
seems to me to be of the utmost importance that the
Minister of Justice should make enquiries into the matter,
and that the result of those enquiries should be submitted to
this House.

Mr. LANDRY. I do not think it right to let pass en-
tirely unanswered what has been advanced by the hon.
gentlemen on the opposite aide of the House. I am not in
a position at present to detail to the House exactly what
did take place, but I may make it my business before many
days to do so, because I feel that hon. gentlemen opposite
have not accurately stated the position of affairs in New
Brunswick in the comments they have made. When the
hon. member who has just taken his seat says that the con-
duct of Mr. Justice Tuck was high-handed and illegal, 1 am
not prepared to say positively that he is wrong, though I
might express the opinion that he is wrong. But I would
say this much, that it appears to me that the proper place
to have that question tested was in the Court of Appeal of
New Brunswick, on an appeal as to whether the issue of
that writ of prohibition was wrong. If it was wrong, it
could have been righted there; and if that court was not
able to give a satisfactory decision, the question could have
been appealed to a still higher court. The hon. gentleman
should have remembered this, if he did not, that the appli-
cation which was made for a recount was not an ordinary
application for a recount. It was made on a. return of a
member by acclamation, and where the record shc wed no
original count. As the matter stood, the re:in eing officer
had made a return, not that the votes had been counted,
but that there was only one candidate put in nomination,
and, therefore, that the candidate returned as elected, was
elected, not by the ballots given, but by acclamation, there
being nobody else in the field.

Mr. MACKENZIE. A vote was taken.

Mr. LANDRY. That may be; but I am merely speak-
ing of the record as it appeared. The record was that the
returning officer returned a man as elected as being the
only one in nomination. Therefore, when the learned
judge was asked to make a recount, when upon the record
itself there had been no con-vt, it appears to me there might
be some justification for anothér judge, on application made
on the record, to issue the writ of prohibition. I think it

116



00MMONS DEBATES.

would be somewhat presumptuous on my part to express as
strong an opinion as the hon gentleman who last spoke, that
the action of Mr. Justice Tuck was entirely illegal or legal;
but I make these remarks to show that the position of affairs
was not properly explained by the hon. member for Both-
well, if he remembered it.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). I tbink my hon. friend bas
not correctly stated the facta of this case. He las forgotten
that a vote took place, and the deputy returning officers
returned the ballots; and those ballots were what the
judge of the county court was to recount. If my hon.
friend will look at the Act, he will find that Judge Stead-
man had no alternative but to proceed in the manner in
which he did proceed. In any case in which the County
Court judge has a right to count the ballots he can only
count them under the circumatances set forth in the
law, and if a judge of the Supreme Court, or any other
court, can interfere with him, that is practically doing away
with the law. Tho courts in the Province of Ontario have
expressly declared that neither a mandamus nor a writ of
prohibition will lie in a case like this, and the three judges
who gave that decision have occupied the position of Chief
Justices of the High Court of Justice of Ontario. I do
think that in an amendment to an election law, this should
be clearly and distinctly defined, because it seems to me if a
judge of the Supreme Court can issue a writ of prohi-
bition against a County Court judge, there is nothing to
prevent his issuing one against any returning officer or other
person at any election.

Mr,. LANDRY. I had not overlooked the fact that there
had actually be5n a count, but what I said was that the
gentleman returned was not returned as having been
counted in by the returning officer, and, therefore, the judge
had no jurisdiction in having a recount, when in the record
itself there waa no count, although, in point of fact, there
may have been a count before that.

Mr. WELDON. When application is made to him, the
judge is bound to have a recount. The returning officer
attended with his ballot boxes, but received the information
that he was not to deliver them to Judge Steadman.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). In this particular case the sanme
returning officer had appointed deputies, and fixed the poll-
ing places. The pols were held, the ballots were marked,
the ballot boxes were returned and the ballots were counted,
and the hon. gentleman knows well the returning officer
had no right to constitute himself an election court to try
the validity of his own proceedings. The present Master
of the Rolls, in a very recent and important case in Eng.
land, decided that when a returning officer lad decided to
hold a poll it was not open to him to question the validity
of his own proceedings. Hie acted ministerially, his duty
was at an end, and all he had to do was to count the polils
and declare the party who received the majority of votes
the candidate elect. The hon. gentleman knows that the
whole proceeding after the election was, in every way, a
most violent interference with the right of election; and
when the party who was wronged called upon the county
judge to count the ballots, he was in the exercise of his
rights, be was acting within the provision of the law, and
the judge was violently and illegally interfered with
by a judge of the Supreme Court, through the improper
issue of a writ of prohibition. I think that that
is a very proper subject of enquiry by the hon. Minister of
Justice.

Mr. McNEILL. I do not at all rise for the purpose of
prolonging this debate or entering into a legal discussion,
which I do not consider myself qualified te do. But I do
wish for myself, individually, to protest as strongly as I can
against the doctrine which is being laid down by hon.
gentlemen opposite-and I do not care by whom it is laid

down-that it would be for the advantage of the common-
wealth of Canada that judges should be criticised freely in
the discharge of their functions by the public press. I
think anything more mischievous could scarcely be imagin.
ed. I think that it is absolutely essential that the judges
should, in order to carry out the difficult and delicate duties
which they have to perform, have the support of public
opinion; and I am satiafied that nothing could be more
detrimental to the administration of justice in this country
than that the conduct of judges should be criticised fre-
quently by the publie press in this country. There is a
remedy by which we can punish a judge if he discharges
his duties in such a way as to make him unfit for holding
the office to which ho has been appointed, and so long as a
judge is held to be fit te be a judge, heought to be sustained
by public opinion; and s usoon as ho is unfit to hold that
position, ho ought to be removed. But I am satisfied that
if we lay down the principle that the judgoes in the discharge
of their duties shall be subject to open criticism at the
hands of the press of the country, we shall strike a fatal
blow at the best and truest administration of justice in
Canada. The hon. the member for Bothwell has referred
tu a recent decision of the Master of Rolls iu England. I
would ask him whether it is the practice in England to
review in the public press the decisions of'judges upon the
benoh. He knows as well as I that that is not the practice,
and that where a judge in England is improperly criticised
by the press, the same remedy is pursued there as has been
pursued in the case referred te by the hon. member for
Queen's.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHI'. A subject of very great
interest and importance bas arisen incidentally which is,
perhaps, worthy of a little discussion. There is no doubt
there is a medium in ail these things; there is no doubt
whatever that the press, if it should abuse its rights and
privileges by making improper criticisme on the action of
any judge, would do a great injury te society, as the hon.
gentleman remarks; but, on the other hand, I do not think
that we can afford to allow the idea to go abroad that the
judiciary of Canada aie to beentitled to be above criticism
in the public press or elscwhere, On the contrary, my im-
pression is that the juJges require to ho reminded, from
time to time, that they are more mortals. Being myself a
layman, I arm not, perhaps, inbued with the nocessary
amount of reverence for high judicial functionaries witt4
which the legal profession would desire in some cases to in.
spire us. I must tell my hon. friend that I know, as a
matter of course, that inpeachment, no matter how
thoroughly a judge may deserve to be dismissed, is an
extremely difficult, an extremely expensive, and an
extremely unusual proceeding; and although I have a
high respect on the whole for the judiciary of my native
Province, I know thero have been several men on the
bonch who ought long ago to have been disnmissed from
it. There are mote instances than one, two, three or
four, and it bas been found enormously diffliult ta
obtain any justice or satisfaction against these men.
Of course, it would be most invidions to go into particu-
lars, and I am net going to do so, but I do not think we
should lay down tbe doctrine that a judge, no matter
how high and great, is to hold himself above criticiam. I
think that the old world and somewhat feudal idea that the
judges are great beings wbom no newspaper is to presume
to criticise, is not a safe one-that it might tend, in a very
great degree, to the abuse of justice; and I think if the hon.
gentleman will look carefully over the English papers, he
will See that a great latitude of criticism is indulged in not
unfroquently by the press with respect to the English
judges. But the main fact remains, as my hon. friend has
stated, that the hon. the Minister of Justice has laid
down a very important prinoiple, and it la rathor dosirable,
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as my hon. friend for Prince Edward Island stated, that that
principle should be extended. The powers of the judges in
dealing with responsible and fair criticism on their conduct
should be sharply looked after by this House and the Min-
ister of Justice, when they attempt to exercise those powers.
There have been some curious cases in this country, and I
dare say the hon. gentleman may remember one or t wo,
in which the late lamented George Brown was concerned, in
which the judges did not find it convenient to proceed, al-
though opinions were tolerably freely expressed as to their
conduct. I think there are not a few cases in which some
oonsiderable oppression bas been exercised by some judges
under this very old world rule of contempt of court, and it
would ho better to circumscribe the rule than allow the idea
to go abroad that we are to sustain the judges in everything
they do.

Mr. MoNEILL. I did not intend to imply that the judges
should be entirely free from criticiam in the press, but I
did intend to imply that the criticisms in the press should
be guarded very closely indeed. And that it was not a fair
thing to accuse the judges of having simply used some old
rusty weapon because they had called to task those who had
criticised them, not in the manner which the bon. gentle-
man bas referred to, but in a very violent and a very impro-
per manner. If there is criticism of the judges in England,
and I have not said there is not such criticism, that is of
a very different character from that which we have had
under discussion here to-day.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I do not propose to con-
tinue the discussion, but I wish to say a word in regard to
the statemeits which have been made by the bon. member
for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), in refer.
ence to the conduct of Judge Fraser, in reference to the
Westmoreland election case. I think the remarks of that
bon. gentleman were fnot justified by the conduct of the
judge on that occasion, and I think, if he had known what
actually transpired, ho would not have made the remarks
which he bas made. I am not fully informed of the facts
myself, and, as I do not belong to the legal profession,
I am not as well able to discuss tho question as the hon
gentleman, but, as I understand, what took place was
as follows:-In fixing the day for the ekction trial, b
day in the month of December was named This was
objected to by the counsel for Mr. Emerson, the petitioner
in the trial, and a day in November-L do not remember
the exact date-was afterwards suggested and agreed upon.
This was done with the concurrence of the petitioner's
counsel, as I understand. At all evants, that is shown from
the fact that there is a provision in the law that, if the day
is not fixed within the six months' li mit mentioned in the
law, it is quite competent for the petitioner's counsel to
apply to the judge and have an extension of the time. The
fact that ho did not make this applicat ion, that hoeconcurred
in having the date fixed without making the application,
shows that ho did not consider it necessary, but that ha
considered the day fixed was a proper day or was within
the limit of time fixed by the statute, and that, therefore,
there wasno need to apply for an extension. As to Judge
Fraser, I will say that, as ho freely admitted, and as I beard
him myself admit in the court house in Dorchester after-
wards, ho was under the impression that the day fixed was
within the limit of time fixed by the statute, but, when
the question was raised afterwards before the full court,;
the full court decided, and ho on further consideration

whieh is now pending against the editor of the Monoton
Transcript, I can only say that the language used by that
paper was very extreme and very dierespectful to the
judge who tried that case, and was not only unjustifiable
in view of the course of action which the judge had
pursued, but was of a very extreme and abusive character;
and I think, if my hon. friand will turn up some of the recent
editions of that paper, he will find that the editor now
admits this and says ho used this language when he was
much excited and that ho has really apologised for the use
of it.

Mr. DAIES (P.EI.) I do not want to prolong the
discussion, but I may say that the point I raised was
not whether Mr. Justice Fraser was right in the first in-
stance, or was right in the considered opinion ho afterwards
gave reversing his first judgment. Al I was expressing
an opinion about was that the facts were of such a character
as to warrant and call upon the public press to make the
comments it did on bis conduct. It may be open to ex.
planation, but I repudiate tho idea that judges are abovo
the law, that they are above public opinion, or that they
are above criticism by the newspapers which givo expres-
sion to jublic opinion. If a newspaper uses language whicl
is calculated to frustrate the adminstration of justice, then
I understand that it can be punished for so doing, but in
this particular instance to which my hon. friand refois, the
judge first fixed the date within the six months, afterwards
changed it and tried te fix one beyond the six months; the
petitioner's counsel said that would annul the whole thing,
but the judge overruled the objection and said there was
nothing in it and did so fix it, and when it came before the
full court, ho admitted that ha had been wrong and that
his action had destroyed the effect of the whole petition.
It would not be in human nature if those who had so pro-
perly conducted the election without any corrupt practices,
while the most corrupt practices possible had been used
against tbem, should be defeated by the action of the judge
and should hold their tongues. I raise my protest against
the judges of this land raising themselves above public
opinion and above tbe law, and against the idea that, in all
cases where language is used which in their opinion affects
their dignity, they can turn round and punish the press
and send an editor to gaol. 1 do not think that any mem ber
of the flouse should defend such arbitrary acuu on the
part of any judge un:ess ho can show that his action was
in order to prevent the proper administration of justice being
carried out. In this case, the very opposite was the case.
The judge, who had acted a most extraordinary and in-
explicable part, as far as an outsider can see, found his
action commented upon in a very severe manner by a
newspaper, and ha took that occasion to punish the editor
for contempt.

Mr. THIOMPSON. I think the inutility of discussing
any particalar case not directly connected with the vote
is illustrated by this debate, inasmuch as my hon. friends
from New Brunswick, who no doubt have had as mach
opportunity as my hon. friand from Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Davies), of making themselves acquainted with the
facts of the case, are utterly at varianeo with him as to the
particulars.

Some hon. MEM BERS. No.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not say all the members from
New Brunswick, but I mean those with whom I have bad an

was obliged to coincide with the opinion of all the opportunity of conferring with since the discussion began.
other judges on the bench, that the day fixed was beyond They are not only at variance as to the steps wnich we e
the time allowed by the statute, and that, therefore, the taken in that clection trial, but as to the nature of the com-
trial couli not take place. Under these circumstances, I ments which were made the subject of the contempt.
think, wben the reasons for Judge Frasci's conduct are Coming back to the general question, as the hon. momber
understood by this flouse, hon. members will see that he for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) says, there are
was not censurable for;the action ho took. As to the aetion , various kinds of criticism, and I am not aware of any

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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judge under the British system of jurisprudence who ob- profession, and
jects to criticism by the press if it be fair and honest criti- I salaries we were

they were unable to do so
able to offer them were not

larl f lan Ib h lim7 QlQ
sm, and the test applied musist be whether the criticism obtain first-ciassi egai aient.i iieve, asoLnat, t tere

pronounced is fair and honest criticism, or whether it tran- have been cases, more than one, of gentlemen retiring from
scends the bounds of fair and honest criticism, and is of the bench and coming down into practico of the profession
such a character as to bring the administration of justice again, a thing which certainly bas very grave inconven.
into contempt. In the particular instance which is under ience. Now, this is a question of great publie import.
discussion, I think there is no doubt that the criticism of ance, and I think that this is the best time for us to interro.
the action of the magistrate at Calgary was a criticism gate the Government and to obtain from them, if they have
which might have been published with perfect impunity in any scheme npon the subject, some idea of what they propose
the United Kingdom in regard to anyjudge in that country. to do in order to grapple with a difficulty which is becoming
But my hon. friends opposite, in calling my attention to a very grave one in my own Province, and possibly in other
transactions which occurred in another end of the county. Provinces too. Perhaps I ought to apologise to my legal
and in asking me, as the hon. member for South Oxford friends for venturing on their own province, but I don' t
bas done, teoextend there the supervision over the adminis- believe they will take any very groat umbrage to my sug.
tration of justice which ho supposes I have exercised with gestion.
regard to the North-West Territories, forget for the moment Mr. O'BRIEN. I took occasion last year to call the
that I have no control whatever over the conduct of judges attention of the House to this matter, and I am very glad
in the various Provinces of Canada. Those judges are quite the hon. member for South Oxford has done so now. I
at liberty to pronounice decisions which I may think totally think it is not a question for the legal profession alone, by
unwarranted, and even if they exceed their jurisdiction to any means; it is much more a question for the general
as great an extent as I think the stipendary magistrate eatpb ether is men mo accupythe high eal
Calgary did, I have no power to deal with them, and I am Public whothor the moen who occupy the bighest tegal psi-
not justified even in expressing an opinion as to their con- tien houwd not be procured for the bouch t is the publie
duct. In this particular instance, the office of the judge atwarge who are interested in aw-suits much more thon the
had ceased, and it was simply a question whether I could iawyrs are, and it is thoy who are moat conctrned in hav-
recommond hum to the Executive as suitable not only to ing the administration of justice placod upon the highest
ho replaced in an office of thesaie kind, but in a highor footing. I would also say that the difficulty complained of

office in which lie wofid have more important functions, and arises with regard to Oounty Court judges, and while it is

froin which ho could only be remeved by Parliament. important, as regards the greater interest of a smaller
number, that the Supreme Court judges and the higher court

Olerk, Stenographer, Exchequer Oourt..... $800 judges should be men ofemineonce and ability, it is of equal
importance to a greater number of persons, though, per-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. A new office, I see. haps, in a smaller degree in each case, that the County
Mr. THOMPSON. Under the Act of last Session there Court judges and thejunior County Court judges should aliso

was simply a registrar appointed. It will no doubt be be mon ally qualified and competent for the positions
necessary to give him assistance, especially as the judges' they hold. Now, the same difficulty arises with regard to
duties call him to different parts of the country to exercise them as arises with regard to those in the Superior Court,
bis functions. It is uncertain whether a clork will be re- and I hope that when the Ministor and the Government
quired and a stenographer, or a stenographer alone. take this matter into their consideration, as I have no doubt

they will feel bound to do, that they will consider the posi-
Oontingencies and disbursements..............$5,000 tion of the County Court and junior judges as well as those

Mr. DAVIES. What is meant by this $150 for books for of the higher courts.
judges. Mr. JONES (Halifax). Whatevor cer plaint thore may bc

Mr. LAURIER. I soe another item at the bottom of among the profession in Outaro, 1 thk that in thoLoworandte thke Provinces, at ail events, they have a very strong case te pire-
page for the purchase of law reports and text books sent tthislouse. I have always taken the groud, ever8 1,500 ; wheroas, in this item only $150 are asked for books since I have had the henor of a seat in tbis fouse, that il
for judges. What is the reason of the difference ?for udgo. Wat i th reaon f th diferocois a very unjust îhing te place the judges of the Supreme

Mr. THOMPSON. The present item is for books for the Courte of New Brunswick, Nova Setia, and Prince Ed.
immediate use of the judges in their chambers; the others ward Island in the invidieus position of paying thein nly
are for the general library. $4,000, when the judge8 in the largor Provinces, Quebea

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before we pass these and Ontario, reeive a vory much larger amount. 1 know
items I desire to enquire from the Minister of Justice there is a very strong feeling on this point in the profession
whether ho is able to give the House any information as to an in my ewn Province, and I have been given te understand
important question which las lately attracted the attention that the hon. Ministor of Justice, during the ture that
of the public, as it bas of the hon. gentleman, I have no doubt, ho adorncd the bench of Nova Setia, prepared a very streng
and that is: Whether it is the intention of the Governmont memorial te the Administration ef that day, setting forth
to recommend such increases to the salaries of the judges, the position wbich ho and bis brother jndgea occnpied in
especially in the Province of Ontario, as will enable them that respect. Now that the hon, gentleman is in a position
to obtain the services of the best mon of the profession? to exorcise bis great influence and great ability, tegive
Now, I believe I am speaking of a matter which is well effeot te bis own rocommendatiens, I hope that the Pro-
known to both sides of the House, when I say that at the vince freinwbieb ho cores, and the ether Provinces as
present moment, from various causes. there is a very general well, will bo relioved frein the position in which they are
opinion, more particularly among the lawyers of Ontario, new se unfaverably plaeed, net only with regard te
that at present you cannot get a first-class lawyer in that the judges cf the Supreme Court, but aise witb regard te
Province to go upon the bench. I do not want to make any the judges of the County Courts. Wo have Connty Court
i t flection at all on the gentlemen who have accepted ap. judgos in Nova Setia whe only receive $2,400 a year. Tho
pointments under the Government, but I am stating what cennty judge of Halifax bas a very large business te attend
is a wel!-known fact. I believe thatoverand over again the te, the largeat, I believe, of any in tho Dominion; at al
prosent Government and the last Government endeavored events, 1 believe more cases-I speak witbout professional
te obtain the services of mon wPo stood at the top of their knowiedge, but frei representations made to m-come
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before the county judge of Halifax than before any other
eounty judge in the Dominion.

Mr. MACKENZIE. No.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). It has been represented to me,

that such is the case, and I believe it to be the fact, unless
my hon. friend is aware of the number of cases heard byi
the different county judges, and in that event I would yield
to his opinion. It bas been represented tome that the busi-

ess of Hlalifax is of that character which gives the County:
Court judge there more professional work than any judge
in any part of the Dominion. Be that as it may, the work!
there is very extensive and very important, and while, for
some reason or other, since the present Administration cameî
into power the County Court judges of St. John bas re-i
ceived an increase of salary, the salary of the County Courti
judge of Halifax has remained the same. There are some
districts in the Province where the amount of business is
naturally very small, and very different from those impor-
tant and onerous duties that are thrown on the County
Court judge in the city of Halifax. Now that the Minister,
of Justice is in a position, I repeat, to carry out the recom-'
mendations which he no doubt made, and which I am given
to understand ho made to the Government before he he-
came a member of it, I hope, with the expression of opinion
that has been given to-day from both sides of the iHouse,
the whole subject may be considered and the smaller Prov-
inces relieved from the invidious position in which their
judges stand under the present position of affairs.

Mr. WELSH. The senior member for Halifax (Mir.
Jones) has very properly expressed his opinion in regard
to the remuneration and treatment of the judges in the
Province of Nova Scotia. It brought to my mind the fact
that the small Province to which I belong has been invari-
ably treated worse than all. Talk about Nova Scotia.
Nova Scotia has been treated like a prince, compared with
the way Prince Edward Ieland has been treated. I find, in
every department of the public service, Prince Edward
Island is treated-in what manner shall I say ?-by co.
ercion. I have taken up some papers and have looked over
them, and I find the pay of captains of mud-boats is greater
than that of a captain of a Governmen' steamer. I also see
that an engineer on such a boat receives more pay than the
captain. However, when the papers come down in answer
to the motion I made, we can discuss the matter more
fully. Let me say a word with respect to the judges of
Prince Edward Island. We have as good legal talent there
as in any Province, and we have a very fair example of it
on the floor of this fHouse, an example of which we are not
ashamed, and that hon, gentleman would treat with con-
tempt any offer made of the best ofce in the Island within
the gift of the Dominion Government. I want to call the
attention of the Government to the fact that they ought to
pay men according to their ability and capacity, and not
according to the size of the Province. The senior member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones) bas put the matter very fairly for
Nova Scotia. I know men who have devoted their lives to
law, and they are not treated as they should be. I, therefore,
hope the Government will take the matter in hand, and se.
that fair average pay is given to the judges, according to
their ability. As to lawyers, I consider time would be
wastod in sympathising with them. It is well understood
they are able to take care of themselves, and I will not say
one word in their behalf.

Mr. DAVIN. I entirely concur in the opinion expressed
on both sides of the flouse as to the inadequacy of the sal-
aries of judges all over the Dominion of Canada. In re-
gard to the salaries of the judges in the North-West Terri-
tories, I think that there the salaries are aiso inadequate.
The sum of $4,000 a year for a judge in the North-West
Territories is, I may say, just as deficient from the point of

Mr. JOnsu (Halifax).

view of meeting all th oclaims on him and enabling him to
live as a judge should live, as the same amount is in Prince
Edward Island or in New Brunswick. There is also an in-
vidious arrangement in regard to the jndges in the North-
West Territories, which I would press upon the attention
of the Minister of Justice. The senior judge there is only
paid the same amount as the other judges. The Chief Jus-
tice of Manitoba receives 85,000 a year, an utterly inaie-
quate sum, I do not hesitate to say, for the chief justice of
that Province. A chief justice in Winnipeg has more ex-
penses to meet than a chief justice in Toronto, and the
senior judge in the North-West Territories, who resides in
the capital, and who is to all intents and purposes a chief,
has to meet expenses connected with the dignity of bis
office that, in my opinion, should entitle him to a larger
salary than the other judges. In regard to the general
question, I did not intend to speak to it, nor do I intend
now to deal with it, beyond expressing in a single sentence
my own opinion. In regard to the important general
question raised by the hon. member, and discussed so ably
by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) and by the
Minister 6f Justice, I may say this, as a man connected a
little with law and a good deal with newspapers, that I have
never known any instance, with the one exception which
was dealt with here by the Minister of Justice, of a judge
misusing the power of imprisonment for contempt. There
are cases where newspapers have to comment on judgment
of judges, and have to comment severely also on their judg.
ments, and it is only right they should do so. It is in fact
a protection to the public, and if the judges exercised their
powers properly, it ought to be an assistance to them be-
cause their judgments will be expounded and enforced by
the press and brought home to the popular conscience. If
the press is allowed to pronounce upon a judgment that is
correct and right, how can the press be prevented from
questioning a judgment on the other hand if that judgment
be wrong. I have seen cases in which the judges have been
condemned and condemned, strongly toc, by the press, but
in language that was perfectly respectful. For my part I
will undertake to say the very strongest possible things in
regard to a judgment or in regard to judges; but I do not
think there will be one gross expression or one expression
that any man can object to in my language. I think that
in the interest of justice, in the interests of the public it is
most important that mon exercising the functions of judges
should be protected from that ribaldry which is sent broad-
cast over the press of this country and which makes a
politician sometimes wish that he had the power of im-
prisoning for contempt. I only hope that the Minister of
Justice will take into consideration the proposal to enhance
the salaries of the judges, and I think, from what has hap-
pened here this afternoon, it must be perfectly clear to him
that he will have the support of both sides of the House.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I desire to say a few words in
reference to the salaries of the New Brunswick judges,
speaking in the same line taken by the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones). I am perhaps the. only barrister re-
presenting a New Brunswick constituency who is not in
active practice, and I may be said to speak on this question
in a perfectly disinterested way. On behalf of the New
Brunswick bar I desire strongly to express the hope that
the Minister will consider the proposition and listen
to the suggestion made by so many eminent laymen
in this fouse, to increase the salaries of the Supreme
Court judges of New Brunswick to 85,000. I may be par-
doned for reminding this House that the little Province has
taken a very prominent part in the legal history of this
country, and that it has given to the Supreme Court of
Canada its Chief Justice. Anyone who is familiar with the
New Brunswick Law Reports and who reads their judgments
carefully, has no reason to be ashamed of the reputation of
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the bench of that Province. I know it is said that in New1
Brunswick the incomes of barristers are not so great as in'
sone great cities in the upper Provinces, and therefore that
it is more difficult in those upper Provinces to get a man'
of eminence sufficient to fill the position of judge without
giving him a higher salary than in the lower Provinces.
I do not believe in this argument. I think it is a matter
of common justice between Province and Province to give
to the choice and picked men of the Province of New
Brunswick $5,000 a year, the same as to judges in the
upper Provinces.

Mr. HAGGART. I trust I will be pardoned if I take an
entirely different view to some of the bon, gentlemen who
have spoken on this subject. I am of opinion that the
salaries of judges are sufficient. There is not in the rural
constituencies a lawyer who would not be glad to accept
the office of a County Court judge, and who does not think
that the salaries and emoluments are laige enough. The
reason why, in my opinion, men of first-class legal talent
cannot be got to fill the office of judge in the Superior
Courts is, because of the centralisation of the different law
courts in certain cities in the large Provinces, whiéh offers
facilities to lawyers for obtaining far larger sums and
larger salaries than men of equal ability in almost every
other walk of life. Another thing I have to complain
about is this : Those lawyers do not wish to leave their large
fees and large emoluments for the purpose of taking a posi-
tion whicb, although perhaps more dignified, has not so
much pay attached to it. I wish to offer a suggestion to
the Minister of Justice on the difficulty of obtaining justice
in this country on account of the number of courts. We
have too many judges and too many administrators of
justice in this country. One thing which ought, above all
others, to be scientific in the law is the interpretation of a
clause of an Act of Parliament or a statute. Perhaps a
judge may differ from another in passing an opinion as to
the evidence taken before him, and one may be mistaken
in the character of a man. In the interpretation
of a clause of an Act of Parliament it is different.
A lawyer's education on this point ought to be scientific and
mathematical. What do we see throughout this country ?
Yeu may appeal to a judge in Ontario to get an interpreta-
tion upon a clause of an Act of Parliament. He gives one
opinion. You appeal to the full court, and, as is the case
to my own knowledge, they give an entirely different one.
If you go from there to the Court of Appeal (there are
three different tribunals in the Province), they will, per-
haps, coincide with the court bel:w therm. You apply to
the Supreme Court and they, perhaps, reverse their de-
cision ; and then you go to the Privy Council in England,
and they reverse the decision of the Supreme Court in
Canada. I would suggest to the Minister of Justice the re.
duction of those courts, and I think some arrangement
should be made with the Provincial Legislatures for the
reduction of those courts. Unless a man has a large for-
tune, or a large amonut of money, it is almost impossible to
get justice in this country, as the case is taken from one
court to another in appeal. As Istated before, that which
should be most scienti c to the lawyers and judges is the
interpretation of an Act. It is now impossible to get a
consensus of opinion on any point of law in the different
courts of the Province. I think the feeling throughout this
countrysis that the number of courts is too numerous. If
there were les facilities for a certain class in the commu
nity earning larger pay and getting larger fees, than equally
elever and equally able men in other walks of life, there
would be no difficulty to get first clas mon to fil the poi.
tion of judges for the large salaries which we pay now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I gish my hon. friend
would sp a litti. oftener and bring this grave matter
mo t attention of this laW-ridden commuity, thai1 l

ho does. As to the matter on whieh he directed some
considerable attention, the extraordinary difficulty of the
courts interpreting an Act of Parliament, I would say
that my friend is a pretty old member of the House,
and bas assisted lu passing a great many of those Acts of
Parliament; he knows how they are made, and he need not
wonder if all the courts, not merely in British North America
or the British Empire, but the world at large, should
sometimes have extreme difficulty in finding out what those
enactments mean. The way in which our legislation is
conducted is as much productive of uncertainty, ambiguity,
obscurity, and all manner of litigation as anything well
could be. I think it wilI continue to be so until our mode
of legislating and drawing Acts of Parliament is materially
altered from the mode that now prevails. He bas made a
very interesting suggestion for a great moral reform in the
administration of justice. I have not heard the First Min-
ister or Minister of Justice say if they are prepared to
make any statement as to the important practical question
which I raised some time ago, on what they mean to do, on
what I might almost call the strike that la initiated among
lawyers in my own Province, as to the filing important
judicial offices. I believe that every one here, not except-
ing my hon. friend who spoke last, will agree that it isof the
vastest importance that we should have the very best legal
talent in the community represented on the bench. As I
said I do not wish to make any invidious remarks on the
gentlemen that have been appointed,-very far from it, but I
do know that there is a very atrong opinion among the public
in the Province of Ontario, and for aught I know in other
places, that we are not able to get anything like the best
class of lawyers to go on the bench. The administration of
justice will suffer very much if you find that the bar are very
decidedly stronger than the bench in any Province.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) I have no doubt the hon. member
for Lanark (Mr. Haggart) reflects the views of a large num-
ber of people of this country, and it is quite evident fron the
cheers ho received at the conclusion of his speech that he
reflects the views of no small number in this House. I
think, however, that some of his objections are without
foundation. He will find, on reference to the proceedings
in the mother land, that appeals are just as frequent there
from the judges of the court in the first inbtance as they
are in this country. The complications of society are such
that those appeals necessarily must arise. In many cases,
owing to want of time or pressure of business, the view of
a judge in the first instance may have been given in rather
a hurried manner, without that consideration and regection
that is possible when the case is more fully argued and
explained before the Court of Appeal. I do not think
the public has very much to complain of in this country
on that score, nor do I venture to express any opinion on
the general subject as to whether the salaries of the judges
lu the larger Provinces are so low that they should be
raised. But I do venture to call the attention of the
Minister of Justice to the anomalous position in which the
judges of Prince Edward Island have been placed for some
years back, with regard to the great disparity that exists
between their salaries and those of the judges of the other
Provinces; and I am sure that if any change is to be made
in the salaries of the judges, the hon. gentleman will see
that that anomaly is removed. In the Province of British
Columbia, the Chief Justice gets 85,820; ithe next judge,
$1,850, and three puiscé judges #t,000 each. In the
Province of Manitoba the Chief Justice gets $,000, and the
other three judges 84,000 each. In the Province of Nova
Scotia the Chief Justice gets $5,000, and the other judges
$4,000 each. In he Province of New Brunswick the
same rule prevails as in the Province of Nova Scotia.
Lt i Very carions that the salaries of the Prince
Edward ls ind judges were placod a long way bolow
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those of the judges in the other Provinces. The Chief
Justice there geto but $4,000, although he bas to discharge
the duties of a juadge of the Vice- Admiralty Court besides his
regular duties, and the puisné judgei recoive 83,000 each,
whereas in. every other part of the Dominion $4,000 is th a
minimum. Whether or not the salaries of the judges of
Manitoba or British Columbia are too low, I dc not know.
I do not know anything of the social or other circumstances
of those places; but there eau be no justification in keeping
the salaries of the judges in Prince Edward Island at the
low rate at which they have been for such a long time. My
hon. colleagrue says he has no interest in this matter, and as
far as I am conceried I bave no personal interest either;
but I know that it is impossible for the judges to discharge
their duties and live on the salaries they receive; and if
they had not private incomes, they would not be where
they are. The hon. member for falifax (Mr. Joues) rc-
ferred te the case of the County Court judges. I am not
going to express an opinion whetber their salaries should
be increased or not; but there are exceptional cases. I
think the judges oft metropolitan counties have a much
larger quantity of work than those of outlying counties.
The hon. member for Halifax said the judges in that city
had the largest business in the Dominion of Canada. He
may be right; I will not say positively that he is not; but
if he loks into the matter, he will tind that sone of the
judges come very close to them, and one of them is the
judge for Queen's county. He de termines an enormous mass
of cases, increased by the fact of the cost of lit gaLion in his
court, and the fees having beon made very low by the Local
Legislature; and if any man deserves an increase, that man
does. Now, representations have been made to the Goverr-
ment setting forth the facts in regard to the judges of Prince
Edward Island, and I hope the Government will do fair and
even-handed justice to them. I think it is sufficient merely
to state the facts without enlarging upon them.

1Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I am rather in sympathy with
the principle for which my learned friend who has taken
his seat, contends. I do not appreciate the reason for the
invidious distinction wbich has been made in regard to the
same office in the different Provinces in the Dominion. If
the labors of the judiciary in one Province are lighter
than in another, that is a reason for a smaller number of
judges in the one case than in the other, but I think that the
e dges of the same relative rank who perform the same

ind of duties in the same kind of courts, should be put more
on a level, without regard to the Provirces in which they per-
form those duties. As some reason for this, I might mention
that when the County Court jutisdiction was instituted, bthe
salaries of the County Court judges in the different Prioinces
were made very nearly alike. Then, to take an illustration
of the principle which this House will appreciste, there
is no such distinction among the hon. gentlemen who
compose the Cabinet. Hon. gentlemen coming froi
the Maritime Provinces are not given a smaller salary
than those who come from the larger Provinces; and if the
principle which is acted upon in regard to thI Supreme
Court judges is a sound one, I do not see why a similar
distinction does not obtain in regard to the other officers
who are paid ont of the Consolidated Fund. I hopc. therc-
fore, that the Minister of Justice, in preparing the measure
that has been alluded to to-day, will consider not merely
the increase of salaries in particular Provinces, but a level-
ling up of the salaries of the judges in all tbe Provinces.

Mr. THIOMPSON. I hope to introduce a Bill in connec-
tion with this subject in a few days, and until then I am
not prepared to enter into a discussion of the varions prin-
ciples by which we may be guided.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I was going to say that what has
been said in regard to the salaries of the judges of the differ-
ont Provinces applies with equal force to the salaries of the

Mr. Dvits (P.E.I.)

Lieutenant Governors. I remember that, in 1867, when
the scale of Lieutenant Governors' salaries was first fixed,
I took exception to the difference made between the larger
and smaller Provinces. For instance, compare the position
in Halifax with the position in Toronto. Halifax is the
headquarters of the Army and Navy, and heavy duties and
responsibilities in the way of public entertainment are ex-
pected from the Lieutenant Governor in Halifax which do
not always fall upon the Lieutenant Governors of some of
the other Provinces; and while many Governors have been
appointed in the past with ample private means, such can-
didates cannot always be secured ; and I am sure of one
thing4 that no one who has filled the position of Lieutenant
Governor of Nova Scotia since Confederation has been able
to sive anything out of his salary, if he bas been able to
live on it at all. i know from one who occupied that posi-
tion a long time, that he ad to draw on bis private means
for the expenses of that position ; and I think that, at the
time the Government are considering this question of
the salaries of judges, they ought also to serionsly consider
whether the Lieutenant Governors of the various Provinces
should not be placed in the same position as regards salary.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). Has anything been done
with regard to extending the jurisdiction of the Vice-Admi-
ralty Court ? Some years ago there was a correspondence
between the Imperial and Dominion Governments on the
subject, and I think it is important some steps should be
taken to assimilate the jurisdiction of our Vicc-Admiralty
Court with that of thei iigh Admiralty Court in England.

Mr. THOMPSON. We have had the promise of ler
Majesty's Government, from year to year, that that suiject
should be legislated upon, and we muist wait their action in
the matter.

Kingston Penitentiary..... ..... ...... ,.......... $118,629 85

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
bad better state, generally, the reasons why he is askiug
for an increase of 87,000. Has the number of prisoners bu-
creased, or is it expected to increase ?

Mr. TIHOMPSON. On page 26 the hon. gentleman will
observe lhat the first increase is one of $50 in the salary of
the accountant, which is a statutory increase. It is pro
posed to add $130 to the salary of the steward under these
circumstances. At the earnest solicitation of the warden,
and in consequence of the long and very valuable services
of the steward, I consented to recommend an increase of
$100, and the $30 is the increase provided under the Peni-
tentiary Act of last Session. By reference to that Act, it
will be seen that the steward is entitled to a maximum sal-
ary of $900, and from the 8800, wbich I recommend to-day,
bis salary will b. increased to $900, at the rate of $30 a
year. The chief keeper receives an increase of $30, like-
wite a statutory increase ; s,> with the $30 allowed for the
choolmaster. I may explain, in that connection, that there

bas not been a schoolmaster appointed. A vote bas been
taken from year to year, which, last year, was reduced to
$500. The prison authorities have ascertained, from ex-
perience, that the most efficient mode of giving instruction
is to allow four or five of the keepers, best qualified, to give
instruction at a stated hour, and, inasmuch as this entails
extra work, the $500 will be divided among them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It does appear to me
that that is rather a doubtful practice, I should say that if
there was one post in the penitentiary more than another
to which it ia desirable to appoint a man with special quali-
fications, it would be the somewhat difficult post of school-
master to the prisoners, and the practice of appointing half-
a-dozen men in turn to act as school-master, is very dubious
theoretically. I have not made any enquiry into the subject
as to how this system would work, but it seems to me it is
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contrary to ail our practical experience in ordinary educa- unless thore are a larger number of uneduoûted mon tban I
tional matters. It would be well to consider it. think thora are hi thut prison.

Mr. THOMUPSON. I was inclined to take thut view Mr. THOàIPSON. One hundred dollars las heon added
myself last year, and in reducing the vote to 8500, it was to the saiary of the milier. He bas beau a good while in
my intention to recommend the appointment of a school- that prison and has a good deai of work to do, and ha noti-
master, but I ascertained from the prison authorities that fied me that it wouid ho impossible for hin te continua iu
for reasons connected with the discipline of theinstitution, it that employment unless he got an incase; and 1 believo
is practicably iropossible to assemble the convicts, at the ho hud a promise from my predecessor in office.
one time and have them taught by the one school-master. Sir RICHARD CARrWRIGHT. Ras that miii bean a
Each of these keepers has in charge a certain gang of men, quite satisfa(tery operation? I neyer regarded the old
and by taking the men under his control, at a certain hour, mi,, as a very useful institution. I rather regarded it ai a
which happens to be the dinner hour of the keepers, li whim of per Mr. Creighton's, ad thought it was rather
can give his gang the necessary school instruction. On useiess and a sort cf fifth wheel te the economy of the pen.
the recommendation of the warden who has given the subject
much consideration, I refrained from appointing a suhool-
master, and tho statutory increase necessary to provide Mr. THOMPSON. I think it las hean fairly sucoeful,
instruction is divided among the keepers. ag far as 1 am in a position te spaak cf it. la regard te the

increases of 860 te the varieus trada instructers, 1 propose
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yon do not propose to that they shah stand in a somewhat botter position than

divide 8500 among five instructors? the ordinary keepers. At presnt the maximum for ordi.
Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, if the present system is con- nary keepers is $60a, but by tha Act cf iast year it is pro.

tinued. vided that the maximum salary cf trade instructers shah be
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is a point on which $700. This is the increase cf 830 for last year, and $30 for

I can sec there may be convenience and a good deal of dif- this, because ne vote for that purpose was taken last year.
ference of opinion. I do not like to press my view unnoces- The 830 for the shoamaker is aise a statutery increase, but
sarily, but if any good is to be done to these unfortunates i; is oniy $30 instead cf $60 because ho is a new appointea.
in the way of reforming them, I think it woull be really The quarry trade instructer is in the same position. Thon
worth considering whether you would not do better by there are twe statutery morases cf 830 eaob. There is a
having a school-master and an assistant, instead of mak- provision for the appointmant cf two now guards at
ing this a kind of prize for some half-a-dozen guards. A a smalar salary than the twe who preceded them, thougl
the right bon. the First Minister bas been Minister of Jus. there appears te be a ciericai errer iu the estimates 4&
tice and knows the Kingston Penitentiary very well, as printed.
well as I do myself, I suppose the Minister of Justice has Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. Hew de the hoavy
consulted with him on the subject. Has the First Minister charge for officers' uniforms core te be made?
any opinion on the point formed from his long experience? Mr. THOMPSON. Thoy are te have a summr uniforr

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can quite agree with every year instead cf once every twe years.
the statement of the hon. the Minister of Justice. I can Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Are these uniforma
quite understand that one school-master cannot perform made in tho prison?
bis duties for the whole of the convicts who are likely to
receive instruction, which will consist principally in read. Mr. TOMPSON. I think se, but'I am net positive.
ing, writing and arithmetic. The keepers are pretty well
educated men. They are superior mon, and it seems to me Sir RICHARD CAR îWRIGHT. There is a very hoavy
that a keeper, having a certý;in number of men under his sdditienal item fer warking OXPOnses, $1,600; what d1c6
control, would be more fitted to give them the necessary that reprasont?
iLstruction than one whom they only sec occasionally, and Mr. THO UPSON. Thare is an additionai sum for heat-
for whe authority, therefore, they have not the same ing on account cf the anticipated advanco in the priee cf
respect. It is quite clear that in a penitentiary like King- ceai. Thora is an addition for gas. Lt is net anticipated
Ston, if there is any large number seeking means of learn- that that wiil bava te ha used, as we are incroasing te se
ing how to write and read, one school-master could not do extent tha fàciiity for suppiying gas.
the work.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRGHT. The reason I put theatten.
question is this: Of course, I speak from memory and under tinitr te a fatlemcnI an tatteftion personai
correction, but my impression is that the great proportion knowledgo, that the manufacture cf gas in the penitentiary
of our convicts know how to read and write, which is not the la Kingston las become a nuisance cf the very firat quality
case elsewhere, and that the intention, when this vote was te certain persons eccupying residences adjacent te the
taken, was that a school-master should be specially detailed institution. The First Minister knows wbat [refer to, the
to instruct the small minority who require special educa- residence particuiariy cf Mr. J. A. Allen. I am prepared
tion. A man may be extremely well educated and very te state cf my own knowledge that many days lat summer,
unqualified to act as echool-master. Ris qualifications as a and the summor hefore, it was impossible for anycue with
keeper has nothing at ail to do with the special facultY any comfort te walk about Mr. AIlenta gronndswben theof imparting instruction, and it was chiefly for that reason wiad was in a certain quarter biowing from the peaiton-
that 1 called attention to this matter. Of course, this is a tiary. It would ha very undasirable te have a matter cf
matter which the Minister of Justice is extremely cer- that kind brcugot bofora the comrt-. I believe it las been
petert to look after, but I wish to impress upon him the breuglt te the attention of the Ainiàter and cf the Firat
necessity of considering it a littie more. My reason is Ministar and I wouid ask whether they latend te ahate the
this : Here you sre offering some five or six officers a con-
sidtrable increase of piay, nearly equal to 20 per cent. on their
pre4ent salaries. Now, we know weil that ail these gentle- Mr. TLOIPSON. I ehould ha sorry if anything cf
men will all vote themselves perfectly qualified instructors kind lid te coma bafore the courts.
for a smaller sum probably than $100 a year, and I doubt Sir RICHARD CARTWIUGI P. I can assure the hn.
if on the wholo the procass wi,1l ho found te work woii, gentleman that the value of the prperty as a residantial
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property will be wholly destroyed if no means are found of
putting an end to the nuisance which is caused by the of-
fensive smell of this gas if the wind sets, as it usually does
there, from the south-west. I could bring fifty witnesses to
prove that.

Mr. THOMPSON. I have been informed by the officers
that there is no more inconvenience caused by the gaE-
making operations in Kingston than is caused in any cily
by the manufacture of gas, and there cannot possibly be any
inconvenience except perhaps once a week when the retorts
are being cleaned out. However, as Mr. Allen disputes
that, I have directed an examination to be made of the
matter, and I will deal with it as soon as I have a report
on the subject.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Would it not be better
in every way to introduce the electric light system ? I
think it would be more wholesome for the prisoners.

Mr. THOMPSON. I have directed the officers to see if
that is possible or not. The reports previously indicated
that it was a matter of very doubtful expedieney, but I am
having more full enquiries made, and I have been largely
led to that course by this very complaint of Mr. Allen to
which the hon. gentleman refers.

Committee rose and reported progress.

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

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The Minister bas laid
on the Table the very important letters to which I alluded,
which passed between himself and Secretary Bayard. i
suppose he will see that these are printed and placed in the
hands of every member, and they should be printed in
good large type.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, that is being printed.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 6 p. m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MoNDAY, 12th Marcb, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYErs.

VACANCY.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
a notification of a vacancy having occurred in the repre-
sentation of the Electoral District of Missisquoi by the
decease of George Clayes, Esq., and that ho had iesued
his warrant to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery to
make out a new writ of election for the said electoral
district.

DEATH OF THE HON. MR. PLUMB.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I have no doubt every hon,
member of this House will have been greatly shocked at
the announcement of the unexpected decease of the hon.
Speaker of the Senate. To those gentlemen who knew Mr.
Plumb, it will be a sorrow without any alleviation. To
those like myself and the gentlemen immediately surround.
ing me, who have known him intimately, his loss, I may
say, is irretrievable. He sat in this House for some time,
and took a very marked and distinguisbed pcsition in the
House; and those who knew him personally without
reference to political divisions, must have admired his

Sir RICIIaD CARTWRIGHT.

wonderful ability, his encyclopoedic knowledge on every
subject, and the readiness with which he communicated
that knowledge. To those who sought him as a sure and cer-
tain source of information the feeling must be deep, aggra-
vated under the circumstances by the fact that he had been
presiding, not only last Session, but this Session, with great
success and acceptance over the Chamber of which he was
a member, and full, apparently, of life and hope. To me, I
may say, the ioss is irreparable, and I can say no more,
Out of respect for the position ho held, as the presiding
officer of the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature, I move,
Sir, that this Hlouse do now adjourn.

Mr. LAURIER. It becomes my duty under such cir-
cunmstances to second the motion of the right hon. leader of
the Goveranment, made not only out of respect to the other
branch of the Legislature, but also out of respect to the
memory of the late lamented Mr. Plumb. I agree in every.
thing that bas been eaid by the right hon. gentleman as to
the deceased gentleman. We who had the pleasure of
sitting with hini for many years, know that his loss must
be a very great loss indeed to the right hon. gentleman
and to his party generally. We knew him to be a hard
fighter; at the same time, we knew him to be a fair oppen-
ent, who was ready to receive as much as he gave. But
those, Sir, who knew Mr. Plumb only in public life did not
know the whole man. Those who had the advantage of
knowing bim in private life will be ready to bear cheerful
testimony that he was a most courteous gentleman, with
most varied accomplishments and most charming conver-
sational powers, and at all times a most agreeable com-
pa ion.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 3:20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuESnAD, 13th March, 1888.

The SPjAKER took the Chair &t Three o'clock.

PRaAYERis.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 35) to enable the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Rail.
way Company to run a ferry between Beecher Bay, in
British Columbia, and a point on the Straits of Fuca, within
the United States of America.-(Mr. Baker.)

Bill (No. 36) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 37) respecting Lake Nipissing and James' Bay
Railway Company.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 40) to extend the jurisdiction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario.-(Mr. Charlton.)

PATENTS OF INVENTION.
Mr. CAIRLING moved for leave to introduee Bill

(No. 38) respecting Patents of Invention. le said: I pro-
pose to amend the Act by giving power to appoint a Deputy
Commissioner of Patents. Under the present law the
Deputy Minister of Agriculture is Deputy Minister of
Patents, but the Patent branch has grown so large of late
years that the Government deem it advisable some one
should be at the head of that branch to take sole charge of it.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FERRIES.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
39) to amend the Act respecting Ferries, chapter 91 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada.

124



COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman explain the

provisions of this Bill?
Mr. COSTIGAN. The object of the amendment is to

make some alteration in the manner of dealing with ferries
as it exists at present. Now, all ferries are licensed after
competition, but in the Bill it is proposed that we should
change that in regard te international ferries, se that they
may be leased by Order in Couneil, and aiso that in regard te
existing licenses when they expire, if the service has been
satisfactorily performed and it is thought it should continue,
the Governor General in Council may extend the time for
a term not exceeding ten years. As to inter-provincial
ferries, the limit will be made five years, and it is proposed
that, in the case of al ferries which would run out their
term under the old Act, if the work has been satisfactorily
performed, the Governor in Council may extend the term
for a period not exceeding five years, subject to the pro.
visions of this Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

DEPUTY COMISSIONER OF PATENTS.

Mr. CARLING moved that on Friday next the fHouse go
into Committee to consider the following resolution:-

That the Governor in Council may appoint a Deputy Commissioner
of Patente of Invention, whose salary shall be dollars per
annum.

Mr. EDGAR. I suppose the hon. Minister does not in-
tend to go on with that resolution until the Bill referring
to the same subject is printed and distributed ?

Mr. CARLING. No, I will not go on with the resolution
until the Bill is distributed.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before the Government
Orders are called, I would suggest that it would be well, in
order te give some work te the Committes, toe call the
Private Bills which are ready, rad them a second tibsu,
and send themn to the Committees.

Sir RICHARD CAR1TWRIG HT. I desire to ask if the
letters between Mr. Bayard and Sir Charles Tupper are
p rinted yet ? I think the Minister of Finance promised to
have them printed and distributed on Monday, but they
have not reached me yet.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do net think they are
printed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It would be a conven-
ience if they could be printed, and perhaps the Minister will
take a note of it.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Sir RICHA.RD CART WRIGHT. I very much regret to
see that the Minister of Finance is net in bis place, and to
hear that heis rather seriously indisposed. In order to pre.
vont confusion, I sbould like to know whetber that will
interfere with the arrangement which was made to proceed
with the debate to-morrow.

Sir RECTOR LANGEVIN. I may say, first, that we are
very sorry that the Minister of Finance bas been 80 unwell
for a few days. We hope he may recover very soon, but it
is not likely that he can be bore to morrow. Nevertheless,
a3 that day was fixed, if the hon. gentleman wishes to pro.
ceed to-morrow, the Government will net object.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Then we will proceed
to-morrow, if you do net object.

MERCHANTS MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY.

Mr. CURRAN moved second reading of Bill (No. 11) to
empower the Merchants Marine Insurance Company of
Canada to relinquish its charter and te provide for the
winding up of its affairs.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like the mover te give some
explanation about this Bill. There is another hon. gentle.
man who, as well as myself, happons te be a director of
this company. We have put a good deal of money into it,
and ho has informed me that ho recoived no notice of this,
and I have no recolleetion of reoeiving any notice of an in-
tention to come te Parliainent to ask powers te wind up
the affairs of this company. I would like the mover of the
Bill te make some explanations, or if he is not prepared to
give them, ho should let the Bill stand until we know what
it is. Porhaps my co-directors want to say something
about this.

Mr. SCART.H. I find, since speaking te the hon. gentle.
man who bas just taken his seat, that this Bill ii the sub-
stance of a resolution passed in 188L. I had forgotten the
particulars on which this Bill is founded, and would like
very much te have some explanation from the bon. mem-
ber who is introducing it.

Mr. CURRAN. The Bill was placed in my hands in
the usual way by the solicitors of the company, with the
request that I should put it through, and the statement was
made te me-and, in glanoing over the Bill, I think my hon.
friends will find the statement is correct -that every pre-
caution has been taken te proteot all the rights ot ail thie
parties conc, rned. There are special provisions made that
ail those rights should be taken care of, and a som of money
retained to cover suoh rights as may not be settled at the
present time. 1 believe the Billihas been framed upo.
simitar legislation introduced into the British House of
Commons, and that in se far as the form of the Bill is con-
cerned, and the protection that is given te ail interested
parties, it may be safely allowed te take its second reading.

Mr. MITCHELL. I can only say that theb hon. member
for Winnipeg (Mr. Scarth) and myself are directors of that
company, and we have lest a good deal of moncy in it.
This resolution which has been spoken of waw passed to
clo e up the company some seven years age, net te come
to Parliament. What the solicitor of the company bas
been doirg with the moneys, that have been collected since
thon, I should like te know, and I think the Bill ought te
stand until the solicitor is brought here, and we have an
opportunity of knowing what the particular object is, what
has been done with the money, and what position the com-
pany is in. For my part I have no recollection of receivirg
any notice of an intention of presenting a Bill to Par-
liament for winding up the oompany-I do not know
whether the hon. member for Winnipeg bas. I think,
under these circumstances, two of the directors being pres-
ent, that the solicitor of the company ought not to be
allowed to bring in a Billihere without consulting the di.
rectors.

Mr. CURRAN. I am under the impression than my
bon. friend is mistaken with regard te the directors not
having been consulted. The hon. member for Winnipeg
says that this is an old resolution, passed in 1881, which is
being carried out now. At ait events, all the objections of
my hon. friend can be dealt with in committee. The Bill
may be read the second time, and unlens the hon. gentleman,
and ail other members of the committee, are perfectly satis-
fied that everything is straight and regular, the Bill will
not be allowed te go through committee. I think my hon.
friend should allow the second reading of the Bill, reserving
te himself the right of exercising ail his privileges in com-
mittee.
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Mr. 80ARTH. I have to corroborate what the hon.

gentleman has just said, that the directors have never been
consulted with regard to this Bill. I never knew anything
about it until I heard the hon, gentleman who has just
taken bis seat (Mr. Curran) bring it in. I think the Bill
ought to be allowed to stand, at all events, until the direc
tors are called together and consulted infi the matter.

Mr. WELS.H. I am very glad this matter has been
ventilated a little. I think we cannot be too cautions in a
matter of this kind. We do not know whether the Bill is
wanted by the shareholders thomseolves, or whether it is
promoted solely by the solicitor and the directors. Now,
Ihave invariably remarked, when a petition is presented
to Parliament for powers to wind up a company, that the
interests of the shareholders are generally sacrificed. I
suppose this matter is going before the Private Bills Com-
mistee; I will be there, and I shall insist upon a fuller
statement of the affairs of this company before I sanction
this Act.

Mr. EDGAR. I think this is a matter of large interest,
and ought to be considered by this House before the Bill
gets a second reading. I do not know whether the direc-
tors or the shareholders have concurred in it, but I would
like to ask the Minister of Justice if ho has concurred in it ?
i would like to ask the mover of the Bill why this company
does not come under the general Winding-up Companies'
Act ? because that Act provides fully for the winding-up of
just such companies as this. That Act is respectiug In-
solvent Banks, Insurance Companies, Loan Companies, &c.,
and the term "Insurance Companios " covers all insurance,
whetheir life, fire, marine, ocean or inland. Now, I do not
think the Minister of Justice can have had this matter
brought before his attention, or ie would scarcely sanction
private legislation for winding up a company unless some
very special circumstances called for it. I do not think
that this should be, as a matter of course, referred to the
Committee of the House; I think we should settle the
principle at this stage and hear the views of the Govern.
ment as to whether this legislation ought to be allowed,

• Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If this Bill had passed
through the Comrittee on Banking and Commerce and
returned Lo th< ilouse, I could well understand what the
hon. gentleman says. But the object of the reference to
the committee is exactly for the purpose of invOstigating
the Bill, to see whether injustice is doune to any one, or
whether this matter should not come under the general
Act, or whether there are reasons for passing a special Act.
We are not in a position, as a House, to go into that inves-
tigation, and that is the reason why we have appointed
Standing Committees. I would suggest that, instead of
discussing this matter now, we send the Bill to the Com-
mittee of Banking and Commerce, where it will be investi-
gated, and where the members can consider this matter a
great deal more carefully than we can do bore. After
going to that committee, in the course, I suppose, of seven
or eight days, the Bill will come back bore, and if there are
still objections to it, we can consider them, and cither
amend the Bill or throw it out. But now I do not think we
are in a position to deal with it, and I would certainly ask
my hon. friend who objected to it in the first instance, to
allow it to go to the committee.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) By reading the Bill a second time
now, the House would practically assent to, and endorse its
principle. The hon. gentleman shakos his head, but there
can be nothing passed upon or approved at the second read-
ing, but the principle of the Bill. Thon its details, the
preamble, and everything of that kind, are referred to the'
Committee; but so far as the principle is concerned, we
dispose of it here. The Committee on Banking and Com-
merce do not diseuse the principle of the Bill after it is once

Mr. CuaBMw.

passed upon by the House. Now, a very important point
bas been raised by my hon. friend behind me, and
that is whether, in the face of the Act which covers
cases of this kind, the Government should permit indi.
vidual conipanies to come in and pass special Acts to wind
these companios up, unloss those cor paries are able to bhow
zood and sufficient reasons for so doing. If we pass this
B.ll, as a matter of course we assent to the principle that
every company that comes hero can get a special Act of
incorporation for itself, and there are many reasons wby
tbat should not be so. The Winding up Companies' Act
bas carefully prepared provisions for the protection of the
shareholders, but it does not at all follow that these p-ivate
Aets, when brought in, have those proviins. Parliament
has made general provisions in this Act for the beneuit of
shareholiers. I happen to be a shareholder of this company,
and I never heard of this Bill before, and never had an in-
timation that it was being introduced. I am in the same
position as my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell) and the hon. gentleman on the other side of the
House; we have no knowledge of it, and do not know what
it means. But on the larger question raised by the hon.
gentleman behind me T think the Government should con-
sider whether they are not endorsing fully the principle of
the Bill by carrying the second reading.

Mr. KI RK PATRICK. I think the hon. gentleman has
failed to draw the distinction between a private Bill and a
public Bill. It is when a publie Bill receives a second
reading that it is considered that the principle hias been
adopted, but it is otherwise with respect to a private Bil.
A private Bill receives its second reading pro forma and
goes to a select committee, and there the first question be-
fore it is : "Shal the preamble be taken as proved ? " and
evidence is taken on that point. This very discussion
shows the impossibility of considering the principle of the
Bill on the second reading here. We cannot well hear
witnesses to prove the preamble or the merits of the Bill,
but they must be heard before the Select Standing Com-
mittee. It is for that reason that the second reading of a
private Bill differs from the second reading of a public
Bill; in the former case the principle of the Bill is not con-
sidered as adopted by the Bouse when it passes the second
reading until the committee bas adopted the preamble,
and if the preamble is not proved the Select Standing Com.
mittee reports back to the House that the preamble is not
proven, and the Bill is not proceeded with. I think, there-
fore, it would b3 proper to allow the Bill to pass pro formad
the secor.d ieading, and rofer it to a Select Standing Com-
mittec where evidence would be given to show whether iLt
is a proper Bill or not.

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask a question with
regard to a Bill, such, for example, as one to incorporate a
railway company coming before the louse. If the opinion
o this House was that the railway was unnecessary, or ob-
jections of a financial or legal character were taken against
the proposed enactment, or that they would iiterfere with
other existing companies, or similar grounds, would not the
principle of the Bill, it having passed the second reading,
be sustained before the committee ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. No.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman has not been as
much before the committee as I have. In reply to the
Minister of Public Works I may say that althongh objec-
tions have been taken to the principle of a Bill, the Bill
has been sustained, because it had passed its second read-
ing and that the Bouse had adopted the principle, not
only for public Bills, but on Bills affecting corpora-
tions. I take exception to this Bill on grounds en-
tirely different from those taken by the two hon. gen-
tlemen who have spoken on that side of the Hlouse.
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What I contend is this: Where parties occupying the
position of directors, as the hon. member for Winnipeg
(Mr. Scarth) and myself do, have received no notice of the
intention to wind up the company, and a Bill for that pur.
pose comes before this House, and this is the first intima-
tion we have received in an official form, some further in-
formation should be given by the bon. member in charge
of the Bill before the H)use is asked to pass the second
reading. I suggest that the Bill should stand over, and the
mover should inform the parties who have put the matter
in his hande as to the objections that have been taken, and
let them explain to at least two of the directors, who have
lost a good deal of money by the company, what their
objects are, and why our counsel was not asked before this
important step in regard to the company's affairs was
adopted. It is early in the Session yet, and we can get the
solicitor of the company to explain to those two of the
directors why the matter was not laid before them before
such an important step was taken.

Mr. THOMPSON. No doubt the objections suggested
by the other side of the House are very important, and I
coucur in the suggestion that when permission is asked.to
wind up ihe affairs of the company, not under the general
winding-up Act, but under special provisions to be granted
by Bil, this should only be allowed, as suggested by the
hon. member for Queens, P.E.. (Mr. Davies), when special
grounds are shown for making the exception, and I would
expect them to be very well sustaineI before I would con-
cor in the proposai. I am prepared to vote for the second
reading of the Bili, Fo that the partes may show the special
grounds; and it is only by reading the Bill the second time
ard sending it before the committuee, that they can have
an opportunity of doing so. They have otherwise no op-
portunity of presenting the explanations which the hon.
membor for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), says should
be presented to the House before the Bill is assented to.
He will sec that the course he has suggested, that the Bill
should stand over until the solicitor of the company come to
Ottawa and satisfies two members of this House in regard to
the matter, would be an entirely unsatisfactory practice.
The solicitor might entirely satisfy them and not satisfy
any other two members of the flouse, and stil the louse
would be blocking the passage of the Bill, not on any
ground of prirciple at ail, but in order that individual
members should be convinced by parties outside, I
take it that in allowing the Bill to be read the second time
we are doing nothing more than recognising the fact that
the Bill complies with the Rules of the House, and has
reached a stage when the parties who desire it to be passed
may be heard in its favor. Until they urge very sufficient
reasons indeed why they should obtain special legislation
in reference to winding up, I for one will not agrce to the
Bill being passed; but when I vote for the second reading,
1 simply vote to allow the parties an opportunity to present
such sufficient reasons which, I admit, it will be very diffi-
cuit for them to sustain. All that the hon. member for
Northumbqrland (Mr. Mitchell) has said is, no doubt,
strongly against the Bill, that is, that the assent of the pre-
sent directora has not yet been obtained, thatthey have not
been consulted, and that this Bill is being promoted upon a i
resolution passed six or eight years ago. As one of the
members of the Committee on Banking and Commerce,
these statements, il not satisfactorily explained, would in-
duce me to vote against the Bill; but we simply send it to
the committee in order that those difficulties may be re- t
moved if they can be removed, or, at all events, we give the 1
promoters et the Bill anuopportunity to remove them. It f
would be unreasonable to expect the hon. member in .1
charge of a Bill in the House to carry a brief in support t
of it and make statements that the directors were consulted t
or were not, and on bOing met by oounter-statements on the r

other side, make a further reply. It is only by givin g the
parties an opportunity to appear before the committe e
and give the explanations, that the House can arrive
at a satisfactory conclusion in regard to the Bill. HBon.
gentlemen will remember that the frequent practice is for
private Bills to be rejected after they have gone to the com.
mittee, so that the principle of this Bill is not affirmed in any
way that would bind the House by allowing it to pass the
second reading.

Mr. MITCHELL. There is one feature in regard to
which the Minister of Justice has drawn an unfair distinc-
tion. Be says it would scarcely be proper to allow this Bill
to be postponed to allow two members of the House to be
consulted. It is not as a member of this House that I
claim the right to be consulted, but as an investor in the
company and one of its directors. No harm can be done
by deferring the second reading of the Bill. It is not a
matter for the general public so much as a domestic matter
of the company itself, one interesting those who have put
their money into the company, none of whom, with the ex-
ception of the solicitor of the company and another officer,
have made money out of it. I want to know the authority
of these parties to incur the expenditure connected with
this Bill for the winding up of the company. I take ex-
ception to the course recommended by the Minister of Jus-
tice. Of course, hon, gentlemen opposite are strong enough
to do what they like ; but we as a minority, and I as a
minority, have rights, and they are personal rigbts, not as
a member of this House I claim them, but as a private in-
dividual interested in the affairs of the company.

Mr. LAURI ER. Tt seems to me that a falso construc.
tion has been put on the remarks of my hon. friend. There
is no question of principle involved in the matter; it is a
question of opportunity. Two members of the fouse,
shareholders in the company and directors, state that they
are now aware for the first time of this application, and
they never were consulted in regard to the Bill. They
ask, not that the Bill be thrown out, but that the second
reading be postponed in order to allow them to ascertain
how far they can support the application or oppose it. It
seems to me, under the circumstances, to be only fair and an
act of justice to those two gentlemen who are shareholders
and directors, to postpone the second reading until they
have had an opportunity to examine into the matter,
and sec whether they are prepared to support or oppose the
Bill. It is a question of courtesy, and, perbaps, also a ques-
tion of justice, which the majority of the flouse should ex-
tend to the very fair application made by the member for
Northumberland,

Mr. THOMPSON. As far as I am concerned I do not
want to be understood, from what the hon. gentleman bas
ust stated, as having misinterpreted the hon. member for
Northumberland. His was not a request that the Bill
should be stayed-

An hon. MEMBER. Yes, yes.
Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I requested.
Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman bas contradicted

something I have not said. What I was about to say was
that it was not a request by the hon. member for North-
umberland that the Bill should stand over until he should
enquire into the matter, but a request that it should stand
ver until the persons promoting the Bill should come to

)ttawa and explain it to him. Ali I said in relation to
hat was, that the committee rom was the most convenient
place to have it not only explained, but proved to the satis-
action of the House that the Bill ought to pass. Of course
fully agree with the hon. member who hua just spoken,

hat when any member of the House desires delay in regard
o a private Bill, to enquire into its merits, there ie no
eaon in tihe world why the Bill should be foreed.
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Mr. CURRAN. I have no objection that the Bill should

stand.
Bill allowed to stand.

SECOND READINGS,
Bill (No. 8) to incorporate the Canada and Michigan

Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)
Bill (No. 9) respecting the Canada Southern and the

Brie and Niagara Railway Companies.-(Mr. Ferguson,
Welland.)

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Ontario Central Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Ward.)

Bill (No. 18) to amend the Acta relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Juu'tion Railway Company.-
(Mr. Ferguson (Welland.)

Bill (No. 19) to incorporate the Collingwood and Bay
of Quinté Railway Company.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 21) respecting the Port Arthur, Duluth and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

Bill (No. 23) to reduce the capital stock of " La Banque
Nationale."-(Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 33) to amend the Act incorporating the Here-
ford Branch Railway Company, and to change the name
of the company to the Hereford Railway Company.-(Mr.
Hall.)

Bill (No. 34) respecting the South Norfolk Railway
Company.-(Mr. Tisdale.)

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAILWAY
COMPANY.

Mr. SCARTH (in the absence of Mr. DAL) moved the
second reading of Bill (No. 25) to conlirm the charter of
incorporation of the Great North-West Central Railway
Company.

Mr. EDGAR. This is not an ordin.ary Bill at al], and I
think the House is entitled to some explanation about it.
It seems to be an Act to confitm an Oider in Council which
was passed about two years ago, incorporating this railway.
Now, I think the House certainly ought to know, before they
vote a second reading off this Bill, what is wrong with the
Order in Council that it should require confirmation; how
is it that an Order in Council passed under the special
powers of an Act is not right; and in what particular dosa
the House require to confirm that?

Mr. SCARTH. I moved the second readig of the Bill
in consequence of the absence of my friend the hon. member
for Selkirk (Mr. Daly), who is detained in Ontario. I am
unable to give any explanation of it, but I suppose there is
no objection that the Bill should stand.

Bill allowed to stand.

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY
AGREEMENTS.

Mr. SMALL moved second reading of (Bill No. 26) "to
confirm a certain Agreement made between the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of Canada, the Canada Southern
Railway Company and the London and Port Stanley
Railway Company, and a certain Agreement made between
the London and South-Eastern Railway Company and the
Canada Southern Railway Company." le said: The
objeet of the Bill is simply to confirm certain agreements
entered into between those different lines of railway in
relation to the running powers over the different roeds.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the soond time.
Mr. TKVROY»".

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE-DEBATES TRANS-
LATORS.

Mr. LAURIER. I desire to bring up now the question
of privilege of which I have given notice.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon gentleman will
allow me, I would state that I mentioned to him before we
met that the papers whioh had been ordered to be printed
had not yet been distributed. I understand that a number
of members have received them, but I only received a
opy about a quarter of an hour ago, and I know that my

colleagues are in the same position. The hon. First Minis-
ter had no copy and had no opportunity of reading the
papers. Under these circumstances I would ask the hon.
gentleman to postpone his motion.

Mr. LAURIER. There must have been something
wrong in the distribution, because the hon, gentlemen
opposite seem to have been treated differently from as on
this aide of the House. We had the papers on Friday last.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I heard three or four of
my colleagues say that they have not yet had a copy.

Mr. LAURIER. That is something for you to enquire
into, Mr. Speaker, as there must be something wrong with
your officers. But, of course, if the hon. gentleman is not
ready now, I will not press the question. Would he say on
what day h. would be ready to discuss it ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Say on Monday next,
because another subject is set for to-morrow, and is to go
on from day to day.

Mr. LAURIER. 1 am willing to take Monday if the
other matter is then disposed of.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)

Salaries of Board of Examinerasand other expenses in
connection with the Civil Service Act......... $7t,500

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. I move that this item bereduced to
86,000. The mistake is due to the oversight of an officer
who put another item for this one.

Mr. MULOCK. I believe the Act requires that these
examinations shall be held at certain fired periods, but I
understand that a certain degree of irregularity or laxity is
growing up in connection with them, and that examinations
are occasionally hld at other than the regular sessions. If
that is the case, and I am aware that it is, it is a practice
to be deprecated; and if the hon. the Secretary of State
allows it to continue, ho will soon have that branch of his
department in hopeless confusion. I believe there are two
examinations a year fixed by the Act, and I cannot see
what cause can be made out to justify the holding of special
examinations. Of course, it may happen that a candidate
may stand well in the estimation of the Government, and
may, perhaps, be an applicant for an office, and it may be
desirable, in order to qualify him, to hold a special exam-
ination, such as took place in the month of March, 1887,
immediately after the general elections. I believe it happens,
in other branches of the service, that special examinations
are held at times to serve special purposes. Such a case
happened at the Royal Military College of Kingston. The
effect of this sort of thing is to destroy the confidence of the
public in the bond ffdes of these examinations. 1 would also

aIl the attention of the hon. the Secretary of State to the
hket, that there a pears to be no regular period for making
known the reos ct of the examinations to the public, and
lber have been delay for nIany month. If the exain-
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ations are conducted on the merits, thon I submit that the
returns should be promptly made known to the public.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am sure my hon. friend bas not
intentionally tried to mislead the House in regard to the
work of the Board of Civil Service Examiners; but I can
assure him that his information is wrong. There are two
kinds of examinations. There are the preliminary and
qualifying examinations for candidates who desire to enter
the civil service. These are held by statute and Orders in
Council at fixed periods twice a year, namely, in Novem-
ber and May; and they have been held at no other periods,
and only after full advertisement-in fact, perhaps too
much advertisement-in the public newspapers. The other
examinations, for promotion, are those which have led iny
hon. friend into error. If he will look at the statute, he
will see that the times for holding those examinations are
regulated by Orders in Council, and are held at different
times, according to the wants of the service. In two or
three instances, owing to urgent wants of some of the de-
partments, examinations have been held at other periods,
but only on very urgent occasions. Mfy hon. friend has
spoken of examinations of the rn litary school. I have not
much to do with the military, and am, therefore, not compe-
tent to say anything with respect to those examinations.
But 1 know that the civil service examiners have nothing
at all to do with those of the military college. As regards
the date of publication of the returns, that depends
entirely on the number of examinations. I know that the
board of examiners have always done their best to have
the resîults published at as early a day as possible. ln the
case of examinations for promotion, it bas been thought
botter to have these returns sont to the heads of each de.
partment. There is no need to publish them in the news.
papers, as they only concern the administration of the
departments. They are sent to the Council and kept
secretly before the Council, and when promotions are
made, they are made according to these reports.

Mr. MULOCK, That is a very extraordinary course. I
believe the hon. the Secretary of State has declared,
what seems to me, to be a very improper system.
Mon present themselves for promotion ; they may or maiy
not have passed, but the Secretary Of State keeps the results
of their exa*mnataen secret, until it may suit the Govern-
ment to make them known.-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The candidates are informed of the
results of the examinations; they are informed as to
whether they have passed or not, but their papers are not
returued to them or published.

Mr. MULOCK. I know a case in point where a candidate
for promotion underwent an examination, and the result
was withheld from him for nearly a year.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think my hon. friend has been
wrongly informed.

Mr. MULOCK. No, I have not.

Mr. BOWELL. I know that the results are sometimes
withheld for a long time, but not by the Government.
There was one case in my department for promotion, in
which the examination took place in Halifax, and it Was
some months before I could get the resuits myself from the
examiners.

Mr. MULOCK. Why was the delay ?
Mr. BOWELL. The examiners said they had so many

papers to investigate that they were unable to award the
different marks within reasonable time. The delay was not
due to any action on the part of the Government, and I
simply give this as an individual case that came under my
notice, and of whieh the hon. the Secretary of State had no
information.
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Mr. MULOCK. Is each candidate for promotion entitled
to be informed of the result of his examination as soon as
the examiners have reported to the Government ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes, ho is told whether ho has pass
ed or not, but ho is not entitled to receive the different ex-
amination papers.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman,
I think, agreed to inform us, when this item was under discus-
sion a day or two ago, of the proportion of the 1,200 persons
who passed the examination last year, who had received
appointments.

Mr, CH APLEAU. I said the results of all the exami-
nations made during the past year were contained' in a
statement I put before the House some days ago. I have
not the figure~s now.

Sir RICIARD CARTWRIGHI. Can you not state it
from memory ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is one observa-

tion I feel disposed to make on this subject, and that is, that
experience goes to show the time bas came in Canada when
we ought to introduce, in regard to appointments to the
civil service, the English competitive system, as to the early
stages; and the hon. gentleman has it in his power to earn
the gratitude of future generations, if ho cures for that,
and of future civil servants, by introducing the competitive
system for the early stages. I have great doubts mysolf
as to how far you can apply the competitive systerm, alter
mon have been once admitted to the service, but with due
restrictions as to age, I think there is no doubt whatever
that the experience of England shows conclusively that a
very great improvement in every possible shape and form
would be made by introducing the competitive system; and
the immense number of persons, who, according to the hon.
gentleman are applying for civil service positions, ranging
up to 1,200, show that the Government have most admirable
material, if only they will make use of it, for greatly im.
proving and raising the standard of the whole service by
that expedient.

Mr. CHLAPLEAU, I must say there is certainly sorme-
thing in the remarks of the hon, gentleman. The necessity
of considering that question bas forced itself upon the Gov.
ernment,and a measure dealing with it would-certainly be
expedient,considering the present number of persons holding
certificates of examination, anumber which has reached over
2,000. There is no doubt that it will be necessary either to
suspend for sorne time the Government statute or devise
some other system, so as to check an increase in the num-
ber of people holding certificates, and who, unfortunately,
consider they are nocessarily entitied to be appointed to the
service. I think that is a great evil for them, and certainly
not a comfort for the Government.

Sir RICHAR D CARTWRIGHT. I am glad to heur the
hon. the Secretary of State say that. It does him credit;
and I think I am justified in hinting to him that if he re-
quires any support in introducing a measure to establish a
competitive system in the early stages, bon. gentleme a on
this side will only be too happy, for once, to ussist him.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I would be glad if hon. gentlemen
opposite would do so, so that we could say for once they
kept their promise.

Sir RICHARD CART &RIGHT. I do not think we
ever promised support to the hon. gentleman before.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon, gentleman says 2,000 per-
sons are qualified to be employed in the public service. iDo
I understand him to say that whon a vacancy occurs in the
service it will be filled out of this 2,000 ? Supposing a vac-
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ancy should occur in the custom house or post office at Ot.
tawa or Montreal, would the person who would get that ap-
pointment be selected out of that 2,000 ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Al those who by the Act are in-
claded in the civil service must submit to an examination
before appointment. The outside service, as it is called, is
not subject to the rales of the civil service, and to a large
extent may not be subject to examination. In some of
the departments-for instance, the Inland Revenue Depart-
ment-there are special technical examinations.

Mr. MITCHELL. Take the case of a postmaster. Do
postmasters in the outside service-for instance, at Ottawa,
or Montreal, or Halifax-undergo the civil service ex-
amination before they are appointed ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. If my bon. friend will look at the
Act, he will find that postmasters are not subject to ex-
amination. Inspectors, collectors and others, he will find,
on examining the Act, are not subject to examination.
Those who must undergo it are mentioned in the schedule
annexed to the Act.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course I can look at the Act, but
as we are not so conversant with ijt as hon. gentlemen who
are paid to hold the positions they occupy, I ask the hon. gen-
tleman in order to get the information in a brief way. I do
not want to be referred to the Act. I understand the hon.
gentleman now to state that a postmaster in the outside
service does not require to undergo civil service examin-
ation before his appointment.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Some of them do and some of them
do not. Sometimes, in regard to some unimportant posi-
tion, if an examination is coming on in a few days or a few
weeks, an appointment might be made subject to the ex.
amination which is coming on very shortly.

Mr. MITCHELL. The hon. gentleman says some do
and some do not. I will put a distinct, definite question to
him. If a vacancy occurred in the post office in the city
of Ottawa, would the candidate be required to go up for
his examinafion before he was appointed ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. He is not obliged.
Mr. MITCHELL. Or in the post office in Montreal ?
Mr. CHAPLE AU. No, he is not.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I should like the Minister to

inform us what percentage of those who receive certificates
obtain appointments each year. I understand that there are
some two thousand who bave received certificates; how
many of these are appointed yearly? If it is only a small
percentage, it seems to be a great waste of public money to
go on paying $5,000 or 86,000 a year, examining young
men for the civil service, when there are such a large
number on the list at present who have not received ap-
pointments.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The examinations last year cost
$5,184, and the receipts were about 82,500, so that the ex-
pense was not so very large. I do not know what the
appointments were in each department.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I did not ask what appointments
were made in each department, but what was the per-
centage of appointments altogether. Was it 10 per cent. or
20 per cent., or 50 per cent. ?

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. I cannot say. I suppose there are a
namber of appointments in a year, but the number must
vary in differentyears. i know that in my own department
1 had the sorrow, last year, of losing from the fever four or
five employés in three months.

Mr. DAViES (P.E.I.) Would there be more than 100
appointed in a year?

Mr. MITnILL.

Mr. CHAPLE AtU. I should think more than that.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.l.) Bat, if there are only 100, or
even if you double that and say 200, and you have 2,000
qualified, what is the sense of continuing this expense for
the examination of other candidates?

Mr. BAKER. What harm does it do ?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The harm is the useless expense

of $5,000 or $6,000 a year.
Mr. CHAPLEAU. Those examinations, as the lon.

gentleman may know, have become very severe examina-
tions. They are found to be too severe, and I think, taking
those who receive appointments during the year, and
taking the money expended as between $2,500 and $3,000,
in order te have good, well qualified officers when we want
them, and having in this way a class of young men through-
out the country possessed of a good commercial education,
there is not much expenditure to objeot to.

Mr. CASEY. I think it is absurd for the hon, gentle-
man to say that the examination is too severe.

Mr. CHAPLE&AU. I did not say that.

Mr. CASEY. That is what the hon. gentleman said,
whether he meant it or not.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I said that some said it was too
severe.

Mr. CASE Y. At any rate, we know that the examination
is not severe. We find that there are 2,000 certified men
who have passed the examination, and that is altogether in
excess of the necessities of the Government, so that of itself
shows that the examination is not at ail too severe. I am
glad the hon. Minister has racognised this difficulty at last.
He will probably remember that, before he was a Minister
in this flouse at ail, this matter was discussed, and it was
pointed out that this diffliculty was likely to arise from an
Act of this kind. Before he became a Minister here a Coni-
mission appointed by his colleagues had gone thoroughly
into the question of the organisation of the civil service, had
taken evidonce in ail parts of Canada, had come to ripe
conclusions, and had laid a report before the House pointing
out the weaknesses of the existing systen, the necessity
of adopting the principle of competition, and this diffi-
culty whic is now being spoken of must arise from
al] examinations which are mercly of a qualifying nature.
While the bon. gentleman's Bill was before the House, I,
amongst others-and I was not by any means alone-point-
cd out thut this very thing woulI arise which bas arisen,
that if the examinations were only of a qualifying nature,
everyone who succeeded in passing them would consider him-
self entitled to a place in the service, and wait for a vacancy
to occur, and that coisequently a large number of young
people ail over the country would be waiting for dead men's
shoes,would be waiting to get the place to which they thought
they were entitled. I am glad to find that the Minister
recognises the difliculty at last, and that he hints at the pos-
sibility of the Government adopting a real reform in the civil
service. There is no doubt, as my hon. friend from Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) says, that theso results show that there
are many young men and women who are qualified to take
the places, who are eager to take the salaries, who are eager
to take positions in the civil service,and that a great many of
them possess a reasonable amount o education, as the Min-
ister himself states. It seems clear that, with such a large
class to draw upon, if the examinations were made really
competitive, and if those who came out at the top of the
list would be entitled to the positions, you might count on
even a larger class of applicants, that yon might count
upon the class of school-teachers as well as a number of
young men who are now studying for professions, and who
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might be temptel to try to obtain positions in the service. my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island, in speaking o
In speaking of tbis matter, I wish to do so without any the expense of the acheme, did not merely consider the ex-
political leanings. I brought the matter before the House pense of holding the examination, but the oxpense to whicl
long before the Minister came bore, and while my own friends the competitors are put, and amonc other things the bas o
were in power, and I say that no Goverrinment, under the time on their part. thik the Minister ought to conside
present system of patronage, can have the knowledge neces- tbis point very seriousiy. He ha& bad now seven years, a
sary to appoint the best men available to the service. The least, to digest the report presented to this buse befor
only method by which to get the hest mon obtainable for he entered it, one of the most thorough and satisfactor 3
the servico is a method which exclades the system of pat- reports, I think, over presented in relation to the civi
ronage altogether. It is well known that, under the pros- service of any country. With tho assistance of tha
ent law, a man does not generally go up for examination report, ho should ho able now to introduce a thorough Civi
unloss ho is proviously recommended by a member, unless Service Reform Ac, providing, anong other things, for î
he has applied to a member for a position and bas been told competitive examination. Porhaps ho wiIl do so by nex
to go up for lis examination. In the next place, ho cannot yoar, as ho sems ta have learnod a groat many things. I
get bis position, aiter ho has passed his examination, witbout think ho bas found out this, arong other things, that th(
patronage. Unless ho is recommended by some member possession of patronage is not, after ail, au unmixed benefi
supporting the Governmont his certificate goes for nothing, to a Goverument or to its supporters. I know that thoso
so that patronage enters into the whole of the prosent sys. us who, on this side ofbe fouse, wore supporting a Gev-
tom of admitting members to the civil service. Lot us ernment during five years, found out that patronage was
compare this with the British system, and we may admit, by no mens an unmixed beneft to the Government. For
without derogation to our own dignity, that the people of every friend yeu make in the disposition of patronage, you
Great Britain and Irelarid bave shwn themselvms to be as probably makre hafr a-dozon nmiEs; and thi Governmen
good business peoplo as we are. There thoy mangge this or the members wbo es ig tenacionsly to tho exorcise o
on business principies. Ail those who produce, certifi- patronage are really injuring themacîves as well as injuring
cates of bealth and character are allowed to go up the civil service, and doig an injustioe te a great many
for a proliminary examination as tbey are bore, and yoong mon well qualified to transact public business, and
if thoy pass that preiiminay examination, they are who want to have a chance te assist in the civil service.
allowed to go on to the crnpetitive exanination ; I dlaim that te country lias a right to the services
and from those who succced in passing the cornpotitivo tf mon f ail classes in oonducting s affairs. I is the
oxamination, the vacancies that occur duririf the year are rigt of mon of ail parties to have a chance of obtaining E
filed, giving the man who come ent at, tho hehd ofehe list position in the civil service of a country. On these two
his first choice, and the otheri their choice in succession pririciples, I shak contend strongly in rbe future, as I have
of se places vacant. The Premier of England bas no done i the pas, that whatever Government may a n in
power te appoint even messengrs, and a groat many peower, whether Conservativeo or Reform, a change is greatly
places in the English service tbat are not considered he te needed in our civil servie system, approeximating it more
beloing te the civil service, are filled by tbis coipetitive o nearly te that f England.
system. Lt was put mo oporation primarily and tontatively, Mr. MITCHELL. I did net quite have a goed tpportu.
I think, in M59, and tbere bais neyer since that time been nity te follow my hon. frind frmn South Oxford in the
the sligbtest serions attompt t change the systim. 1 statement en made that the gentlemen on this side of the
hinkiu is time that wc, in Canada, tothk advantage cf the a

experience gained by me people cf tho mothor country.
Now, witin the last few y eas, what do we scee? Efvrn in Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I did not spek for
the United Staes the ot-b d f i e patronage system tbe s is sido of tha flouse. I said the gentlemen with whom I
country in which originated te syte m that te the vietors was more especially honnected.
belung the spoils-oven in the United States they have Mr. MITCHELL. I understhod you te speak for the
a system of cemptitive examiration for abe civil service, gentlemen whom yu ropresent, whom yeu more immn
not quite ps thorough-going as that in England, but stili a diatly con troh--
syatemd wbih requires a man te comp etitiv xmi exami- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. No I did not say I
nation and take a goed stand before hi bas any reasonab e controlled anybody.
chance of gething an appoinmeni. Now, in the Englsh
syste, ie evil cf baving a lot cof young peopfe waiting, Mr. MITCeHEL. What did youn say
as I raids for dead mon's shees, c obviated prICHARs acte rgTy i he uuasI ha
this wayc: Bvforo ac comptitive eoxamination is noeld, with me.
phe Governmont, making a calculation of the number of
Place that are likoly to become vacant during the year, Mr. MITCHELL. Thon, the gentlemen who usual y au
pubis that number bradeast; on the basis of that calcu- with the hon gentleman for Sout h Oxford. Ho said h
lation the examination is held, and the parties who have woud he dfficu t te support a civil service measure based
succeded ui passing the comptitive examinatin anI wbo upon civil service examinatiwn sncb as tis. Now, Sir, ifdo not succeed in getting an appoitmentduring that year, there is any mot in a civil service examination a ail, it
have ne daim whatever upn the Goveroent, and cannot is in the tir stages alone. Looking at the resuts f the
obtain a position wiout gei g up afres for another com- civil service examinatien slncl that law bas bod. in exiat.
Ptitive examination, inder that system you have only once, I mut say Lat I have arrived a the onlusion
one year of a timo te del witb, and nobody is kep waiting that t is a usees pioce cf expense; i croates a caiseaftr the tsrminaton of that y-i r for a situation. Suppose cf officiais and porptuates soDS cf officiais in the civil
the number fvacanciesat firstwas 10, any man wbo tinda service, as a special clas wlR H look forward t neI
bimscif low r than 100 on te lio may as weii make up bis other future. We know ibat a large proportion cf, te
mmd that le bas ne chance o t getting a position, and ho ons of offleais in tbe civil service are led te lok for-
may ook o t for some other creer. Mien are ranked lu the ward as thir ighes A bjeR t in life, t a ositin in te
order of mernt up t the average number cf vacacifs that! civil e. r
occur during a yoar, and a gret deal ef trouble and annoy- Mrf.e, brTiCh LuLn hews gotlem ey ho usual ae

pu cs tha nmebracs;othbaioftaclc-whthhe hon. genma flor Sout Oxfrd Hey sad it-

ance is haved ten tose parties who know that tbey are pre- vote teir energy to ue anical, mercantile, eurgneer-
dluded from ail chance of getting a vacancy. I tink that ing and othyrr pursuit8, would succeed far botter in lif
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than by wasting so mary years waiting for employrnent in men who have been oducated largely at the expense of the
the civil service. Perhapp in the course of next year 1 -ro couni'v. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman whether
will be 15or 20 vacancies where there will be bundreds of the Go;ernment havo arrived at any policy on that subject,
applicants. It bas been a characteristiocof the right hon. or whether they propose to follow what I consider has been
gentleman-I am sorry lie is not here, perhaps some of his the erro-teous policy since they came into power, of allowing
colleagues may convey to him my ideas; if they do not, the the cadets of tbat very excellent institution to be distributed
papers will- tbat ever since ho came into office, in 1878, into othor employrnents and to leave the country, and not
he bas been pervaded with the desire te copy cor! ain of have them immediately available in case of necd ? I think
what I cali English fads, political fads, and one oftlhem is it is a point which should seriously engage the attention of
this civil service institution. I believe it is calculated to the ho-. Minister and of the Government. I feel very
injure the country, to cause a great deal of expense, to in- strnzly upon tfis point, because I amnsatisfied that until
duce hundreds and thousarnds of our young mon to look woutilîýo the services of those young geutlcmon, who bave
forward to employment in the civil service, destroying been educated largely at the oxpense of the Gvernment,
their prospects for other professions. In this way we are we will fait to realiso the object for which that excellent
doing an injury to the country, and so far from agreeing institution was originated.
with the idea that the Civil Service Act is going to do are
good in the future, I think it is doing barmn, and the sooner
we wipe it off the statute-book the better for the country.

Mr. CASEY. I am sorry my hon. friend has got the
idea in bis head that the present Civil Service Bill bears
the remotest relation to the English Civil Service Bill. If
ho bad listened to what 1 have been saying, he would have
seen that 1 pointed out a great many glaring d4iferences.

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to the principle.

Mr. CASEY. The principle of this Bill is totally
different from the principle of the English Civil Service
Act, and it is exactly because it is so different that it is ex-
pensive and useless. The principle of the English Civil
Service Act is competitive, the principle of this Civil Ser-
vice Act is simply a qualifying exanination which every-
body has to pass, and afterwards ho has to have the old.
fashioned political influence before he gets an appointment.
I fully agree with the hon. gentleman in bis strictures
upon the prosent Act, that it is a perfect farce in the work-
ing, as I contended it would be when it was presented to
the House. There bas been no check at all upon patron-
age; men have been appointed from year to year in spite
of the report of the examiners that the appointees had not
passed the examinations. It is a perfect farce from begin-
ning to end.

Mr. JONES (Halifax), 1, perhaps, did not qui te understand
the reply of the Secretary of'State with reference to theo oser-
vations made by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Ur.
Davies). My hon. friend drew attention to the fact that the
Secretary of State had stated that somo 2,000 persons had
passed the civil service examination, of whom only a very
small portion had received appointments. And hie naturally
asked the question, wheher, until those persons who had
passed the examination were absorbed into the civil service,
the hon.gentleman thought it worth while to go on and incur
the expenditure by an annual or semi-annual examination. I
confess that I did not gather from the observations of the
Secretary of State whether ho was inclined to that view, or
whether ho intimated that it was the intention of the Govern-
ment to go on with the examination of candidates, although
so many ai e already qualified for vacancies that might occur.
Again, I would ask the hon. gentleman whether the Govern-
ment bas endorsed the view which has been very generally
expressed in this House, which was the view of the
Government when they established the military college at
Kingston,togive cadets of the military college the preference
in all civil appointments. There you have a class of educated
young gentlemen who have gone through a course of scien-
tific study and who are eminently qualified for the
various branches of the public service, for our railways,
telegraphs and public woiks, as well as the civil service
immediutely connected with the depariments bere; and I
krow it was the object of the (vcrnment when thut insti-
tution was established to endeavor to keep in the country
as many of those young gentlemen as possible, young gentle-

Mr. MITCHELL.

Mr. BAKER. The bon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
seemed to wax very warn and appeared to be highly in-
dignant that I should put in an inter'rogatory as to what
harm there could be in having 2,000 candidates who bad
already passed the civil service examinfation. I repCest to
that bon. gentleman that I see no possible harm in it, and
if there were 20,000 or 200,000 it would be all the better for
the Dominion of Canada to day, because, as ho knows, as I
know, and as every hon, member knows, the best time for
passing an examination under the Ci' il Service Act is when
young fellows are young fellows and not when they have
reached mature years, when it is exceedingly difficuIlt to pass
any examination whatcver. If the hon. gentleman could
show that the examination of a larger number of candidates
increases in a.ny degree the expenditure, then I think his
remarks would be very fitting at this particular juncture,
but if there are 20, 200 or 2,000 candidates for examination
under the Civil Soivice Act, under the provision made in
the Estimates for the examination, it would make no finan-
cial difference whatever. If, as the hon. gentleman knows,
there are 2.000 persons who have passed the civil service
examination, he, I dare say, of all members, would bo the
first to cry ont if I sent a man from British Columbia to
occupy a position in Charlottetown, PE I. le would say:
This bas nothing to do with you, this is not your territory
or your patronage, and the holder cf this puýrticular
position must bo an Islander. And in that I think
he is right. Tho harrm of having a large number of
candidates for civil service appointments I fail to see. If
there is a question on which I 1eel a little warm it is on
this matter of the civil service examinations, because a good
deal of the future of the civil service of Canada depends upon
the material we introduce into it at the earlier stages. I
will now leave the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
to his own r eflections, and direct my remarks lor a few mei-
monts to the observations which fell from the hon. member
for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). I have listened with
pleasure, as I always do, to the remarks which fol] from the
leader of the outsideparty, more particularly when ho spoke
in regard to the civil service; and I unde . d him to put
to the Secretary of State the question as to whether persons
entering the post offices of' Montreal or Ottawa wore re-
quired to pass the civil service examination. If I Leard
correctly the reply of' the Secretary of State, it was that it
would not b necessary. The bon. member for Northum-
berland might carry away the impression that, in order to
obtain positions in those particular post offices, it was not
necessary to pass the examinations. 1 have read the Civil
Service Act, with its amendments and the rules and regula-
tions made thertunder, very carefully; and if it is any infor-
mation to the bon. member for Northumberland, I would
stato that so far as the city postmnasters, or any postmaster,
are concerned the prc.,ons of the Civil Service Act of
Canada do rot apply. But if appointmonts are to be made
to any position below that of city postmaster, the hou.
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gentleman will find that every candidate who aspires to retention of the system was not desirable. Re was que-
occupy a position of that nature will find it obligatory to tioning th&t, and if he wassdoing anythirg he was grguing
pass the civil service qualifying examination. in favor of the retention of the systein. âe was either do.

Mr. MITCHELL. I am very much obliged for the i- ing that or nothing at aIl. The hon. gentleman stated
formation the hon. gentleman has given me. I can return that he could not see any possible harm in the fact that there
the compliment and say that I always listen to the hon. were two or three thousand candidates throughout this
gentleman with a great deal of pleasure, and partioularly Dominion who had passed qualifying examinations and
wben ho assumes the role of semi-Minister or Minister in who were there waiting for their positions.
futuro, because it is evidenit ho is qualifying himself for that Mr. BAKER No.
position. I may say with ail sincerity that he would make M DAVIES. 1 understoýd the hou. gentleman to say
a capital one, and although my reoommendations would not
carry mnuch weight in that direction with the hon gentle-
men opposite, I think the sentiment of the House would Mr. BAKER. I did not say so.
support me, especially in regard to matters to which he Mr. DAVleS. l understood hlm to eay ho eould zot
had given attention and which he understood. I am glad conceive ary objecti that.
the hon. gentleman bas told us just what the law is, as the Mr. BAKER. I did not say anythîng about it.
Secretary of State did not make it quite so clear as I desired.
We have had it itated by the hon. member for Victoria Mr. DAVIES. The Lot. gentlcman askeçl, whaL am
(Mr. Baker) that for the higher positions, such as post. was there in il. To ny mmd there ie agreat degl of harm
master of Montreal, who controls many thousands of dol- in the lact that we bave in the different Piovincs in dii
lars, no civil servce examination is required. That, indeed, Dominion a large number of young gentlemen wbe have
is not the particular kind of qualification needed; but if passod tbe qualifying exauination for the civil service, &,ud
any clerk who may receive 8300, $400, $500, $600 or $1,000 who have reason te suppose, or who do suppose, that tbey
a year, desires to obtain a position in the post office, he may have a reusouable prospect of gettig intii. service,
must undergo civil service examination. In other words, when, as g matter of fact, no prospect exists for them unies
the practical result is this : Take the case of Hamilton or they have political influence. That, te mymind, isystem
Montreal, take the case of some of the British Columbia on which I caunot look with fuvor. 1 think ildoos a great
ports, take the case of the ports of the Maritime Provinces, deal of harm te the young mon.
it is rot the civil service requirements tbat govern the
qualifications cf an appointee, il is that a man must bo a Mr. BAKER. Idonotthinkil.
present or past member of Parliameut, and have surpported Mr. DAVIES. i do. I thiLk t heeps a lot cf youig
the AdminiFtration cf the day. Thiat le the civil ser- mon wlie weuld otheriie devote their eoergy and talents
vice qualification required ini that case. 1 believe the te some other business, haugirug on te the fringe of a Gov-
same thing applies, as I understand the Miniester eriument Iljac:kail," or G;overu ment supporter, in the hopu
of Customs te say, te the Castoms Dopartment. The that by se hanging on thoy woulId some day gel au appoint-
cllector and the chef officer are exempt, while al e t
subordinato officers are expected te pas@ this civil service mhell) referretne r. o ebj e or aant. Mi t-
examînation. I ask any reasenable man what kiud of a cho)sM DrIe . TeOur sh , ge astlemne what arn g eu te e
civil service system ie that ? I say it is a system that s tiystem n it. To m in. Ou r syste e oe an
promoted for the purpoise of controlling political patronage tl yte as ptcal ise frand ahee-ri. Oursytem sig es-and that il is net conducted in the public intoreet or with a tminay a licat w hone n a difrgmaent foine psing tils
view to sec,-ire efficiency, but that il is fer the purposof serhinations opi bi a fyiaote ciiseic aodiil
rwwarding the rar-taes and bob-ur who support te Min-a t

Sma have apprtesnbeop ofth oent gting into:re srcen

itry in the fElouse; that is what it is lIt is a pystem cathln aspo eTthe tprspect xis t e f rorhem ne
that sheuld be wiped away atghe.I amn againet this Eohn iao Th uie ytm i dteet ricivil service examination business. We had jutt as geod E ngp
officers, sud better officers I believe, wben there was ne M r, M ITJCIIE LL. I did Dût say il paralieledl the Engliab
civil service examination at al, than we have te-day. I eystem t awil I cAn on tended wa that i twsn imitation
tbink the selection cf officers, because of their efflciency for cf the Englia systea te a certain eatelft, ahd thtt ith faid
positions in tho civil service cf this country, was much bot- in ail the essetial and proper conditions cf he Engli
per before this fad cf the English asyem, or thi attempted Mysem.
imitation cf the Englidh ey ayem, which the hon the Premier M. who therwise devote ti enerad tle
affects, was brough r force. As I aid. before, the sooner merion S oTthe beang i ott the ringe ofae tha-

isame wiped oaphe, atusbo th boertn h mer, ertinet " Eackli oryGoenme suprero in thoa-

f i s torsy, tDo AVEt henCustoms the oe. frein selves ngi our syste. As have said a apf-dozon
Victor a.nd (P.E.c.) oier re genteman Limes, thero are some thing te ho aid n Mvo t- toriat .Baker) rese te express iops inio on the civil he competitive $ystom, e peilly witj analoouso te
service, I was prepared te len with groat rosyset te anY t initiatory ctop is fnerio g hecO srstice. e n
opinion ho might chose te ofler upon the sbject, because 1 eystoi depone estirely uai o n polias afd uo polit4
knew ho had given the matter a grat dea of attention, patronage, and endeavors t hide tbat io mping ect un lit

regret that the on gentl-man resumed hie seat without the cleak fo o examinaion. I y it is ab.. wrt yatm
exPressing ay opinion whatevoer as te whetIer our extra- Eng lsf. If i openly announced t the people th4t Ibisordiuary civil ervice systen wase a god one o net. The i
bon, gentleman ventured te say that ho could ntp Mr T Ce E LL. Iid n payitiaroue theE
acy possible xarm in the retention cf the syi to-. day.I iytt l. ll nin ten d a toa it as ona intaore

Mr. tBAKER. Pardon me, I did not say in the reten- blo g the spoilst" o an od ertarica cr, and thre l
tien of the symtem.") I eaid "lin having a large namber et &0MiOLbiug to bO said 'e its fuver. B3ut you atteppt tg
qualified candidates for positions in the civil service from ead the people to blieve tht tae epamiriation hs
whom to select.e something te do with appoihntteents iiPre

afes s b h imalter et hant, it toas ptiing cor o wtÉ it
Mr. DAVIES. The hon, gentleman questioned a fow wtatever; fer if t han ngs pass toe eamiati n ho of

rcmarkn h had givde, fo purpmtr ge sowidag t at tio n t gat appointed nevr toh thda in fat nd
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endorse a great many of the remarks which fell from this
side of the House. It is time our system was changed, but
I do not expect the hon. the Secretary of State to do so
until perhaps ho may see that his friends are going out of
power.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. My hon. friend seems to understand
very little about our system of civil service examinatione,
and I think it will take more time than can be occupied by
this debate to teach him what are the good effects of the
Civil Service Act, so far as examinations are concerned.
When the bon. gentleman has looked into the matter a
little more, and does not try to make political capital out
of this non-political matter, ho will see that the civil
service examination system has done a good deal of good.
There is, no doubt, an inconvenience in the large number
of candidates who have passed the examination, but this is
the case in every profession, and in ail parts of the world.
The same thing has been said of the profession to which
my hon. friend belongs, in the differont Provinces, that
there were too many candidates, too many students, too
many lawyers. It is not reasonable nor fair to single out this
inconvenience in the civil service system only. There is
no doubt that there is a very large number of candi.
dates offering themselves, and this, of course, should
be cured one way or the other; but it is not correct
to Eay that those two thousand young men are all wait-
ing for positions in the civil service. I know a great num-
ber of young men who occupy other positions, ani wbo
think it is a pride for thom to be holders of a certificate
from the civil serv'ce examînera. I can also inform the
bon. gentleman opposite that a number of poople who have
needed clerks, in banks, and other institutions, have asked
me to recommend men who have passed the civil service
exarnination, and I have always said that il a young man
passes successfully the examination for the civil service,
that ho was an efficient young man, and one worthy of
being employed in any commercial position. This is one
particular in which the examination system has had a
gocd effcct. It is not because there are some inconveni-
onces which have to be remedied, that it should be con-
cluded immediately that the system is nothing but a polit-
ical engine, and that there is nothing in it but b1be(y of
members to secure positions for political protégés, as someŽ
of the hon. gentlemen have intimated.

Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman must not put words
in my mouth. I said nothing about bribery at ail. I said
the system was purely political.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I alluded, in my last words, to the
remark of one of the hon. gentleman's friends.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did the bon. gentleman, when ho
pointed this way, mean me ? If so, i want to correct him.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I beg pardon of the leader of the
outside party-

didate fill who bas passed a civil service examination ?
Is ho admitted as a matter of course into the civil
service ? The hon, gentleman knows wcll that he
bas ton times as many candidates as ho has places, and
that thorefore ho is simply inviting a number of young men
and women to come forward and offer themselves for ex-
amination without any prospect of their ever being em-
ployed in the public service. They are kept from engag.
ing in legitimate pursuits, and are encouraged to live in a
state of expectancy on account of this system which the
hon. gentleman has introduced. The bon, gentle-
man has told us that ho las been enabled to furnish to banks
and other institutions of that sort a certain number of
candidates who have been examined for the civil service.
Well, Sir, I would very seriously object to the hon. gentc-
man extending bis patronage not only to the whole of the
civil service, but to the banking institutions of the country.
If ho wants to do justice to the candidates, let him publish
the results of those examinations so that the public may
see what is the exact standing of the candidates in every
subject. Then the public wiil kinow whether the bon.
gentleman and his colcagues are selecting the persons who
are best quialified, or simply those who are able to pass,
and ho would also enablo any institution roquiring the
services of such candidates, to select those of the best stand-
ing. In that way the success of the candidates in obtair.-
ing positions would depend on their capacities and attair-

•monts. But the position of things at the present time is
very different. The civil service exawminations, moreover,
are not at all equal to the literary examinations of school
teachors in almo5t eve'y Provinca in the Dominion. If
young men or young women wish to ascertain what thoir
exact standing is, or to compare it with that of others seek-
ing positions on the ground of thoir literary attainments,
they will have a botter opportunity of doing so by means
of the examinations held in connection with the school
boards than by moans of the civil service examinations.
The hon. gentleman's plan has not promoted the efficiency
of the civil service. I believe the statement made by the
hon. member for Northumberland is borne out by the facts,
that tie examinations have simply enabled the Govern-
ment occasionally to put off some member of thoir party
to wborm they did not wilh to give a position in the civil
servico, by saying to him: "You must take the eiami'nation."
But if he has influence and friends ready to back him, his
inability to pass the examination in no case stands in his
way. The hon. gentleman admits to the public service at
present many incompetent persons who have not passed
the examinations. Thus expectations are excited which
only lead to disappointment, and the Government have
used the civil service examinations in the interest of their
party, without the slightest regard to the benefits that
rnight be derived from them by the public service.

Mr. CASE Y. Before the item is carried, I feel tempted
to make some further remarks in the lino of the discussion

Mr. MITCHELL. If I understood you to mean me, I did wbich bas gene beforo, but I will net do se just new. I
not say that there was bribery of members. I said the want te hring up a new point wbich has net been discussed
selections were made from hangers-on to past members of this year, although we disoussed it twe or three years age
Parliament, as a rule. -I mean the xnodbof conductng the civil serçice exam.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I beard what the bon, gentleman mations. The bon. member for Nerth York and soma
said; I do not care repeating his expressions, but I knew othors of us urgcd veîy strongly that instead ef baving a
what it meant, and it meant what I have said. permanent staff of examinera, ail highly paid, as at preaemit,

we shouid have euly one or two civil service commissioneris
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell.) The observations of the Sec- te superintend the work of examining applicants, and

retary of State, as addressed to the committee with the examinatien papers made up from year te year by
reference to the professions being overcrowded, does not the ablest profeskors and touchers who could b. obtaiued
at ail apply to the condition of things that reeuit for the purpese, paying them a stated sum for making up
from this examination system. Bach one who serves the papers and examining the answers. New, this diseus-
an apprenticeship in an ofice, whetber it be in a law i sien whieh we bave had te-day will go abroad te the
office or some physician's office, expects to follow hisceuntry, aud those who aspire to places in the service wili
profession as such. Bat what profession doos any can- learn that there are two thousand ah of them, and 1
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hope the knowledge will be good for the country, by dis.
couraging numbers of young people from coming up toi
these examinations. Suppose we have only three or four
hundred candidates to be examined during the next year ;
what will be the result ? Any reduction in the salaries of
the civil service examiners? Not a dollar. Whether they
have much or little to do, they will be paid their full salaries
just the same. Now, I say that is not right. Two commis-
sioners at most, to provide for the accident of one or the
other being taken ill, could attend to all the business of the
civil service commission as a commission, and the examin-
tion of the candidates should be carried on as it is done in
every university and sehool in Canada, by outside parties
for the time being. In the universities the professors do
not examine their own students for degrees ; but outside
parties are engaged, and the highest amount paid to any
examiner in the University of Toronte for making out
papers and examining the answers, and rating the studeits
according to their standing, is $400; and it is an infinitely
more laborious piece of work than that of the civil service
examiners, who are paid high salaries-I forget what their
salaries are.

Mr. CHAPLE AU, I think $600, and the Secretary $700
besides-I am not exaotly sure.

Mr. CASEY. The hon. Minister does not even remember
how much is paid to the commissioners under his own care.
Perhaps it would bo well for him, as he said to my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island, before he discusses the
question of expenditure to ascertain the exact amount. By
appointing one or two commissioners and naking them in-
dependent of the Government, as they should be, and allow-
ing them to engage outside men to make up the papers of
candidates in the order of merit, we would save a lot of
money and have a real and genuine examination. Tho ex-
amination held at present is very expensive, and, as my
hon. friend from Bothwell said truly, it is not as severe
as the examinations for school teachers-hardly more
severe than the examination for admission to the gramumar
schools of Ontario. It does not show any considerable de-
grec of education on the part of those who pass. It shows
that they can read and write at dictation, and a few other
little things, but why should we not get the very best men
who are willing to coma up for examination ? Under a
better system we should have many college graduates
coming up for examination, and many well qualified young
men, instead of those who do not feel themelves qualified
for other positions. Why not adopt the competitive system,
and get the very best mon who are willing to gointo the ser-
vice? That is the substance of the English system, and I
wish to differentiate that, as lar aspossible, from the miserable
substitute for it called the civil service system of Canada.
My hon. friend has laid bsfore me the Auditor General's
accounts, and I find that the Minister's memory, although he
was not sure of it, was good. The secretary is paid $700,
and the three examiners are paid $600 each. But the hon.
gentleman is wrong in one respect, for I find that the same
petrson is secretary and examiner. Mr. LeSueur draws $700
as secretary and $600 as examiner, and also draws I do not
know how much out of the superannuation fund. Mr.
DeCelles, another examiner, gets $700, although as joint-
librarian his whole time and services, which, I admit, are
valuable, are tupposed to be given to the library. Mr. Thor-
burn is paid $600, Mr. Clark $575, and then there are sub-
examiners in different places. I merely wish to object to
the system of ongaging a number of men as permanent
examiners when one or two commissioners, with examiners
chosen from professors and other qualified men, would do
the whole business more efficiently and cheaper.

Mr. BURDETT. I thlink the Government are perfectly
jiustified in appointing their own supporters to all vacant1

offices. I have no faith in nny civil service examination,
nor do I believe the leader of the Governiment ever makes
the mistake of appointing his opponents to office. It was
left to this side to make those mistakes; and if when they
get into power again, they are going again to 1 fithe vacant
offices with Conservatives, they might as weu remain out of
power. For my part, if any vacancy should occur, and it
should come within my control, I will take care to help
those who helped me. That is the plain straight system,
We made the mistake, when in power, ot acting differently.

Mr. HAGGART. You made a good many mistakes.
Mr. BURDET. Had we appointed to office our own

friends when in power and let our enemies go by the board,
we might be in power yet. What I maintain, in regard to
the subject under discussion, is that there is no use in having
competitive examinations. If the hon. the First Minister
wished to fill vacancies with Liberals ho would find them
ail qualified.

Mr. BOWEtLL. In their own estimation.
Mr. BURDETT. Well, that is worth something. But

the point I wish to make is this, that there are too many
civil servants, and I believe those who do the least work
get the most pay. I believe in a party when in power ap-
pointing its friends to office and giving honest pay for
honest work; but as the case stands, more mon are employ-
ed than are necessary to do the work, and a great number
are employed who do nothing but sign the pay roll.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. And sometimes sign
it twice.

Mr. BURDETT. I would also suggest the aboli-
tion of this system of superannuation and pensions. Lot
men understand, when they enter the civil service, how
muoh money they are going to get, and let them provide
out of their means for their old age as do other people in the
country, and that system will be found the most healthy in
the long run. I see no use for examinations. The party
in power in any case appoint their own friends to office,
and they will be very foolish if they do not. When the
party on this side gets into power, they will appoint their
friends, no matter what they say now, and if they do not
they will have very few friends. I do not think it is at ail
dishonorable for men to engage in politics, or for a man to
help a friend o obtatin a ipoiitical position; and I am of
opinion that the young mon who assist their friends to get
into Parliament have a right to look to them in return for ap-
pointments when there are any going. 0f course the basis
of all appointments should be capability. The first question
should be, is the applicant fit for the position ? and thon, if
it be net possible to find a gentleman with sufficient re-
quirements from our own ranks, appoint isomebody from
the other side. But, to spend two or three hours here
discussing a principle which all parties carry out when in
power, is, in my estimation, a useless expenditure of public
time and money.

Mr. McMULLEN. I notice that Mr. LeSueur is on the
superannuation list, He was superannuated because he
was supposed to be incapable of performing the duties that
devolved upon him as a civil servant, yet now we sec him
performing the double service of secretary and examiner.
As secretary, ho draws $700, as examiner $600, and as a
superannuated officer $1,024, making in alil $2,3?4. Ac.
cording to the superannuation system le Ontario, under
our school system, should a teacher who has been super-
annuated engage in any other business, his allowance is
eut off, because it is evident that if he can earn his living
there is no reason for giving him a superannuation allow-
ance. The same system should rule here. Here is a man
who bas been superannuated on the ground of sickness and
receives 81,024 out of the superannuation fund, yet we find
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him capable of filling two positions on an important board..
It. is evident from this alone, that the whole superannua.
tion system is a farce.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary... ........ $35,654 79

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I was not aware that
the Kingston item hd been entirely disposed-of, and I will
take the liberty of asking the hon. the Minister of Justice
what course he proposes to adopt as to the employment. of
the prisoners in the Kingston peuitentiary, partionlary with
respect to public works in the vicinity of the prison ?

Mr. THOWPSON. No great difficulty was found last
year in finding employment for the convicts. The
hon, gentleman is aware that the work of lock-making
carried on in the penitentiamy had ceased, and employme&t
had to be found fr 60 or bO prisoners who had followed
that oeenpation. Some of them have been taken into the
trade shops, others have been employed on the farms, and
work was found for the whole of them pretty satisfactorily
last year. With regard to the policy that might be
adopted oonoerning public works in Kingston, my own
opinion, which I would be disposed to preent to my ool-
leagues, is that the labor-of the convicts should be made
available; as far-âa possible, on public works in the vicinity
of the prison.

Mr. McMULLEN. I would like to enquire something in
regard to an escape which took place from the Kingston
penitentiary. I understand that, during the last year,
there were two convicts who esoaped in rather a peculiar
way. I believe there was, or is, a steam yacht owned in
connection with the penitentiary. I would like to know
whether that yacht is the property of this Dominion or the
property of the warden of the. penitentiary ? I would like
tonow whether those convicts who were employed on
that steam yacht were so employed with the consent of the
Minster of Justice, or whether the warden of tho peniten.
tiary has the right to take ontside of the prernises any
convict he ochooses for the purpose of his own convenience,
or the convenience of his family, and to run the risk of
their escaping in the way thoso two convicts escaped? We
should have some explanation from the Minister of Justice
in regard to that matter. I would like to know how these
persons were engaged when they made their escape, for
what purpose they were engaged, under whos 2 direction
tiey were so employed, and whether it was with the
consent of the Minister of Justice or not ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The steam yacht is the property of
tie Dominion. It is not for the convenience of the warden,
but for the convenience of the prison, and it is found to be
a very great convenience for the penitentiary. As to my
having sanctioned the employment of these convicts, I had
no particular knowledge of their being so employed, but I
would not have hesitated to sanction the employment of
any conv:cts whom the warden thotrght fit, in the exercise
of bis reasonable discretion, to be employed outside of
the prison walls. All conviets who have short terms to
serve, or who have provod themselves to e of good
character, are trusted to a greater extent than those of a
more questionable character. As to the escape referred
to, I understand the facts to be that the convicte em-
ployed upon the yacht were thought to be perfect.y
reliable persona. The practice was to keep steam up in the
yacht during the honrs of the day when it was likely that
she would be required to make a trip-a sufficient amount
of steam to allow her to be got under way when nccessary.
These two convicts were employed at the time in making
temporary repairs on the yacht. It happened that no
guards were on board ut the time, though they were in the
vieinity, and these convicts qite unoxpectedly, ad very
a*oitly, got up steam and made their escape although

Mr. McMULLI|N.

they were immediately fired upon, and one was probably bit,
and they made their escape in that way.

Mr. MULOCK. Is not this yacht used as a pleasure yacht
by the warden and his family ?

Mr. THOMPSON. It is not. I am not prepared to
say that my officer docs not take pleasare in the per-
formance of his duties, but this yacht is there for the use of
the prison and is used in that way.

Mr. McOMULLEN. Will the hon, gentleman say that this
yacht had not been used for a pleasure tour on that day by
the warden and his family, and that it was not only after
they stepped ashore that these convicts made their escape ?

Mr. THIOMPSON. My information is to the contrary.
Mr. Mo MULLEN. I have information to the contrary,

and I believe it is correct.
Sr .RICHARD CART WRIGIT. I do not think the in.

formation the Minister has is quite correct. I think the
Minister will find on further enquiry that this was used as
a pleasure yacht, and there is objection to prisoners being
used in managing a steam yacht for the convenience of
these gentlemen. No doubt, the yacht may be more used
for legitimate purposes in the other way, but I do not think
the information which the Minister bas is quite correct. I
remember that the matter was fully disonesed in the
Kingston papers at the time, and the statements made then
were not the same as those which the Minister has been
advised to make.

Mr. THOXMPSON. I am speaking from very fall reports
made to me in consequence of my enquiries iito this matter,
and I hope no member of the House will be misled by
statements which may appear in the newspapers as to what
goes on within the prison walls. I do not think that this
yacht was used for the pleasure of the warden, or that the
convicts were employed for the pleasure of the warden.

St. Vineent de Paul Penitentiary ..,.. ....... ....... $85,54 79

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). The Minister ought to give us
some information, as there is a large increase here over the
anount voted last year, and over the expenditure of 1886-7.

Mr, THOMPSON. The increae in the salaries is the
statutory inerease authorised by the Act of last Session.
The increase in the allowance for uniforms arises from the
fact that, under the Penitentiary Act of last Session, wo
provided, for good reasons, that the officers should be given
a winter and a summer suit every year, when previously
they had only one every second year. There is an increase
in the ost of maintenance largely because the coal con-
tracted for is at an increased price over last year. The
working expenses are increased by more than $600 by the
enlargement of the prison and the rearrangement of the
heating apparatus which necessitates the use of more fuel.
There.iw an amount of $225 extra under working expenses
for sicghe which it is found are required, and the miscel-
laneoua expenses are increased by $100 for such matters as
poetago, telegrams and contingent expenses, such as
expressage and so on.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I sec that the number of con-
victs estimated for in 1886-7 was more than the number
estimated for in 1888-9, and you are asking a much larger
amount for a smaller number of convicts. I am not able to
Eay wbat was expended last year, but I think it is the duty
of the Minister to come as near as possible to the prubable
expenditure. It is a vicious system that the Government
should set apart a much larger amount than may be
required for the expenditure of the year, as it may cause an
extravagant outlay. When we sec the enormous amount
of money being expended in these various institutions, we
ame led to think that some extravagance is committed in
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the Ietuthg of conitracts, or i Wotheé WAy Now, I see'a been entirely without reprôacb, so far s I bave been able
large amount is take for heating' th¥se bild ngs. Des to ascertain. The hon. gentleman is well aware that the
the bon. member think-h& expefdituie this yeàrisgoiti gJ institution is subjected to such constant criticisms that any
te be egrater tbn in past year&ï? I wold ik to kno^ irregularities would certainly come under my observatior,
where he obtains the coal u d'there? Is it th6%arthiacite; if any bad occurred. Under the present manigernnt
or does he use Nova Scotia coal? there hae not been a single complaint on the part of the

Mr. TEOIPSO . I am not able, at this moment, to prisoners, the officers, or the outside public. During recess

answer the hon. gentlemian. I will tell him to-morrow,; i I took occasion to visit the prison, and so fur as I was able

he will kbeliind enough to wait, to judge, it appoared te be conductod very satisfactorily
indeed. During the late aiministration the principal causu

Mr. WILSON (Eigin). I see here an item of $224 for of complaint was insubordination, and I know that that has
duty upon coal, which would seei te indicate that it was been entirely removed.
anthracite coal. This is a matter that concerns the Pcst-
master Gencral. >lRe bas pienty of coal in bis Province, and Mr. LAURIER. 1 arn very giad te heur it. There is
asteîdrg e isera icy weght. te cole ai hosmr ind, no doubt at all that, according to the report of that institu-

accor dirg to his poliey we ought to foster all home indueF- to aefrmtm>o ie od elo0heei hc
tries, and I would advise him te pay some attention to in made frei time te time, a good del of the viwhich
that. I see aise a small item to pay for two gallons of undoubtedy prevuiled formersy arose frea g ho eainubordi-
brandy for plum-pudding on Christmas day. I know that nation Of the inferir officrs, ayd I arn glad teloar that
the Minister of Justice is a strictly temperate man, and I .btter discipline now prevails. May 1 usk wbo the deputy
would like to know what he thinks of this item. Does he warden is now ?
not think that a large amount for flavoring plum-pudding Mr. THOMPSON. Thomas MoCarthy.
for 32à convicts? Mr. LAURIER. The former chief keeper ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I find it very difficult te answer Mr. TIIOMPSON. Yes.
that, because I never made a plum-pudding. An hon.
gentleman beside me remarks that it depends a great deal Mr. MoMULLEN. I notice on page 65 of the Auditor
on the size of the pudding. I think there was no doubt Generals.report anether item in cennection with the peut.
whatever that the brandy was used. tentiaries, landau carriage, $675. I should like some in-

Sir RICHARD CARTfWRIGHT. Nobody doubta that. formation in regard te the item.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I notice in the Auditor General's
report an item of $3,890.31 for gratuities. I would like to
know from the Minister what is meant by these gratuities ?

Mr. THOMPSON. There is a system regarding retiring
penitentiary officers that those who are appointed by Order
in Coutcil and give their whole time to the work of the
prison, are put on the superannuàtion list, and, when they
retire from the publie service, receive their ordinary superan-
nuation under the Superannuation Act. With regard to aIl
other offilers, such as those appointed by the Minister him-
self, or by the warden, they simply receive a gratuity on
retiring, calculated on the numb'er of yaars' service ; and,
oceasionally, under the regulations of the Treasury Board,
when an officer'dies, a gratuity equai to two months' salary
is paid to bis family.

Mr. WILSON (Eigin). I notice that in 1686-7 there were
8482.58 expended for drugs and medicines. Could the Min-
ister give us the details ? That really seems a very large
sum.

Mr. THOMPSON. I have not by me the details of that
item, but I can assure the hon. gentleman that before a
single dollar , is allowed to be expended for drugs and
medicines;a requisition for every article proposed to be pur-
chased is sont to the department by the warden, and it is
passed by the Minister. The reqtisition of the warden
must also be accompanied hy4he requisition of the surgeon.
We know that generaiy thèse druga and medicines include
almost everything that is required -for the use of the
hospital, including also hospital appliances of varions
kindé. Occasionatty articles- which are required in the
surgery have to be furnished, although they do notonie
strictly under the head of drugs and medicines, but they
are only furnished on a requisition, and there is a voueber
for every cent expended.

Mr. LAURIER 1 would liketo aek the Minister if ho

Mr. THIOMPSON. As there was no carriage at the
prison fit for use I authorised the warden to purchase one,
a carriage sufficient to hold thrce or four persons.

Mr. MULOOK. Where was it manufactured?
Mr. THOMPSON, It was bought second-hand.

Mr. McMULLEN. Is it not a rather expensive carriage
to have around a place of this kind ? A carriage for four
or five persons, costing 8675, is a rather expensive orna-
ment to have around a penitontiary. The committee is
entitled to know where it was manufactured, the contract
price, or whother the work was given out at a fictitious
price. It is an absurd price te pay for an article of that
kind.

Mr. THlOM PSON. It was not manufactured to order as I
have said. The hon. gentleman is, perhaps, not aware that
the penitentiary is a considerable distance from the railway
station, and occasionally business requires that some of the
officers should go to Montreal. The carriage has, therefore,
to be strongly built, and must be substantial, and the one in
question is not different from those in use at other peniten-
tiaries.

Mr. McMULLEN. How many horses are kept around
this place ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I think six.

Mr. MoMULL EN. I notice they have used 1,800 bush
els of oais, one bushel a day for each horse. I really think
these items deserve some explanation. It is our duly to
ask these questions, for this item has grown enormouslyi
The expenditure connected with the penitentiaries is
rolling up every year. It is the duty of the Opposition to
criticise every item, and to obtain information, not for
thenselves, but for the people of the country. Explana-
tions should be given to the committee.

can give us any information as to the present management Mr. TIOMPSON. I shbuld be very sorry if the hon,
of the 'penitentiiry at St. Vindent^de Èaui. The hon. gén- gentleman supposed I wasunwilling to give explanaf ions.
tieman is aware that for many years the adrainistration of 1 stated from memory the numbretof borses, aud I think
that institution was a disgrace to the country. the statement is correct; but tho oats are not used entirely

Mr. TIIOMIPSON. I amglad to-be able to statè to the for the horses. In some insItunces, they are seed oats,
hon'. gentleman' that, under the new control, thé prisonbas bought for the use of the farm.

18

1:888&.



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂRcH 18

Mr. McMULLEN. I understood the Minister to say
that there was one vehicle around there.

Mr. THOMPSON. No, I explained that we were taking
a small sum, $215, for the purchase of a sleigh.

Mr. McMULLEN. There is also an item of $56 for re-
pairs for buggy.

Mr. TRHOMPSON. Yes.

Mr. DAVIES. In answer to the hon. member for East
Elgin (Mr. Wilson), I understood the Minister to say that
before any expenditures were incurred in connection with
the penitentiary every care was taken that the articles
ordered were required, and nothing more was obtained but
what was required.

Mr. THOMPSON. Perhaps that is going further than
I stated. I stated that I required the requisition both of
the surgeon and the warden in connection with the supplies
for the hospital.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.l.) As I listened to the hon. gentleman's
statement I remembered that last year a very interesting
discussion took place in the House on the main item to
which the hon. gentleman has referred, and 1 think hon.
members were pretty well satisfied that, while the depart-
ment at Ottawa was not to blame, under cover of drugs
money had been expended for other purposes. I amused
myself while the Minister was speaking in going over this
year's report of the Auditor General, taking the nost of
supplying the necessary medicines for convicts in the dif-
ferent penitentiaries. In Kingston, with 572 convicts, only
$373 were spent for drugs, or 65 cts. a heai. In St.Vincent
de Paul, with 28l convicts, $498 were expended, or nearly
$2 a heai. In Dorchester, with 143 convicts, $371 were
spent; but in Manitoba, where the trouble arose last year,
and where it was satisfactorily proved to the minds of the
majority of the House that there had been very gross irre-
gularities, to put it very middly, in the accounts of the
officer of that penitentiary-in that penitentiary, with 85
convicts, $639 wer e spent for drugs. In British Columbia
penitentiary, with 95 convicts, 8263 were pent. The
thing is so utterly ridiculous on its face that the statement
made last year that the word " drugs " was used to cover
up improper expenditures is true beyond a doubt. IL seems
ridiculous that while in Kingston the expenditere was 65
ets. a head, the expenditure in Manitoba penitentiary should
be $8 per head. I assume, of course, that the Minister of
Justice was correct in what ho said respecting the requisi-
tions of the medical man and the warden, but the facts are
such as to warrant an investigation into that department,
and if this is made it looks as if the hon. gentleman will
find that the statement made last year, that there was
gross and indefensible irregularities in the department,
will be proved to be true.

Mr. THOMPSON. Statements like those made by the
hon. gentleman were made two years ago and an investiga-
tion was held, and I know perfectly well that there were no
such irregularities in connection with this item, either in
the Manitoba penitentiary or anywhere else; and under the
head of drugs there was nothing covered and concealed, nd
not one dollar of the publie money was expended for any.
thing outside of what was required for the use of the surgery
and the hospital. It is quite a mistake for te heon. gentle-
man to take up the Auditor General's report and endeavor
to make comparisons in this way, and say that the figures
in Manitoba show 86 per head while the figures at Dor-
chester show $2. The fact is that those supplies are not
laid in so as to cover the consumption for a single year, for as
regard snome of them a supplyof mediCines is kept on band,
many of which may not be used in the course of the year. I
may remind the hon. gentleman that it wa the year before

Mr. THoMPsoN.

last that these particular charges respecting irregularities in
the purchase of medical supplies for Manitoba penitentary
were made, and the very unusually large charge for
medical supplies there was brought forward, and*.I have
discovered that nearly 8500 of the amount included in the
sum stated in the Auditor General's report as being for the
year was for the settlement of an old account, some of the
items of which had been in dispute, in consequence of
which the whole account was kept in suspense. I have
no hesitation in saying this: That a very much larger
quantity of drugs and medicines has to be used and
kept on hand in Manitoba penitentiary, comparing the
number of prisoners there with the number in any
other penitentiary, than is necessary elsewhere. AI-
most constantly we have Indians and persons in infirm
health, and for whoin prison life is exceedingly hard, con-
fined in Manitoba penitentiary. We get there a class of
pri-oners we do not get in any other penitentiary in the
Dominion, a nuimber of whom require daily hospital treat-
ment.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I think the Minister's explana.
tien as to the amount taken almost every year .will be
shown not to be correct, if we take the Auditor General's
report for a number of years past, and the amount taken
year in and year out. A similar amount bas been taken
each and every year during a number of years past. That
being the case, and the same amount going each year for
the purchase of drugs and medicines, it would appear to me
that drugsand medicines are used for the purpose of
covering up certain things that would not bear the
light of day. I certainly hold the belief that the drugs and
medicines required in Manitoba, to the extent which the
Minister conveys the impression, have net been used for
the purpose of reviving broken down Indians and convicts.

Mr. THOMPSON. Could the hon. gentleman reserve
his remarks on Manitoba until to-morrow, and allow us to
take the vote on St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary, if he
has no objection to that vote ?

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I am perfectly willing te do so.
Mr. MITCHELL. I cannotallow that reslution to pass

without makiug a few complimentary remarks to the
Minister, in relation to one feature in the management of
the St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary: that was, the great
consideration which he gave to the representation which
I made to him about one of the convicts. The convict was
an unfortunate negro boy who was in for twenty years.
He was the man who at the time of the insurrection in the
prison prevented the rebels from getting into the main build-
ing. I took it upon myself to represent to the Minister this
fact, and I am pleased to say that he dealt with it with that
consideration which I thought the case deserved, and on
ihe recommendation of the hon. the Minister of Justice the
Government took ten years from the convict's sentence of
twenty years penal servitude.

Committee rose and reported progress.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

Report of the Department of Marine for the year 1887.-
(Mr. Foster.)

Report of the Department of Public Printing and Sta-
tionery for the year 1887.-(Kr. Chapleau.)

GOVERMENT MEASURES.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We have been in Session now
for nearly a month, and the hon. the Prime Minister has
not introduced any one of the Bills referred te in the
Speech from the Throne. There are several important Bills
promised ; those in relation to the parliamentary elections,
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the Franchise Bill, and the Contested Elections Bill, which tion has arisen as to the applicability of a large portion of
the hon. gentleman bas informed us would be the subject the modern law of England to the Province of Manitoba.
of legislation this Session. I think it is only fair to us and Under a constitutional principle which is well established
only fair to the country that the Government should bring and widely known, the provisions of the statute law of
down the measures at once and that we should have an the mother country extend to a colony as far as they
opportunity of carefully considering them and inviting the are applicable down to the period when a Legislative
opinions of our constituents with reference to them. We Assembly is organised in the colony. The case of the Pro.
are already dealing with the Estimates and those measures vince of Manitoba has been somewhat peculiar. It existed
which the Governmnt-the parties who enjoy the confi- as a mere territory under the control of the Hudson's Bay
dence of the country-measures by which the Government Company down to the date of the Order in Council which
propose te deal with the grievances of the people of this transferred it to the Dominion of Canada on the 15th July,
country, are not yet presented to the House. It would 1870; and when the Legislature was organised, it was pro.
be adhering to the constitutional principle that those mea- vided by a statute of that Legislature that the law of
sures shoul be in the bands of the members of ibis House England, as far as it was capable of being applied
now. I am sure if the Government desires to facilitate the to the colony as it existed on the 15th July, 1870, should
work of the Session, they will see that we are put in pos- be the law of the Province of Manitoba in regard to such
session of those measures at an early date. I have already matters as were within the control of the Provincial Logis.
called the attention of Parliament to the fact that, for Ihe lature; but in other matters, such, for example, as the law
past fifty years, all important measures of the English Min- of interest and the law relating to promissory notes, the
istry have been submitted to Parliament during the first statute of the Province would be ineffectual, and the ques-
three weeks of the Session. That period already has passed tion bas arisen as to what portion et the English law is in
in our case, and not one of those measures which the hon. force in regard to matters wbich have net been expressly
the First Minister bas promised in the speech of His legislated upon by the Dominion, and are outside of the
Excellency are yet in the hands of the members. jurisdiction of the Provincial Legislature. Doubts have

S:r JOHN A. MACDONALD. We are not three weeks arisen as to what portion of the English law is in force sub-
in Session yet. sequent te 1670, the date of the charter of the Hudson's Bay

Company. In that charter, the language is in substance
Mr. LAURIER. Three weeks to-morrow. that the company is authorised to establish courts of civil
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Three weeks to-day. The hon. and criminal jurisdiction in its territory, and that these

gentleman will see that we don't count Thursday twice. courts shall administer the laws of England, those
Sir JOHN A. MACDOâALD. I am quite sure that the being presumably and probably the laws which were then

Government is very anxious to bring down the measures, in force, so that the laws of England in regard to subse-
and I ay point ut that ome f the measures ave een quent matters, suchas promissory notes and interest, bave
already introduced. Those measures which bave been been left without any application te the Province of Mani.
spoken of in connection with the elections have net yet toba, or, at any rate, ia the opinion of the jurists who have
been brought dGwn but they will be in a few days, and the hadtpronounce on the subjet, that is the case. This
country will have an opporiunity of considering the. A proposes t make applicable t the Province of Mani-
very important measupre which as been brought down is toba the English law which existed on the 15th July, 1870,
the Railway Bill. I think it is very likely that the Bill and to make special provisions in relation to interest.
connected with the fisheries will be brought down as soon The 3rd clause of the Bill provides that the 1st clause shall
as Sir Charles Tupper is in his place. He is confined to not apply to existing litigation, but, as to matters of interest,
his bed just now, but I hope ho will be well in a day or two. the law will apply to existing proceedings as well as to
The Minister of Justice will try to bring the Electoral these which have net yet been commenced.
Franchise Bill down in a few days. Mr. I LIS (Rnthw1I\ T a QMrM1LLS (Bothwell I thinkthi i a

THE LOBSTER INDUSTRY.

Mr. DAVIES. I wish to repeat my question to the
Minister of Marine about the reports on the lobster fisbery
on which subject a great many enquiries are being made.
When will they be brought down ? It was stated a few
days ago that they would be down in a few days.

Mr. FOSTER. They will be brought down on Thursday.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjourument of

the louse.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 6 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 14th Marcb, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

MANITOBA LAW.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
41) respecting the application of certain laws, therein mon-
tioned, to the Province of Manitoba. He said : A ques.

«Lui- il LLàji tanK uimim voy neceissarymeasure. There is no doubt of the correctness of the admis-
sions made by the Minister of Justi3e that so far as the legis-
lation of the Province of Manitoba is concerned, it could not
affect any other rights than those that are within the exclu-
sive jarisdiction of the Province. This territory, I bave no
doubt, was, historically, a portion of the territory ceded by
France to Great Britain in 1764. The old maps that the
commissioners at·that time had before them, show that the
whole country, as far west as the Rocky Mountains, was in
the possession of France; in fact the later governors who
were sent out by France to govern this country ex-
tended their jurisdiction over that territory, and at the
time Canada was surrendered to Great Britain, there were
French troops as well as French trading posta established
in that country. The French Governor of Canada issued
licenses for that country; and as soon as Çanada was ceded
to Great Britain, the whole country as far westward as the
Mississippi River, and the whole country north of the Mis-
sissippi River, indefinitely westward as far as it was the
property of the King of France, became a portion of the
territories of the King of England; so that whether the
common law of England would extend to that country at
all, previous to 1764, is a matter of great doubt. Then the
Minister of Justice knows that, according to the recognised
rules of public law, whether the English law would be ex-
tended to that country, or the law of France, which was in
force over the entire country at the time of the surrender,
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would depend upon the determination of the king himself.
If he expressed no opinion upon the subject then, of course,ý
the law which was in force pricr to the conquest would
continue to be in force after the conquest was consummated.
I may say, however, that I believe that territory at the
time of the surrender was a part of the territory of the
King of France, and that subsequent to the Qatebec Act,
when Upper Canada was established in 1791, it was in-
tended to be embraced, and was embraced as a part of the
Province of Upper Canada. No doubt the Judicial Commit-
tee of the Privy Council, in dealing with the question as
to the limits of the Province of Ontario, did not pretend to
say that that territory now known as the Province of
Ontario and the North-West Territory, was not included in
the Province of Upper Canada when it was established;
but the subsequent establishment there of a government by
the Hudson's Bay Company, as a matter of fact, which
was not contested, or actively opposed, by the Govern ment
of the Province of Ontario, led to the loss of the territories
by the principle of acquiescence. So whenthey undertook to
ascertain what were the western boundaries of Ontario, as
they now exist, they declared that as the Province of Assini.
boia did iiot extend eastward of the Winnipeg River, the Pro-
vince of Ontario continues to hold the territory as far west-
ward as it had been embraced in the old Province of
Quebec under the Act of 1774. So that what particular
law is in force in that country, apart from our legislative
declaration, would be a matter of extreme doubt, whether
it would be the old law of France, or the common law of
England; and whether it was the law of England in 1774
or 1791, is aiso a'matter of doubt. Thorefore, it seems to
me that the proposed legislation by the Minister of Justice
is highly necessury to remove ail doubt, and determine what,
law does govern the people in that country within the
jurisdiction of the Pariament of Canada.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

BAR AT PINETTE HARBOR.

Mr. WELSH asked, Io it the intention of the Govern-
ment to have the bar at Pinette Harbor, Prince Edward
Island, dredged during the coming summer?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am informed that there
are ab>ut 10 feet of water over that bar at Pinette Harbor,
in high water; and it is found that the bar is of rock. My
chief engineer says that, before we undertake this, we must
have a survey in order to ascertain ail the facts.

WOOD ISLAND HARBOR.

Mr. WELSH asked, Is it the intention of the Goverr-
ment to have the dredging at Wood Island Ilarbor perforqpd
this year, so as to make that barbor available for a ipping
purposes?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man knows that some yeare ago an attempt was made to
dredge Wood Island Hlarbor, and the work was given up.
1 understand that it was likely to cost too mueh money.
Since that time there have been many petitions to the saie
effect, but their request was refueed for thesame reason.
It is not likely we could undertake this work unless stronger
roasons are given for it than have yet been presented to us.

OVERLOADING OF V&SSELS.

Mr. GUILLET asked, Is it the intention of . 1he Govern-
ment to introduce a measure to prevent the overlo»dipg of
vessels trading on our inland waters?

Mr. FOSTER. In reply to that question, I would say that
the matter is engaging the attention of the Governmont at
the present time.

Mr. MILLS (BothWelt).

COMPENSATION TO GENERAL STRANGE.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment have compensated, or intend to compensate General
Strange, for the Joses of bis pension 4orived f:rom the British
Government duxing theperiod while G»noral Struge was
engaged in assistiog toeuppress the rebellion in the.orth*-

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. In answer to the hon. gentle-
man I beg to state thatMajor General Strange, from the
2$th of BMarch to the 17th Septembér, 1885, 174 days, re-
ceived 2t,117. is not theiitention of the Government to
comp eate Major Geieral Strange for the loss of his
perleiQu

HADLOW COVE PIER.

Mr. GUAY asked Whether the Government have taken
into consideration, since last Session, the petitions of the
inhabitants of St. David, L'Auberivière and of St. Teles.
phore, asking for an e&tension of the Governmçnt pier at
Iadlow Cove to deep water? If so, is it their intention to
have the work commenced at an early date?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have had this question
examined by my officers in order te ascertain f we had
any public works of the kind atL'Auberivière. The wharf
which is there is the property of a private individual, and
the petitions which have been presented here have for
object the lengthening of this wharf so as to make it the
terminus of a ferry communication between the two ahores.
I regret to have to inform the hon.gentleman that this is a
purely local matter, outside the jurisdiction of this Govern.
ment.

CHARLES LEDUC.

Mr. DESSAINT asked, Whether Obarles Leduc>IEsquire,
of Hall, is employed in the Civil ,ervice ? If he is, gince
when has he been employed, in what offlce, what is the
nature of his dutie, and what is his salary ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That gentleman is not
emplnyed in the Civil Service.

PREPARATION OF VACCINE.

Mr. FISET asked, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to make a money grant to.Dr. Edmond Gau-
vreau, of Quebec, in order to assist his establishment for
the preparation of vaccine?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have to inform the hon.
gentleman that it is not the intention of theGovernment.

TE RMS OF UNION WITH PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

Mr. DAVIRS asked, Is it toeintention of the Govern-
ment, during the present Session, to submit any proposition
to Parliament with theview of meeting the complaintsof
the Government of Prince EFdward lsaand respecting the
alleged non-compliance by the Dominion Government with
the Terme of Union respecting steam communication with
that Province, or wib eferepe to te4 egggestions for a
settlement of the elimesmadeupon thelDomihion by Prince
Edward Island, contained in Earl Granville's despatch to
Hie Excellency the Governor TGenera], dated 31st March,
1886 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is not the intention of
the Government.

TGE NORTHERN LIGHT.
Mr. DAVIES asked, ie it the intention of the Govrn-

ment to have another etçamer bu.ilt this season to assist the
ltrt/Arn Light in kwpig Jap çommtwitAion betwoee
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Prince Edward Island and the mai nland in the winter season ?
If not, Low is it proposed that such communication shall
be maintained during next winter, so as to comply with
that article of the Terms of Union between Prince Edward
Island and the Dominion, stipulating that an efficient steam
service for the conveyance of mails and passengers is to be
established and maintained between the Island and the
Dominion, winter and summer, thus placing the Island in
continuous communication with the Interoonial RaiLway
and the Railway system of the Dominion ?

Mr. FOSTER. The subject.matter of the hon. gentle-
man's question is under consideration.

THE LAW OF LIBEL.

Mr. INNES asked, Is it the intention of the Government
during the present Session to introduce a Bill to amend
the Law of Libel ?

Mr. TE[OMPSON. I cannot answer the question more
definitely to-day than to say that the subject is now boing
considered.

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAILWAY.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Were the applicants for the charter
of the Great North-West Central Railway Company rc-
quired by the Government to make a deposit prior to the
granting thereof ? If such deposit was required, what
amount was demandedand was the deposit made? If made,
was it in money, in bank deposit recaipts or cheques on a
charter bank? If in cheques, whose choques were given,
on what bank, and wero they duly marked as good or ac-
cepted by the bank?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The applicants for this
charter were required to make a deposit prior to the grant-
ing thoreof; $50,000 were required, and the deposit was
made. It was made in bank deposit receipts and cheques;
the cheques were given on the Union Bank of Lower Can.
ada and were marked good.

Mr. EDGAR asked, Is the Government aware wbether.
the Great North West Central Railway Company have,
since their incorporation on 22nd July, 1836, effected their
permanent organisation by subscribing for 8500,000 of stock
and paying up 10 per cent. thereof ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.
Mr. EDGAR asked, Have the incorporators named in the

charter of the Great North-West Central Railway Company
been chang<d by resignation or otherwise ? And if changes
have been made, who have taken the places of those who
have gone out ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The incorporators named
in the charter of this company have been change4; the name
of R. J. Devlin has been submitted for tbat of C. T. Bate,
who resigned.

COST OF CANADIAN RAILWAYS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, What is the nom.
inal cost, as given to lst January, 1888, of all railways in
the Don'inion of Canada?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I must ask the hon.
gentleman to repeat that question on another day.

THE FISHERIES TREATY-PAPERS.
Mr. DAVIES. Before the Orders of the Day are called,

I wish to direct the attention of the Government to an omis-
sion in the papers furnished to the House in connection
with the Asheries conference that took place in Washington
a shQrt time ago betwoen the two Governmenta. t .wili be

remembered that a number of questions were asked from
this side of the House as to the propositions made by the
rcspective plenipotentiaries of each Goveru ment to the other,
and after consultation had takon place several times in the
iHouse, it was understood that, in aidition to tho papers first
subrmitted, there would be other paipers con taining -as we
understood at lea-t-a full account of al tho sevei al nego-
tiations and propositions made on either side. Now, in the
papers which were circulated and haid on the table ofc ach
member the other day, I find the only additional memoran-
dum is a letter which Mr. Bayard wiotc on 31st May to Sir
Charles Tupper, and thoansver of Sir Ctarles Tupper to Mr.
Bayard; but in the propositions which appear to have becui
made by Sir Charles Tupper on the 3rd December, 1887, and
the reply of the United States plenipotentiaries on the 7th
December, it appears in the reply of the United States
plenipotentiaries that, provions to Sir Charles submitLtig
his proposai, they bad subnitted ja proposal to him, and bis
proposition was a reply to that w1ieb emanated fron thei
in the first instance. The House wll see, by looking ut
the papers, that the United States plenipotentiaries com-
menced their reply as follows:-

" While continuing their proposal heretof>retbutt*i-on tho 3i0th
ultimo,-and fully sharing the desire (f Her Hritannic Majesty's pleni-
potentiaries to remove all causes of difference in connection witb the
fsheries, the American pIlenipotentiaries are constrainel, after careful
consideratîon."

Now, the proposal which was submitted by the United
States plenipoteritiaries, and on wuiub Sir Charles Tupper
made bis proposition of December 3rd, has nover yet been
communicated to the Hlouse. Tho HIouse will sec how
very important it is on the eve of the present discussion,
and also in view of the des ,tion un the isher s qution,
that hon. members should be piacea iii ii possesion
of the proposals which emanated from the Arnorican pleni-
potentiaries as well as those which emanated from the Cana-
dian commissioner. I call the attention of the First Minister
to tbis point in the hope that wo may have the proposal
laid before the House at an early day.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I regret that the absence
of the Minister of Finance through illness prevents his giv-
ing a full answor to the hon. gentleman. 1 may say now
that it was understood at the meeting of Ih, conferonce
that the results only shoulid be embodied in the protocols.
The same arrangement was made, 1 may say, at the time of
the Washington Treaty; it was found absolutely necessary,
from the political circumstances of the day, that this should
be the case. No statement of wbat occurred during the
negotiations can be submnitted either to the Congress of the
United States or the Parliument of Canada that bas not
been mutually agreed upon. Sir Charles obtained the
consent of Mr. Bayard to the submission of the correspor-
dence to which the hon. gentleman bas referred. If any
further papers are wanted, including the papers to whit h
ho now refers, Sir Charles, when ho is able to resume bis
place in the Flouse, which will be in a few days, will com.
municate with the British ambassador at Washington,
and if Mr. Bayard consents, there will be no objection to
the papers being brougbt down.

Mr. LAURIER. I submit that this statement is very
disappointing and very unsatisfactory. This is contrary to
all the precedonts on which we have proceeded. I cannot
do better than to refer the hon. gentleman to the Treaty of
Washington iiself, in which case the whole of the proceed.
ings were brought down to the lou-o aid full information
was communicated, not only to the members of this Legis-
lature, but to all parties concerned and interested. Natu-
rally in this legislation all parties conccrned are interested,
and it seems to me that the plenipotentiaries have pursued
a different course from what has ever been pursued before.
We have nothing but a summary of the protocole. It ap.
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pears, however-and I take the statements of the hon.
gentlemen themselves-that it was agreed upon by those
plenipotentiaries that nothing but summaries of the proto.
cols should be distributed to accompany the treaty. The
hon. gentleman and his Governmont were kind enough
some time ago to ask the assent of Mr. Bayard to have cer.
tain proposals which they made-which, rather, the pleni.
potentiaries had made-submitted to Parliament. It seems
to me they might have asked the assent of Mr. Bayard to
submit also the other proposais which were made on the
part of the American plenipotentiaries. It certainly seems
to me that it is not treating the House with that proper
respect to which the flouse is entitled, to submit one part
of those proposals and not the other. I think the House is
entitled to everything that occurred, not only the proposais
made by the British plenipotentiaries, but the proposals
made by the American plenipotentiaries as well, ail the
more so because the proposais made by our plenipotentiaries
are in answer to the proposais made by the American pleni-
potentiaries. Under such circumstances I hope that the
hon. gentleman will follow the precedent which took place
not more than three weeks ago, duriig the illness of Sir
Charles Tupper. He, himself, communicated with Mr.
Bayard to have his assent to this proposal being submitted
to the flouse, and during the present unfortunate illness of
the Minister of Finance I hope ho will again ask the assent
of Mr. Bayard to have the proposais of the A merican pleni-
potentiaries laid before us.

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD.
doctrine of the hon. gentleman
impossible ever to make a treaty,

I can only say that if the
is maintained, it will be
with any country.

Mr. MILLS (B.thwell). The First Minister will sec, if lie
looks at the papers brought down, that when we were dis-
cussing the Treaty of Washington the various propositions
made by the plenipotentiaries or joint high commissioners
on each side were given to Parliament. It is true the argu-
ments by which they were supported were not given, but
the proposals themselves were given. lNow, whatobjection
does the hon. gentleman see to saying what the propositions
were which the British commissioners submitted and what
were the counter-propositions submitted by the commis-
sioners of the United States. To subnit the arguments
that were presented in support of those propositions is one
thing, to submit the propositions themselves is a totally
different thing. It does seem to me that the lon. gentle-
man recognises the principle of responsible government;
he admits that he and bis Government are responsible to
Parliament. Surely in vindication of this it is right that
Parliament should know what was done by those acting on
its behalf, and supposed to enjoy its confidence. It does
Beem to me that the proposition which the hon. gentleman
now makes is one wholly different from that made in 1872,
when we were put in possession of all the propositions and
counter-propositions submitted before the joint high com-
mission, and when we had also the Order in Couneil pro-
testing against the course of the Imperial Government
brought down.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No doubt, as full infor-
mation was given in 1871 as could properly be given. I
can assure the hon. gentleman that there was due discrimi.
nation observed at that time as to what was sent to Parlia-
ment and what was withheld.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is all very well in the interests of
the Government for the gentleman who leads this House
to make a statement of that kind, and to take upon himseif
to say that all bas been given that can be given in the
interests of the Government of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, I did not say so.
mr, LAvarna.

Mr. MITCH EL L. But if the treaty is complete and this
House is asked, as Congress has been asked, to assent to it,
this House as well as Congress bas a right to the fullest
information as to how those gentlemen arrived at the con-
clusions at which they have arrived. I find, on looking at
the papers distributed to the mombers of this House the
other day, that this proposition in relation to more ex-
tended commercial relations did not arise-as the organs
of this Government have taken the credit of saying it did-
with the representative of the Canadian Government,
the present Minister of Finance (Sir Charles Tupper), but
that it arose, first, so far as I can find them on the records
of the papers, in a letter addressed by Mr. Bayard on the
S1t of May to Sir Charles Tupper. This is the first evi-
dence of any correspondence on the point which is laid
before the Hlouse, One paragraph of this letter reads as
follows:-

"It is evident that the commercial intercourse between the inhabi-
tante of Canada and those of the United States has grown into too vast
proporions to be exposed much longer to this wordy triangular duel,
and more direct and responsible methods should be reeorted to."

In a previous part of this letter he goes on to point out the
difficulties in which our colonial position places us in
dealing with the neighboring country. He tells us the
whole correspondence has to be made to England, and
through England to the Governor General of this country
and bis Council; that all this matter bas to be answered,
first to England and thon to the United States again before
an answer can be got, and that unnecessary time and delay
is taken up in that way. Mr. Bayard has evidently made
a distinct proposition in relation to the manner in
which this difficulty about the fishery troubles could be
practically settled, and that ho points out to be, first, more
extended commercial intercourse between the two countries.
Now, Sir, when the treaty is complote, and when a Billihas
been laid before this House by the Government to ask this
House to assent to that treaty, I hold it to be the right of
this House-no matter what the convenience of the Cabinet
may ho to ide what they have done and refused to do-
I hold it to be the right of this House that everything in
the shape of a proposition which was made, whether from
Mr.Bayard to Sir Charles Tupper, or from Sir Charles Tupper,
representing this Government, to the commissioners, should
be laid before this louse for o1r action, our consideration,
and for the exorcise of our judgment as to whether those
gentlemen have done their duty or not. This position, I
think, this flouse wiil sustain. I for one am not prepared
to accept the ipse dixit of the hon, gentleman opposite, who
says, in bis judgment, it is not for the convenience of the

Cabinet that only conclusions should be laid before us, and
that the propositions upon which conclusions were not
based should be ignored. I could understand, Sir, if e
refused to lay the arguments before the House, although
even there I think common candor to the people of Canada
ought to dictate that the arguments, as well as the proposi-
tions, should be laid before Parliament; but without ques.
tion the propositions ought to be laid on the Table, and I
think it is the duty of this flouse to insist that the Govern-
ment shall do so.

Mr. CASEY. The right bon. the Prime Minister
does net seem to agree with the Minister of Finance
in regard to what ought to be or what ought not to be
brought down. He has told us that if the documents
asked for were brought down it would be impossible to
make a treaty with any country. His Minister df Finance
told us, a few days ago, that ho hoped, and expected, and
intended, that those very papers should be brought down.
Here is a difference of opinion between the chief and his
first leutenant. I think the right hon. the Premier should
explain that difference, or else he must remain responsible
for the utteranoes of his second in command, who offered
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and intended to bring those papers before the House. The
right hon. gentleman says that even at the time of the
Washington Treaty, although thore was more brought down
than now, that he did not tell us everything even then, and
that ho used his judgment as to what statements of fact
should be brought down and what left behind. I find that this
treaty is made specially subject to the action of this House.
It is not proper that one party 1o the case-the Gavernment
who are on trial before this House-should be allowed to
make their own case, and retain what suits them. It is
evident that by submitting certain facts and retaining others
a falsehood may practically be told to tho House, and that
the whole thing may be put in a false shape. In the case
of the British Parliament it is quite different. A treaty
does not come before that Parliament at all; but precedents
that apply in England do not apply to this case. It is not
necessary to tell the British Parliament everything that
the Ministers have done in regard to a truaty, because Par-
liament is not asked to ratify that treaty. flore, by special
agreement, we are nsked to ratify this treaty, and we ought
to know, and, if we have respect for ourselves we would
know, before we ratify the treaty, what our representatives
have done.

Mr. MULOCK. If I correctly understood the First
Minister ho has stated to the flouse that nothing further
would be presented.

Mr. SPEAKER I wish to call the hon. member's atten-
tion that there is now no question before the House, and
therefore, the hon. membor cannot mako a speech. When
the Orders of the Day are called, it has been the practice to
allow questions to ho put to Miristers about important
public business, or about the conduct of the proceedings of
the flouse, production of papers for example. But this
mut be confined to more queries, and after the answer bas
been given no more remarks are allowed, and a fortiori, no
diseussion can tako place at this stage, without a motion
being made in the regular way. The hon. members are
already out of order when they attempt to raise a debate
now about the nor-production of the papers mentioned by
th m.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I movethat the flouse do now adjourn.

Mr. MULOCK. The hon. First Minister, if I understood
him, bas stated to the House that ho will not give to the
Bouse or the country any further information on this sub.
ject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, I certainly said nothing
of the kind.

Mr. MULOCK. I wish to know exactly what the hon.
First Minister-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.

Mr. MULOCK. Yes, I shall ho glad if you will endea-
vor to press on the hon. gentleman to attend more to his
corresponderce. I think I am in order now in address-
ing the House, and in consequence of the low tone in
which the hon. First Minister spoke, not having been
able to hear him, I desire to know to what extent
Iho flouse ar.d the country are to be informed as to
the proposalis and counter-proposals which passed between
tiO plenipotentiaries. I would like to kno'w wbether ho
proposes to live up to the agreement made by the hon.
Finance Minister on the lst of March last. The hon.
Minister of Finance then stated, in order to procure an
aDjournment of a certain debate, that the format protocols
would contain every proposal and counter-proposal made at J

Washington, and he expressed his great surprise that the
communications which had been forwarded by the proto.
colists did net contair those proposals and counter-proposals.
If the hon. First Minister wishes to know what ho said, I
will refer him to Banisard, page 73:

" The question was, as I understood, practically settled when I left
Washington, that the arguments were not to be embraced, that la to
sFY, the reasoning upon the two aides would not be necessary; but it
was a question as tu how far the various papers put in, in support of the
proposals or in opposition to the proposals, should form a part of the
protocols; and when I was asked the question by telegraph to assent to
the protocols being purely formal, I assumed and took it for granted
that what was termed a formal protocol would contain the proposals
and counter-proposals-that that, at ali events, would be a part of it.

" Mr. MITCHELL. And the answer
"Sir CHARL ES TUPPER. And I assented toit. Yes, the proposal

and the answers A proposal is put in and nu antwer is put in in
relation to it; and 1 a.umed that those protocol, what were termed
formal protocols, would, at all eventis, contain the propoêals and the
replies on botb aides."

That was the attitude taken by S:r Charles Tupper; that
was what ho considered would bo laid beforo this louse,
and if the hon. First Minister or any other member of this
Administration now proposes to give to the House less than
the hon. Minister of Finance proposed to give, then they
must be considerirg something other than the public
interest. Thero cannot b an honest and full discus-
sion of this question if the Government hold back part
of the evidence. It must be clear to the mind of every
man who read the letter of the 31st of May, 1887,
from ]Or. Bayard te Sir Charles Tupper, that the Ameri.
can Government courted larger trade relations between
Canada and the Uited Statts, and iL id perftetly evidont
that the failure on the part of our Government to pro-
mole those relations has been the oulcome of the nego-
tiations and correspondence, and, perhaps, debates as well.
They have had the effect of militating against the highest
interests of Canada. If there is nothing to conceal, why not
bring down the whole record ? If, however, the Goverr-
ment have something to conceal, if they have tied the hands
of Sir Charles Tupper, or if the Imporial authorities have
interfered with the negotiators, lot Canada know it. We
have a right to know whose interests were consulted-
whether the doctrine of the First Minis'er of Càîîuda tiist,
Canada for the Canadians, was lived up to, or whether on
this occasion, as on others, Imperial interests wer e preferred
to those of Canada. For my part, I am sent bere to repre-
sent the interests of Canada, and any Government at
Ottawa who collude with other statesmen againast the
interests of Canada, are traitors to the country they repre-
sent. For these reasons, in order that this question may
be discussed fully and fairly, I think they have a duty to
perform, and they can only be trying to burk parliamentary
enquiry by withholding what the hon. Finance Minister
deemed to be due to Canada.

Mr. CASGRAIN. In withdrawing my motion to adjouru,
I think the Premier is altogether in error in not carrying
out the promise made by his plenipotentiary in this House.
If ho would give some good reason, pro bono publico, why
those papers should be withheld, I would certainly yield,
but ho has not given any reason to justify the course he has
now taken.

Mr. WELDON (St. John). It seems to me that the
object of the hon. the Minister of Fisheries, in bringing
down these papers, is to show what had taken place in regard
te the commercial relations betwoon the two countries.
Now, we fird that whilst Sir Charles Tupper on the 13th
Docember made a proposal, a very inportant matter is left
out. The American reply is not fully before this House,
because reference is made to the proposals submitted on
the 30th, and it seems to me that in order to complete the
pnpers, that document should be submitted as well as the
propcsals of Sir Charlos Tupper,
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I regret that the hon. audalso that the discussion once begun, it be cairîed où d

Minister of Fisheries is not in his place, so that this convér- die indiem. Sir, I believe it will be foùnd that thiss ein.
sation would not have been called for. Sir Charles Tupper phatically a question which will not down ; I believe it
left Was!)ington before the protocols wore forma!ly settled. to'be a question which must be faced ; I believe that it isa
They wore settled there ia the manner ho told us, by question wihicb, if it suits their purpose, hon. gentlemét
agreement between the plenipotentiaries on both sides es opposite ne, possibly, evade or delay, but on wboih,
to what should go to the public. As those who were: sooner or later, arid in my judgtient rather soonée
not plenipotentiaries are not in the socret, we cau than laiter, they will be required to take, and theWY
not say what portion has been omitted and wbat por. friend in tbe House of Commons and out of it wÎlI be
tion bas been included in those protocola; but they were required to take, a distinct and plainstand. This-is a ciâW
sent according to the arrangements 'made between the in which nature is too strong for us; and although it 1e 1ny'
representatives of the two nations. -sir Charles Tupper has intention on the present occasion to abifiain frorm alluding to
expressed his disappointment that they were not so full in a great many tbinge which might theoretically strei6then
statement as he thougbt they would be; and after the dis. my argument, but which would undoubtedly open theway t0
cussion which took place here, ho telegraphed to Washing- irrelevant discussion, still I think I may be pardoned in taking
ton for permission to lay the statement and counter-state- this opportunity for saying that we will ail do weIll to reinem-
ment, s far as it related to trade, before the House, and ho ber that we are now discussing a problem which particularly
got the consent of the plenipotentiaries on the> other side. affects the preseut interests of C inada to-daty. We are nôt
That was to have been communicated to this House. As called upon to consider how or in what way we might have'
regards the point now raised, there is a statement of an- deaIt with this proposal, had it been submitted to us under
other proposition. Weil, I have no doubt Sir Charles totally difforent conditions twenty, or even ton, yèars ago.
Tupper will communicate and ask permission to get that The question is, what is best for the people of Can-ida in
also, but without permission it cannot be given. the year 1888, and not what may have been thouht b'et

for them in 1867 or in 1877. As for the charge of incon-
RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES. sistency, which has been levelled at some of us for supposed

previous utterances on this question, I am in no wise con-
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT moved: cerned to waste time in justifying myself. Were I so dis-
That it is highly desirable that the largest posible freedom of com- posed, it would be easy for me to show; that 1, ut any rate,

mercial intercourse should obtain betwan the Dominion of Canada and bage been perfectly consistent to the root idea whieh under;
the Urited States, and that it is expedient that al articles manufactured lies this whole proposition. But [ do not ,itend to
in, or the natural products of either of th said countries ihould be ad- waste time over that. I may say this, however, that"eery
mitted free of duty into the portsef he other, (articles subject to duties man wh ha. studied the subject, knows that I am simply
of excise or of internai revenue alone excepted). iým h-iýeuidtesbet nw ht1 m ipy

That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion speaking the truth when I say that within the last
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con- twenty years, or the last ten years, there have been veryditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the pur- great eonomic and even social changes in the position ofpose of securing full and unrastricte: reciprocity of &rade therewith. Canada, and that, threfore, it might very well be tbo case

He said : I am not greatly given to indulging in conventional that propositions deserve discussion to-day which we
formalities, but it is not in the spirit of conventional formality would net have thought it prudent ta discuss some ton or
that I say that I rise on this occasion to address this House, twenty years ago. Now, I propose to-day to cenfine my-
under a sense of grave and weighty responsibility. It is self chiefly to hringing the attention of this Houle and, so
true that I am fortified and enco-raged in bringingforward far as I can of the people of Canada, to certain patent and'
this moion bty uie knowledge that in so doing I only voice the salient facts, which, I think, nobody who studies the mat-
opinions of the representatives of the Liberal party in this ter is able to deny, and also ta pointing out what appear to
Pariament; and, fnrthernore, that Ibave every reason a Man me the inevitable consequences which will resait from
can have for bei ing that when I give utterance to their those facts. I may differ from hon. gentleeniù opposite
opinions, I also givo atteiance to the opinions of the vast on thet point, but it appears to me it is idieto shut onr eyOe
lmajority of those who support us and of a very important to these plain facts, and equailly idle for us to say that ou
section, to say the least of it, of those who, on other ques- present position is in ail respects satisfactory. I will take'
tions, have differed from us very widely. Were I calld upon two facts alone which appear ta me, and I think wilIlap-
at present to produco evidence of thatI thînk it might be pear to this House, to b of very great importance in this
found in thefact that within a very few mônths, but not until connection, and of which I have here as absolute evidênce
after this anuestion had been considerablyagitated throughout as it is possible for any man to have. I will- take the
the Dominion, we found the leading statesmen of the severatf movement of the population in this country in the lasF
Provincial Goveruments, who met at Queboo-all, I think, quarter of a century, beginning in the year 1861 and going
the more important Governments in Canada-uniting, with- down ta the year 1886, wheh lew the last moment frrwhi6h
ont ex6eption, in approving substantially of the proposition I have absolutely accurate statistical information. What
which I now submit to this House. Nevertheless, I cannt' are these facts ? Sir, they are facts wtich I state with pain.
conceal from myself that this motion is one whieh i.s certain But I say that we have here incontestable evidence that in
ta raise issues of very great moment, not only ta the people these twenty-five years, one in every four of-the native born
of Canada, but it may well be ta other peoples alse population of Canada-has béen compelled to séek a home in a
There is no doubt thut this motion is one which proposes, foreign countfy, and thatof all the'immigrants whomwe have
in some considerable degree, a new departûre; there L no imported at great oost, three out of four have been compelled
doubt whatever that if this proposition were assented ta to fo low in the traék of that fraction of the native bora
by the two countries chiefly concerned, very important population. Now I say, no man who properly appreciates
changes would, beyond ail question, take place il the what these facts involve can donv that if I make good my
mode of administering our public and commercial affairs, case, if I am able to show this IHouse that there is a great
and therefore it is clear that this is a question which requires déal of'subftantial and a great deal of p-esumptive evidense
the most mature consideration and the most ample dis-' t support it, il I can show ihis House that I am rathorî
cussion at our hands. I arn very glad indeed that the under than above the mark in making those stateme'tS no
Government have recognised the importance of this mattet, man who understands what those facts mean, can doubt for
and I thirik it is to their credit that they raised no objection one moment that I and those gentlemen who think wit ru.ne
to my pro posal to set apart a-special day for its discussion, are amply jufifed in saiyîng this is al case which requires

Mr. WELDON (St. John).
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our most earnest and serious consideration. Now, I will
take those two statements respectively, and, first of ail, I
address myself to the statement which I madeand to which
I think I beard some murmurs of dissent on the other side,
that in the last five-and-twenty years Canada bas lost one
out of every four of her native born population. In the first
place, I have here, if aay hon. gentlemen desire that the
authority be produced, the formal reports of the United
States, which show that in the year 1860 there were
?49,000 persons of Canadian birth in the United States;
that in ten years tbey had grown to 490,000 souls, and that
in 1880, there were 707,000 Canadians in the United States.
Now, it must be remembered that this by no means repre-
sonts the total exodus of our people, because, when you
corne to deal with such large nunbers as these, you must
allow for the death rate which prevailed in the twenty
years from 1860 to 1880. That death rate, after careful
examination, I believe to have been about 7 1,000 in the first
decade, and 120,000 in the second, in ail equil to 194,000.
IL is clear therefore, it is clear to demonstration, it is as
clear as any fact car be, that between 1860 andi 1880, from
some cause or other, which iL is not my present purpose to
analyse, at least 650,000 Canadians found homos in the
United States. Now, up to that point, we go upon abîo.
lutely certain g'ound. We have the United States returns
backed in the strongest possible fashion by our own census
returns, which I have under my hand. The question is,
how many have we lost since then, how many have gone
fron this country to tle United States in the interval be-
tween 18S0 and 1886 ? Now, we have also here pretty clear
evidence of the novement o1 population, at any rato in the
great Province of Ontario. We know wbat the inerease in
the Province of Ontario, according to natural
laws, should have been; we know what the
increaso in Ontario is. We know from these
hon. gentlemen's own returns wbat a mass of immigrants
they allege to have been poured into this country in those
six years to which I have alluded; and we find in brief that,
according to our municipal statistics, whieh are likely
rather te err, as experience bas shown, in increasing than
in diminishing the apparent population, ail Ontario in these
six years has to show is an increi.se of I8,000 sEouls. We
find a huge gap here. We find that in those six years the
natural growth alone of Ontario ought to have been 250,0A0
souls. We find that, even if you take my estimate that
out of every four immigrants you pay for and bring te this
country, you keep but one, there is the strongest ground
for believing that at least 80,000 souls should have been
added to the Province from that source alone, and after de-
ducting the 20,000 Ontarians, whom the returns froi
Manitoba and the North-West show to have settied in that
country,you still find over 180,000 urnaccounted for from that
source alone. I need not appeal to this audience as to the
fact that Ontario of necessity, putting out of question the
North-West and Manitoba, always bas and must absorb the
vaist bulk of our immigration. I think my hon. friends
from Prince Edward Island, my hon. friends from Nova
Scotia, my bon. friends from New Brunswick, and my hon.
f iends rom the Province of Quebec, on both sides of this
liouse, will al admit that no very large proportion of
immigiants have settled in those respective Provinces
within the last six years; and, if any of them doubt
the statement or think I err in that, it is open to them now
and bere te correct me, and I challenge the correction. If
we admit that, and I sce no possible ground on which those
positions'can be disputed, youhave this result: that, allowing
a very moderate proportion for the emigration that we k now
is going on of native born Canadians from the other Pro.
vinces, ut least 900,000 of Our population are to-day in-
habitants oft he United States, and in all probability rather
over than under 1,000,00'). So I submit that the first
statement that I bave made is, up to the year 1880, absolute-

ly true, and, as regards the period of six years which las
since elapsed, is as nearly absolutely proved as it is possible
at present for any such statement te be. More than that,
you have only te look, if yon dispute the United States sta-
tistics, te our own statistios, te our own census returns, t asee,
I regret te say, the strongest possible evidence of the sub.
stantial accuracy of my calculations. We find that, in 1861,
the population in those Provinces which now form the
Dominion of Canada was, as nearly as possible, 3,250,000
souls. Wefind that, in 1871, they had grown te 3,690,000,
and in 1881, te 4,324,000 souls; while, if you like te take
the four old Provinces, you find that they had in round
numbers grown from 3,000,000 te 4,000,000 in a period
of 20 years. Now, as our returns allege and profess
to prove, we imported in those 20 years about 500,000
immigrants. I would like hon. gentlemen on both
sides to compare for one moment the rate of progress
manifested in those 20 years with the rate of progress
manifested in the previous 20 years of our history. From
1841 te 1861, the old Province of Canada grew from
1,129,000 souls to 2,501,000. Thus the House will see that
during the firat 20 years, the growth of old Canada was at
the rate of 115 per cent., while in these later 20years it has
shrunk to 30 per cent. Now I proceed te disouss the othor
position. 1 proeeed to discuss not our success in what I
deem a vastly more important matter, not our success in
keping our own people in our own territory, but our suc-
cess in keeping the foreign immigration which, at vast cost,
we have brought into this country. I made the statement
a few minutes ago that, of the foreign population which we
have brought in, three out of four have let this country and
sought homes in the United States. I now proceed te give
you the evidence, as I believe the incontrovertible evidence
of the substantial accuracy of that statement, of its absolute
accuracy for the first period of 20 years, and ofits substantial
accuracy for the last period of five or six years, I find that
the foreign population in Canada in 1861 amounted te
665,000 soule, and that in 1881 that foreign population had
shrunk te 570,000 souls. In other words, we lost 95,000
souls in those 20 years, although we had brought into the
country during that intervel 5/1,000 immigrants, according
to the returns which have been laid on our Table by the hon.
the Minister of Agriculture. Now, I will allow, as I did in
the case of the emigrants to the United States from Canada,
for a very large death rato. I will deduct 220,000 from the
original foreign born population in Canada in 1861, and it
is as clear as anything can be, that deducting 15,000 for
settiers in British Columbia and Manitoba, of the 505,000
who remain, who came te this country in that interval,
the uttermost who can by possibility have remained
in Canada were 125,000, so that 380,000 had made
Canada a mere place of transit at our expense. So there
again you will find that up te 1881 the case is
absolutely proven that we were unable te retain three out
of four of all the multitude of immigrants that we brought
te this country. How has it been in the interval between
1881 and 1886? Well, Sir, I find that in that interval
477,168 immigrants are alleged te have come te Canada as
settlers I turn te the consus returns of the North-West and
Manitoba, and 1 find that the uttermot whoe ca be. ac-
counted for there, amount to 25,000; so that there remain
452,000 t obe accounted for etill. I have just pointed out
to this House that the great Province of Ontario, which has
always absorbed the vast bulk of ail the foreign immigrants,
not merely doos not show that it has absorbed 452,000
immigrants, but it shows that its total increase is barely
one-half its naturai increawe. Again, I ask my hon. friends
in the Maritime Provinces, again I ask my hon. frieands in
Quebec, do they supppose that any considerable proportion
of this 452,000 eau have strayed into Prince Elward Island,
or New Brunswick, or Nova Scotia, or Quebec, without
their knowledge ? Is it not a patent fact that the vast bulk
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of these, if they are to be found at al, must b found in the of the taxes of the people of this country, and are in no
Provinee of Ontario? And is it not a patent fact that if the proper senseor shape settlers atall. Then, Sir, beaten on that
increase of Ontario b no larger than I have stated, the j ground, they dare to tell us that this is of no consequence,
vast bulk of these immigrants must, as I have said, have that it is of no consequence to the people of Canada that they
sought homes in the United States? There is, Sir, but have lost, in 25 years, well nigh two millions of British
one alternative to that-let hon, gentlemen take which one subjects, one million of native born Canadians, and three.
-they choose. It is, of course, theoretically possible, though fourths of a million of British subjects whom they had in-
practically impossible, that these immigrants may have duced to come to this country with the intention of settling
stayed in Ontario and have displaced an immensely larger here. Now, I have no desire to put a money value on my
number of the native population than I have supposed own countrymen, or upon the immigrants whom we bring
possible. But I do not think that argument is likely to be to this countiy; but I will point out this, that if you
advanced in this discussion by any resident of Ontario. are to accept the customary standard laid down in the
Now, Sir, I could bring forward numerous details all tending 'United States, if you can venture to hold that every able-
in a very high degree to corroborate these statements. I bodied man who comes to North America is worth, when
confine myself, for the present, to these two. I point out, he lands on the dock, $1,000 to the State, then, Sir, what-
Sir, that we, who are accused of misrepresenting the number ever may be the cause, the result of all this is that, in
of the people who have left this country, on the contrary, losing these 2,000,OJ0 of people, we have lost 500,000 of
as the Hansard record will show, gravely under-cstimated able-bodied men, or thereabouts, and we have lost a sum
the loss of population in Manitoba and the North-West. At equivalent, according to that calculation, to $500,000,000.
the worst, when we were accused of making most pessimistic Certainly had they been here, it is clear that both our debt
statements, we never imagined for oue moment that the and our taxes would have been substantially reduced,
population of the North-West and the population of Mani- because we would have had so many more valuable settlers
toba could have sunk to anything like the low ebb which to share the burthen with us. But there is another argu-
these returns, lately laid on the Table, in 1885 and 1886, ment brought forward by men who ought to know botter.
prove to have been the case. I will call the attention of the They tell us that we need take no concern of this, because
H1ousetoanother s:gnificant fact. Time and again, knowing, substantially the same thing is going on in the great State
as I well know, that thechiefs of the Roman Catholic clergy of New York alongside of us. Sir, I demur to that argu-
in-the Province of Quebec were admirably well informed ment. In the first place I may point out that when an
as to the movement of the Catholic population of that Pro- Amqrican citizen leaves the State of New York for any rea-
vince, time and again I have challenged hon. gentlemen son, ho generally doos not leave the United States; ho trans-
opposite, if they ventured to dispute my statement on that fers himself from one part of bis own country to another.
point, to obtain from those reverend gentlemen a state- Does the hon. gentleman suppose we are so ignorant as some
ment of what the real faets of the case were in regard to of those hon. gentlemen appear to be of the history of North
that population. Time and again that challenge was re- America? Do we not know that New York State was set-
fused, and I say, therefore, that we have every ground that tled nearly 250 years ago-that in the days of William and
men aun have for believing that, in the statement I have Mary New York was a prosperous and important colony ?
made, I am stating but the simple and literal truth. Now, Sir, the comparison is preposterous. We, when we lose
Sir, as regards the bulk of these facts and figures, yon may anybody, and we know this to our cost, lose them, not
just as well contradict the multiplication table as contra- to go to another part of the Dominion, but to transfer their
diet them, They are there, with the sign-manual of the allegiance to another country. Now, I take is'ue most
hon. gentlemen opposite attached to them, and if they be strongly with thoso hon. gentlemen, that is to say, with
inaccurate, on their heads, ani not on mine, the blame must those of thom who, admitting my tacts, venture to contend
rest. Now, what has been done in this matter, up to the that this is a matter of no consequeLco. I say that even if
present moment, may be thus defined. First, I am sorry we bad under our control no territory beyond the four
to say, they have attempted to break the force of these original Provinces of eld Canadg, this would be a serions
arguments by desperate misrepresentations, of which 1 will calamity te us, becauso the four Provinces cf old Canada,
give this House a proof, drawn from their own official re- well administered, are abundantly capable of supporting a
ports. Sir; I have beside me the returns of the Department population two cr three times as great as that they now
of Agriculture, and I cail the attention of the House to them. contain. But when we remenber that wa have well
Those returns state that, in 1881, 22,001 settled in Manitoba nigh haîf a continent at our disposai, that the First Minis-
and the North-West. They are particular, you will observe, er himseif has stated in his place- that we have 400,000
up to the very last unit. In 1882, there wers 58,751 ; in square miles, yet unoccupied, cf the most fertile
1883; 42,722 ; in 1884, 24,440 ; in 1885, for reasons which territory that the sua ever shone on, what shal I1say
I will not distress hon. gentlemen by referring to, it was of the folly of supposing that it is anything but a grea
reduced to 7,240. Now, Sir, such was the measure of suc- misfortune, a great calamity, a great injury te the people
cess of the immigration policy of the Government, of their cf the ccuntiy that se huge a portion net cnly of these who
liberal land and railway policy, that they succeeded in in- cere te settle in Canada, but cf those who b4 -ng te us,of
duing, so theystate,155,151personstosettlein Manitobaand those wbo are our ewn fiesh and blood, our own kinsmen,
the North-Weet between 1881 and 1886. But, Sir, when we have hoon obliged for lack cf oppoi tunity te leave Canada
cone to count mnoses by actual census, I am very sorry to say and seek a home el8ewbere? I say that this is proof posi.
thatthe 155,154 settlere, duly certified to us by the Depart- ive that we are in astate cf retrogrossien. I say that, as
ment of Agriculture, had shrunk into 43,000 ; 16,000 in the regards the four old Provinces ef Catada, onr population is
North-West, and 27,000 in Manitoba. There, Sir, are their either in a statienary condition, relatively speaking, or, at
own returns; therearetheir ownla tp; there, ont of their own ail events, fails vastly short cf încrea@ing according Vo the
mcuths; are the proofs that we under-3stimated very gravely iaws cf natural growtb. And I say-athougb I am noV
the extraordinary loss which their miegovernment bas going Vo enlarge on that Subjeet at ibis present moment-
brought a brut in that country. Im ght add that-with respect that I have around me, I see on both sides of the lise, if
to the 16,000 soule fi om Ontario and from foreign countries, oniy hon, gentlemen will have the courage cf their convie-
whom alone th;ey were able to settle in those magnificent tiens and speak eut what they know, many mon intimately
Provinces in the North-West-there is clear;evidence that aoquainted with the state cf the agricultural population
at least one-third are snpportedý by Government, are peu- who could and who, beforu this debate closes, 1 hope will
sioners or employés of the Government, and are paid out boar- their testimony Vo the faetthat 811 over the four
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Provinces there has been a very large and formidable re-
duction in the actual selling vaine of farm lands, and a
still more formidable reduction in the price which
farmers can obtain for the products they raise. Apply
another test. If you choose to turn to the report of Trade
and Navigation, which the Minister of Customs with
commendable promptitude bas laid on the Table, there you
will find evidence which ought to convince this flouse that
within the last 14 or 15 years, although there has been a
considerable increase of population-though far inferior to
that we dught to have bad-there bas been, and it is a note.
worthy fact, a very large reduction in the total volume of
trade. Here is the hon. gentleman's own blue book laid
within Itese last few days on the Table of the House, and
from that I see that in 1873, 15 years ago, the total volume of
trade was $317,500,000, with a population of 3,750,000, that
to-day with a population which hon. gentlemen opposite
estimate, though incorrectly, at 4,800,000, our total volume
of trade and exports is $202,000,000, being 815,000,000 less
than it was 15 years ago, although we have 1,000,000
of people or thereabouts mora. Sir, apply another
test. I find, in 1873, the average per head of
exports and imports amounted to $a8 odd; according
to the hon. gentleman's own statement the aver-
age per head of exports and imports to-day is $41.50; in
other words, the total volume of trade measured per head,
the proper way of measuring, bas declined nearly 50
per cent. I will allow for the reduced values of certain
of those articles, but no man eau contend that there is
not proof of very serious retrogression in this one of
the most important of those indexes which, more than
many of those which have sometimes been alluded to
here, go to mark the progress of a nations prosperity. But
it would be unjust to hon. gentlemeu opposite to suppose
they have been idle ail this time. They could not keep our
people bere, they could not keep the emigrantsthey brought
in here, they could not raise the value of farm lands, nor the
prices of farmers' products; but what they could do they
did. In these twenty years they bave trebled our debt, in
these twenty years they have trebled our taxes, and
when the Budget comes to be brought down I think
the House will find that the liabilities of the people of
this country are very far indeed from being fully mea.
sured even by our present enormous debt. Sir, again,
I say for the moment, I suspend my remarks
on their failure to create an important inter-pro.
vincial trade. That is a question which requires
a little more discussion than it suits me to give it at
present; and iere again I ask my friends from the Mari-
time Provinces, when the time comes, to contribute for the
information of the flouse their views as to the success
which las attended our efforts to create a trade in that
direction. Nor will I dwell just now further on the
lamentable failure, after the expenditureofaover $100,000,000
of public money, to produce any adequate settlement
of the North-West. But I will say a word or two as
to the utter failure to obtain any adequate return from our
great public works. Sir, the Public Accounts are here,
and those Public Accounts show that the people of Canada
bave expended well nigh $200,000,000 in the construction
of railways and canais, and divers other improvements.
Time was when we hoped those would give us something
like an adequate return, directly or indirectly, but the time
has now arrived when we find these expectations very bit-
terly disappointed. Ho0w now stands the case ? I take the
Publie Accounts for 1867, and I find, ail told, a charge
of 83,970,000 for the expenses of operating those Public
works, and that is only the nominal charge. The real cfiarge,
if Our accounts were kept as any other country on earth
would keep them, would be nearer 84,500,000, or, at ail
events, 84,250,000 than S3,970,000. Weil, Sir, what do we
get as a return? We get a total income of $3,Z70,000. Not

only do we not receive one farthing of interest on the outlay
of $200,000,000, but there is a dead annual loss of 8700,000
a year, not to speak of the various important items which,
under our moat vicious system of book-keeping are charged,
to capital account. Sir, again Ipass over the question of our
failure to keep immigrants, and again I pass for the moment
from the question of why it is that we in Canada, with

b 400,000 squar' miles of most fertile territory, cannot
even keep our own people in our own country. BuLt Lhave
the right, the House and the country bas the right, to ask:
Why is this ? Is it because of the severity of our elimate ?
I think not. The climate of Canada is in part a rigorous one,
but it is eminently healthy and *alculated to develop a
vigorous and thrifty offspring. Is it the fault of our soil?
Why, bas not this House echoed and re-schoed again with
declarations of hon, gentlemen opposite, that no coun-
try on earth possesses a region of such unexcelled fertility
as we possess.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Iear, hear.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I agree with my friends

opposite to a great extent. Then, Sir, I ask : Is it the
fault of the people ? Well, in part it is the fault of our
people for being too credulous and too trusting to the pro-
mises of the bon. gentlemen opposite. Auybody who
knows how our people conduct themselves when they leave
our shores ; any one who knows what distinguished posi-
tions a large percentage of that million of Canadians,
whose absence I deplore, have obtained in the neighboring
republic; who knows that they have shown themselves able
to fight, and compete with, aye and even to beat our Ameri-
can friends with their own weapons, anybody who knows
that will say that it is hardly the fault of the people of
Canada if those things are so. But I think we may ask, if
it is not the fault of the climate, if it is not the fault of the
soil, and if it is not the fault of the people, whose fault then
can it be? What am I to say of the threatened collapse of
our federal constitution which has become so patent and so
manifest in these later days ? Have we not seen, almost
every year and day, the very fundamental principlesa pon
which federation depends torn into fragments and after-
wards pinned together with bribes, as in the case of Nova
Scotia? Do we not know, and does not the hon. the First
Minister know, if h. thinks for a moment, and I trust that
he may, and take a second and a wiser thought, that he
runs the most imminent risk if h. persists in the tyrannical
course heretofore pursued by him towards the young and
rising Province of Manitoba, that he will have the choice
offered ta him, to recede from the tyranny or see the Mani-
tobans assert their just rights at any cost.

Mr. MITCHELL. A third rebellion, I suppose.
Sir BICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I trust not.
Mr. MITCHELL. I hope not too.
Sir RICHIARD CARTWRIGHT. I believe and I hope

that whatever the faults of the First Minister may be h.
will avoid that third and most fatal mistake. Sir, to a very
great extent, as the enormous increase of our debt shows,
we bave during alil this time been living on our oredit, aad
a most misochievous policy it is. We may get temporary
advantage from it, we may get temporary assistanes, but
every man knows, and more than all do men who have studied
the early history of the United States know, that a young
oountry in our position e..nnot pursue a more fatal course
than to allow its de bt to be increased with such anexampled
rapidity as ours has been increased during the period to
which I have alluded. Now what shall we say of the
condition of that great interest upon which all other
interests in this country depend ? Who is there who does
not know that there bas been, within the last few years,
au immense fal in the profits of our farmers, and at
the same time a very great increase in the burdens laid
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upon them ? Who does not know, who bas studied
the history of the world, that at the self-same moment
that you are heaping burdens and burdens upon our
farmers, at that self-same moment they are being exposed
to a totally unexpected and most intense competition
in the market which they have hitherto controlled ? Who
does not know, Sir, that if this kind of thing goes on, our
population, at least our farming population, may perhaps
exist, but it certainly ornnot be said to live, at any rate, in
anything like the comfort it has hitherto enjoyed. More
than that, I say distinctly, that I do not believe, unless
we put a speedy check to it, that this system can last very
long. In twenty years we have trebled our debt, we have
trebled our taxes, and we have added 30 per cent. to our
population. Suppose we go on for another twenty years,
or even for another ten years-and I can tell the House
that there are very serious signs that, unless such a check as
I spoke of is put on very speedily, we will go on in the same
headlong, reckless course-why, Sir, in twenty years at the
same rate of increase of population, and the same rate of
increase of debt and taxation, we wilt find ourselves with a
population of six millions and an annual taxation of niriety
millions of dollars. If we pursue that course in the future
we will have done nothing more by 1907 than we have
succeeded in doing in the twenty years between 1867 and
1867.

Mr. MITCHELL. The noney would be all gone before
that time.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Perhaps so. Unhap-
pily, all history shows that those evil precedents do not in
the least prepare the way for better things. Even were the
Government honestly disposed to amend their ways it is
scarcely possible for them, under ordinary circumstances, to
put a stop to this practice of intense, insane expense.
More than that, they will do well to remember that if I am
correct in the statement I have made (and I challenge the
strictest scrutiny), if I am correct in saying that a million
or thereabouts of the native born population of Canada have
sought homes elsewhere, they must remember that the ten-
deney of that exodus is altogether to increase. Who are the
men who leave us ? Everyone who pays attention to the
character of that emigration knows that I am stating the
simple literal fact when J say that, in a most unusual pro-
portion, they are the very pick, and flower, and choicest
portion of our population. Everybody knows, Sir, that the
men who leave us are just the men whom wise statesmen
would desire to retain in Canada. Now were our position such
as that which formerly used to obtain between Scotland and
England I would not complain so much, because if the same
rale applied between ourselves and the United States as be-
tween Scotland and England we would still have the satisfac.
tion of knowing that when our friends left us they went to
swell the strength ofthe Empire, or the Dominion, astbe case1
might be, in some other part of it. But, unfortunately,i
here the case is precisely the reverse. They are a double
loss to us, because they go to swell the strength of our
nearest neighbor, rival and competitor. Now, Sir, a matter
for our consideration whieh, perhaps, is more important
than ail, is, what possible available remedies are there for
such a state of things ? So far as I can see these remediesi
are four. In the first place, I think that a very great im-(
provement might be made by reforming our present most1
oppressive and unjust system of taxation. I say that ani
immense improvement might be made by so revising our1
constitution in the manner which we have pressed from this(
side of the louse time and again, and in the manner whichi
we have seen our friends-and not only our friends, but the,
fi iends of the Government-in conference assembled have !
lately likewise proposed; and by so altering the constitu- 1

tion that this tyrannical conduct on the part of the Federal i
authorities in attempting to trample on the rights andt

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.

privileges of the Local Legislatures should be put an end to
forever; and, on the other band, (which isequallyimportant),
that this system of bribes, and of frequent and incessant
forays made by various Provincial Governments on the Dom-
inion Treasury, whenever they have been extravagant and
got into a scrape, may likewise be put a stop to; and, for a
third remedy, Sir, that this most mischievous railway
monopoly which bas barred our progress up to the present
time, and which bas barred the settlement and prosperity
of north-western Manitoba, should likewise be disposed of.
But most of all, and most important of ail, do I believe
would be the consequence of obtaining the arrange-
ment which I ask the Government to try and obtain,
by the resolution now in your hands, the obtaining of per-
fect free trade with the people of the United States. I say,
Sir, that that is worth ail the rast. Give us that and, rail-
way monopolies will cease to vex and harass you; give us
that, and the federal relations will speedily adjust themselve-1,
as federal relations ought to do, and as federal relations were
intended to do ; give us that, and the sting would be taken
out of those tariff combines and exactions, more particular-
ly if the United States, as there is now good hope that it
will do, proceeds to emancipate itself from the trade fetters it
most foolishly put on. It may be said that this is an heroic
remedy. WelI, ail I can say is that if it be, never in the history
of this country, at any rate, was a heroic remedy more needed.
Now, I am not disposed to go further with this proposition
without being ready to show that it is in the highest degree
advantageous to both countries. I am very sorry, for many
reason, that the hon. Minister of Finance is not in bis place
to-day; but [ dare say the House will remember how, in a
fine glow of patriotic enthusiasm, that hon, gentleman,
about a year ago, went the length of declaring that, if we
only knew it, we in Canada possess the best half of this
continent. Well, I will not venture to goquite that length,
but I will say that we are able, man for man, dollar for
dollar, to givo a full and perfect equivaient to the United
States for all we ask them to give us. I desire that it should
beso. I do not believe this proposition or any other propo-
sition for mutual trade can be successfully carried out unless
we are able to givo as much as we get; and I say that while
such trade would undoubtedly, in my judgment, enrich four
or five million Canadians, quite as much enrichment would
corne to four or five million, or it may b to eight or
ten million Americans. Sir, the advantages to Canada are
very obvions, but I will corne to those presently. In the
meantime, I take this opportunity to point out that free
trade with Canada would give to the United States an ex-
tremely valuable market at their very doors-that free
trade with Canada would open up to American enterprise
vast new areas, equal to at least a dozen new States; and,
Sir, in such a case as I suppose, I have no doubt whatever
that the growth of Canada would be so rapid that we should
become within an extremely short time, in all probability,
the most valuable customer the United States possessed.

Mr. HESSON. Hewers ot wood and drawers of water
for the Americans.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. lewers of wood and
drawers of water! Sir, I have a botter opinion, and I may
say the Americans have a better opinion, of the ability and
capacity of our fellow-countrymen than to suppose that
they would consent to be hewers of wood and drawers of
water. Does not my hon. friend, whose heart is botter
than his head in these matters-does he not know of his
own experience that the Canadians who, unfortunately for
us, leave this country, do not subside into hewers of wood
and drawers of water on the other side of the border ?
Sir, as I have said, they take high places amongst the
best citizens of the United States. Sir, we have, to say the
least of it, enormous stores of raw material of great value
to the industries of the United States, and these are very
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thoroughly appreciated, let me tell the hon. gentleman op-
posite, by American economists of very high degroe. I
have quoted the passage before-it may be said to be a
hackneyed passage-but, nevertheless I will take the liberty
of quoting again in this connection the language in which
one of the most eminent living authorities on political
eco nomy, in INorth America, at any rate, and perhaps in
the world, has described the advantages which Canada bas
to offer, if it is allowed to obtain free trade with the United
States. This is the passage, Sir, and I make no apology for
repeating it to a Canadian audience:

"North of Lakes Erie and Ontario, and of the River St. Lawrence,
and east of Lake Huron, south of the 45th parallel of latitude, and in-
cluded mainly in the present Dominion of Canala, there is as fair a
country as exists on the American continent, neaily as large in area as
Ne-w York, Peunsylvania and Ohio conbined, and equal, if not superiur,
as a whole, to those 8tates in agricultural cqpability. It le the natural
habitation on this continent of the combing-wool sheep. It is the land
where grows the finest barley, which the brewing interest of the United
btates must have if it ever expects to rival Great Britain in its annual
export of eleven millions sterling of malt products. It raisesandgrazes
the filest cattle, with qualities specially desirable to make good the
deterioration of stock in other sections, and its climatic conditions,
created by an almost encirclement of the great lakes, especially fit to
grow men. Such a country is one of the greatest gifts of Providence to
the human race; better than bonanzas of silver or rivera whose sands run
gold."

Now, Sir, in all that you will find nothing of the vast
virgin wheat fields of Manitoba; you will find nothing of
the vast treasure troves which still exist scarcely scratched
on the slopep of the Rocky Mountains, and west and north of
our aide of Lake Superior, and within the gorges of British
Columbia. And, Sir, I could duplicate, nay I could pre-
duce twenty testimonies like this rom Americans who
know the value of Canada to the Am rican people, in
support of my contention that Canada most assuredly will
be able to give a fair equivalent for all that, under my pro
position, Canada is likely to ask tho United States to give
ber. Does any hon. gentleman opposite chooso to gainsay
this proposition ? Thon, Sir, even as it is with ail the absur-
dity of two hostile tariffs stretching for threo thousand miles
between these two countries, let hon. gentlemen con-
sider what we do already in the way of mutual trade and
intercourse. Of the $202,000,000 which represents our total
volume of trade, over $80,000,000, in spite of all this foolish
artificial legislation, or nearly one-half, and that the most
profitable half, is with the United States. Sir, it is an in
teresting question, but it is a question on which I
hardly dare to offer an opinion, if, with all these
obstacles deliberately put in our way, such is the
the force of nature that it overleaps ail these artificial
obstacles and secures us a trade of over 880,000,000, what
might we not obtain if perfect unrestricted free trade were
obtained ? I will venture to say that it is well within the
bounds of possibility that, with unrestrictcd intercourse with
tie United States, that $80,000,000 might within a very few
years swell to 8300,000,000 ; and if any hon. gentleman
thinks that an exaggerated or unreasonable statement, I
advise him to look carefnlly at that remarkable portion of
Mr. Nimmo's report of the Trade and Navigation Returns of
the United States of 1884, in which he treats of the value
of the United States internal trade, of which, on my hypo-
thesis, Canada would share equally per capita. Sir, it is
an extremely curious thing that Mr. Nimmo, who is a
high authority on these matters, estimates the internal or
inter-state trade of the United States at six or seven times
the total volume of its export and import trade. Mr. Nimmo
holds that thé interstate trade amounts to ten thousand
millions of dollars. That is his calculation, not mine;
and, Sir, if that were the case in 1883, when Mr.
Nimmo wrote, you may depend upon it that the inter-
state trade is vastly larger to-day; and if there be any
soit of foundation for the statement he makes, thon I, in
naming $300,000,000 as the possiblî figure to which the
trade of Canada with the United States might attain, am

vastly within the mark. Sir, it appears to me that the
Hlouse, in its anxiety t > pronote cortain manufactures at
home, has wholly and entirely lost sight of the enormous
extent to which, under a botter system, export and import
trade have grown elsewhere. I took the troublo :he othor
day to see how our export and import trado comparod with
the trade of Australasia-the Australian colonies and New
Zealand. The facts are worthy the attention of the House,
for whereas we have, according to these hon. gentlemen,
4,800,00) souls, and, according to my calculation, 4,600,000
souls, and whereas Australasia bas 3,421,000 souls, I find
the total export and import trade of Australasia amounted
last year to £ 105,000,000 sterling (equat to $525,000,000, for a
population of three and a halt millions) against an export
and import trade of $02 000,000 for our population of
4,600,000 or 4,800,000. Why, if our export and import
trade compared per capita with that of Australasia, instead
of beiîg 6200,000,000 it would bo $730,000,000, according
to tho statement of hon. gentlemen opposite themselves.
It is, I believe, scarcely necessary for me to insist on the
enormous advantage which unrestricted trade with the
United States would be to us. Who does not know that for
an iinmmense numbor of the products of the people of
this country, the United States is not merely the best
market, but substantially the only market. Now, I do not
blame the Govern ment much in that they have tried, at ail
bazards, to force trade among the various Provinces of this
Dominion. I have always myself regarded it as very up.
bill work, about as profitable indeed as an attempt to make
water run up hill, and tbe history of the Intercolonial Rail-
way goes very far, to show that I have been right in that
contention. Bt I am going to give the louse a curious
practical test of the results which have attended the efforts
made, I d, not doubt, in rJ1l good faith, to pronote inter
provineial trade among the several Provinces of the Domi-
nion. lon. gentlemen know very well that where there is
much trade botween different states or countries, you have
one very good practical test where the climate and condi-
tions of life are tlho same, and that test is the intermixturo
which takes place among the various peoples trading
togethor. Now, I have bore the consus returns for 1881, and
I have to call the attention of this House to a few very
simple facts which these returns expose. I find that, in 1881,
there were of natives of Ontario, 105 settled in Prince
Edward Island, 310 in New Brunswick, and 333 in
Nova Scotia ; in ail 74S natives of Ontario, settled
in the Maritime Provinces. I find much the same state of
things in Quebec, with the exception of 1w counties which
border on certain counties in New Brunswick, where the
population on both sides are essentially of the same origin.
I find, and it may interest hon. gentlemen to know it, that
at that same hour and day there were, of persons of United
States birth, 609 in Prince Edward LIland, 5,108 in New
Brunswick, 3,001 in Nova Scotia, or, in rough terms, about
thirteen times as many natives of the United States in the
Maritime Provinces as there are natives of Ontario. Lest
any hon. gentleman should say that the natural course of
immigration is westward, I took the trouble to go back a
few years, and 1 found that, twenty five years ago, in 1861,
when we were not confederated together, whon we had no
Intercolonial Railway, 7,600 natives of the Maritime Prov.
inces had taken up their quartera in Ontario,; while, in 1881,
after fifteen years of Confederation, and after knowing more
about us, I suppose, only 7,200 were found thers. The
number had positively been reduced by several hundreds.
Take the census -returns. Tarn to the Province of Lower
Canada, and you willseeeightor ten large, populous counties
with a pipulatiorn of 150,000 or 260,000 souls, and not one
representative of my hon. friends from the Maritime Pro-
vinces is to be found there. it is almost phenomenal, and
what is a very curions fact, which appears in the census
returns, is that there was far more immigration from
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the Maritime Provinces to old Canada in the decade
from 1851 to 1861 than from 1861 to 1881, in spite
of the official connection. Is it not idle to deny such
facts as these ? Is it not idle to fight against such
evidence? Must we not admit that, no matter how the
Government may strive, no matter how the people may
strive, you cannot establish any great inter-provincial trade
from which any great profit can redound to the people of
this country. What is the history of the Intorcolonial
%ailway ? It is contained here in our Public Aecoounts ? We
find that on the 30th of June, 1887, the Intercôlonial Rail-
way stood as an asset in the books of Canada for $46,431,-
000; we find that the total expenses of the Intercolon al
Railway for that year were $2,8.8,000, and their total
receipts $ ,596,000. Not only did the Intercolonial Railway
not pay one copper of interest on its cost, but there is an ad-
mitted loss of $231,000 in the running of that road for
one single year, and a real loss, if we properly charge
up the accounts, of $400,000 or $500,000; and in
addition to that, every single year since I have had a seat
in this House, a million dollars at least of extra expenditure
has been charged to the capital account. Take the whole
together, the interest and sinking fund, and they represent
a dead annual loss of $2,070,000, and the loss on running it
must at least be $400,000 or $500,000, while we spond a
million dollars on capital account every year besides, which
we will continue to do for many years yet to come. Do
hon. gentlemen venture to tell us there is any hope of
improvement here ? Daes the House remember that, a fow
weeks ago, I put the question across the floor as to the
result of the first seven months' running ? And does the
louse remember that for this current year 188$, the Inter-
colonial Railway bas cost us in seven months just 8340,000
more than we received from it ? Just 8340,000 dead loss on
seven months running of the Intercolonial Railway; and I
may add, as if that were not enough, that we have recently
been called on to subsidise a so callei short lino for the
express purpose of cutting up and destroying the value
of the same Intercolonial Railway which bas cost us near
850,000,000, thus probably doubling the huge deficit that
now exists. I think, Sir, that every hon. gentleman will
admit I have Fhown conclusively. that, do what you will,
trade will seek, in spite of ail your legislation, for its natu-
ral market. Who does riotknow, who dares deny, that the
trade of Halifax naturally seeks Boston, that the trade of
Toronto naturally seeks New York, that the trade of Win-
nipeg seeks St. Paul and the country south of it, and that
the irade of Victoria naturally seeks San Francisco and the
rest of the Pacifie coast? There is an old saying, and 1
think a true saying in part, that trade follows the flag ; but
I tell this House that it is still more true that trade follows
the people, and wo have unhappily already sent out about
two millions of missionaries to cultivate friendly trade re-
lations with the United States. More than thut, it is well
to remember that great economie changes are in progress,
that there bas been a very material alteration in our posi-
tion as regards the markets of the world. It is quite dlear
that, in older Canada, at any rate, grain production is on
the wane, and that the only cereal which we' can depend
upon as likoly to continue to be raised in large quantities
is the article of bailey, for which we bave practically no
market except in the United States. That is also true in
a very high degree of the more important of our other agri-
cultural productions, with, perhaps, the solitary exception
of the important article of cheese. Now, I contend that for
almost everything which our farmers have to soll,
the United States, if only we had free and unrestricted
trade with tliem, would afford us absolutely the best
market; and I contend further that, besides being the best
market, it is literally tbe only market for a great many
important articles which we produce. Sec, in spite of all arti-
ficial obstacles, how huge a percentage of the total volume
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of our trade is the volume of our traie with the United
States. Out of a total volume of trade of $202,000,000, the
United States supply $83,000,000. Outof $S1,000,000 of ex-
ports of our own produe, we sold to theUnited States last year
over $36,000,000, or very nearly one-half. Out of a total
of goods entered for consumption f $105,000,000, we
bought $45,000,000 from the United States. And to come
to details, which is necessary in order to lay the case fairly
before the louse, what do we find as to an enormous number
of articles produced by agriculturists in this country ? These
figures are instructive in a very high degree. We find
that-

Of 18,779 borses, the United States bought............ 18,225
443,000 sheep do do ............... 363,000
116,000 cattle do do ...... ...... 45,000
$'07,000 worth of poultry, the U. S. bought... $99,000
$1,825,000 worth of egga do ... Ail.
$A93,000 worth of hides do ... $413,000
627,000'tons of coal do ... 494,000
140,000 tons of gypsum do ... Ail.
Iron ore do ... "
Salt that we sold do ...
Stone and marble that we sold do ...
$6,875,000 worth of fish that we sold do ...$2,717,00
$20,485,000 worth of lumber do ...$9,353,000
1,416,000 pounds of wool do .. 1,300,000
9,456,000 buishels of barley do All.
$743,000 worth of hay do ... $670,000
$139,000 worth of potatoes do ... $328,000
$83,000 worth of general vegetables do ... $75,03'0
$254,000 worth of miscellaneous agricultural pro-

ducts, the United States bought.. ........ $249,000

Without speaking of innumerable smaller articles, such
as apples, flax and a great variety of other things ;
ad, if the duties were once removed, no one who has ever
been in Manitoba and the North-West but knows that the
United States would become by all odds our best customer
for a great deal of our high class wheat. Why, in the more
article of manufactures, the United States, out of a total of
$3,079,000, bought $1,289,000 worth, and of miscellaneous
articles the United States bought $5-9,000 worth out of a
total of $644,000, There are two things to which I
want to call the attention of al the members of this
louse. One is that, for very obvious reasons, our exports
te the United States are largely undervalued. They do not
at ail fairly represent the amount we sell. So long as they
maintain a high tariff, it is the obvious interest cf every
Canadian seller to underestimate the value of the articles
he has to soli, and, as everyone knows, the thing is
habittially and constantly done. In another respect it is
very important that the flouse should know that in the
case of an enormous number of the articles to which I
have called specific attention, there is room for well nigh
unlimited expansion. Given fiee trade, given unrestricted
intercourse, and that trade might assume nearly unlimited
proportions in regard to a great many of thoso articles;
and these are two facts which should be berne in mind
when we are considering the possible development of our
American trade. Now, not only have I shown that, even
fettered and'thwarted and hampered as it is, our trade with
the United States forms an immense proportion of our
total trade with all the world, but I ask the louse to cor-
sider what sort of a market it is that these resolutions of
mine propose to open to the people of Canada. Why, look
for one moment ùt the host of great and growing cities
wbich stud our southern frontier alone-Chicago, Detroit,
Cleveland, Buffalo, Boston and New York. Those cities
wbich I have named, with their environs alono, contain a
population of something like five millions of people who are
the very best customers on the face of the carth. Consider
how conveniently they are situated to our markets. There
is hardly one of all those I have named which is more
than twelve hours distant fron a Canadian market. The
Canadian seller might talik over a telephone with the
American buyer in almost every one of those citiei, Then
look at our railway system. I speak more particularly of
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the railway systen of the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec.
Look at the huge sums we have expended upon it,
and the small returns up to date which tat large outlay
has brought. The returts show that we have about 12,000
miles of railway ail over the Dominion, a very largo per-
centage of which is centred iu Ontario and Quebeo. Those
railways are alleged to have cost $653,000,ii00, and, although
I believe a considerable amount of that is water-as it is
technically called-still I believe our system of railways
represents an outlay, or at :-ny rate would be worth about
8500,00u,000. Now, tr-Jay the gross earnings of those
roads are put down at about $_i,,000,000, the expense of
operating them at over $24,000,000, and it is known that
the amount eturned as the expense of operating then does
not include all that ought properly to be charged to that
account. That $65 i,00o,000 of nominal cost, therefore, does
not to-day on the average pay 1i per cent. on the nominal
expenditure. Give us unrestricted intercourse with the
Urited States, and I tell you that, as far at ail events as
the central Provinces are concerned, you will double the
gross carnings and treble or quadruple the net profits of
these railway s, and froi a very poor property convert
these vast amounts, which have been largely supplied from
abroad, into a very good, paying, profitable investment, to
the great advantage of the people of Canada as well as to
that of the mon who originally supplied the money. Thon
another point. Lot us consider how our population is dis
tributed. We ail krow the natural impediments which
arise to inter-provincial trade. We ail know how con-
veniently the Maritime Provinces, Manitoba and British
Columbia are situated for trade with the United States;
aid how exceeding'y inconveniently they are placed for
trade with the central Provinces. I apprehend that no man
on either side will dispute my position that to the Mari-
time Provinces, at any rate, to Manitoba, to the North-West
Territory, to British Columbia, free and unrestricted trade
with the United States is of the most enormous import-
ance. But, Mr. Speaker, 1 arm coming to the country I
know best-old Canada, from Quebec to Sarnia-how is the
population distributed there ? Why, Sir, it is known to
every man here that nineteen.twentieths of the popu.
lation of these two great Prcvinces is so distributed that it is
literally within five hours rail, on the average, of the
American frontier. Thon consider the advantages of such
a market. Remember that it is one of the most rapidly
growing markets in the world. Within the last twenty-
five years the American market has grown from 30,000,00
to over tC0,000000 of consumers, and it has not stopped
growing. In all human probability before the
next census is taken in 1S90, the statisticians of the United
States compute that the popvnlation will have grown to
something like 64,000,000 or 65,000,000. More than that,
the population, especially the population of the great chies
I have alluded to, is one of the very richest populations on the
earth. There is no population in the world, keen bargain.
ers though the Americans are, no doubt, with whom it is so
desirable to establish free trade relations for the agricul-
turists of any country, as it is with the population of the
great American cities. It is perfectly well known to all
who are familiar with that people, that there are no markets,
I repeat, on the face of the earth, where the man who bas a
firs:-rate article, particularly of food, to sell, is half so sure
of obtaining a first-rate price for it, as in the United States.
Nowhere have I known men who spend so lavishly on thoir
ow-'n personal living and for their own personal comfort, as
net only the great millionaires, but the great bulk
of the population of the great cities of the United States.
And these, Sir, are reasons which make it more and more
desirable to us that we should obtan free and unrestricted.
intercourse with them, se that we can take advantage of
the very great facilities which our natural position, in On-
tario and Quebec more especially, gives us for traling with

those great centres. They are at our very door. We do
not require to make long journeys in order to make the
personal acquaintance of our American customers. A IA said
before, we can literally talk to them by telophone. At the
worst, a few hours' journey by rail will bring us face to face
with them. We have no middlemen to fear in dealing
with the United States. We can thoroughly understand the
market, or it lis our own fault if we do not. -Every merchant,
every man of business, knows what gn enormous advantage
it is to any country that the men who soli should under.
stand thoroughly what the purchaser wants to buy. But,
Sir, I do not know that it would b necessary for our people
to give themsolves the slightest trouble. I remember, and
I dare say there are plenty of gentlemen who remember,
what hat>itually took place under the old Reciprocity
Treaty, during which Canada prospered more than she bas
ever done since. Why, Sir, when we had something ap-
proaching to free intecourse with the United States there
was this curious peculiarity, that the buyer sought the seller
and not the seller the buyer. It was a matter of every-
day occurrence, particularly in the Province of Ontïrio,
that our farmers, during the existence of the Reciprocity
Treaty, were visited daily, and alrost bourly, by American
purchasers, who were ready to buy the apple off the tree,
the crop on the ground, even the very unborn foal, if
the farmer was willing to sellit. Again, I repeat
that there is no market where a man who has got a good
article to sell has anything like as good a chance of
selling it as the American market. Sir, I have been
taken to task on more than one occasion for ver-
turing to say, what I now repeat, that in my poor
judagment, one native born CanaLant was worth more to
this country than any half-dozen imported immigrants, and
I say that without, in the slightest degree, desiring to
reflect on the many good, worthy and industrions mon
who, in time past, have cast in their lot with us. My
opinion always ias been that as a taxpayer, and as a con.
tributor to the development of the country, one native
born Canadian is worth half a-dozen of any other nationality.
Sir, in the same way, one Unitel States customer is worth
to us in Canada, half.--ozen English customers, and half-
a-dozun dozen eustomer et oany other nationality. And what
is truc of theni to us, is truo of us to them. I say that to
the United States the trade of Canada is worth a great deal
more than our present numbers would irdicate; 1 say that
our trade is worth that of many times such populations
as those with which the Americans are now attempting
to open up trade relations in Mexico, or in South America,
or any other of those countries which extend below them,
more especially if we prosper largely. Now, it is a curious
thing-I do not know whether it has attracted the atten-
tion of any members of this House-that after ail we have
talked, after ail we have said about the desirability of ex-
tending our trade with foreigu coun tries, these same trade
returns that I have hore, go to show'in a very remarkable
way, that we have practical ly only two customers, after ail
said and done-and that one of these customers afe the people
of Englaüd and ber colonies, and the other are the people of
the Unitel States. I do not know whether hon. gen-
tlemen have considered the fact; but if they will look at
the returns for 1887 they wl1 see that of our own produce,
Canada, in all, exported $80,96î),000, of which she sent to
the United States, $5,250,000; to Great Britain, 838,750,000;
to the British Colonies, about 83000O,000, and to ail the
rest of the world, $3,800,000-877,000,000 to the United
States; to Great Britain and ber colonies, and less than
84,000,000 to ail the rest of tho world put together. In
1873, to show that this is no mere casual accident, I find
that an identically similar state of things prevailed. Then
our total exports amounted to 876 ,500,000. The United
States bought $36,755,000; Great Britain bought 831,421,-
000; the'British Colonies bought 83,963,000 i all others put
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together bought $4,500,000. So when we trace the course
of our commerce down for these 15 years, we find that it is
literally true, for practical purposes, that we have but two
customers, as yet, of any importance in the world, one the
United States and the other the people of Great Britain and
her colonies. And what is true of exports is truc likowise of
imports. Take 1887; we imported a total for consumption
of $105,639,000 worth. We bought from the United
States, $45,107,000 worth; we bought from Great Britain,
444,962,000. Of $105,000,000 worth, $90 000,000 were
purchased from our two chief customers. In 1873 we im-
ported $127,000,000 worth, and of this we purchased
$47,750,000 worth from the United States, from Great
Britain 868,500,000 worth, or $115,000,000 out of 8L.7,-
000,000. That I contendis a matterof first-rate importance,
for this renson: I have shown the House, that, say what
we wilI, we have but two great customers, Great Britain
and the United States. One admitsour Iroductions without
the slightest let or hindrance: we and ail the nations of
the world in common wNith us have a perfectly free entrance
to British markets ; in the other case, partly by our own
doing and partly by the action of the United States, the
most formidable artificial restrictions are imposed on our
commerce. But still the fact remains that we have but
those two customers. Which of the two is likely to b3
more important to us ? Well, there is an easy test. Twerty
years ago the British population was abo ut 30,000,000
to-day the British population is about 35,000,C00
Twenty or twenty-five years ago the American population
was 30,000,000 ; te-day the American population is
C0,000,01l or 61,000,000. Juidge, then, for yourselves
which of those two countries, situated as they are, is likely
to atiord the greatest possible benefit to Canadian trade.

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

After Recess.
Sir RIGJHARD CARTWRIGH{T. Mr. Speaker, it will,

I do rot doubt, be a relief to the ouse, as it certainly is to
myself, to be able to inforrm them that I do not think IL
will require to tax their attention with any great arriy of
figures from this time out. I cannot but feel that I am
indebted to both sides of the House for the uncommon
patience with which they lis.ened to th( sotnuwhat protrae-
ted array of statisties which it was my necessary duty to
inflict upon them before dinner, Sir, when we separated
I had just completed explaining to the flouse upon what
grounds I based my statoment relative to the movement of
the population, on what grounds it was that I held that
unrestricted trade with the United States would be likely
to develop an enormous volu ne of trado between this coun-
try and that. Ihad also taken the oppoituilty of calling the
attention of the House to the unfortunate failure, from
causes which are patent to all of us, of our attempts to
create any great inter-provincial trade; and 1 had pointed
out a fact, which, I think, has not always been borne in
mind, the great and growing character of the American
market, and the plain and obvious fact that we in Canada,
from our geographical position, are to a very great extent
shut -in practically to two markets only, the markets of
England and her colonies, and the markets of the United
States. Now, Sir, it becomes my duty to consider,
first of all, what classes of our population are likely
to benefit by free and unrestricted trade with the
United States ; or possibly I should say, what
classes of our population are not likely to be im-
mensely benefited by free and unrestricted trade in that
quarter. I will then have to consider the objections
which have been urged from time to time in the pr<ss and
elsewhere against propositions more or less analogous to
that which I have placed in your hands, Mr. Speaker, and
thenI;may.have a few general remarks to make on the
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position in which we find ourselves to-day; but, as I have
said, I trust to be able to spare the flouse for the mos'. part
from a repetition of those necessary but somewhat tedious
statistics which o3cupied the major portion of the previous
discussion. Sir, I think all the flouse will agree with me
in Eaying that, whoever may or may not be benefited by
this proposition, there can really be no ground for doubting
that the whole great agricultural class from one end of the
Dominion to the other will be enormous gainers if the mar-
kets of the United States are thrown open to them. I think,
Sir, that no man will gainsay, least of all the gentlemen
from the Maritime Provinces, that the fishermen of those
Provinces will gain enormously from access to the United
States markets. Surely no man will gainsay, and least of
all my hon. friend beside me (hfr. Charlton), that the lum-
bermen of Canada, ani all the vast interests connected with
them, w ill gain enormously from access to the United S:ates
markets. The miners will gain enormously, the whole vast
number of persons and the whole interests representing,
as I have pointed out, $i00,000,00i or $600,000,000 of
capital, connected with the railroad and transportation ser-
vice generally of this country, wilt also afl gain enormou-
ly by free trade with the United States. Not only that,
but besides all those great classes, collectively, representing
the great producing classes of this Dominion, the
vast majority of manufacturers who gain their living,
ptactieally, by ministering to and ser ving the classes I have
named, must of necessity obtain great increase of prosperity
if you increase the prosperity of the classes L have named.
More than that, I believe, that although a great deal has
been said-fooishy, I think -as to the risk the manufac-
turers of Canada will run in the event of our establishing un-
restricted reciprocity with the United States, I believe that
there are good grounds for saying that all manutactu rers who
deserve to flourish in Canada by reason of their pluck, and
capital, and energy, will prosper likewise enormously if
that great market be opened to them. It is due, I think, t>
the Mail newspaper to say that the energy and enter-
prise which that newspaper, in common with others,
bas displayed, in interviewing the great employers
of labor throughout this country, has resulted, at
least, in showing that those who stand highest in the
opini)n of the peoplo es nanufaturers are quite pre-
pared, if you give thern the United Stites market, toL ake
their manufacturing existence in their bands, anl that they
have no doubt of the successful result. Who do the classes
I have named reprosent, together with the classes who are
dependent upon them ? They represont nineteen-twen-
tieths of the whole people of this country; I might with
truth say ninoty-nine-hundredths of the people ofthis coun-
try, and they will, beyond all dispate, be greatly benefited
if you can obtain free and unrestricted reciprocity with
the United States. Now, another side of the question
to be considered, is, who are the parties who are likely to
lose if we establish free trade with the United States ? I do
not deny that when you introlace any great measure like
this into a country that there will be considerable economie
disturbance, and that some industries may ho injured which
we would like to preserve. That fact 1 do not deny. No
great change ever bas occurred or ever will occur without
inconvenience in somo way, No great change in machin-
ery, for instance, can be introduced without rendering much
existing machinery worthless, and without injuring a certain
portion of the community, but L doubt if any great measure
was ever proposed which was so little likely to injure those
classes of the co mmunity whom t ho bet minda in the commu-
nity would desire to save, as this present one. I can see that
certain interests will be injured, no doubt. I can see, for
instance,that those worthy gentlemen whose proceedings are
now being investigated by the committee presided over by
the hon. member for West York (bir. Wallace), those gentle-
men who are, as I may say, pushing the protective doctrine
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to its legitimate development and evolution-I can wel
conceive that the combines and trusts will have thei
troubles considerably increased, even if they escape thi
hon. gentleman's committee, by free and unrestricte
trade with the United States. I cen conceive, I honestl1
confess, that there are other industries, not very numerou
but important, and some of them possibly dear to hon
members of' this House, which may be injuriously affectec
if this policy should be carried into practical effect. -Ther
can be no doubt of one thing and that is that if this policy
be carried into effect it will mean, for a considerable time
to come, the enforcement of a much needed economy. I
see, for instance, that that devoted and most industrious
band of public servants who act from time to time
as missionaries on the Government's bohalf in
disputed elections, may suffer. They may be dis-
mounted and obliged te go a-foot, and it may be barefoot
too. I say also that there is a danger, and I do not wish to
gainsay it, that the electioneering cornucopia may run dry,
and that if you adopt the system it will enforce, in your
own despite, a rigorous economy. You will have to carry
your bye-elections, or not to carry them, as the case may
be, without promises of piers, and harbours, and post
offices, and railway grants. There is danger, and a serious
danger, toc, that the subscriptions of the manufacturers'
association to certain peculiar funds will grow smaller by
degrees and beautifully less and may vanish altogether. it
is possible, and it is a serious thing, that our modern
Demetrius, and the craftsmen which are with him, may find
that their occupation is gone, and the worship of the great
Goddcss Monopoly brought to naught. It is possible that
the trade profits and emoluments of that valuable class of
men, known as practical politicians, may be very greatly
interfered with. All those things I see are possible if this
measure be put in force, and if, as I stated, strict economy
become, as it inevitably will in such a case become, the order
of the day. Now, I do not deny-I never have donied-
that, looking at the way in which Government has been
administered in this country for many a long day, those are
grave and serions changes, almost of a revolutionary
character, and I can well understand that the venerable
leader and father of this House, like the Duke of Wellington
on a similar occasion, may shako bis reverend locks and
murmur to himself that he does rot see how the Queen's
Government in Canada is going to ho carried on any longer
in bis own peculiar fashion. Knowing as I do how excel-
lently well affected this House has always shown itself to
vested interests, it may be-having regard to the fact that
although those interests are few, that they are very important
and very dear to many bon. and estimable members-that
the House may say that it is better that the vulgar
ninety-nine-hundredths should go on and toit and moil,and, as the reports of the Labor Commission which so
lately sat in Montreal sbow, may starve, and suffer,
and die, for the benefit of those righteous men who earn
cent. per cent, dividends, and who thereafter tithe the
money te keep this best of all possible Governments in
power. This, Sir, is a tolerably correct statement -of the
men, and of the classes, who profit, and who will lose, by
unrestricted reciprocity and free trade with the United
States. The flouse will remember, I dare say, how Ishowed
that there is ground for expecting an unprecedented and
enormous increase of the whole volume of our trade, from
one end of this country to tbe other, enriching
all cave the classes that I have excepted. And
now comes the question, what is it that forbids the
banns ? What are the objections ? What are the reasons
which can fairly be urged by any hon. gentleman against
this proposition ? If I am correct or even approximately
correct in my views as to the benefits which would result
to the people of Canada from the adoption of this policy,what are theobjections which can be urged for the purpose

1 of ke eping asunder twe countries which-I LQay it in no
r spirit of irreverence-God bas joined for purposes of mutual
3 bonefit? Sir, I have beard cerne hon. gentlemen, or the
1 organe of somae hou. gentlemen, contend that, forseoth,
7 however desirablo this thing may be, the consequences of
s our own folly during the past ten or. twenty yeare have

been sucli that we cannot afford to have it; we will ]ose
Irevenue-we have been bled sa much that we cannot
3afford to be cured; for that je the argument. Sir, the
cas isj bad, I grant ; but the case ie net sa bad as
thut. Put briefly their argument is this -they admit,
or somne of them admit, that this thing in itself, per se,

i would be very desirable ; but they teil us thut we
i cannet afl'ord te lose the incomo, which. we derive from

tbe customB duties that wu now obtain from the American
imports. Now, Sir, I do flot suppose thora is any man iu
Canada, certainly not one man on the floor of this fIE use, who

iappreciatos more thoroughly than I do, or who lias doclared
frorn bis place more emphatically than 1, how verygrievoue[y
the whele future of Canada lias been injured, and dimaged,
and mortgaged by what I have repeatedly and justly described
as the insane folly that lias possessed tho people and the
Government of Canada in heaping up their dobt and tax-
ation et the moment when their great rival le reducing
bath. Sir) I arn in the juidgment of Ibis flouse wben 1 say
that no man ever strove harder than did my bon. friendi,
Mrr. Mackenzie, when he was Primo 5linister cf Canada, to
put a check ta that extravagance and folly, and bis efforts
were crowned with a good measure of succass; and it je well
to take this opportunity of reminding this lieuse and the
people of Canada that, if thie be a desirable thing and if al
that stands in our way is the financial difficity, had Mr.
Mackenzie's policy been maintained, and bis Administration
been continued in office, and had the people of Canada desire4
to make an alliance with the United States, there wouli
have been ne financial dfficulty to grapple with. I say,
and I epeak with knowledge, that I could have dene it had
I been leilt in office. I say it would have been an easy task:
for an honeet and intelligent Administration te have kept
down the total expenditure of Canada te 826,000,000 or
$27,000,000 at the uttermoat, and the total taxation of
Canada te 820,000,000 at the uttermeet, and withal ta have
placed baif a million cf the beet settlers in the world in
Manitoba, te their great profit and ours. Now, Sir, I wish
te face this question squarely aLd fairly. £ de noe for my
part at al, pretend te tell this 1[louse that if we ebt'ain
immediately f ree and unrestricted interceurse with the
United States, there miglit net be some temperary incon-
venience accruing te us in the matter of the revenue; but,
Sir, I have this te point eut :This proposition cf mine
does net involve the additien cf one cent or coie farthing te
the burdeiis of the people, but much the centrary. Wo do
net purpose, Sir, as suoe have preposod in discussing
echomes for the future cf Canada, te add many millions a
yoar te our annual oxpenditure. We are net taiking, Sir, at
thie present moment cf raieing *37,000,000 in place of $30,-
000)000. We are simply talking cf raieing 830,000,000, by a
emaîl alteration in the mode cf taxation and by a roadjuet-
ment of taxation in genoral. 1 repeid, iL je possible, though
net by any manner cf means inovitablo or nocessary, that
yen mey have te alter your mcdeocf collection. It is net
in the eliglitest dogroe nocessary that you ishould add oe
penny te the total aggrogate burdons ot the peoplo, but the
ceutrary. Sir, allow me te say that this droad, whethor it
beh real or pretendod, cf a possible receurde fer revenue
te direct taxation, lias always struak me as a meet excood-
ingly weak argument in a case like this. Iu the first place,
Sire non constat that yen will roquire te have any direct
taxation at aIl; lot the Haouse remember that. There je enor-
mous reom for juidicicuis economy in aur proent administra-
tien cf the affaira of this country. I do net say honm gentlemen
opposite cau economise; but, Sir, I think .1 could put my
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hand on members of this House who could effect some eco-
nomy. While we did economise, we got small thanks for
it; but perhaps the people are wiser now. Nay, most
assuredly the people are wiser now; and could we appeal to
the people on a fair division of the constituencies, with
honest returning officers and deputy returning officers,
without the scale weighted against us with grants for
piers, harbors and bridges and railway branches, and,
every form of political influence, then, Sir, I think
hon. gentlemen opposite would find that the results-
I speak for my own Province, at least-will be
as correctly reflected in the Parliament at Ottawa as they
are in the Parliament at Toronto. However, Sir, we will
paso over a point on which I can hardly expect those hon.
gentlemen to agree with me. I desire to point out that the
fundamental fact, for fact it is, on which this whole argu-
ment is based, is this: Give us free and unrestricted inter-
course with the United States, and by that act you enor-
mously increase the whole income of the vast majority of
the people of Canada. You will enable them, and as I be-
lieve almost instantaneously, almost within year and day,
to buy a great quantity of goods which they cannot now
buy, a large proportion of which will be dutiable goods ;
and by consequence there is good and sound ground, if you
admit my preliminary fact to be true, for saying that it is
altogether likely that the remaining taxes willyield quiteas
much as those we now have under our artifieially restricted
system. But bear in mind that no increase whatever is
contemplated ; all that is required is a simple re-adjustment.
It is possible-we will admit for argument's sake-that the
hon. gentlemen are right, and that my contention is wrong
that the people will grow enormously richer and yet wili
not consume more dutiable goods, though I know of no case
in which that case has occurred. We will suppose, for argu-
ment's sake, that we have to face this bugbear of direct tax-
ation-direct taxation, be it remembered, not for al] our
revenue, but a trifling portion of it alone. Now, Sir, I have
to call the attention of the Houfe in that connection to
certain important facts. First of all, no man who has paid
amy attention to this subject will, I think, dare to deny the
fact, which I think is recognised by every political econo-
miat, that direct taxation properly levied takes a great deal
less out of the pockets of the people than indirect taxation,
most of all than indirect taxation, levied as our system of
indirect taxation is levied now. Sir, I desire to say that, in
my judgment, we ought not-I do not think that this Gov-
ernment would dare, I do not think any other Government
would wish-to add by direct taxation one farthing or one
penny to the taxes that now press most heavily on the
agricultural classes, on the fishermen, on the miners, on the
lumbermen, on all the great producing classes in this com-
munity. I shal be prepared to prove in some detail, at
the proper place and time, that among the many faults
with which our system abounds, perhaps the greatest is
this: that under it the hard-working, industrious, thrifLy
man is taxed enormously out of proportion to his earnings;
and I say that withl a system of direct taxation, if you must
have recourse to it (although I doubt greatly whether you
need, with proper econ'my, have recourse to it), that crying
injustice must be redressed, and the respectable, well-to do,
monied classes must be made to pay their fair proportion-no
more should be asked-to the burdens of the country.
This proportion they most assuredly do not contribute to-
day, and never will, under a system of purely indirect
taxation. Further, we should bear in mind, ias these hon.
gentlemen are so intensely desirous of copying English
precedents, that it is the system of the mother country in
a very high degree ; and if that precedent be followed here
two very good results will accrue. First of al], Sir, you
will remove that crying injustice of which I spoke, and by
which the poor man contributes out of all proportion to-
day, out of his scanty means, to the support of our Govern-

SIR RicaAn CtARTWRIHT.

ment ; and in the next place, you will produce this other
admirable result, of giving all these respectable, well-to-do,
monied men a keen practical interest in watching the
public expenditure ard checking extravagance. You will
do more, if revenue must be got by that means-you will
create a sound, wholesome, bealthy public opinion, the want
of which is so great an evil in Canada to-day. I dwell on
that particularly, because I am aware that, at this very
moment, there are certain persons, presumably in the
interest of the hon. gentlemen opposite, who are losing
no opportunity to impress upon the farmers of this
country in particular, that if we get unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States, the federal
revenues will have to be raised by direct taxation,
levied in the same way as the municipal taxes are to-day.
I for one will protest to the uttermost of my power against
any such injustice ; I for one declare here, speaking on my
responsibility in my place in Parliament, speaking with a
knowledge of the subject, that our present system is mon-
strously unjust to the poor man and too favorable to the
rich man, and that injustice ought to be redressed, not by
adding to the burden of the farmer, the laborer, the arti-
sa, the mechanic, the fisherman, the miner, the lumber-
man, but by removing the burdens from these and placing
them upon the shoulders on which by right they ought to
fall. It is almost too ridiculous. Here we are, hure we have
been, adding millions a year to the taxes of this country,
and that without the slighest regard to the permanent wel-
fare of the people; and we are told, forsooth, that although
we nay, without the least injury to the community, add
many millions a year to our taxation, we must net alter
the mode of collection one hair's breadth under penalty of
producing the most terrible results. One is tempted to
remember Oxenstein's old saying : , Quam parva sapientia
mundus gubernatur." Why, if one-g oarter of what I have
heard be truc, the pickings and stealings wrung from h
people by half-a.dozon combines, would more than equal any
sum which it may b3 necessary to raise by indirect tax-
ation. Our sage economists, forsooth, are not frightened in
the least at having run up our taxes in ten years from
820,000,000 to 630,000,000 nominally, really to 840,000,000.
I say again if the resuits were less grave, it would be posi-
tively ridiculous that such an argument should be presented
to us. What does it mean ? We have been so wasteful,
forsooth, that wo cannot afford to become rich. Now, the
argument and the motive of that argument, to my mind,
cover a very transparent fallacy, a fallay so transparent
that in earlier life I would have thought it impossible for
reasonably intelligent men to have been deiuded by it.
But I have lived and have learned.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. I have learned a good

deal. It used to be said: "Surely, in vain is the net
spread in the sight of any bird;" but as Mr. Lowell remarks
in a rather celebrated political ditty of his:

«lThey did not know everythingdown in Judee.''

And most assuredly when King Solomon penned the re-
mark I have quoted, he had never made the acquaintance of
that very remarkable biped the anser Oanadiensis Conservati-
vus. Probably the creature was unknown in Palestine.

An hon. ME BER. low do you know ?
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIfT. An hon. gentleman

asks me, how do I know ? Well, I have not certainly had
the advantage of living in the days of King Solomon, but
I do know well enough the doctrine on which all natural- -
ists agree, and that is, the wild fowl of that particular
species always follow their leader; and I think we know
that their leader's line of flight is not in the least degrce
likely to lead him towards the Boly Land; quite the
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contra:y. His natural instinct would lead him to lower position of isolation; and I say that there is but one flrst-
latitudes and warrner climes-and take his faithful flock class power in the world with whom England can make
along with him - if you wl pardon this little digression. firm and lasting alliance, and that is ber and our kinsmen and
There is another shaft in these gentlemen's quiver. frionds on the other side of the border. 1 have always feît, and
Raving proved to their own satisfaction, first of all, I have not hesitated te express it to English statesmen as wel
that Canada positively cannot afford to spend one dollar to as on the floor of this fouse, that the real problem whioh
gain a pound, having demonstrated that, according to the to-day awaits the decision of England is how, in the firat
dictates of Canadian political economy, it is always more place, by fuir and honorable means-and noother sbouli ho
expensive to pay two cents cash for an article than used- toconoiliate the good-will ofthe poqple of theUnited
four cents on credic, which is about the difference States, and to repair that most atrocions blunder which was
between direct and indirect taxation. These hon. gentle- committed a hundred years -go, and which lad Vo vie-
men, the names of some of whom, to my certain lent collision between the two great divisions of the English
knowledge were appended to a certain remarkable docu- race. That is one problem, and thera is an ther which is
ment, bearing date 1849, have been seiz3d in their later most closely connected and interwoven with it, te the
days with an extraordinary paroxysin of loyalty; and te solution of which I would deire to tend my humble aid,
back their other startliniz propositions they lay down this and that is te add to the conciliation of the goDd-will of the
other possible, if still more startling, proposition : If yon United States, the conciliation and pacification of Ireland;
make the Canadian people rich by free trade with the United and those questions are clo2ely woven together. In
States, if y.ou make them more prosperous, happy and con- this projeot wbich we are now brinrng (orward, if you
tented than they unfortunately are at present, there will be take a brxid view cf the whole situation, if yen remember
great danger to their loyalty. That is the position, in what Mr. Joseph Chamberlain bas taken good care to din
almost so many words. Has the hon. the First Minister into our ears and into the cars of the Government opposite
been studyirg the political testament of that distinguished during bis recent vis!t, if you remenber that the interest of
philanthropist, the late Cardinal lRi*helieu, and come to the England in maintaining friendly relations with the United
conclus:on that there is danger should the pe>p'e wax fat States is Pe vast and se great that it outwuighs very
and kick ? If h3 bas> h will do well to remember what many times the comparatively trifiing profit which she
occurred in France in 1788, utter a century and a quartpr's can derive frin our trado, ten think you will s thoer
application cf Cardinal Richclieu's maximf, and I is gool gronnd for th e, an d that ishradoranmeand
warn him, if' ho prseveres in bis course, homfy find that, by entring into close commercial relations with the
that herr, in 1888, he la nuaring the beginning cf the end. I United States, by establising a tlo;e and friendly inter-
would not have alluded te tîis but that alrealy acrass this course with them, wu wil render te the Empire thoe gratesi
-leuse, ime and again, there bave been fling tauintsto-on, service that any colony or dependoncy evurrondered the th

gentlemen liera, that wa, ftrsoc.tb, are disloyal because we parent State. Lt bas been made a grave ground, it bas been
desire te add greatly te the prosperity pf Canada. I would attempted te b set up as an insuperable ground otobjection,
bave thought that those bon, gentlemen who ton ycaraage that, whun y o propose to enter into a treaty for unrestrited
overrode ail the protestations cf Mri'. Mackenzie and myseit; trade with the nited Stata, yoe must thereby, cf ndcerity,
when we pointed eut te thel that what they were doing discrisminte against English mantifactures and the manu-
was to adopt a policy wbicb was a more servile imitatien cf factures cf ail other countries except the United States.
the American policy, amd which was in direct contradiction Now, that is true. admit that. More than that, I wl
te the settled policy cf the Empire. s say that these men admit that, primd facie, what we propose to-day i a very un-
woutd have donc vell, recollecting what eccurred at that usual thing. will admit-I an in nowi e disposed te
time, te bave spared us ail these disquisitions on the leyalty shrink from any argument which eau b fairly advanced
cf the Opposition. Do we flot recelleet when wu shewed -- I admit frakly that, wenw binmi-dependent state,
thore was dangor in the policy tbcy adeptcd, how we were proposes in a v breat te olta t ie good f the paient
told that, if the so-calîi and mi--allwd National Policy state and admit the goodof a foreigu state free, whie t
was bad for British connectione se mach the worse fer the arne trsne the parent state admits our goodsand
British cennection. These men have net esitated te the good if ther countries f ree, tn the foreigu State
carry eut a policy wbib bas been Largely respn:si hie, in my taxes the good et the parent state very beavily, it is a
judgment, for driving two millions etf 5er Majesty's -orth very unusual thing indeed. 1 grant that it is clean against
American subjucts inte exile, and whieh bas rié,kcd theuas ail formulas. admit that it appear utehreversing
cf ail British North America teotbe Empire. I is timme that the actionm f 100 years ago when England lost haifcf
we shoculd clear cur mind cf cat on this subjet. ( have, this continent hecause she endavtred to tax their geod
and I have as good a right as aRchongentleman te say that wihout giviun theinrepresenttion, and I admit that
I have, the infurest cf the Empire as much at ehart as any w are going a litte far in the ther direction in
tan on th t ide cf the ilouse. I bave cnidord, te the taxing ber goods a and net the goodof the people cf
bast f my opertunitie and te the baut of my ability, the United States. I grant thot this need h explanatiot,
what poliey in this crisis is the bet in the rua iunterets of nd I ar prepared teosay that eacy give rfullexplanation
the British Empire. I know that, in what I now say, I a why, in the interest bf England itsef, this thing hoald be
but expreossing the viewalfysomeof the ablet and higbestdoue.mt think I have stated the case as strongly as bon.
f British statesmo, whon I say that one great peni thatwgentlemen cyn wul dsire. Now, let s fret of ail nek t
oreatens the Broitish Empire tc-ay is thestate cf almos the mterial results whi h will low t eEbgland ehouldthîs

dangereus isolation imto which she bas coe. Wat is discrimination take place, and hfurelet me say wbat ie mo-
br position to-day in the vew cf some cf theablettof ber fviens to aeveryoe who bas given the subjeUta second thoght,
statesmen? plt is thct she bas no a frind in on ahighcltas Nothat, intur peculiargegraphical position towardsthe United
powr in the world teoday. he is at eumity, more or les, Stat, it is perfectly apparent that w cannet bop to gain
wiLh Franee by reason cf ber e .cupation of Egypt and ber free intercourse>nd unrestricted reciprocity with them
control of the Suez Canal; she anet hpe that Grmany without disriminating against the goodedf other coentis,
will raise ber little finger in hur bebaf; she cannot expot unle s and until the Unitid which ane farl adgancer
any hlp from nsitr-lngary ; and who doue net kow that fr e tradm with ail th tworld, in whieh case our prposition
the wndian taxpayer is even now groaning undr the addition- would noet b necessary. Th thing,ogroant, is cf the
a bardons imposhd uponhum for th purpesecf heckin an essence cf the hargain. 1arn t in thediast duree dsa-
ntiipatd Rssian attack on India ? That is a danehrus roue actonoaling that fra, but, se far as the mateial aide

wesh ud laro r idso c n o hi ubet.( h v, hi onien ec ue h ed avrd ota hergod



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 14
is concerned, the practical results of assimilating our tariff
in certain points to the American tariff as against England
have been immensely and I suspect purposely exaggerace.)
In the first place, the fHouse ought to remember that at this
very day our tariff is pretty noarly as hostile to English
manufactures as that of the United States-

Some hon. MERIBERS. No.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Very nearly if not

quite, but let me finish my sentence-and that thee is
very strong ground indeed, if things romain unchanged,
for believing that in two or three years from this date our
tariff will be mach the more onerous of the two. Thon it
is well to bear in mind that, the tariff to the contrary not-
withstanding, England bas always managed to carry on a
large trade with the United States, and especially with the
northern portion of it. If I had the time at my disposa, 1
could advance very good reasons for believing that, suppose
things romain exactly as they are, England would continue to
have a trade relatively much larger with us than with the
people of the United States, and, therefore, the absolute loss
to them would be small. But I return again to the funda-
mental fact on which, as I said, this whole argument rests.
There can be no doubt, I think, that if we succeed in get.
ting unrestricted trade, we shall become much richer, and
if we become much richer there is no doubt that we shall
bay a much larger quantity of English goods than we do at
present, though perhaps not in the same line. I believe
that the result of England giving us a free hand in this
matter, would be simply to make some little alteration in
the character but not in the quantity of the goods she sells
us, and that practically she would lose nothing in a
material point of view. More than that, I know something
of English manufacturers. I may say, by-the-bye, that this
is a difficulty which it will be time enough to face when it
arises. Our first business is to ascertain on what termas
and conditions we can obtain unrestricted trade with the
United States; when we know on what terms
and conditions we can trade with them, thon,
perhaps this difficulty may arise, and that difficulty
will have to be met. But I know something, as
well as the hon. gentlemen, of English manufacturers,
I know they are an eminently practical, bard-
hoaded class of men. I know very well that English
manafacturers, so long as their goods are excladed from
North American markets, care procious little by whose
name the ukase is signed which excludes them, whether it
bears the name of Grover Cleveland, or Charles Tupper, or
Mackenzie Bowell. Sir, you may depend upon it that
English manufacturers, at any rate, are not to be caught
with chaff. They understand that 80 per cent. duty on
goods is 80 per cent. duty, whether it be imposed by an
American Congress or a Canadian House of Commons, and
they do not care very much who imposes it, so long as the
duty is there. Sir, while I speak of these things as regards
the more material aspect of the case, in relation to English
manufacturers, there are other arguments which the people
of Canada may very jastly use toward English statesmen
and the English people. 1 say that the past history of this
country supplies all Canadians, who care to study that his-
tory, with abundant arguments Mr. Speaker, the position
of Canada is exceptional, and in many important respects
anique, so far as regards England. I am not going to dwell
much on the fact that we are more than a colony, ihat we
are a Dominion, charged with the responsibilty of manag-
ing the affair of half a continent, and entitled to claim for
herself greater privileges and greater powers tian should
be granted to any ordinary colony. I do not dwell on
that, but I will dwell a little on certain features in
our past history which I centend give us a right
to claim to be heard in this matter. Sir, Eng.
land is the great colonising nation of modern times.

Sia RicHAan CARTWIrT.

England bas obtained colonies by exchange, by barter, by
conquest, by direct purchase, by voluntary and involuntary
settlem ent, and of aIl ber hundred colonies, England bas
but one, and that is the premier Province of this Dominion,
which was originally taken possession of, and bas since
been beld by men who did not occupy or settie through any
of the ordinary motives that induce men to forsake their
native land and to give up their broad fields and pleasant
homes for the purpose of maintaining their allegiance to
the English flag. Sir, this question is being argued, to
some extent, on the sentimental side, and I am ready for
my friends there. To tell you a profound secret, Mr.
Speaker, which I trust will not go outside the walls of this
House, I have never been able exactly to understand the
very deep obligation under which the people of Canada lay
to England. In point of fact I rather think that the obli.
gation is the other way. I do not think, Sir, that although
we have cherished, I hope we will continue to cherish, the
most friendly feeling toward the parent state, I do not
think far my part, that we are under any deep
debt of gratitude to English statesmen, that we owe
them much, unless, perchance, it may be the duty, as
Christian mon, to forgive them for the atrocious
blunders which bave marked every treaty, or transaction,
or negotiation that they have ever had with the United
States where the interest Of Canada were concerned, froni
the days of Benjamin Franklin to this hour, not excepting
the first and second Treaty of Washington. I say there is
no man bere who does not know that, from the very first
hour that the United Empire Lnyalists took possession of
Ontarioand held it for the British Crown, down to this year
1888, there nover bas been a timo except, perhaps, during
the short paroxysm of the American Civil War, when the
people could not have greatly benefited their material
interests by throwing in their lot with the people on the
other side. We have not chosen to do so, we do not now
want to do so, we desire to maintain our autonomy. On
that point, I am quite at one with some bon. gentlemen on
the other side. But I say that, at this moment, a remarkable
opportunity bas presented itself in which a little skilful
statesmanship and common honesty wouid enable us, at one
and the same time, to obtain a great benefit for ourselves,
and to render a most impoirtant service to the whole Empire,
by aiding to reknit together thoso two great divisions of
one race which were unfortanately sundered by the biun.
dors Lnd incompetence of English statesmen 100 years ago.
Sir, if the hon, gentleman chooses, as I have said, to argue
this matter on the ground of sentiment, ail I eau say is that
a Canadian who understands and knows what his country's
history means, will not find great diffioulty in holding his
own on these grounds. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, I think that
in this matter, supposing that we dismies ail other considera.
tions, and look on it as a pure matter of right, we have some
right to follow the example of England hersoif. No man
knows better than the bon. gentlemau opposite that Eng-
land has always adopted a very different raie and measure,
in dealing with the United States, from that which she bas
adopted in dealing with any country under I Lon. I dare
say that English statesmen could bring forward gool
reasons for their departure from their ordinary castom in
such cases. Now, I arm not bore to criticise ber right to do
what sbe has done, at any rate I am not now criticising the
reasons for doing what she has done, but I say that Eng-
land has not hesitated, as the English plenipotentiary the
other day was good enough to tell us, to give up the
admitted legat rigLhts of Canada for the parpose of conciliat-
ing the good-will of the people of the United States. Si ba
it. We may have to bow, probably we will have to bow.
But by every parity of reasoning, we, under these circum-
stances, are justified in saying to England: We give up at
your behest, for your b nefit, and for the sak of th
Empire, our admitted legal rights, now do you mako
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us a little concession of your admitted legal rights
in a matter in which we do not d 'ny them,
for your benefit and ours, and for the sake of
conciliating the good-will of the American people.
Sir, I said that was the lowest view. I believe that the
great mass of Englishmen who have made investments in
Canada, and notably in Canadian railways, would, like our-
selves, be entirely satisfied if we carried out this proposi.
tion, and I believe that if all English investors in Canada
were polled after having the case properly explained to
them, they would go with us in saying that it was in the
interests of England, that it was in the highest and largest
sense for the interests of the Empire, that we should be
permitted, if we desiro to make such a bargain as this with
the people of the United States. Sir, there is a third argu-
ment, which requires perhaps a little more consideration.
Wo are asked when we make, or when we suggest that such
a proposition be made, not by the right hon. gentleman op-
posite, who bas maintained a most judicious reticence so far
on this question, as far as I have noticed, but we are asked by
some of his followers and myrmidons : What grounds
have you for believing that, if you make this proposi-
tion, the people of the Unitel States will agree?
Wcll, Sir, what I have to say in answer to that
is this: When two men are desirous of making a
bargain, or when one man is desirous of making a bar-
gain for his mutual benefit with another party, the time has
come to enquire and negotiate on what terms and conditions
a mutually advantageous bargain can be made. I say, more-
over, that this is, in a pre-eminent degree, a matter for
the two peoples of the United States and Canada. This is a
thing which, if done at ail, has got to be done in the broad
light of day, not in dirn diplomaic twilight. We know how
the American Executive is constituted and how the Ameri-
can Congress is constituted. Wei know that this thing can
only be done with the consent of Congress, and, practically,
with the consent of the American people, and, therefore,
it is that I have ventured to take, as I have said, the
responsibility of bringing this matter forward on the
floor of Parliament, because I know, and bon. gentlemen
know, that it is not in their power to make an agreement,
behind backs, with the American Executive which would be
in any degrce binding on the American people. More than
that: i say the present moment is eminently in our favor
on coming to the Americans witb some such proposition as
this, ard I have good and fair proof of what 1 state. In
the first place, everybody knows that an enormous reduc-
tion in the American tariff is imminent. Things have
come to such a pass there that the people will insist
on a very great reduction and alteration in their tariff.
In the next place, we have got a very direct invita-
tion, or, at ail events, a very important expression of
the good-will of the man who stands in the highest place
to-day in the American republic, and who I trust for their
sake will continue to enjoy the confidence of his country-
men for a second term. Sir, I note that President Cleveland
in the recommendation which he addessed to Congress re-
specting the Fisheries Treaty after stating the advantages
he thinks he bas achieved, goes on to say :

4 Our social and commercial intercourse with those populations who
have been placed upon our bordera and made forever our neighbors is
made apparent by a liest ot the United Statea common carrers, marineland inland, counecting their lunes with Canada, which was returned by
the Secretary-Treasury to the Senate on 7th February, in answer to a
resolution of that body; and this is instructive as to the great volume of
muually profitable interchange which bas come into existence duringthe laut haif century."1

And then the President goes on to use these significant
words, which coming from so high a source at such a time
can be taken as nothing less than an invitation from the Pre-
sident of the United States to us to corne forward and see
on what terms we can negotiate for unrestricted reciprocity
with them. Says President Cleveland:

"1 This intercourse io still but partially developed, and If the amicable
entreprises and wholesome rivalry between the two populations be not
obstructed, the promise of the future is full of the truite of an unbounded
prosperity on both aides of the border."

Sir, will any gentlemen bero or elNewhere dare to maintain
that when President Cleveland, in an officiai document of
the highest importance, uses such terms as these with respect
to intercourse with Canada, we, forsooth, should bedebarred
by any sense of dignity from responding to an invitation
like that ? I have another, not so formal, and yet even more
important perhaps. I fin I that as long as a year ago, at a
time when there was a danger of hostile collision between
the two countries, MIr. Secretary Bayard, a man, as the
First Minister knows, of the highest rank next to the
President of the United States-a man who is virtually
Premier of the President's Cabinet, a man whose name is
honored and deservodly honored by friend and foe from one
end of the United States to the other-I say that Mr.
Bayard, the virtual Premier of the United States, wrote
a year ago to Sir Charles Tupper in these terms :

" The immediate difficulty to be settled is found in the Treaty of 1818
between the United States and Great Britain, which bas been qestio
vexata ever since it was concluded, and to-day is suffered to interfere
with and seriously embarrass the gool understanding of both countries
in the important commercial relations and interest which have come
into being since its ratification, and for the adjustment of which it in
wholly inadequate as bas been unhappily proved by the events of the
past two years."

And then comes this important paragraph .
" I am confident we both seek to attain a just and permanent settle-

ment-and there is bttt one way to procure it -and that is by a strait-
forward treatment on a liberal and statesmanlike plai of the entire
conmercial relations of the two countri s. I say cammercial because I
do not propose to icclude, however iodirectly, or by any intendîment,
however partial or oblique, the political relations of Canada aid the
United States, nor to effect the legislative independeuce of either
country."

This ie a just, a wise and a statesmanlike proposal from a
man of the highest place and highest character in North
America. Have we not seen within the last two weeks two
distinguished members of Congress, Mr. ButLerworth and
Mr. litt, both republicans, both opposed to the party of
Mr. Sayard and President Cleveland, introducing Bills, one
of which is substantially on the lines of the resolution
I have placed in your bands, Mr. Speaker, and the ther
which goes fur'hcr than, I think, it would be judicious or
wise to go, but bo.h in the directibn of free trade anl
uniestricted reciprocity with Canada. Looking at this
communication wnioh bas been placed in your hands, and
as to which something was said to-night, Icannot but fear
that a grand opportunity was lost by the delay of the
Gfovernment in not endeavoring to settie the fishery ques.
tion a considerable time ago in accordance with Mr,
Bayard's suggestion. Their unhappy procrastination and
unhappy delay I fear has been the cause why this nogotia.
tion was put off tilt the eleventh hour, to the most unfavor.
able moment that could by any possibility be selected, just
on theeve of a presiden tial election, when even ababyinarms
in the United Statea almost could have told hon. gentlemen
opposite that no Government in the United States was free
to deal as it would wish with great commercical questions,
but they are all made subservient to the political exigencies
of the limes. Now, we do not know what passed, we do
not know, aid we will not know, I am afraid, in time for
this debate, what really passed between these negotiators.
We have not got the information, but we have got enough
to see that there were proposals and counter-proposals, but
what followe: is concealed from the Parliament of Canada,
which bas a good right to know. I for one must say that I
attach no sort of importance whatever to the fact that
when Sir Charles Tupper tabled-I beg pardon for speak-
ing of him by name-the very vague proposition which ho
did table, he was told by the American negotiators that
they were not authorised to deal with it. It was patent
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and apparent that they were not authorised to deal with it, twenty years I Fay, that we have not always s acted as
and I beg to observe that, judging by their ovyn action, to warrant us in expecting that the Amoricans will rush
the conduct of the Government had been so indiscreet in at once into our arms whenever we propose a friendly
varions ways as to ronder it excessively difficult, either for treaty for arrangement with them, but 1 do say that
President Cleveland or his Cabinet, however favorable dis- if you go to the United States and make fuir, jast
posed they were-and I believe they were very favorably and reasonable propositions to tbem that th re is
disposed to us-to render it very difficult for thom to mix every reason-and we have, in the statements of their
up the fishery question with our commercial relations at highest statesmen, proof that we will be so received-
that date. You must remember that this matter had been there is every reason to believe ihat we will be fairly and
publicly brought to the attention of the United States Cor- honorably reeived, and that it is in our power to make a
gress, and that the Committee on Foreign Affairs, headed treaty which shah be mutually advantageous, honorable and
by Mr. Belmont, have declared profitable to both nations. I do not gush over the United

"That the motive and purpose have been plainly and openly avowed
by Canada to be, first, the punishment of such vessels because the way disposed to cringe b them. I think I may rem»nd
United States levies a duty on Canadian fith, not fresh, for immediate the buse that the only negotiation during the Iast one
consumption, and, secondly, to coerce the United States to exempt sch hundred years in wbich Canada obtained a tolerable equiva.
Canadian fish from all custom duties, and to enter into other new l
reciprocal customs relations with the Canadian Dominion and New- Int forunr tnesion. Mr. theerzie and acted
foundland." aran unex the merians ll rush

And the Committee on iForeign Affairs went on to add :friend Sir Albert Smith. I takco no shame to admit, and 1
Ilthat this was a policy of threat and corcion, which should have said it before, that for many a year 1 have mado
be instantly and snmmarily deaIt with." Under those cir- it my deliberato nurpoe t do ail that one man could do,
cumstances it was absurd to sy that snytiing could ho al that any man honorably could do, to make friend as
deduced frora the refusai of the Americari commissioner far as I cou d, and to cause my people and the E nglish people
to discuss this question of reciprocal relations upon the to become fierd once more with the people of the Unirel
very bald and brief memorandum furnished us by Sir States. Our position towards wie people of tho United States
Charles Tupper. I repeat one thing which I said beftore bas been vaely changed within the last five and twcnty
but it wiIl bear repetition. Tt must always bc remembered hears, and it is well that this itise souid remember that.
that Canada has a good deal to give as well as a gool deal tive and tweny years a o but a small proportion of her
to get, and in making a bargain with the Unitcj St. tes i population wore in the Unite States. To-day, Sir, tbe
for one would give, very fair and full equivalont.s. I wish United States, i i the most omphitie possible manner, aro
that the treaty should be parfectly and mutnaliy berieficial, bacorning literally flash of our flah and blood of our blood.
t' at for cvety dollar if profit wo mtike ihey shuld I thwnk m y friends nrom the Maritime Provinces and
make a dollar, and that for' etry Canadian who is Quebec probably can aflirm my statement, when tay that
benefited an Amarican should ba bencfitad likcwiise. lt I know whole counties, I know great ragions in Canada
is on sucb a busis alone that a firm and permnanent treay where you cannot find oua single solitary Canadian family
of rcciprocity, or a firm aud permanent arrangement for frce which has not a son, or a daugter, or a brother, or a sistr
aud unrestricted trade can un carried odt. As I have said or sode very near and deMr relative now inhabitiug the
thA people of he Uuited St tes nd naw markts as wel as United States. Ve wihl ast do honor to tho Unite d 1m-
we do. i do ot colend, for ia would ha absuid to con- pire Loyaist traditions if we in our degree contributae to
tend, that Ib tbing sm as important to hem as it ise to us. bring those two grat races togoather, and to rpair u
c s notns important s 60,ud ,000 to have the market of thas way what I have always looked upon as the great
50o0,00, as it is fer 5,00, o re to hav the ma kot blot upon Engidh poicey durint the last century. Now,
ofh,(JOO,000. Test muchis clear. But I do contend, S there as anothor side of ths question. Suppose the
that we bave it in ou' jower to give a full equivalenF, and hon. gentlemen entarsd into those nogotiations i good
banefit quite as many Amoticans bys th arrUngeme t as faith, suppose tiy tried their beSt, and uppose the
Canadians will ho beuefited. I also say that th s is arr- negotiation fai!s, well, ail I cari sey is tlat I -would
phatically ou of those questions in whioh v ery nearly ndvise the people of Canada ii that case to set to
everything depeds on how the qwuestion is )resefteOd to the woMrk and put their bouse ia ordar. If we go on as we are
varions parties te the negotiabion. You may approuch this going now, oui' position wiII soon beiome intolerable as
im you wil in th t hpirit ofostalesren, or you my wpprcach comparad with tho Unitad States. I do not think that
it i the spirit of flukey .ca isu a large questi which hon, gentlemen oppoite have at ail appreciated what th
demands a large treatmeat. iNow, whatevar the rauits United States has done during the iast dozn yeanrs. i do
of Engla d or angiish statesmen may e, have ot think this ouse is at a! awure of the fiscal position
always feit, I have alwnys maitained, that Eng and In which the nite States stand to-day. I have bhtr the

e essntially just, aUnd that when England understand Jast United States Treasry return, and what does it show?
fairly d properly the ground upon whiuh we make It shows, Sir, that the total expenditure of the Unitel
this dlaim thnt England wiIl, I believe, be prepared to States, loiss sinking fand, was just $268,000,000, of whichi
eoncde it. As for the United States, 1 have no doubt 3,500,000 came from miscellaneous recipt, and 233,000,-

that tay have got their faults as we have got our 00) was ail they raquired to ise by direct taxation. Now,
fats, but with ail their fa ts no man can have mixed thoy uollect $120000,000 in round numbers y excia,
muo with the Amaricans without knowing that thy ara and, therefore, Al they require to qisa by customs duties is
tmpbaticahly a great and a generous nation. [ ave heard a bare e114,000,000. Sr, i would h in the powar of the
one mot foolish complaint and most foolish fear expressd United States Sacretary ot the Teasury, if Congresse gave
and i have heard that complaint made by men who oug t him th authority, to ise the wbole of tha cstoms
to know btter, tho complaint that th people and the revenue n pither of these tre ways. we migt maintain
Government of the United Statis, forsooth, arnot prepared th xistin ou o sugar awd impose a very iale inome
to gu h over or to rush into our arme or thosa of England tax indeed, wnd raise al the revenue hewanted ; h mght
at ivery pritty phrasa. do not blame theti for that. As maintain t t px on sugar and impose a very small ad
o lave said I know something of thi history of North valoren duty Hud saise ail the revenue ha wa pted; or ho
America for the past ohe hundsed years and somthi g of mght maintain the pralsnt sugar ai and add specife
tha history of tha dealiugs ot England with th United dutiaes on a very few artiles and make the ret of
States during that interval. fEvn during the last five and ais trade list free, Now I would k. to diret tho
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attention of this House for a few moments to what migh
befall us if the United States adopted such a course. W
have no less an authority than Mr. Joseph Chamberlain fo
saying that if the United States chose to reduce their tarif
materially, they would become a most formidable competi
tor of England in the markets of the world; and if thej
could become a formidable competitor of England, wha
sort of a competitor would they be with our farmers an
manufacturers under such circumstances-we beavily bur
dened with debt and the United States almost free
What, I should like to know, would the hon. gentlemen
do in such a case ? And it is a case which is imminent
a case which may occur at any moment? Will they
go on and heap further taxes on the people? Do they
think they could prevent a mach more deplora ble exoduE
than has occurred ? Now, Sir, if the hon. gentlemen refuse
to act-this ais not a motion of want of confidence; they
have net cornmitted themselves, at least the First Minister
has not, and I do not think his colleagues have committed
themselves, against this special proposition-if they refuse
to act, I ask them to consult thoir own Finance Minister as to
whether I am not right, looking at the result of their fisher
ies negotiation, in saying that a most intense feeling of dis
appointment will pervade the whole of the Maritime Pro
vinces at any rate. An intense feeling of disappointment,
I know, will pervade a vast number of the farmers o
Canada from one end of the Dominion to the other, and I
think there will be a very great and bitter disappointment
on the part of many of the inhabitants of Manitoba and
probably aiso of British Columbia. Now, Sir, it must be
borne in mind that our circumstances within a few years,
not wholly by our own fault, not wholly by the fault of
government, but in consequence of great economie changes
which have been taking place of very great importance,
have been materially changed. Then, it is notorious that
our position, in comparison with that of the United
States, bas in twenty years been reversed, and reversed
enormously to our detriment. Twenty years ago our
taxes were one-third of the taxes of the United States ;
twenty years ago our debt was one-third of the debt of the
United States. To-day, by the last returns I have here, our
debt is two and a hall Limes, as nearly as may be, greater
per head than the debt of the United States ; and the
necessary taxes which the United States requiro to raise
for the purpose of carrying on their governiment are onc-
third less than the necessary taxes the people of Canada
require to pay. Then, Sir, the European market, to which
we formerly looked, is dwindling for us, so far as we are
concerned. We are exposed to intense competition from
eveiy part of the world. On the other band the American
market is growing with immense rapidity, and bas become
vastly richer to-day than it was a short time igo, while we
are stationary arad not even able to keep our own people,
not to speak of the emigrants we bring bere. As I said
before, a great change in the United States is imminent,
and it is our business te prepare to meet it. Sir, let
me review our ecuree for the last twenty years. Can
hon. gentlemen opposite, with the Public Accounts in
their îîandr, venturo to deny that within twenty years our
debt bas trebled, having risen from 873,000,000 or $75,000,-
000 to $230,000,000, and that our taxes have trebled like-
wise, having iisen from 811,500,000 to $30,000,000 ? And
that dces not at ail represent the real increase of taxation.
Can they deny, Sir, that there is proof, absolutely con-
clusivo picof, as far as the greater part of the Do-
rrinion is concerned, that we have lot three emigrants
Out cf every four that we brought here, and one in
foui- of our own people ? Can they deny that there
bas been an enormons reduction in the volume of tade,
until the volume of trade to-day is nearly 50 per cent.
per bead less than it was in 1873 ? Can they deny that
there has ben a very great fall in the pricee of the chief
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t I articles produced by our agriculturists, on whom we mainly
e depend ? What shall1 say of the immigration returns for
r the last six years ? I bave only go; the municipal statistios
f of Ontario to go upon, but whit a sorry story they have to
. tell us. I have the returns of every rural munie ipality and
y of every town and village of Ontario for the last six 3 oars,
t and what do 1 find ? I find that of forty-four counties in
d Ontario, barely three bave increused their rural population
.-more than the natural gî-owth cf the population warrants ;

? cf the remainder, twenty-two are either statienary or have
ngained les than their natural grewtb; and nineteen have
babsolutely lest population. The total gain in the rural per-

y tion cof Ontario, fi-cm 1881 te 1886, is about 13,000 seuls on a
yrural population cf over 1, 100,000. lu those six yea-s we bave
sgained about eue-half cf cno pur cent., acccrding te the

e municipal statistica cf Ontario. 0f 20U towns and villages,
v38 have increasod in sizo more than their natural growtb of
rpopulation ; 91 are stationary or bave less than their

J natural growth, and 67l have lhst population absclutely. 168
eut cf 206 have eitheî- lest absolutohy in population or have
Dgrown leas than the natural growth of population warrants.
-I nced net go over the list et rural municipalities in detail,
-because they show prccisely the same results ; and I amn
-sorry te say that I firîd, frcm information furnished me

within the last f<bw days by my esteemed friend Mir. Blue,
fthe Secretary cf the Departinont of Agriculture, that the
1record for the ypar 1887, is rather werso, if that ho possible,
Lthan theéîrecords foir tho yoars that bave preoded. What
1shahi say cf the comparison between Manitoba and Dakota?

Manitoba and Dakiota started seventeen years ago on equal
toi-ms. EaAh had a whitc population 14,000 strong. In

1about ten years Dakota had added a littie ever- 100,000
te its population ; Manitoba had addod a littlo over 50,000
te its population. In 188 1, Dakcota had 130,000 ; Mani-
toba bhad 65,000. Thon, Sir, we began te spend the
money cf the public by tons cf millions in making
raitronds and premotiog immigration te Manitoba.
In 1886, we iîîd that aftor- spending $100,000,000 of public
money, and per-haps near-ly haîf as much private fande, the
p)opulation of Manitoba bas grewn but 30,000, and, accord-
ing te the last statisties 1 bave been ablo te obtain, in 1886,
lhe population etfiDakota considerabi'y exceoda 500,000.
Thoy have addod nearly 400,000 te their population within
the last six ycars, while Manitoba bas added but 30,00
acccrding te the lat con-,u-, ater un expouditare of
$ 100,000,000. Now, do yeu eali that satisfactery ? If you
de net, thon the time bas cerne te search fer somoe appre-
priate î-emedy. 1 say again that, rigbtly undcrstcod and
fairhy understood, the interests of Canada, and the UJnited
8tateS, and the mother country are really identical ; and
that the timo is cerne, and ia net far distant, wben, ut any
rate the boat, the wisest, and tho mest intelligent mon cf'
ail these ceuntries will realise that if they do tiot réalise it
now. I ar non annexationiat and I do net propose te,
become one. I bave ne desire to e 5car country merged
in the United States, and 1 eau tell the Ileuse that
after conferences with a good many distinguished
Americans, I amn wcIl advised they do net particularly
desire te add te their beavy respensibilities by seoing us
pelitically incorporated with tbem. I have always beld
and declared that I regard annexatien as undosirable. 1
have ne more wish te sec my country merge ber existence
in that cf the great stato te the seuth of' us-altbough I
admire mach in the institutions of the latter-than 1 would
have te merge iny own indîvidual existence in that cf
another man's, because I admire bis abilities or envy bis
great estaeo. We bave a plain duty te discharge. We are,
some cf us, Privy Ceuniilors, and it is our boundon duty
te adviso lier Majasty the Queen cf Canada in the truc
interests cf the peopleofe Canada, whatever those may bo.
Tbat may carry us far. To a vorv considerable extent tho
choice lie& with the people of Canada> te docide whother



COMMONS DEBATES. MARno 14,
they shall continue to fulfil the somewhat ignoble office
that they now fulfil, of being practically, and in fact, a
sort of hostage to the United States for the good be.
havior of England, or whether they will rise equal
to the situation and become a link of union and
amity between the two great English races. Which
is the safer, which is the more honorable, which is the
wiser, which is the more statesmanlike policy ? I have
abstained of set purpose'from alluding to the fiehery question,
except in a most cursory way. I do not wish to animadvert
on the conduct of the English plenipotentiaries in that matter,
but I may take this opportunity of pointing out to the
House, and the First Minister and his friends, that they can
produce no argument to warrant them in asking the people
of Canada to ratify that treaty, except practically this great
argument that it is, in a high degree, the interest of the Em-
pire to conciliate the good-will of the people of the United
States by all fair and honorable means. Aud that very argu-
ment which they will doubtless bring to induce this House
to consent to the treaty, applies with equal force to my
contention that it is in the highest degree for the interest
of the Empire that we, on our side, should endeavor, through
the very proposition I now submit, to knit Canada and the
United States together in a closer and more friendly
alliance. We must rise above the craving for pre-
cedents, so dear to a certain order of legal mind. We
are in a new world, and we own balf a continent in it. It
may be that there is no precedent to fit our case. My pro-
posal is new and so is our sitution, and, Sir, I have to say
if there is no precedent to fit, it is our business to make one.
Hon. gentlemen may contend that the views I express are
not those held, by the majority of the people, at any
rate as they are represented on the floor of this House; but
if these hon. gentlemen could make up their minds, for
once, to depart from their precedents-and if there ever was
a case in which we would be warranted in departing from
precedents it is this-and would dare to submit this
question to the plebiscitum of the people, they know,
and I know that the answer would be decisively in its favor.
They know that an overwhelming majority of the people
would be at our backs in dernanding that no reas'nable
effort should be spared to obtain free trade with the United
States; and if it were possib!o that this plebiscitum should
be voted on by every nativc-born C.nadian in Nortb America,
we would roll up a larger majority in its favor than has ever
yet been recorded in our annals on any vote of any kind
whatever. I do not say, and it is false to asïeet that I have
ever said, that Canada has not made any progress during
the past twenty years. I admit considerable progress has
been made in certain directions. But what I contend for
is this: that the progross bas been partial, inadequate,
far below what the natural resources of our country would
warrant. It is also far below what we made ourselves in
the twenty years before 1861, and as mach below what the
United States made in the first twenty years of their exist-
ence, when their population was equal to ours. I am quite
willing to grant that a few towns have grown and prospered
within the past few years, but I say it is noue the
less true that over many wide areas in this country our
population is stationary and even reiragrade. It is none
the less true that from one end of CanaJa to the ether, Ie
value of farm lands is less to-day than it was six, seven or
eight years ago; it is none the less true that the value of
farm products is enormously lowered, and that our
farmers are exposed to a far moie intense competition
than they have hitherto exper:enced. Great new forces are
coming into existence, the full cffect of whicb we are
only beginning to fleel. There is danger lest Canada,
so Jar as regards our native born population, should sink into
a mere residuum, a country from which the best and most
intelligent of our people are fleeing, not by bundreds or by
thousandF, but by millions. Then·as to foreign immigrants,
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if these statistic eau be relied upon, it is clear that we are
at the same time becoming a mere dumping ground for
the refuse of those whom we import into this country.
It is quite clear we are not growing up towards
the light, and I hold it to be a very miserable
symptom of our political growth, that there should
exist here this craving to hang on to our mother's
apron strings. Under such circumstances, it is our bounden
duty to ascertain, at the earliest moment we can, what are
the views of the people of the United States on this great
question. This is nota question of etiqnette. We bave bere,
to all intents and purposes, the invitation of the President,
and of the virtual Premier of the United States, to go and
treat with them on fair and eaual termsa; and if it were a
question of etiquette, the hon. gentleman is a Shakesperian
student, and he knows that "nice customs courtesy to
mighty kings." If two peoples desire to have a great boon
like this, they need not stand on little paltry questions as to
which shall make the first advance. If we fail, it will
then be time to consider the situation anew. But
I repeat that our real interests are those of Eng-
land, and the United States are perfectly identical,
and will be substantially furthered by this proposition.
In conclusion let me say that I hope that, in this dis-
cussion, on both sides of the House, every man who
speaks will remember that he is here as a Canadian
representative, that ho is here as a trustee of a cer-
tain section of the Canadian people, that our business
here, all that warrants us in being here, is for the purpose
of discussing the welfare of Canada, and I hope that we
will be spared certain stale and tawdry hypocrisies of
which we have heard too much. 1 have the greatest possi-
ble respect for genuine loyalty and for genuine loyalists
wherever I may meet them. Even if they are sometimes
a little wooden-beaded and perverse, the thing is good in
itself that I can excuse a good deal, but there is a certain
class of loyalty, and there is a certain class of loyalists to
whom I cannot extend any consideration at all. I must
say that I have not much respect for 35 per cent. tariff
protection loyalty, or for 35 per cent. tariff protection
loyalists; and I think, if the right hon. gentleman will
permit me to say so, that the First Minister showed that
he appreciated correatly that class of loyalty and of
loyalists in tho famous parable ho delivered a few
years ago, wherein he compared himself-it is his compari-
son, not mine-to a monkey who had stolen into a farmer's
orchard and was shaking down the apples for the benefit
of the herd of swine that woro grunting and gorniandising
below. England can take care of herseif, as ingland has
shown many a time and oft. If the English Cabinet, when
this matter is fully represented to them, as it ought to be,
sec fit to object, it will be time enough for us to take up the
question. ln discussing it, I admit that ail men who think
that this will hurt Canada cither moraily or materially-be-
cause i do not desire to keep the question down to the mere
ground of material interest-have good and fair grounds
for expressing their views, but I say that none cise shouli
be heard oU any pretext in this House, and I say that the
worst foe of British connection is the man who would
attempt to stifie discussion on that ground. More than that,
I say what every one who has thought on the subjset must
know and feel to be true, that, in many important respects,
our position is anomalous and transitional. Na one sur-
posed, when we came together in this Confederatian, stretch-
ing over half a continent, that we were to romain semi-
dependent forever. We are growing in stature, not as fast
as hon. gentlemen say, but still we are growing, and we are
entitled to a larger measure of responsibilities and to a-
larger measure of rights. One thing is clear, that everyone,
as I have said, who thinks twice on the subject knows and
feels, that things are not satisfactory for us in many ways.
Why, even the Imperial Federationists know this. They
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do not know exactly what they want, I grant; they know
still less how they are to get it, i grant; but they know that
there is a want and a lack in our present relations, and
they desire to fill it. 1 have looked at that question long
and often, and, as far as Canada is concerned, I see no way
out for them, I se- no way of our becoming a valuable
member of a British Fedoration save only on one considera.
tion, and that is that yon broaden your base and take care
that yon unite yourselves with the United States in the
bonds of a firm and friendly ali ance which is not likely to
be broken, and there is no.way in which that is more likely
to be done than by greatly increasing and promoting the
trade between the-two countries. In mutual advantage and
benefit the surest bond of union will be found to exist, and
I believe that Mr. Goldwin Smith was eminently right in
saying that it was an idle and silly delusion to say that
either England or the United States profited by the great
struggle of the last century, that it was a thousand pities that
the violent collision took place, and I know that not only Gold-
win Smith expresse-1 those views, but that they were held
by the greatest and best of the Americans of that day, by
men like George Washington himself, by mer like Alexander
Hamilton, by mer even like the Adams, though they'had
strong republican leaningse; that they wore held by many of
the best thinkers of the last century ; and that these are
the v iews which are held by the best and wisest Americans
of the present time, and those were substantially the views,
as their correspondence and records exist to prove, which
were held by our own United Empire Loyalist forefathers,
who did not desire to see Great Britain tax the colonies fori
her own benefit, but did desire to testify to the groat:
and grand idea of a united British Empire and a unitedi
British people all over North America. It is idle for any
human being to rise up and tell this House that, when we
have lost a number equal to half the whole. population that
now remains, thinge are satisfactory with us. There is not
another country, except perhaps Ireland, that has sustained
so heavy a bleeding as we have doue during the last few
years. I say the time has come when CAOada may justly
claim the right to make her own commercial treaties. I sayi
it is for the interest of the Empire that she should have(
that right. These things at any , ate are perfectly clear. Iti
is quite clear to any one who will parefully study those
trade returns and will study the figures which I submitted
before recess, that the United States market, if it were onlyj
made free, is worth more than twice over to Canada that of1
all th rest of the world put together. It is perfectly clear that(
it is the only market open to us for a great amount of our(
own productions. It is perfectly clear to me-it may1
not be to lon. gentlemen oppoite-that our positionî
relatively to the United btates may become intolerable, andt
that there is need of present action in this regard. If we1
do nothing, and the United States set wisely, we may1
prepare-farnmrs and manufacturers alike-for a very1
severe competition for a great and ineceasing exodus, and
for very great and inoreasing dissatisfaction among oar:
varions Provinces. I mut not be misunderateod. I do net î
say that there are no other expedients pessiklb.for us, bat t
wha4 I de say is that the expedient I now propose for thei
consideration of the flouse is the surest, the simplest, andj
the easiest expedient open to as; that it commends itself 1
in a very high degree to the, instincts of our people, asa
has been unmiaakably shown ; that it is in itseolf a fair, t
juat and reasonable proposition; thatit is bout for us, best 1
for the whole Empire, best for our kinemen and neighsbors t
on the other side of the line; and, believing that that it is so, t
I beg to move the resolution ef which I have given notice. t

Mfr. WHITE (Cardwell). Mr. SpeakerI have frequently t
listened to the greater part of thehon. gentleman's speech,1
delivered here this evening, but I ceWfeus that on no formerf
occasion have I beard him deliver it with greater weakness,
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if he will allow me that expression, than he has done to-night.
During the earlier part of his speech, the hon, gentleman
dwelt almost exclusively upon the statement that this
country has not been progressing. The old story of loss of
population, the old story of loss of trade, the old story that we
are not progressing as we ought, was repeated ad nau8eam.
It appeared so well to please him that, although ho dropped
it from time to time in order to go on with the subject
which is more particularly before us, the House will remem-
ber that he invariably fell back upon the same old state-
ment, the same old Jeremiads of ruin and docay for this
country. Sir, I cannot do botter than give to the hon.
gentleman the advioe which the leading organ of his own
party gave him, and gave to this country-if, indeed, the
Toronto Globe may now be called the leading organ of hon.
gentlemen opposite. Only a few weeks ago the Globe said:

'1Distrust all figures professing to show that Canada has retrograded
instead of advancing. Eschew association with the teachers of despair.
Old men who, with worn-out powers, assert that national suicide is the
only course to national salvation, may be excused by considerations of
their aenility, but young mn who ech their doleful refrain can never
seemn otherwise than contemptible."1

These, Mr. Speaker, are not the words of a Tory newspaper,
or of a Tory publie man; they are the advice given to the
young men of the country by the leading organ of hon.
gentlemen opposite, and I commend them as the best pos-
sible answer to the statements that we have beard to-night.
I think we have a right to complain, also, that the hon.
gentleman was not as distinct as could be desired in his
statement of what his resolution really means-whether it
is commercial union that we are to have, or whether it is
unrestricted reciprocity, which would leave us free to deal
with other nations as we thought proper. That was not
very definitely stated by the hon. gentleman, unless, indeed,
we take one sentence in which ho suggested that the
position taken by Mr. Hitt, a niember of Congress, embodied
principles which went rather further than ho would
desire to go. But, Sir, what is it that has led to the sndden
discovery of this panacea for the ills of Canada? What is
it that has brougbt us, in this Session of Parliament, to dis-
cues a question of this kind as the only course which offers
to us any assurance for the future well-being of Canada ?
We can remember that, although the question of a Recipro-
city Treaty is an old one, so far as hon. gentlemen opposite
are concerned, and so far as any public man in Canada,
having the responsibility of a public man upon him, is con-
cerned, until the last few months, we never hoard of this
question of commercial union, or the question of unrestricted
reciprocity, as a remedy for the ills which are alleged to exist.
Sir, ail the statements made by the hon. gentleman against
the policy of the Governmont were made over and over again
before the last elections-aye, I may say that before the elec-
tions which preceded the last, ail those state ments were made.
When we came to the last eleotiong tha two parties faQed
the electorate, noninally at any rate, upon distinct issues.
The late, leader of the Liberal party went through Ontario
and delivered speeches which, for elaborateness of prepara-
tion, for devotion to .detail, have, perhaps, nover been
exceeded by the speohes delivered by any other public
man in Canada. They form a volume which I hold in my
iand. And yet, Mr. Speaker, what will hon. gentlemen
say when I tell them that in the whole of these speeches,
the only reference to reciprocity is embodied in two single
lines of type, delivered, first at Welland, and nest, if I mis-
take not, at Malvern. The hon. gentlemen pledged themselves,
through their leader, to a particular course in the last elec-
tions.- I have the pledges bore, and it is worth while
reading thcm, delivered by their late leader. He delivered
them, remember, not as an ordinary citizen, but as the
leader of the party, speaking for the party, declaring him-
self to be authorise4 to speak for the party, and what did
he say ?
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Il spoke in 1882, I spoke a few weeks ago in Toronto, I speak now as

the leader of the party, expounding on AIl questions of principle, not
merely my individual views, but the common sense, as I understand it,
of the great body of the party, the general lines upon which the party,
as a whole, would act, if entrusted, as they will soon be, with power."

They were not entrusted with power, and they are now
acting upon different principles from those which they
pledged themselves to the people of this country they
would act upon, if they were entrusted with power. He
went on to say:

" What I have said, and am about to say, on ail questions of vrin-
ciple, you may then take as authoritative, to whatever extent a leader
has authority, and so far from there being divergence, I ean as sure you
that there is, in my belief, a general concurrence of sentiment between
us, including Sir Richard Cartwright, whom I name only because our
adversaries delight to represent him as holding other views."

Then, Sir, what more did he say ?

" We have no longer a large surplus to disp )se of. We have a large
deficit and a greatly increased scale of expenditure to meet, and it is
clearer than ever that a very high scale of taxation nust be retained,
and that manufacturers have nothing to fear. I then declart-d that any
re-adjnstment should be effectel with due regard to the legitimate inte-
rests of all concerned. In that phraee, 'all concerned,' I hope no one
will object to my inclnding, as I do, the general public. In any re-ad-
justment I maintain that we should look especially to such reduction of
expenditure as may allow of a reduction of taxation, to the lightening of
sectional taxes; to the lightening of taxation upon the prime necessaries
of life, and upon the raw materials of manufacture, to a more equitable
arrangement of the taxes which now bear unfairly upon the poor as com-
pared with the rich, to a taxation of luxuries just so high as will not
thwart our object by greatly checking consumption, to the curbing cf
monopolies Cf production in aises where, by combination or otherwise,
the tariff allows an undue and exorbitant profit to be exacted from con-
sumers, and to the effort-a most important point-to promote reciprocal
trade with our neighbors to the south "

And that, Mr. Speaker, is the only reference in this whole
book setting forth the policy of the Liberal party-that is
the only reference whatever to the question of reciprocity.
I notice that hon. gentlemen opposite smile ; I notice that
they think they have something because the term recipro-
city is used here; but how do they reconcile this principle
of reciprocity, if it be unrestricted reciprocity that was
meant, with the promise that the manufacturers have noth-
ing to fear, with the promise that the tariff cannot be ma-
terially reduced, with the promise that our large expendi-
tures will require a high tariff to be maintained, while their
policy to-day as announced is that the tariff is to be abolish-
ed altogether, in so far as the trade between our neighbors,
our great competitors, and oureolves are concerned. I find
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blake) went on further to say :

" No man, I care not how convinced an advocate of absolutely free
trade for Canada he may be, has yet suggested, no man I believe can
suggest, a practicable plan whereby our great revenue needs can be met,
otherwise than by the continued imposition of very high duties on goods
similar to those we make or can make within our bounds; or on the raw
materials. I invite the most ardent free trader in public life to present
a plausible solution of thie problem; and I contend that he is bound to
do so before he talks of free trade as practicable in Canada. I have not
believed it soluble in my day; snd any ch-ince of its soinhilit>-, if sny
chance there were, bas been destroyed by the vast increase tf our yearlv
charge, and by the other conditions which have been created. The
thing is removed from the domain of practical politics."
And yet within a little over one year from the day when
that speech was delivered and that pledge made, as indicat
ing what would be the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite,
if their anticipations had been realised, and they had occu.
pied these Treasury benches, we have a three and-a-balf
hours' speech delivered in this Houie for the purpose of
shcwing us that free trade is not only practical but is abso-
lutely essential if this country is to escape the ruin which
threatens it. I might go on quoting other pa'sages Irom
that speech, but I will not detain the House longer. I
might point out where the hon. gentleman declar ed that
the idea of direct taxation was absurd, was not even to be
thought of, and could not be thought of in connection with
our affaire in Canada; but I have read enough to show that
in assuming the position which hon. gentlemen opposite
bave taken to-night, they have entirely changed their
position from that which they occupied when appealing

MA. WHITE (Cardwell).

to the people a little over a year ago, and I think
they are b3und to show that our condition bas so changed
since that time as to justify that remarkable change of
position on thoir part. One might speculate, but of
course we will not do it, that it is not so much the
interests of the country as the necessities of the party
that have causod this change. They had been taunted by
their own friends, as well as by their political opponents, os
being a party without a policy. They had been taunted
with being a party of negations without any positive idea
to submit for the acceptance of the people, and as they were
beaten at two elections and as bye-election after bye-election
gave the same record and the people showed thoir confi-
dence in the policy represented by this Government, hon.
gentlemen opposite have made up their mind3 that some-
thing new is required, and they submit a policy, not a
policy which this Government could carry ont if they would,
not a policy which those hon. gentlemen could carry out if
they were on this side of the House, but a policy dependent
upon the action of a foreign Government without whose cor-
sent nothing could be done. So that after nearly ton years
cf Opposition, after ten years of groping atter something
through which they might appeal to the people, hon. gentle-
men 'have come down to a policy which is a safe one for them
because they could not adopt it if they were on the Treasury
bouches, and the adoption of which depends entirely on the
action of a foreign Government. They have come with a
policy for the United Siates for the acceptance of the people
of Canada. That is the position in which we find bon.
gentlemen tc-iy. Sir, this question of reciprocity is an
old question. Both political parties in Canada have been in
favor of it-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WHITSE (Oardwell). Both parties have been in
favor of reciprocal trade in the natural productions of this
country; both parties have been in favor of reciprocal
trade, in so far as that reciprocal trade can be carried out,
having regard to the great industrial interests of this
country. What las been the bistory of negotiations in
the duection of reciprocity ? The Treaty of 1854, corn-
monly known as the Elgin Treaty, wae, if I mista<e not,
negotiated under the direction of the Liberal-Conservative
party, the McNabb-Min Government being in power at
that time. The treaty was denounced at the very fitst
moment it could ho denounced by the United States. Fiom
that day to this, this Government, both parties I may say
in Canada, have been ready to enter into negotiations for a
fair interchange of the commodities of the two countries.
In 1874, the late Government sent Mr. George Brown to
Washington, and ho and Mr. Fish drafted a treaty, which
was going to be, in the opinion of every one who
favored it, of great advantage to Canada. What was the
fate of it ? It deait not only with the natural productions
of the country, but also with a considerable line of manu-
factures. It went even further than that : it ensured the
Americans the use of our great publie works. It went
further than that : it obliged the people ofCanada to build
a new canal, commonly known as the Caughnawaga Canal,
which would give easy access for the lumber of the west to
the American market. . And yet, in spite of the great
advantages to be given to the United States by that treaty,
in spite of the fact that it went as far as the people of this
country could possibly go in negotiations of that kind, what
was the result of it ? Why, it was simply hung up in the
Senate, denied even the courtesy of a reference to the ordi-
nary committee, and from that day to this all efforts to get
a Reciprocity Treaty with the United States have failed,
What was the position of the hon. gentleman at that time ?
Why, I find that the hon. gentleman who has addressed the
House at such great length tc-night, when addressing a

meeting in Charlottetown, dealt with this subject. He said:
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" They say we must have reciprocity, and we cannot live without it terms of annexation itsolf. That was the position taker
as a Dominion. I take exception to that statement. While reciprocity at that time in confection with this question. What is
is desirable, we are not in such a state of subjection to the United States
that we cannot live without it. We have men and ships, and 'will Meant by this question of commercial union? I take
carry the war into Africa.' We will find new markets for ourselves, the opinions of those who may fairly ho assumec
and eut them out. There is nothing better calculated to prevent the
bringing about of reciprocity than to tell the Americans we cannot hivaj beut aUyrate, the best authorities upon that subjeet
without them. It would induce th-m to believe that they had the We would neyer have heard of it, apparently so at any
power to drive us to their own terms." rate, had not Mr. Erastus Wiman, a gentleman of grea
I shall not make other quotations as I might make them to influence and of great ability in the United States,
show that this was the current of public opinion in this Canadian by birth and I believe stili a Canadian by allegi
country at that time. I do not quote this with the object auce, took it into bis head, having plenty of Jisure on bi
of putting the hon. gentleman in cortradiction to himself. haJds, to core to Canada and carve ont a policy for the
I quote it as I might quote extracts from the leading organ people of this country. le did the constituenoy of Gird
of that party at the same time, to show what was the weIl, which I have the honor to represent here, the kindness
current of public opinion then, which was that, having to make his first début on that question there, and fron
made every effort that we possibly could make to secure that day to this le bas, in the press and in publie meetings
reciprocal free trade with our friends on the other side of said a great deal upon tbis subjeot, so that he bas core t
the line, so far as we could do it consistently with the be recognised, if not the leader of the Liberal party at
interests, and welfare, and revenue requirement of this toast the leader of this particular policy of the Libera]
country, we ought to go on and develop our own inter- Party. It seems to me that in any discussion of the ques
ests and our own destiny in our own fashion. Now tion in this country we should know proisely what is con
what did this Government do ? Under the Act of 1879-an templuted by this soheme. Now what does Mr. Wiman
Act which embodied the mandate of the people at that saY? Writingto the Âmerican pre on this subject ho
time-commonly known as the National Policy Act, we
incorporated a clause which gave to the Governor General IlThat by the operation of a uiiform continental tariffequal in heigh
in Council the power practically of entering into a recipro- to that always prevailing In the United States, the goods and merchan

cal reay fo th fre inercang of rodctsbetween this dise of ail foreigu countries, including Great Britain, would b. discrlm-
cal treaty for the free interchange of products t iated aganet in favor of American manufactures."
country and the United States. That Act is on the Statute- Then S
book to-day, and it romains there an authority to the Gov- , rin a erwhich ho dresse to a leo
ernment, whenever the United States will show any ispo- ed in the Mai ho said
sition to moet us, to enter into freer tradorelations
with then in so far as we can do. I think I may fairly That as againt ail te reat of the world the sane rates of duty

say, therefore, at our reord in the past, at any rate, ishould be collected by Canada as are now levied by the United States
saytheefor, iat ur rcor inthe tls, a anyrat, ~while between those twa countries of North America the cuitoms unE

such that the peoplo of Canada cat iay to our frionds on11hould be compietely ubliterated, iu other wurds. the proposition je tha
the other side et the lino:1" We are rcady to consider the aruund ho whole continent of North America the customs âne ehoui

question whenever you shall signifiy your decision for such exist and have precisely a uniform height."
consideration; we are ready to consider with you the bost Now, what dees that involve? I take a leading news-
means of promoting the free interchange of such products paper of the western States, and the Chicago Times Ilthinh
in this country as we can exchange with you, having regatd eay ho considered the leading newspaper of the wester
to our great interes'ts ;" and unii the people of the United States, as giving a statement or what that really involves.
States are so ready, the history of the past clearly shows lire 15 what the Times says:
that the true policy of Canada is to act upon the principle I"This proposition implies a compltenrrender by the Dominion
laid down by the hon, gentleman himsolf in the extract Parliament to the American Congres@ of ail control of the principal
which I bave just quoted, that is, to work out our own source of the Dominion revenue-the tarif. Whatever itmay please the
destiny il our own way. This question, however, of Corr- America (ongress to do regarding the tarif the Dominion must f0rth.

mý-r ja Ua7n ù cfurirstr(ýtd reiprcit-i h luter ith accept. 'J'ie people ofthtie Dominion would have neither a vote
mrcal Uon or f unrstried reipociy-o latter avoceiashgton under the propose Commercial Union.
tern being apparontly a modification ot the former prir- Thon Sir, the saine paper ays further:
ciple -is not altogother a new one. In 1871, I had myself
the privilege of being present at a meeting of the National Not only would our Congrese prescribe and change at pleasure thetaxes exaetedl rom the peuple cf Canada, but Our eXecutive officers and
Board of Trade of the United States, in the city of St. ur courts would make ail the rulinga'id decisione affecting rates for
Louis, and on thatt occasion tbe chairman of tbe Cnadian the Dominion as weil as for the United Stateho
delegation, the le lIon. John Young, consented to a Again willmquote another extract from the same paper:
smeeme for uerestricted reciprocity or commercial unione
But there la ihis fact to ho remember, d in connection with "If the Dominion wil take our tariyf law as they are, and asCon-

gress may ohoose to modify them, and as our Treasury Departiment and
that: Mr. Young, as everyone knews, was lt favor of courts may coostrue them, weIl anu god. This country may agre te
the separation of this country from the mother country, ue wn arrangement as that, but itwill neyer agren to accept te
lu order that wo might enter into Lpul an arrangement. Dominion law , or to put tse whole business of arif-making ont of

Ongrees, or lnto the band t ysome joint hig commission. unies,

Rance, tookeit into hisSheaduhaving plenty of teisure on hi

therefore, the Dominion is prepared to make a complie and unco -
Mcntreal, and in the press wben ie dispussed this question, ditional surrender of aoi contro over its own tarif, and cept what.
that witbout independonco, we could net enter into arrange- ever tariffounr own <iongress may choose to enact froin t"me te time,
mente of ibis kind, and that, therefore, as preceden o th.ewcheme of Commercial Union, in the saene in whih that phrase s

toed lae isl onrt dout qeon."a usinthradfo

stch an arrangement and for the purptse of bringingi shehsin

about sncb arrangement, the trne interess of Canada Bat Mr. Speaker, have an extrat from a spech by a
lay in ber separation from the mothbr country. Did gentleman whose opinion on this subJe t is, perbeap, to us
any public man ln Canada, haviug the responsbdlity of l this leuse, of stil more importance, because ho speaks
a public manu upo)n hm, sanction that view at thut limep? with the seesponsibihity of a Canadian publie man, and a
.No. Athough Mr. Young was a prominent Liberal, a,- leading an distngushed member of bis wparty. Ire-
though lhe was a strong supporter cf the Liberai party, fer to the bon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
althowgh ie was a man cf great influence, wbo had been a who, at Jarvis, during the Haldimand election dehivred a
Ministeèr of the Crown, the Toronto Glbe, thon edited by speech in waictlwy p delared for Commercial Union mWhat

-the late Hon. George Brown, denoneed hini and denouneed theon, Sgentleman said, will admit, differs xilsone
bis proposition as ntterly opposed to the best interest " of respects afrom the suggestion or hint of the hon, gentleman
this oountry and as impossible of fulfllment, except on who bas spokento us to-night; but h t oink w have 
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right to assume that a speech delivered so recontly, and by
a gentleman occupying so distinguished a position as th
hon. member for North Norfolk must be held to embody, a'
any rate, the views of a cansiderable section of his party
ie said:

"It was simply a custome union between two or more independen
states where a common tariff and excise laws were adopted, and the
revenue collected, after deducting expenses of collection, was dividec
among the participants upon the basie of population, or any other basio
that might be agreed upon, while all trade restrictions between them
were removed. The application of the principle between Canada and
the United States would require that the two countries should have the
same excise rates and the same tariff upon imports from all other
countries ; that the revenue thus collected in both countries should bs
divided upon conditions hereafter to be arranged ; that the cuitoms line
between the two countries from ocean to ocean should be removed, and
that trade between Canada and the States should be in every respect
as free and untrammeled as trade between the different States of the
American Union was at the present moment."

That is a statement of the case as submitted by the hon.
member for North Norfolk, and I am bound to say-and
I think this honorable House will agree with me-that in
directness and clearness of statement it is far preferable to
the speech to which we have listened to-night from the hon.
member for South Oxford. Thon, Sir, we have a still more
important authority in this case-the authority on whose
support and assistance hon. gentlemen depend for the
realisation of their hopes. What is it that is proposed in
Congress to-day. Mr. Butterworth introduced a Bill, and
that Bill was submitted to the proper committee of the
House of Reprosentatives; but, although we are not in the
secrets of that committee, although we do not know what
was done there or how it happened, what we do know is
that Mr. Hitt afterwards introduced a resolution to the
louse of Representatives which was submitted to the

same committee, and that Mr. Butterworth tolegraphed a
practical abandonment of his own scheme and the adop-
tion of the scheme embodied in the resolution of Mr. Hitt.
I have not the resolution itself, but here is a Washington
despatch giving the substance of it:_

"1WAsHINGTON, 5th March.
"lu the House of Representatives to-day Congressman Hittintroduced

a joint resolution for the promotion of Commercial Union with Canada.
it wa.ereferred to the Committet on Foreign Relations. at provideathat

when it shall be duly certified to the President that the Government of
the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to establish Commercial
Union with the United States, baving a uniform revenue system, like
internal taxes to be collected, and like import duties to be imposed on
articles brought into either country from other nations, and no daties
upon trade between the United States and Canada, he shall appoint
three commissioners to meet those who may be likewise designated to
represent the Government of Canada te prepare a plan for the assimila-
tion of the import duties and internal revenue taxes of the two countries,
and an equitable division of receipts under Commercial Union, and said
commissioners shall report to the President, who shail lay the report
before Congress."1

Now, that is the only proposal before the Congress of the
United States to-day, and I think we have -a right, therefore,
to ask hon. gentlemen whether they are prepared to aecept
that proposal, or if they are not, why they should, in view
of the past history of this question, trifle with the time of
Parliament in discussing this matter. Now, Sir, this does
not mean un restricted roeiprocity, because Mr. lHitt, in a
letter to the press says :

"The tariff would have to be the same in Canada and the United
States, or there would be infinite fraud and disturbance of trade."
So that you will see that upon that question Mr. Hitt
speaks with no uncertain sound, and that the only pro-
position which comes from anybody in the United States is
a proposition for a union or a reciprocity differexit, I take
it, from that which is embodied in this resolution, although
the same as that which, up to the time-the hon. member
for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar), wrote his letter to Mr.
Wiman, was accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite, includ-
ing the hon. member for South Oxford and the hon. mom-j
ber for North Norfolk. The change came suddenly. Thei
hon. member for West Ontario-the power behaind thel

Mr. WMT (Cardwell.)

y throne under the late leader, and lassume the power behind
e the throne under the present leader as well, if we may
t judge of the wonderful effect of that letter--wrote to Mr.

Wiman, to say that the people of Canada wre so enamored
of the term "custom houses," that they loved the.existence

t of the custom bouse so much, that the proposal which
e suggested the abolition of the custom houses along

the line would not likely meet with general support in
Canada; and, therefore, he suggested that we should have

d all the advantages of Commercial Union plus the expense
of keeping up the lino of custom liouses between the two
countries; and that is the proposal we have here. Now,

e Mr. Speaker, what does this proposition which is submitted
to us involve? In the first place, I take it that it involves,
as I think I have shown, similar customs duties to those
imposed by the United States against all other countries in
the world except the United States; and I take it, not-
withstanding what the hon. gentleman has said, that that
practically means separation from the mother country.
Now, I am not going to raise the loyalty cry in any sense
whatever. I accept the suggestion made by the hon.
gentleman that we should deal with this question from the
standpoint of our own interests, that we should deal with
it as it affects Canada; and I donot feel disposed, therefore,
at this time to raise the general question of loyalty to the
mother country, and the danger and ingratitude involved
in the separation from the mother country. But I think it
is important, when we are discussing the question, that the
facts should be stated, and let the people draw their own
inference and their conclusion from those facts. For anyone
seriously to pretend that this country should remain con-
nected with the mother coun try, after adopting a principle by
which we became commercially a portion of a foreign nation,
and charged against the mother country the same cduties
that foreign nation charged, seems to me to ask people to
believe that which no reasonable person can very well
believe. So that we must take the proposition as meaning
separation from the mother country. I doubt very much
whether a high spirited people like the people of Canada
would be mean enough to accept a continuance of the con-
nection under such conditions as would be involved in that
arrangement, even if the mother country were generous
enough to consent to it. Then, Sir, it affects our finances
seriously; and I think you will agree with me, that, having
regard to the fact that the hon. member who bas addressed
us at so great length to-night is an ex-Finance Minister,
whose specialty it is to deal with finance, the flouse bas
reason to complain that upon that branch of the subject he
was not very distinct nor very clear. Now, Sir, let us look
for a moment at how we stand financially to-day. Our
expenditure for the fiscal year of 187, amounted to $35,-
658e000. Of this,

The charge@ où debt amounted to,................ $ 9,970,671
Subsidies to Provinces ...... .. . ....... ...... 4,169,341
Sinking fund.........................'. ..... '.. ..... , ...... -1,592,952
-Colleution of revenue.....................8,375,916

Total.............. .................... . $24,108,890

,Now, I think the House will agree with me that these
are charges that no Commercial Union, no unrestricted
reciprocity, would enable us to escape. They are the
fixed charges of the country, and cannot be got rid of
in any way whatever. Then we have the charges for other
expenses, a little over $11,500,000. Flow are these met ?
Civil Government, $1,211,850. It may be, if hon. gentle-
men opposite were on this side, they might possibly take a
few hundred dollars off that, or they might not. I think it
will be found on examination, espacially if you look at the
Estimates, for instance, of this year, where hardly an
increaso bas taken place except the ordinary statutory
increase, that the expenditure under this hoad cannot very
well be reduced. Adiniitration of Justice, J671,114. That
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is an item which cannot be reduced. Fisheries, the pro-
tections and bounties to fishermen, 8415,443. I do not
know whether hon. gentlemen opposite will abandon pro-
tection to the fisheries or the system of bounties to fisher-
men; but unless they do so that item cannot be reduced.
Then there is the expenditure on the Indians in the North-
West Territories, 81,201,301, and in view of the fact
that the only complaint we have from hon. gentlemen
opposite is that we permit the Indians to starve, that we do
not give them enough food, and, therefore, do not expend
enough on them, I do not think that is an item that can
very well be reduced. Legislation costs us $77,:302. That
cannot be reduced. Militia, $1,193,692; Lighthouse and
Coast Service, $572,811 ; Mounted Police, 8781,644; Peniten-
tiaries,$311,267; and Public Works rather under $2,133,315
-or in ail $9,395,759. And I think I may fairly say that
by no process of ecanomy, even if the hon. gentlemen, with
their cheese-paring methods, were on this side of the House,
could these amounts be materially reduced, or at any rate
so reduced as in the slightest degree to affect the general
question of the application of -this policy for carrying on
the government of the country. Hlow do we meet these
expenses tc-day ? We have a revenue altogether of $35
754,993, of wbich the Customs yielded $21,377,800, leaving
a balance from other sources of $13,376,193. On the im-
ports we get, from the United States to day the duty amounts
to $7,299,591, so that we have a revenue, from Customs
duties on imports from other countries, of $15,079,209, and
adding to this the revenue from other sources, which, as I
have stated, amounts to a little over $ 13,250,000, we have a
total of 828,455,402, irrespective of the duties on American
imports. The deficit, thcrefore, if we gave up the revenue
fron the imports fromn the United States, which we would
have, on our present expenditure and present general re
ceipts, would amount to very nearly $7,250,000. That, i
take it, must b made up by direct taxation. It is quite
clear, as I have pointed out, that we cannot, if we are to
carry on the government of the country and proceed with
the public improvements necessary to develop the country,
do with a less expenditure than that which we have today;
so that if we give up this amount that we receive from
Castoms duties on the imports from the United States, we
will have the large deficit to meet of 87,300,000. But that
is not ail. That is assuming that ail our imports from
other countries would come in as they come in to-day.
That is assuming we would still have English goods com-
ing by the St. Lawrence or landing at Boston or New York
and coming here in bond. Can anyone pretend to say
that would be the result ? Immediately we would find the
overwhelming proportion of the goods we now receive from
Great Britain would be displaced by gqods of a similar
character manufactured in the Ur ited Statee, and we would
find, not that we lost simply the 87,300,u00 -which we now
derive from Customs duty on imports from the United
States, but also at least one-half of the Custons duties that
we receive from goods imported from England. I ven-
ture to say it would be very much more -than one-
half, and that practically we would surrender the whole of
our Customs revenue. But that is not ail. We would find
also that the lage importing trade of Canada would be
transferred from the St. Lawrence, where a great part of it
is done to-day, to American ports. We would actually by
this process destroy the great trade by the St. Lawrence,
which, I believe, both sides in this Hlouse desire to see built
up. Gentlemen may say that if our duties were somewhat
lower than those of the United States, that British goods
for consumption in the western States would come by the
St. lawrence. I do not think this hope would be realised.
Why should ships come by the St. Lawrence, why should
goods take that route and pay as large duties, and then
again pay the American duties when -entering the western
States, when they Sould go to the Ameriff portS, pay

duties there and be scattered through the United States,
while we would receivo goods of American manufacture in
their place? There would be really no motive for these
goods coming by the St. Lawrence at all, and thus we
would destroy not only the manufacturing industries of the
country, but another trade as woll, which is too seldom
4hought of when we are dealing with the question of the
trade intereste of the country, and that is the great dis-
tributing trade of the country. You would find, Sir,
American merchants in their great cities ail along the
border becoming tho distributors to the retailers of the
Dominion, thus verifying the statement made by prominent
Americans in support of Commeicial Union, that tho effect
would be to place American goods direct from the
American warehouse into the retail stores ail over the
Dominion. A great injury would thus bo done to the im-
porting and distributing trade of Canada. Ilow are we
going to make up this revenue ? The hon. gentleman does
not seemn to feel very much alarmed at direet taxation. lHe
thinks direct taxation is more readily c and costs
less, and is moreequitable in its distribution, than tho system
of taxation which wo now have by means of Custoni duties.
I will not burden this debate by a general dicussion of
that question, although I think I could show, and that
without much difficulty, that the people who would suffer,
relatively, the most from the rystem of direct taxation are
those very poor people in whom the hon. gentleman affects
to be so much interested. Whalt did we see a short time
ago in the city of Toronto, when the publication was made
of the assessed incomes of a numbor of the wealthy people
of that city? We saw that the poor man, with his income
of $500 or $600 a year, was asse-sed to the full amount ;
but in regard to the miiiionaire with his 810,000 or
$30,000 a year1, nu aisCsseor woulI think of pumtuîg him
down for that, and ho was put at $5,000 or $,000 or, per-
haps, $10,000 a year. And, as with incomes, so with real
property. If you go into any of our large cities, you will
find that the poor man's bouse can b easily assessed at its
full value; but, if you take the rich man's house, which
has cost him $50,000 or $100,000, with its almost park-like
lawns around it, you will find that it is assesse: at one-third
or one-lourth of its value, for no assessor would think of
putting it down at its full value. That is known to every
one who has watched the record of the assessmont rolls. So
this system of direct taxation, instead of being one which
would relieve the poor of an excessive burden, would really
impose upon the poor far more than their proper proportion
of taxation. Under the present system, the poor man can
p et on practically without any taxation at ail. Our taxes
are largely upon luxuries. It is the wealthy, under the
present system, who pay the large proportion, bocause its
upon the expensive goods that the larger proportion of the
taxation of the country is levied, white a poor man can sit
down and look over what ho cets and what ho wears, and
see what ho pays for it, and can ascertain the fact for his
comfort that the taxation ho pays is practically nil in this
happy country of ours. Nor cau iwe adopt the principle of
Excise duties, in relation to which i think, if I read the
resolution of the hon. gentleman aright, ho propesas a
special exception. We cannot put on extra duties of Excise,
for this reason: that there is a limit beyond which you eau-
not go in Excise duties. You must have regard, in the
imposition of these duties, particularly in this country,
whero for between three and four thousand miles our
territory adjoins our neighbors on the other side, to
the duties imposed by them and the general cost of the
article in order to know what amount of Excise duty is
collectable under any system you may adopt, and therefore
we are restricted even in the matter of Excise duties. We
would have to adopt direct taxation. No other means
could possibly be adopted. Of course, there is one way in
which we might redeoe our expenditures to some extent.
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We spend to-day some four million dollars on provincial
subsidies. The bon. gentleman opposite referred to the
action of the Quebec conference, the members of which, in
a lapse of excessive candour, he described as bis friends,
correcting himself immediately afterwards; and be referred
to the resolutions passed by that conference as if they were
the embodiment of the wisdom of this country, as 1 believe
they are to be the embodiment of the policy of hon.
gentlemen opposite. But they do not contemplate a reduc-
tion in the matter of subsidies. On the contrary, the
very thing which will commend them to some of the
Provinces is that resolution which proposes largely to in-
crease the subsidies. It is true that the hon. gentleman,
after speaking of these resolutions as the embodiment of
wisdom, said that this Commercial Union would prevent
absolutely an increase of the expenses of the country. butit
we are to roduce the expenditure, if we are to resort to direct
taxation, I think the people of this country will at orce say
that it would be little less than absurd that the Dominion
Goverrment, the central authority, should impose direct tax-
ation through the machinery of municipal government-
because there is hardly any other way in which to do it-in
order to distribute a portion of the proceeds back again to the
Provinces. I am not going to say whether we ought to do
away with provincial subsidies or not. The hon, gentleman
in a former Session of Parliament, did suggest that he
believed it would be for the interests of Canada if the pro-
vincial subsidies were done away with altogether. I leave
him on that subject to make his account with bis hon.
friends on that side from the otber Provinces, and I think
he will find some difficulty in convincing tbem that that
would be a wise system to adopt in Canada. So you
see, by the adoption of this policy, we are to find our.
elves reduced to a system of direct taxation by which
wa ara to levy at loast $15,000,000 to make up
for the loss in Customs duties which the adoption of this
system of so-called unrestricted reciprocity or Commercial
Union would impose upon us. Now, what is Canada to
gain as a return for this sacrifice, because, after alh, this is
a business matter, and ought to be discussed as a business
proposition. What are we to gain for this sacrificeA? We

sum, crude, to about $165,497; copper ore, $181,010; iron
ore, $71 930; stone and marbie, $69,300; making the total o
$2,754,009. Coai, as the hon. gentlemen know, over a mil.
lion dollars worth of it, in fact nearly the whole export of
coal to the United States goes from the coal fields of Van-
couver Island to the markets of the United States on the
Pacific coast, chiefly to San Francisco. Now, the question
of duty on that might be an important matter, but I am
inclined to think in that case we may accept the general view
iwhich hon. gentlemen opposite, in former controversies on
the National Policy, have impressed on us, namelv, that it is
the consumer who pays the duty. Of the fisheries,~$2,717,000,
no less than 81,130,000 worth is already admitted free, so
that the advantages of a free market, undoubtedly very
great, may be, after all, over-estimated. Everyone who bas
watched the progress of the fisheries and the fishing trade
during the last two years in our Maritime Provinces,
knows that there bas never been-I think I am within
the mark in saying-there has never been in the history of
the Maritime Provinces more profitable fishing than that
which occarred during the last year or two. Now we find
in regard to the fisheries that new markets are being opened
up all the time. Here, for instance> is what the Halifax
Chamber of Commerce said upon this subject on 7th March,
only a few days ago:

" Now that we have been for a time in sole possession of our fisheries,
we are realising more than ever their very great value. The product of
our fisheries is stated at about twenty millions of dollars. Of this great
industry Nova Scotia is credited with at least one-hait of the whole.
While the available consuming population is rapidly increasing, a single
s uare mile cannot be added to these productive grounds, the product
of which must, in the very nature of things, continue to increase in
value. Their accessibility, productiveness and extent place them before
us as the most valuable in the world. The markets of the world are wide
eno gb if properly cultivated for ail we catch for exoort, with an ever-
increasing demand. Our merchants seem fairly aiV'e to tie value of
these more distant markets and each year ought to find thEm more
capable of utilising them. Let us then be alive to the great value of
this source of wealth and emplof ment, quite satiefied, while ini fuit
possession of onr own, te allow our neighbors acrosethe ine the full
possession of their own, and get ready, should they come to a just and
equitable view of the whole premises, to meet them in a Reciprocity Treaty
of friendly commerce worthy of the two most advanced nations of the
world, and members at the same time of one great family."

give up a large portion of our revenue, we sacrifice our Now, Sir, you will see that the Chamber of Commerce of
distributing trade, we sacrifice or we risk the sacrificing of Halifax, thoroughly familiar with the position of the
the manufacturing intorests of the country. What are we to fisheries, recognise that they have, under the present con-
get in return for ail this? ion. gentlemen tell us we are to ditions, opportunitics for tbe profitable employment of
get an enlarged market in the United States. I suppose it those fisheries, and that they look forward to them as a
is.really the enlarged market which is the chief advantage great source of woalth, and believe that other large markets
proposed. The market which is to be opened in this coun- may be opened for them, even if tho United Status should,
try for our friends on the other side is their side of the sub. unfortunately, continute the policy which they have adopted
ject. Our side is that we are to get an enlarged market in in the past. Now, of animals and their produca, we
the United States. low do we stand in regard to that exported $7,291,369. and of these there were already free of
matter at present ? Let us look at our exports to the United duty $2,669,628, leaving a little over four millions and a
States and to Great Britain. Our exports to the United quarter subject to duty; and the exporta of the products of
States amount to 832,273,033, and to Great Britain they the farm reached $7,400,777. With a view of ascertaining
amount to $38,714,331. Hure are the figures as presented the duty which we pay on our exporta, i take the American
by the Canadian returne: trade returns, because they give the exact amount of duty

Produce of To United Statos. To Great Britain. paid upon the exports of Canada into that country. The im-
The mine.......... 3,085,431 $ 477,722 ports into the United States from Canada in 1887, which were
Fisheries........... 2,717,509 1,704,190 subject to duty, amounted to $:5,997,113. I have taken
Forest ....................... 9,353,806 9,445,491 the details of $24,000,000 of this sum; the others wereAnimale ..... ........ 7,i91,369 1%,315,474
Agriculture............ 7,966,249,438,408 very small amounts, and in the hurry I did not go into
Manufactures..........1,289,052 1,270,162 them. But upon $24,000,000 of exporta, the duty paid was
Miscellaneous.. .......... 569,918 62,884 84,715,464, or on the whole exporta from Canada into the

Totals ........ ..... $3,27303a,7143United States, the duty paid was about 85,000,000.
Unrestricted reciprocity would remove that, so that as a

I will deal simply with the exports to United States, and if mere matter of bargain, as a more matter of profit andloss,
wo examine the figures, we will find this result: Of the we would receive about $5,000,000, assuming, of course,
89,353,506 worth of the products of the forest, 81,600,000 that the exporter pays the duty, that the producer pays the
enters free under the present system, and the duty on the duty, which is rather strange doctrine, coming from hon.
remaining portion is proposed to be remitted by the Tarif gentlemen opposite, in view of the discussions wo have had
Bill now before Congress. Of the exports of the mine, coal in the past. But assuming that the producer pays the duty,
amounts to about 81,252,867; gold quartz to 81,017,401; gyp. we Bave 85,000,000, and for that we would saorifice the

Mr. WHITm (Cardwell.)
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duties on American good-i coming into Canada, amounting
to over seven millions and a quarter. It is a new doctrine
that we are to give up seven and a quarter million dollars
in order that we may get five millions in return. Now, Sir,
it is impossible, in the discussion of this question, to avoid
scme reference of what is going on in the Congress of the
United btates. A Bill, as hon. gentlemen know, bas
been submitted to Congress, putting on the free list a large
number of articles which are now subject to duty. The
articles that would be exempt from duty, and the present
extent of our exports of these articles, are as follows:-

Lumber.......... ............. $7,829,811
Flax............................. 298,079
Tin plate ..... ........... ..... .......................... 222
Copper oie ........... .. . ............................... 188,329
Potatoes............ .............. 3?9,163
Beans and peas........,............................. 556,430
W ool...... ...... ................. ,.. ............... ..... 356,281

In ail, $9,800,000 worth of exports from Canada to the United
States, out of the $25,Ot0,000 that are now paying duty,
would be exempt from duties if that Bill passed. Now, the
amount ofthe duty on the articles which would be remitted
if that Bill passes, amounts to 82,778,964. As to the balance
of the articles, this fact ought to be remembered, that our
trade with the United States is a trade of competition and
not a trade of exchange. The articles that would go into
the United States are articles which are largely produced
by the people of that country. When the bon. gentleman
tolls us that we are to give up a market of 5,000,000 for a
market of 60,000,000 of people, he ought aho in fairness, to
tell us that we give up nur maikot of 5 000,00 for a mar-
ket of 60,000,000 which is abi eady Fo fully occupied that
precisely the same articles we export to them, they actually
are exporting a larger amonnt of their surplus to other coan-
tries. No one, therefore, can say that this is a market open
to us in the sense in wbich bon. gentlemen use that
term. The distinction between competition and exehange
in matters of trade cannot be too strongly emphasised.
We would thus find that the balance which we would
rcceive, supposing that the Bill now before Congress passes,
from duty on the balance of the articles, would amount to
$2,780,000, and for the renis ion ofthat amount the people
ofCanada, asI have said, are expected togive up $7,300,000.
We are in addition to risk the tranater of our import
trade to United States ports, we are to introduce discrimin-
sting rates against Great Britain and to disturb our entire
fhical and industrial ystem, for the hon. gentleman him-
self admits that that would be the immediate result at
all events, whatever might be the ultimate result of the
adoption of this principle of unrestricted reciprocity. A few
words as to the question of this large market, because that,
after all, is the one argument produced to induce us to
accept this principle. First, as to manufactures. I am
relieved considerably from the necessity of dealing with
this question by the admission of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) that the
effect would be certainly to injure many of the manu-
factures of Canada. Is it in the interests of this country
that we should injure those manufactures ? What have
the manufacturers of Ibis country doue that an injury of
this kind, propoteJ to be inflicted on them, should be treated
aîs a matter Lot only of no consequence bat as a matter
that actually should be received with considerable eelf-
complacency by Parliament ? True, it is said that the
effect would be to induce us to do as is doue in the United
States, to adopt special Plasses of manufactures, that with
t ho large market of 65,000,000 to supply instead of 5,000,.
000, manufacturers would adopt special linos, and having
adopted those special lines, on the whole the manufacturing
interests of -bis country would be promoted rather than
retarded, after, of course the immediate disturbance bas
passed away, which the hon. gentleman admits is in-
ovitable. But the adoption of those special lines involves

a change of our manufactures altogether, the introduction
of new machinery, the introduction of new capital ; and I
will ask any hon. gentleman whether ho thinks any
man would be so foolish as to invest large capital
in Canada for special lines of manulactures in the hope that
we might theroby get a market in the United States as well
as in Canada, when by simply crossing the lino he could
secure for ail timo a market of 60,000,000 at ail events, and
for the time being the market of Canada as well. Remember
that this reciprocity arrangement is not to be-I do not
so understand it -a permanent arrangement, 1 mean an
absolutely permanent arrangement. It will be a time
treaty, and everyone knows that in a ti rne treaty there will
always be the termination of the treaty in the view of any
man who is proposing to invest a single dollar in industries
which may be affected by its conditions. They will look at
the past. They will remember that every treaty that we
have had with the United S;ates lias been denounced the
very moment the terms of the treaty permitted it. More
than that. The hon. momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) says we are still to romain an independent
community on this continent, that is indepondent so
far as political connection with the Unitel States
is concerned, and we tire still to remaiin connected with
the mother country. The hon. gentleman disavows any
desire that wo should separate from the mother country.
There is, thorefore, still the contingency which constantly
must arise between nations of disagree ment and rupture, and
a rupture of friendly relations, as evorybody knows, ends a
treaty, so that the manufacturer who is going to invest hie
money, having regard to this market cf 65,000,000, would
stop to consider the contingency of a disagreement arising be-
tween the two nations, stopping trade and leaving him with
all bis investmont ho had made for a trado with 65,000,000
of people and only a market of 5,000,000 in which ho could
employ it. IIe would go, I say, to the other side of the
lino if ho had the basiness capacity, the business foresight,
and business enterprito which maniufoturers are generally
acknowledged to possess. So much for the manufacturera
and for the wholesale merchants whose distributing trade
would bc affected by such a treaty. But we are told the
farmers are the man who are g'oing to gain largoly by this
treaty. We are told, and told truthfully, that they are the
great maj>)rity of the people of Canada, that they are the
people whose interests, if we could be shown thatthey were
to ho materially atffcted, ought to govern and supersede all
other considerations in connection with the legislation of
this Parliamnent. What is the fact in regard to them? Why
not more than 10 per cent. of the entire products of Canada
go to the United States. I hear an hon. gentleman bohind
me, who is thoroughly familiar with this subject, say that
rot more than 5 per cent. goes to the United States, but
I place the quantity at 10 per cent.

Mr. WELSI. More than 20 per cent. goes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The overwhelming propor-

tion is consumed in Canada. I think I may fairly say
that $360,000,000 worth is consumed in Canada out of some
$406,000,000 worth, the entire production of the farm in
Canada. So that the interests of the farmer are to be ad-
vanced, not by improving the market for his 10 per cent.,
bat by improving the market for the overwhelming quan-
tity ho sells at home, by causîng an improvement 01 the
home market. That is the true pobcy with regard to the
interests of the farmer in C.nada. Hlow is the home mar-
ket to bo improved ? Ali will admit that it is by build-
ing up urban populations that the home market is im-
prored to the farmer. lias that bcen going on during the
last few yeara ? Look at the city of Toronto. The hon.
gentleman says one or two of our towus have made pro.
gress. I ay that all the important towns of Canada have
made progress. Take the city of Toronto, whose assesed
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vaue in six years has increased $42,000,000, and there
are very few cities in the United States that can be
said to have shown greater relative progress during
the same time. Take the city of Montreal. Its
assessed value in one single yar lias increased
S7,500,000, and that increased asse>sed value repreEents
a largely increased population, a largely increased
consuming population, consuming the products of the
farmers of the country. The same progress substantially,
tbough perhaps not absolutely, may be said to have charac
terised all the great centres of Canada. Now, what is
the condition of the farmers at this moment ? The hon.
gentleman bas told us they are in a very desperate
condition, that the cost of farm lands bas gone down, that
the cost of farm produce has gono down ; and he proposes
to increase the price of farm land and increase the cost of
the varions products by destroying the manufacturing
interests of Canada, by compelling us to resort to direct
taxation, by stopping public works of every kind, because
that is part of the hon. gentleman's policy; he proposes
to increase the value of farm lands and of farm products by
doing this, in order that he may obtain reciprocal frce trade
or rather unrestricted reciprocity, with the United States.
Now I will take some figures from an authority which can
hardly be said to be an unfavorable authority, at any rate
to hon. gentlemen opposite. The figures are given in
the report of Mr. Blue. Mr. Blue, as is well known, has
developcd into somewhat of a politician, and he is to day
I believe, an ardent advocate of Commercial Union.
Altho-ugh it is none of my business, and I have no right to
interfere with the officer of another G-overnment, I am
bound to say that, having regard to the fact that he is the
statistician of the Government that he as to give figures
and returns on those very important matters to the people
of Ontario, as a whole, irrespective of politics, I think
greater confidence might be reposed in him if it were not
known-I do not mean to say, recollect, that he has
misstated any figures-but greater confidence would be
bestowed upon him if it were not known that he is
interested in a movement which will be promoted by
showing tiat the interests of the faremo-s are failing, and
that their profits are disappearing. But I take his figures,
which cannot be regordod as unfavorable figures by
bon. gentlemen nnpobiLe. Ontario, according to Mr.
Blue contains 2.,00it00 acres of farm land occupied, of
which 10,940,000 are cleared, 8,670:000 wood lands, and
acreage in field crops 7,403,000, and in orchards and gardens
186,616, the remainder being occupied by barns, buildings
and minor crops. The total acreage of the Province in
wheat (fall and spring) was 1,464,(00 in 1886, and the
product that year (it was less · last year), was 27,900,000
bushels. The àverage price of farm land according to Mr.
Blue in 1886 was $29.78 per acre, and that instead of being
a reduction of « price was actually, according to M. Blae
again, 22 cents per acre above the average in the years
flrom 1882 to 1886. That is the statement made by Mr.
Blre. The average value of the farm buildings was $8 44
pér acre, and the increase of 69' cents per acre over the
average of 1882 and 1886. The average value of farming
ifnplements was 82.32 per acre, or 21 cents increase over the
average from 1882 to 1b86. The value of the live stock was 37
cents p.er acre above the five years' average. I think that those
figures at any rate do not show that the values in the hands
of the farmers are decreasing, as the hon. member for
Sôuth Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) would have- led us
tô believe in bis speech. We have here a very large
idcrease in farm lands, buildings, stock and agricultural
implements. We have on those an average increase of
81.50 an acre in 1886 over the average of the preceding
five years, or an aggregate increase of $30,000,000 in
the pockets of the farmers of Ontario in L886 over the
aterage of the previous five years. That is not by any

Mr. WHams (Cardwell.)

means an evidence of that poverty of which we hear so
much fromb on, gentlemen opposite. Bac they'have told
us and will probably tell us that those farms are all mort-
gaged, that the farmers are hopelessly in debt, and that,
therefore, on that account they find that the burden of
paying the interest on their debt, having regard to thel
nrices that they are now getting for their products, is a
burden which is intolerable to them, although how they are
going to get out of that by unrestricted reciprocity I have
not yet been able to discover. I think I will be able to
show before I get through that this policy would send them
to the wrong market to get relief of that kind. Now, there are
sixty-five loan and building societies who make reports to the
Finance Department of Canada. The losns represented by
these companies who report to the Finance Department
represent between $80,000,000 and $S5,000,000. The
value of property from 1880 to 1883, according to those
reports, in the Provinces of Canada, increased $3-2,000,000.
The value of mortgages on property increased $ 18,000,000.
Between 1883 and 18S6 the value of property again in-
creased, curiously enough, $32,000,000, while the value of
mortgages on property increased $12,000,000. In 1880, the
default through the non-payment of interest or principal
was about 8 per cent. of the whole. In 1886 the default
was reduced to four seven-tenths per cent., and in 1887 the
condition of things was even better. I take two companies
as an illustration, because recently they have held their
meetings and have made their statements. The Canadian
Company held its annual meeting in London, England,
since the beginning of the present year. From the report
of the remarks of the chairman I take the following-

The chairman referred to two factr, firat, that the company had re-
d'iced their rate of interest one per cent. because other companies were
offering money at reduced rates; and, secondly, that the proceeds
obtained last year (1887) from the sale of lande in Oanada were 25 per
cent. higher than the value in December, 1886."

Those were the actual sales, forced sales I presume some of
them, as well as sales not forced, but of land falling as
the result of foreclosure into the hands of the loau com-
pany. 'The North of Scotland Canadian Mortgage Com-
pany aiso held its meeting siace the beginning of the new
year :

" The chairman referred to the falling off in interest received in 1887
on mortgages in Canada. That is explained by the fact that a very
considerable number of the mortgages made three or four years ago at
a higher rate of interest have fallen in and the money has been lent out
av the much less rate of interest current now."

They aiso report:
" The amount -of real estate fallen into the hands of the company

through foreolosure was but £6,000 out of £600,000 the compan>y had
invested, or only about one per cent."

Yet hot. gentlemen, in the face of those facts-facts which
ought to be open to them if they were anxious to say some-
thing go%d of the country-tell us that the farmers of
Canada have nothing but ruin staring them in the face.
The' rate of interest las fallen within the last six years at
least two per cent., or a saving to the mortgagors in the
operations of loan eompanies of a million and a half of
dollars in a year. The value of farms has increased, money
is cheaper, and defaults are 70 per cent. les than five
years ago. The savings of the farmers are increasing
rapidly, and the loan companies are vieing with each other
to make loans on farm land. Taat is the position of things
in Canada in relation to the farmers of the country. Now,
hon. gentlemen tell us that the farmers will be better off
if they went to the States. Happily for us, we have
the record of the farmers in the States. They will
be, I have no doubt, interesting. I think I can say
this with perfect truth, that on the face of God's earth
there are not to-day a body of men, take them on an
average, who areas well to do as the farmers of "Ontario at
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the present time. Now, Sir, I take the report for the
State of New York, right alongside of us, a wealtby State,
with a large urban population and great cities which can
afford immediate markets for the ordinary products of the
land. This report is from to the Washington Department
of Agriculture, and the fcilowing reference h made to the
farmers in New York. It is an official report made to Con-
gress and it says:

• " On the whole farmers are more in debt than they were ten years
ago. There are a large number et farms which were purchased a few
years ago and mortgaged which would not row sell for more than the
face of the mortga2es, owing to the depreciation of the farming lande,
which on an average is fully 33 per cent. in ten years. Pro-
bab'y one-third of the farme in the State would not sell for more than
the cost of buildings and other improvements, owing to this shrinkage."

In the United States generally the value of farm stock is
declining in exact proportion to the increase in the number.
The statistician of the Washington Bureau of Agriculture
says:

" The decline of value in horses, mules and cattle bai been in progress
fir two years. r ave rages 3 per cent for horses and mules, 8 per cent.
in cattie, Il per cent. in sheep anti 15 per cent. in swine 0
While numbers have increased except of sheep in two years past the
aggregate valuation cf farm animais is less by something over
$100,000,000.",
During the same two years in which in the United States
there was a decrease in value of firm stock to the abjve
amount, notwithstanding the increaso in numbers, Ontario
had an increase in the number, excepting sheep and swine,
and in the value of the live stock on her farm-, to the
amount of $8,250,000. In the United States it is esti-
mated that in ton States, including such generally reputed
wealthy States as Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, &c.,
the total value of the farm products is 8 1,000,000,000, and
that one-half of the farms are mortgagod. Theso produce
8500,000,000 in value; of this $239,00,000 goes to pay in-
terest, leaving 820'1,01j,000 to support -86.00a farmers and
their families, or $294 a year. These are the
official records published at Washington for the infor-
mation of the American Government and Congress,
and I think they go to show that if the farmers of
Canada want to impr ove their condition, it is not to the
United States that they will have to go, becauso these
farmers of Michigan and Illinois have ail the advantages
of commercial union and unrestricted reciprocity-all the
advantages which hon. gentlemen opposite promise to the
people of Canada, if they will only aocept their panacea for
the ills under which we are laboring. Now, what is the
condition of the farmers of Canada. I take the statement
of Prof. Wm. Brown, of the Ontario Agrieultural College,
an institution under the control of the Local Government
of Ontario. le says :

"The average farmer of the Province of Ontario is doing well, isactually making money. He has by hiB own admission te our statisti-
cal department during the past five years been receiving a total cropi
value of $!,925, Bay $2,000 from ail sources; this is the first proof anti
admission doabted by no one."

So that I think, Mr. Speaker, in the face of these facts and
figures, which are official on botb sides of the line-from
the officcrs Of the Ontario Goverament, so far as Ontario is
concerned, and from the officers of the American Govern-
ment, so far as the United States is concerned-we may
fairly say that the farmers of Canada find nothing to envy
in the position of their neighbors on the other side of the
line.

An hon. MEMBER. Why do they go there then?
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Now, Sir, I will give the hon.

gentleman an extract from a newspaper from which I have
already quoted, I think the leading newspaper in the west-
en States, the Chicago Times, in regard to the condition ef
the farmers in those States:

"Parm mortgages are swallowing up millions of atres of land In
southern and western States and Territories. The syndicates that loan
money at from 1 to 3 per cent. per month are mainly made up of Scotch,
English and New England capitaliste, who have their agents through.ont the south and west These mortgages are falling due, and soon an
immense number of southern and western farms will be in the hande of
foreign mortgagees. It is said that $200,000,000 has been loaned on
farm mortgages in the south-west; in Kansas, $20,O0,000, and nearly
as much in Nebraska. The Territories are covered with mortgages on
new farme not yet patented. In some of them the law bas permitted
outrageons interest, so that the farm mortgage business bas grown into
immense proportions la many land districts half of the settlers borrow
money at high interest to pay the small price required by the Govern-
ment on roving up. This is leading to widespread tisaster. The
object of the pre-emption.law is perverted. Eastern and foreign capi-
talists get the land with such improvements as the settler bas put upon
it. The setter loses all by reason of the exorbitant interest he is com-
pelled to pay."

An hon, gentleman on the other side asks me why farmers
leave Canada to go to the western States. One reason is
precisely such speeches as we have heard to-night. The
farmers of Canada, listeming to the statements of the hon.
gentleman, who speaks as an ex-Minister of Finance, and
whose statements the public have a right to assume, at any
rate, ought to bo taken as exact, finding that their condi-
tion is bad, and that in the United States everything is
couleur de rose, have gone, many of them, to the United
States. But I know what is going on in Dakota to-day,
and I tell the hon gentlemen that as they have been corn-
pelled to realise that time has been their great enemy in
the pant, so they will find in the future that Canadians who
have been entrapped into going to Dakota by statements
made by hon. gentlemen opposite, are now beginning
to come back to Canada, so that ut this moment the move-
ment of population, instead of being from the north to the
south, is from the south to the north.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Tell us about Cana.
dians who invest in Texas ranches.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman desires
to insult any members of this flouse, perhaps if enquiries
were made into some of his own investments-

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I have made noinvest-
ments in the United States.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). We are told of this enormous
passage of population from Canada to the United States.
It is quite true there are Canadians in the United States,
just as it is quite true that there are Americans in Canada.
It is quite true that in Canada, as in the eastern States,
there bas been a movement of population westward. Up
to quite recently we had no North-West of our own where
those people could go to. They are beginning to go there
now. We have in this House to-day representatives from
those Territories, who I venture to say will give the hon.
gentleman his answer with regard to them, probably before
this debate is ended. But what is the fact with regard to
the movement of population ? I take the New England
States of Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Vermont, New
Hampshire, Connecticut, and Maine, and what do we
find ? That in 50 years the increase in the population
of those States bas been 2,056,309, that is from 1,953,717
to a little over 4,000,000, while in Ontario, Quebea,
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island, dur-
ing the same period, the population has increased from
1,065,2là to 4,142,951, or an increase of 3,087,736. Canada,
which started fifty years ago with a population of
1,000,000 less than that of the New England States, which,
I think, hon. gentlemen will admit with me stand relativc-
ly under very much the same conditions as we do, finds
itself at the end of the fifty years with a population of 140,-
000 more than they. Yet hon. gentlemen opposite contentd
that the people of this country are leaving because they
cannot make a living. Now, there is another question, and
that is the question of the prices which are paid for products
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in the two ountries. Mr. Wiman, as I have said before,
did my constituency the honor of visiting it on the lt July
last, and making his first speech there on Commercial Union
in Canada. I regret very much I was not able to be present,
not for the purpose of replying to him, but Of joining with
my constituents in extending to Mr. Wiman, and the dis-
tinguished American who accompanied him, a courteous
welcome to the county. In that speech Mr. Wiman,
speaking to the farmers, made some statements, of which
we have heard the like to-uight from the hon. member for
South Oxford. He told the farmers of Cardwell that he knew
a good many people in the city of New York, who live at the
magnificen t rate of millionaires, and to whom the question of
what they pay for the articles they put on their tables was a
matter of no consequence. For "broilers, " ho said, a term
which I find a good many people knew nothing about, for
broilers they would pay three dollars a pair, and for the
finest class of butter 60 cents a pound, and so on with a
number of articles, leaving the impression upon the minds
of the people ho was addressing that if they had only Com-
mercial Union, they would find themselves supplying
broilers to the tables of millionaires and also supplying
fancy articles of butter. We have bad statements of
that kind to-night from the hon. member for South
Oxford. Were they fair statements ? Did ho take the
trouble befor.e making thom, to examine the prices
of ordinary articles of the farm in the towns of
the United States and Canada and make a comparison ? I
do not think he did. Now, what is the fact. After
reading Mr. Wiman's speech I had the curiosity to compare
the markets, on the first of July, of Buffalo and Toronto
with each other; and curiously enough, as to the majority
of these ordinary articles, the price was higher in Toronto,
although the farmers of Albany and the surrounding
district were in much closer proximity to the wealthy
millionaires upon whose tables broilers, &c., were used,
than were the farmers of Toronto. On the 9th of this
month, taking the prices of ordinary articles upon the mar-
ket of Buffalo and Toronto, I find they compare as fol-
lows :-

Ost, per bushel ...............
Hay, per ton ,......................
Potatoes, per bag................ ...........
Butter, choice, per lb.................

do fair togood, per lb...............
Turkeys, per lb ..... ....................
Chiekens, per lb......................,......
Geese, per lb.................... ....... ......
Apples, per brl................. ..............
Onions, per bag...................... .........
Turnips do ...............................
Carrots do ...............................

ToRoNTo.

ets. $ et&.
0 44 to 0 45

14 00 to 16 00
1 00 to 1 10
0 20 to 0 21
0 15 to 0 18
0 12 to 0 13
0 12 to 0 13
0 10 to 010i
1 f5 to 2 60
1 50 to 2 00
0 40 to 0 50
0 50 to 0 60

BUFFALO.

$ ete. $ et.
0 89 to 0 40

12 00 to 11 00
0 85 to 090
0 22 to 0 24
0 18 to 0 20
0 10 to 0 12
0 10 to 0 12
0 07 to 0 10
1 25 to 2 50
1 25 to 150
0 40 to 0 50
0 55 toe 65

So that hon. gentlemen will see that in relation to these
*rdinary articles which the farmers produce and carry to
the market of Buffalo on the one side and of Toronto on the
other, the farmer in the vicinity of Toronto is botter off on
the whole, although the farmer in the vicinity of Buffalo has
unrestricted reociprocity with the other parts of the American
Union, although he bas, in fact, Commercial Union. How
do the prices in Toronto and Milwaukee compare ? I
have not examined the figures myself, but have taken them
from the .Neo York Witness, which, I presume, is a good
authority. They compare as follows:-

Wheat ........................ ........
Oats ........... ..........
Barley , ........ .... ...
Live hogs...................................
Oatte........................................
Eggs................ ................
Butter....... ................

Mr. WHITZ (Cardwell).

ToRoNTO.
$etc. $ ete.
0 73 to 0 83
0 45 to 0 47
0 7o to 082
5 00 to 5 50
2 50 to 4 50
0 22 to 0 30
0 18 to 0 25

MILWAUK:a.

Sete. $sete.i
0 60 teO 070
0 32 te e 8
0 60 to 0 68
4 (00 te 4 60
2 50 te 4 00
0 17 to 0is
0 18 to 0 29

These are simply the ordinary market prices paid directly
to the farmer, showing one reason, I fancy, why the official
statistician for the Province of Ontario can report a so much
more favorable condition of affairs to farmers of that
Province than the official statistics of the United States
can record with reference to the farmers of the latter.
I will not detain the House longer. As I stid in com-
mencing, the people of this country have always been
and are still ready to enter into the freest commercial
relations with our neighbors, consistent with the great
policy of developing our own industries. I protest against
the character of speeches such as that to which we have
listened to-night. If hon. gentlemen opposite have sat on
that side for ten years, they owe that fact chiefly to just
such speeches as the one we have just heard from the hon.
member for South Oxford. They mistake the temper of the
people of Canada, they mistake the temper of the electors of
this country, if they imagine that those electors will tolerate
this perpetual depreciation of the country itself; and I can.
not, in this sense, do botter than to offer as a heritage to hon.
gentlemen opposite, and through them to the country the
words of a former leader of the Liberal party, a great leader,
who, whatever differenco cf opinion may have existed as to
bis methods and opinions upon some questions was at least
a sincere and devoted C(anad an and loyalist-I allude to
the late Hon. George Brown. I cannot do better in con-
cluding my remarks than to quote bis words:

A heritage, it seems to me,
Well worth our while to hold in fee.

"Neither politically nor ccmmercially does Canada need to change
her position to secure a high degree of prosperity. In all that conduces
to per sonal comfort and happiness, in the steady development of home
and foreign trade, in the extension of public enterprise, in the flourish-
ing condition of our farmers, and in the unlimited scope for the employ-
ment of a vast population, Canada has all that a nation can desire.'

Mr. DAVIES moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed te, and debate adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.

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

Mr. Mc MULLEN. I should like to aok what effrrt the
Postmaster General bas made to expedite the delivery of
mails. From Monday last ther hus not beca a mail which
has arrived here from west of Toronto, and this is Wednes-
day. Ias anything been done in this matter ?

Mr. McLELAN. There has been a blockade on several
of the railways in consequence of the snowstorm.

Mr. McMULLEN. I am aware of that, but what I want
to know is whether the Minister has made any effort to got
the mails forwarded.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11:55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURDAY, 15th Marob, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERs.

COST OF RAILWAYS IN CANADA.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT asked, What is tho
nominal c0st, as given to ist January, 188-, of all railways
in the Dominion of Canada ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have made enquiries in
order to get a return to this question, but I am informed
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that this information can only be given to the lst of July,
1887. The figures that are given to me to that date are as
follows:-The subscribed capital is $716,970,950, and the
paid up capital is 8678,182,769.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The paid up capital ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. If the louse will per-
mit me, I rather think the hon. gentleman has been a little
misinformed on that subject. It is scarcely possible that it
can amount to as much, because, exclusive of paid up capi.
tal, there would be a huge charge for bonds and other mat-
tors of that kind. However, it is vastly above the figures
I named, so that it does not hurt my argument. But i
think the hon. gentleman will find that there has been an
error in the statement. It might, probably, be as well to
have it correct. I know the details myself pretty well in
the railway statistics, and if the hon. gentleman will com-
pare these details, he will see that it is scarcely within the
limits of possibility that there should have been $678,000,000
of capital paid up. The total oost may have amounted to
that.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That I do not know. I
communicated with the chief engineer of railways, Mr.
Schrei ber, and these are the figures he sent me yeeterday.

ROYAL COMMISSION ON LABOR.

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Whether the Governmint
have roceived any complaint, whether verbal or written,
respecting the conduct of the chairman. or of any member
of the Royal Commission on Labor, in the discharge of his
official duties; and if so, what is the nature of such con-
plaint?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. In answer to the hon, gen-
tleman, I have to say that no complaint has been received
in regard to this matter.

DEPOSITIONS TAKEN BY THE LABOR COMMISSION

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL asked, Whether the Government re-
ceived from the chairman of the Royal Commission on
Labor, an application for authority to furnish to parties
interested duly certified copies of the depositions taken by
the said Commission; and if so, what authorisation did
they receive ?

Mr. BOWELL. Application was made by some parties
to the Commission for the evidence here mentioned. The
Government declined to permit the evidence to be given to
any interested party until it had been reported to the
Government.

LEGAj TENDER IN GOLD.

Mr. MITCHELL asked, 1. Is it the intention of the
Government to compel the banks to keep a requisite
reserve-that is, a fixed percentage of circulation and de.
posit ? 2. To abolish the present dual legal tender mak-
ing American gold the sole legal tender ? 3. Is the
Government aware that by refusing to redeem the legal
tender notes in American gold (whilst holding plenty) a
grievous burden is imposed upon the community-ex.
change on New York being forced to a premium sufcient
to recoup for the oss sustained by the remittance of British
gold ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The whole question of
banks and the banking system is now under the considera-
tii% ef t G6 t4ta-n af d :1 1- - -

and in the meantime the whole subject will be fully studied
with a view to consider the whole question of our baoking
and commerce.

Mr. MITCHELL. The right lon, gentleman will notice
that this enquiry refers more particularly to the action of
the Government, than to the banks.

BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALASKA AND CANADA.

Mr. CHARLTON asked, Whetber, in consequence of the
discovery of gold on the upper waters of the Yukon River,
and the growing importance of having the boundary between
Alaska and the Dominion of Canada defined, steps have
been taking to secure an early location of the same by joint
action and agreement of the United States and Canada?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Communications have ben
going on between the United States and ler Majesty's
Government, and also with Canada, with a view, if possible,
of settling by agreement the boundary between Alaska and
Canada.

COST OF THE NORTH-WRST REBELLION.

Mr. MULOCK asked, What is the total amount of money
disbursed by the Government in consequence of the North-
West rebellion ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In the absence of the hon.
Minister of Militia, I would say to the hon. gentleman that
the question involves a number of accounts in several depart-
ments. If the hon. gentleman will allow it to stand as a
notice for a return,tbe return will be brought down at once,
and the same for the next question.

VENTILATION OF THE CHAMBER.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the Orders of
the Day are called, i should like to direct the attention of
the Minister of Publie Works to the fact that on this side
of the House my hon. friend beside me, and myself in par-
tieular, are exposed to a very heavy draught. It is all fair
that the Opposition should be kept in the cold shades, but
I object to being kept in a draught, and I hope the Minister
of Public Works, who is responsible for this building, will
endeavor to take some asteps so as to prevent this very
serious inconvenience. It is not quite fair that a maan
should be required to make a long speech here with a
draught striking on him.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon, gentleman is par-
fectly right, and we on this side of the House have felt the
draught as well. The attention of the chief architect of
the department has been called to this. He las examined
the building, and some defects in the windows have been
remedied; but the constant opening of the doors in the
chamber and the opening of dors leading to the galleries,
some of which are occasionally left open, make it very
diffioult not to have draughts. Of course, hou. gentlemen
opposite will understand that we do not want to treat them,
in that respect at ail events, different from ourselves.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I hope the Minister
will take the matter into hie consideration, as it is a very
serious annoyance.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes.

Mr. CHARLTON. I desire to direct attention to one
feature, which is, that it is impossible to get fresh air with-
out having a carrent of air when it comes in. If we put ,an
end to draughts we will sit in a very injurious atmosphere,
and while I admit that the matter is very difficult to regu.
late, it will be botter I think to have the freeh air.

ton oi ie overnment, ana I rem il l om'xvvrumu~,auu.1.presume will alse comneunder the consideration of the House of Commons. Hon. Sir JOHN A. MACDONAD. You wish to honor them
gentlemen know that the bank charters expire in 1890, drafts.
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REPORT.

Civil Service List of Canada, on the lst July, 1887, pur-
suant to section 59 of "The Civil Service Act."-(Mr.
Chapleau.)

MBSSAGE FROM BIS EXCELLENCYE

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD presented a Message from
Ris Excellency the Governor General.

Mr. SPEAKER read the Message as follows:-

LàAx5Downi.

Gentlemen of the Bous oj Commons:
I aeknowledge with thanks the loyal Address you have voted in

answer to the 8peech with which I opened the session.
I receive with satisfaction your assurance that your earnest and

careful attention will be given to the important measures which are to
be submitted for your consideration.
GOTURIMENT HoUBS,

Ottawa, 13th March, 1888.

RECIPROCITY WITIH TiHE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
mercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada and
the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles manufaetured
in, or the natural products of either of the said countries should be
admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles subjeet to
duties of excise or of internai revenue alone excepted). That it is
further expedient that the Government of the Dominion should take
steps, at an early date, to ascertain on what terms and conditions ar-
rangements can be effected with the United States for the purpose of
securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade therewith.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Mr. Speaker, I am sure it is felt on
both sides of the House that no question of more importance
could engage its attention at the present time than that
embodied in the resolution submitted by my hon, friend for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). It is a matter of
deep regret that upon the present occasion above all others
the hon. Minister of Finance is unable, through sickness, to
take part in our deliberations. It would have been to
those on this side of the House a great pleasure to have
heard him in rqply to the speech which was delivered by
the mover of this resolution. Whether ho would have
taken the course that the gentleman who took his place
adopted or not, I am not prepared to say ; but bis intimate
knowledge of public affairs, his special knowledge of the
wants of the Maritime Provinces of this Dominion, and the
knowledge ho has gained while acting as one of fier
Majesty's plenipotentiaries in the late Fisheries conference,
would, I am sure, have qualified him to have grappled with
the very large and important question before ns in a manner
in which 1 may say, without any disrespect to the hon. gen-
tleman opposite, ho failed to do. Sir, the hon. gentleman who
opened the debate opened it in a speech which I think is
admitted on all aides to have been equal to the occasion. He
recognised not only the importance but the gravity of the
issues which were contained in the resolution ho submitted,
and I think it will be admitted that for power, ability and
eloquence this House has seldom listened to a more able
exposition of the commercial relations of Canada and other
countries. I do not think that the hon. gentleman, who
replied to the hon. member for South Oxford, did fully
appreciate the arguments which were advanced by the
mover. It struck me that the hon. gentleman delivered a
speech which had been prepared for a different occasion.
lie seemed to me for a long time to be barking up the
wrong tree; ho seemed, oither wilfully or otherwise, not to
have recognised the proposition submitted in the resolution,
which is in writing and which seems to be very clear and
unambiguous, and the hon. gentleman discussed at great
length a proposition for Commercial Union and advanced

Sia JoHN A. MACDONALD.

certain objections to that proposition which to his mind
seemed to be insuperable. I should like to know whether
the hon. Minister of Finance, if he had been here, would
have endorsed the line of argument taken by the hon. gentle.
man. I am not so sure that the Premier himaseilf, before
this debate is over, will ho prepared thoroughly to endorse
that line of argument. If ho does ho will have to go back
upon his past record in some respects, to go back on it very
seriously; and I am rather inclined to think that the hon.
member for Cardwell (ir. White) went further, perhaps,
than his brief warranted. He started out with the assertion
that the resolution embodied a new panacea for the solution
of Canada's diffculties. ie endeavored to lead the House to
believe that the advocacy of freer and botter and larger
commercial relations with the United States was a new
plank in the platform of the Liberal party, lorgetting that so
long as that party bas been a party the desire to obtain
freer, better and wider commercial relations with the United
States has been one of the principal planks in its platform.
Why, he surely could not have remembered that when my
hon. friend from East York (Mr. Mackenzie) was Premier,
negotiations were entered into between his Government and
that of the United States, which resulted in a draft treaty
being agreed to for enlarged commercial relations with that
country, not confined to the natural products of the
country, as the hon. member for Cardwell (Mir. White)
would like our trenties to be confmned, but extending far and
beyond that, and embracing in addition to our natural pro-
ductions a large number of manufactured articles. Doos
he forget, too, that in the years 1884 and 18-5 the Liberal
party proposed in this House a resolution on each occasion,
asking the endorsement of the flouse to the proposition
that it was the duty of the Government for the time being
to move in the direction of obtaining extended trade rela-
tions with the United States? Does he forget on that oc-
casion, the last occasion, that the resolution declared that:

"l n view of the early termination of the fisheries articles of the Treaty
of Washington, this Hoause is of opinion the negotiations should be
opened with the United States of America, as well as for the renewal
ot reciprocal privileges accorded by that treaty to American citizens
and British subjects respectively, as for the opening up of additional
reciprocal trade relations between Canada and the United States; and
that in the conduct of negotiations, C0anada should be directly re-
presented."

In the face of these propositions how can the hon. gentle-
man have the hardihood to assert that the propositioa now
before ihe flouse, submitted by the hon. member for South
Oxford, is a new proposition and affords a new panacea for
the difficulties of Canada ? The hon. gentleman referred at
some length, at undue and unnecessary length I think, to
the speech delivered by Mr. Blake at Malvern, a year ago,
and he started out with a declaration that that speech did
not lay down any platform such as that which we have em-
bodied in the resolution here. But before the hon. member
finished his quotation ho was obliged to read the words,
" that one of the planks in the platiorm of the Liberal party
was to obtain reciprocal trade with the United States of
America." The hon. gentleman objected that Mr. Blake,
upon that occasion, did not enlarge upon that plank; did
not treat his hearers to three or Jour pages of arguments
in favor of it; but Mr. Blake was then laying down what
the platform of the Liberal party was, and it would take, I
think, even an abler and more eloquent gentleman
than Mr. Blake to exhaust ail the arguments in favor
of the numerous propositions which he was advancing
on behalf of the Liberal party and which he thought
the country ought to accept. But, Sir, the hon. gentleman
went further. fHe fairly glorified in the fact that on
that occasion Mr. Blake admitted that such bal been the
extravagance of the Goverument which had charge of the
administration of affairs in this country for the last eight
or ton years, and such were the permanent heavy charges
that they have added on to Canada, that the taxation and
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the expenditure now had to be kept up to a very much
larger sum than they ought to be, and much beyond what
thd Liberal party had hoped to reduce them. He gloried
in that fact, Sir. He, a Minister of the Crown, krnew thut
the expenditure and the taxation had been increased by the
political party to which he gave in his adhesion, and that
ho was one of those who had, by their reckless extrava-
gance, increased the taxation by a sum nearly up to
si1,000,000, bringing the affairs of Ibis country to such a
pass that the fixed expenditure was such that Mr. Blake
was not able to promise as much reduction in the tariff as
ho would like to have promised. The hon. gentleman
gloried in that state of affairs, and said that this showed that
the Reform party had gone back on their free trade prin
ciples. It shows nothing of the kind. The Reform party
have not gone back on their desire for free trade principles,
or on thoir desire to extend to Canada those free
trade principles as far as it is possible to extend tbem.
But the Roform party cannot ignore the fact that eight or
ton years of reckless misgovernmont and extravagance have
landed this country in such a financial state that it was
impossible to apply free trade principles as fully, and as
freely, and as strongly as they would like to do. But, Sir, the
hon. gentleman, in his speech-which I may say was more re-
roarkable for its omissions than for what it did contain-did
not grapple or attempt to grapple with the statesmanlike
propositions which had been «dvanced by my hon. friend
from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). That hon.
gentleman in proposing his motion did not seek to hide the
faut that the new departure, if accepted, would be surround-
cd with a great many difficulties. We know, Sir, that you
cannot have a change in our foreign t rade relations, to the
large extent that is proposed bore, without that change
largely affecting our internal commerce and traffic. This,
no doubt, wuld involve us in a great many difficulties; but,
Sir, it is the duty of statesmen to meet those difficulties, and
my bon. friend, I think, laid down the Unes on which ho would
proceed, and ho argued at great length, taking up each
difficulty, one after the other, and snoweu how they could
be met. I did not hear the hon. the Minister of Intorior
attempt to answer any of those arguments. I did not hear
him reply to the facts upon which the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) based his proposi-
tion. Let me reoali the attention of the House to a few of
those facts. I will not detain the House very long, nor
enlarge upon thom. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) made the assertion here-with all the
experience ho bad gained as a former Finance Minister, and
1a connection with the responsible position which ho holds
as financial critic of this side of the House-that if the
policy pursued by the hon. member for East York (à1r.
Mackenzie) when in power had been pursued to this day,there would be ut least a saving of 8 10,000,U00 in the taxation
of the country, and instead of the pitiful increase we have of
40,000 people in Manitoba and the North-West, that country
which we looked to a few years ago as the salvation almost of
this Dominion, there would be at least half a million people
there to-day. Did the Minister of Interior attempt to deny
any one of those propositions ? Ie did not. A reference
to the Public Accounts will show that to-day the taxation of
this country is Eleven or twelve million dollars more than it
was when Mr. Mackenzie went out of power; and the hon. gen-
tleman knows by the returns which he and his colleagues have
brought down that, se far from there being one tithe or one-
twentieth of the number of people in the North-West that
they predicted there would be there, there is a pitiful
40,0U0 of an increase in population since Mr. Mackerzie
wenlt out of power. That statement was one deserving of
sorious attention. If the statement is based on truth it
requires an answer, if it is true and the remedy which the
hon. gentleman proposes under the circumstances which now
eoxist is not a correct one, the hon. the Minister of the

Interior himselfought to have proposed some other remedy.
But what is the remedy he proposed ? And after a two
bour&' speech ho bas no rernedy ut all. The policy of
increasing taxation and extravagance is te go on year after
year until, Sir, in the near future, when the peop)le's baoks
can bear the burden no longer, some con-titutional or un.
constitutional change muast take place to give them relief.
Then, Sir, there was another statement of fact which the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
brought to the notice of the House. He had mentioned it
before, but it is an important fact and will bear ropetition
again. It was that betweon 1881 and 1886, while we had
spent $2,000,000 in bringing emigrants into this country,and
while ve have bronght 477,000 emigrants bore, there were
but 25,000 of those settlers in the North-West and Manitoba,
and that 452,000 of the immigrants brought into this
country, at a very large expense to the public
exchoquer, bad loft this country after they came
here. Why did they leave? The hon. gentleman
knows, and his colleagues know, that those emigrants
came to a country as fine as the sun shines upon.
Whether you go to the Maritime Provinces, possessing
the richost fisheries in the world, mines which cannot
be surpassed in any part of the world, agricultural lands
capable of feding thousands and hundreds of thousands
more people than ut present occupy them, whether ho goes
to the fertile region of Ontario, the valley of the St. Law-
rence, or the great, rich plains of the North-West, ho must
see that in Canada we have natural advantages which cannot
be surpaqsod by any country on this side of the Atlantic.
And when he was asked to say why the hundreds of thou-
sands of people brought bore t tho public ex pense, after they
bad coie and surveyed the land, had left the country and
joined a foreign power, the hon. gentleman was silent and
passed it by withou t comment. Perbaps ho was discreet,
Sir, perhaps ho would have had to acknowledge that the
extravagance and the taxation which now bears so heavily
on the people of this country bad frightened them away;
and the only answer he could give was the pitiful,
ehildish answcr that those immigrants-whom I will
undortake to say not one in a thousand has ever read a
political speech-were frightened out of the country
through remarks made from bon. gentlemen on this side of
the House. Sir, it is truc that the Government, some years
ago, whon they paid a large sum of money for some
wonderful books to circulate amo-ng the emigrants who
came into this country, circulated books printed in English
among Germans and people of other nationalities who
could not speak tbe English language. I do not think,
Sir, that they ever took the trouble to submit to any of
those foreign immigrants, the"speeches of my hon. friend,
which was said to be so lugubrious, amongst people whom
I undertake to say could not read English at alil.
What took them away? Was it because the country was
not as good a country as they were led to believe ? The
bon, gentleman knows it is not so. It was not because our
country did not possess the advantages which they ex.
pected to find when they came bore; but it was because
the courry bas been cursed with an extravagant, and I
will say it, a corrupt Government-a Government that bas
not sought primarily to develop the North-West so much
as it bas sought, by reckless and extravagant expendi-
ture, to maintain itsetif in power and to lino the pockets
of its hangers-on. The hon. gentleman, Sir, did not
grapple with the statement made with reference to the
debt and taxation of this country, as compared with the
debt and taxation of the country south of' us. We know
that if immigrants come to this country, whether the
hard-beaded canny Scotch from Scotland, or shrewd Irish
or English people, and begin te compare its advantages with
those of the neighboring country, they will at once see that
Canada possesses a great many natural advantages over the
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United States; but, Sir, if they find that while we bave
been rolling up our debt and taxation at a rate unparalleled
in the history of any British colony, the people te
the south have been reducing theirs in an inverse ratio, I
think those shrewd people will say: We prefer going to
the country that is reducing its expenditure and taxation
rather than to a new countrv whieh is rolling up both at
the rate Canada is. We learn that, twenty years ago, our
debt per head was not one-third of the debt per head
of the United States, whereas te day it is two and
a-half times as great, and that at the same period our
necessary taxation was one-third that of the United
States, whereas to-day it is 50 per cent. higher than
theirs. If these are not facts, and if the hon. member for
South Oxford overstated them in any way, then it was the
duty of the hon. gentleman who replied to him to deny their
truthfulness or expose the exaggeration. But the hon. gen-
tleman gave no answer because he knew he could not give
it; he gave no answer because he could not question the
accuracy of the facts stated. Now, Sir, the hon. member
for South Oxford stated as a reason why we should seek te
extend our commercial relations with other countries, that
we had attempted to build up a large inter-provincial trade,
and that this attempt, although it may have been conceived
with the best motives, had not been successful. He stated
why, but he did not give all the reasons. We have built an
Intercolonial Railway at a cost of nearly 850,000,000;
we have tried te build up an inter-provincial com-
merce between the Maritime Proviaces and Ontario,
and between Ontario and the great West, and
yet, after spending many millions of dollar4,
our attempt Las been a comparative failure ; and
why ? For one reason, that the circumstances of the differ-
ent Provinces are such that thore never can be a very
large inter-provincial trade between them. The natural
market of the group of Provinces, known as the Maritime
Provinces, lies te the south of them in the New England
States; and yen may attempt te fight against geography,
you may build all the railroads you like, but the results of
a practical experience of twenty years bave shown that
while you may dam back the trade a little, and prevent the
people of the Maritime Piovirces from trading with the
people with whom they ought te have natural trade re
lations, you canrot force their trade into an unnatural
channel. Have you succeeded in your attempt te do se ?
What trade is there te-day between the Maritime Provinces
and the upper Provinces of the Dominion ? How much oats,
how much fish, how mach of any of the natural products of
the soi], or of the mine, or of the forest, do we send yen ?
Yeu carry the products of the mine almost for nothing over
the Intercolonial iRailway, in order te force this trade, but
the result is that your Intercolonial Railway at the present
time is sinking in working expenses, and outside of inter-
est, on its cost, 8300,000 or $400,000 a year. Then,
Sir, the hon. gentlemen say, in reply te the statement,
that the people are leaving the Maritime Provinces
in large numbers every year: Oh, yes, but the people are
going west. Well, Sir, wo had the statement made yes-
terday that this is not the fact. The census returus are
examined, and we find that there are, practically speaking,
none of tIhe Maritime people in the Province of Ontario, or
in the Province of Quebec, and a very few in the Province
of Manitoba. Where have they gone, then? To a country
which hon. gentlemen term a foreign oountry-to the
United States of America ; and while the exodus from
the eastern part of British North America Las been te a
foreign country, the people who leave the New England
States go te the western States and remain in their own
country. In Canada, owing te the want of the freer
trade relations that we ought te possess, our people are
di-ven, not te our own western prairies, where they might
a»d would go, but te the isouth of the line. Do you suppose

Mr. DAVIS (P.B.I.)

if the people of Manitoba and the North-West Territories
Lad net been hampered as they have been with the unra-
tural trade restrictions which you Lave placed upon them
preventing them dealing with those who aire their natural
neighbors, and who are prepared te deal with them-to
buy what they have te sell and te soli te them what they
want te buy-do you suppose the country would not
have been filled up with the hardy yeomen of the Maritime
Provinces who have gone west during the past few years ?
These men do not leave British North America bocause
they are disloyal te the flag. They are loyal te the flag,
and they would prefer te live in Canada under their Sovereign
if they were allowed te remain; but in order te build up
monopolies, to enrich colonisation companies, te fill the
pockets of political favorites, te make rich a few favorite
manufacturers who contribute to your election funds-in
order to do this, you place a damper on the trade relations
that ought te exist between this country and the United
States ; and the reàult is that those people, not being
able te find a place in this country where they could farm
successfully and live, are driven across the border. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman did not grapple with any
of those statements. This is a very large question,
and there are very many points which a gentleman
speaking on the Government side might be pardon-
ed for overlooking; but there was a point mentioned
by the hon. member for South Oxford which, I
think, ought te bave challenged a moment's attention
from the hon. momber for Cardwell. Why, Sir, ho men-
tioned a fact, which Las been repeated to-day, that over
$1100,000,000 Las been locked np in railroads in this country.
We Lave spent money with a lavish hand-public moneys
which we have voted, and private moneys which have been
invested-in railway enterprises in this country; and ait
for what ? To give us botter means of communication, for
carrying away the surplus products of the land; and
after you have built your railways at such an enormous
cost, you place a barrier at the border, so that the trade may
net be carried te the people who want to buy it. A more
insane policy was never conceived. What Las the hon.
gentleman te say in reply te the natural demand which has
gone uj) from every section of this country-from the farm-
ers,the fiseermen,the miners and all the producing classes of
the country-f>r freer trade relations ? The answer of
the hon, gentleman to-day is the answer ho gave this
House anul this country when I Lad the honor of first
sitting in this House some years ago. He says
we have placed our policy on the Statute-book; the
people know, he says, we have made a statutory offar of
exchauge in natural products with the United States.
Why, we know that statutory offer is a farce, and the hon.
gentleman knows it was a farce and a blind from the day it
was made. How many years Las it been on the Statute-
book? It has been there ever since the introduction of the
National Policy. Has it ever evoked a responsive offer
from the other side of the line? Nover. The hon. gentle-
man talks of our offer te expert te the United States ail our
natural products in return for the privilege of purchasing ail
their natural produets. And what do we ever purchase of
their produots ? Outside cf the article of Indian corn, we
purchase scarcely anything at all. The hon. gentleman
knows, and his Government know, that they are merely
playing with this question. when they tell the people
they are willing te establish restricted reciprocity in
the natural products of the two countries. I say there
is no reciprocity in that offer. The hon. gentlemaa
evadel the principle set down in the resolution; he set up
a man of straw and thon proceeded to knock him down.
He discussed the question of Commercial Union at very
great iength. I was not aware that the question of Com-
mercial Union was embodied in this resolution before the
House. That question may come up for discussion in this
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House, and the speech whieh the hon. gentleman fired off
at half-cock may thon ho appropriate, but it was utterly
irrelevant on this occasion, and no answer to the proposition
laid down or the arguments advanced in support ot that pro-
position by my hon. friend for South Oxford. The policy
of the Liberal party, the policy agreed upon and formulated
by the hon. member for South Oxford, is contained in that
resolution, and that is not the policy advocated at present
by Mr. Erastus Wiman, and which the hon. gentleman took
euch pains to answer yesterday. The policy of Mr. Wiman
is not the policy whieh is propounded bore, and the hon.
gentleman therefore wasted, in discussing it, a large part of
the time of this House that ho might profitably have em-
ployed in answering the arguments submitted on this aide,
were he able to do so. He declared that the resolution
implied and involved the raising of our tariff as high as that
of the United States. When and where did ho learn that?
It is not in the resolution; it was not deolared te bo bis
policy by the hon. gentleman who moved the resolution;
it cannot be deduced from anything contained in that reso-
lution. It is not the fact, The policy of unrestricted recipro-
city does not imply at all that the tariff of this country, as
against the world, shall be raised up to the tariff of the
United States. T he tariff of this country, if unrestricted
reciprocity were carried to-morrow, would ho just as this
Parliament, whizh would retain supreme control over it,
would choose to adopt. Therefore, when the hon. gentleman
started out on bis argument with the statement that unres-
tricted reciprocity* involved the assimilation of our tariff
with thAt of the United States, he made a statement which
neither the resolution nor the argument advancel in sup.
port of the resolution justifiecd. Then the hon. gentle.
man stated further that this proposition was going
to destroy the trade of the St. Lawrence. Why
will it destroy the trade of the St. Lawrence ?
If our tiriff remains as it is to-day and the tariff of the
United States romains as it is to-day, will not the trade,
not only of Canada but the trade of the great western
country belonging to the United States, naturally flow by
the St. Lawrence. WJIl not the productions of that great
western country flow from there down the St. Lawrence ?
What will restrict it ? What will hamper it ? la not the
St. Lawrerce the natural channel which Providence intend-
ed for the traffic to aid fom that great western country.
The hon. gentleman well knows it is, and therefore to make
the bald assertion, without a single vestige of proof to sup-
port it, that our proposition will have the effeet of destroying
the trade of the St. Lawrence, is utterly absurd. But the hon.
gentleman stated that we were a happy country, and that
if there was one part of the National Policy of which ho
was more proud than another, it was that whieh related to the
incidence of taxation. In this country, ho said, under this
unrestricted reciprocity policy, there must be direct taxation.
That was aso a bugbear of the hon. gentleman's own imagi-
nation; that was also a man of straw of his own making.
That dos not at all necessarily follow our proposition. It
was not propounded as part of the policy necessarily by
my hon. friend from South Huron. And it dos not foilow it
must necessarily take place. But, ho says, if there was one
part of the policy ho approved of, it was that part of the
National Policy by which the incidence of taxation bear
almost entirely upon the rich and not upon the poor.
Why, the hon. gentleman knowa-no man knows botter-
that the evil underlying the National Policy is that it
bears more heavily upon the poor than upon the rich man.
The specific duties upon articles imported bear more
heavily upon the coarse articles consumed by the poor than
upon the fine articles consumed by the rich. If the hon..
gentleman will take the articles which enter into the noces-'
sary consumption of the ordinary workingman, say a man
whose income amounts to $100 per year, and making firat
allowance for elothing, boots and shoes, ho will find that for

sugar, for groceries, for crockery and the little miseellaneous
articles alone, the workingman, whose income is $400,
pays not les than $35 to the revenue upon it.

Mr. BERGIN. Name the articles.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.)-
Olothing ........... ............... $16 50
Boots and shoes ..... ........................ 4 60
Etoves..--. ..... . ........ 40
Sagar ...... ............ ...... ..... . . ..... 5 00
Other grocerie.. .................... ....... 2 60
Tools, crockery and miscellaneous ....... ..... 4 0o

SU 00
Lot the hon. gentleman take the articles, and ho will find it
is true. When a poor man pays at that rate on the noer-
saries of life, for an hon. Minister of the experience of the
hon. member for Cardwell to stand up in this House and say
that a poor man's taxation is practically »l, is to insuit the
intelligence of this House and the country. But there is more
than that. If the National Po!icy was intended to have, and
if it bas any effect at all, it should operate to exalude from
this country those manufactures which, the hon. gentleman
said, can be made in it. Therefore, the poor man, if ho
does not directly pay to the national echequer, pays into the
pockets of the manufacturers, and the latter have taken the
best possible means of establishing that he shall pay to the
uttermost farthing. We hear of combines made in every
branoh of manufacture which is protected by this National
Policy. To-day we have these manufacturera combining
in al[ branches of trade-for what ? To mulet the poor
man stil more. But the hon. gentloman reachod the climax
when ho came to speak with reference to what ho called the
doleful wail set up by the hon. momber for S>uth Oxford.
It appears to me that these hon. gentlemen, or a few of
them, believe it is the duty of a representative of the people
to bide and cover up the truth. I contend, on the contrary,
that it is the duty of a representative of the people to dis-
cover the truth, to lay bare the grievance, in order that l e may
discover and propose a remedy for the grievance, and I say
that ho is no loyal man to the people or to the country who
desires to bide the grievances or the evils under which the
country labors. The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) pointed out that for the last fewyears
there bad been a wonderful depression in the agricultural
interests of this c blntry ; that in this young country, whose
agricultural proeperity ought to proceed, not by slow
degrees but by leaps and bounds as it did years ago, the
agrieultural industry appeared now to be stricken by
paralysis, and that stagnation appeared to be the order of
the day; that, while a few years ago our agricultural popu-
lation wero able to increase their wealth to a marvellous de.
gree, to-lay the wheels of progress have been turned back-
wards, and we are retrograding rather than progressing.
The hon. member, for Cardwell (Mr. White) reptied to
the bor. member, and, with that jaunty air which ho
assumes when he wants the House to imagine that he
knows everything on every subject, he said the House need
not be alarmed, that all this was wrong, and this new
Daniel who had come to judgment said ho had in his handa
the proof of the position he took. Ho said that if there was
one thing which he admitted, it was the truth of the
statistics prepared by bis friend, Mr. Blue, of Ontario, and
he commended the enterprise of the Ontario Government
in the preparation of those statistics, and he said, I
am going to destroy the Goliath of the other aide with a
single stone from my sling. I, the young David of the
Hose. How did ho do that ? He asked us to place, as ho
said ho was prepared to place, the most implicit confidence
in the statistics of Mr. Blue. Ho told us they ahowed that
it was not true that Canada was rot progresing, and that
he would show from those statistics that, during a certain
number of years which he mentioned, the agrieultural
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wealth of Ontario had developed, and ho rolled it under bis
tongue as a sweet morsel, to the extent of some thirty mil-
lions of dollars, and be asked us to fall down and worship the
system which had produced buch results. The hon. gentle-
man has acquired, perhaps from his having been a writer
upon the daily press, a habit of jumping too hastily to hIastily
formed conclusions. He takes a bird's-eye view of certain
statistics in the same way as he would if ho were writing
an article for the Montroal Gazette. Bat let us take the
very statisticis the hon. gentleman bas reforred to. I am
prepared for the nonce to assume that they are accurate,
and that they point out correctly the relative increase in
the agricultural wealth of the Province of Ontario during
the time when my hon. friend from East York presided
over the destinies of this country, and when the policy pro-
moted by him and the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) was in force, and I am willing to com-
pare that with the time during which the Government of
which the hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. XV bite), who has
his panacea for all the evils of the country, has been in
power. What do I find by this bluc-book which ho vouches
for ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yellow book.
Mr. DAVIES (P. E.I.) Yellow book, if you like. What

do I find from tins yellow book ? What do I find as the
result of the stone which ho has picked out of it and
slung to destroy the effect of the speech of the
Goliath opposite to him? We find that n ihe year
1873, when the member for East York (?Jr. Mackenz*e)
to<k rhargeof the adminittration of affairs in this country,
the average value of real estate in Ontario amounted to
810.02 per acre. I ask, as a favor, the attention of my hon.
friend the momber for Cardwell to this statement. lu the
3etr 1873 the average acreable vaue of land in the rural
district of Ontario was $10.02 per acre. I find that under
the system of economy and prudence in the management of
affairs, and keeping down the taxes of the country, and dc-
veloping the re-ources of the country, practiccd by the
Government of that day. the value of real estate in the
rural districts rose until, in 1b78, it had reached the
enormous sum of $18.14 per acre. Does the hon. gentleman
know what that means ? It means that in that peiiodof
time, about five years, the increase in value of the rural
lands in the Province of Ontario amounted to $160,600,00a,.
There are about 20,000,000 acres of lard in Ontario, and,
according to the statements contained in this book to which
the hon, gentleman gives bis adbesion, the increase bas beon
that which I have stated, which cannot be parallelei in
the history of any country on tis side of the Atlantic. It
is a record of which the Government of Ontario ought to be
proud, and of which any Govern ment which had thbe dircc
tion of the affairs of the country would have a right to be
proud. Then we had the National Policy brought into
operation, putting taxes on all the consumera. While the
value was $18.14 per acre in 1878, nearly eight years go
by, and in 1885, the last year I find recorded in this bok
which the hon. gentleman presents to the House as boing
undoubtedly true, I find that the acreable value had I
only gone up to $19.71, or an increase per acre of
$1.57 in the sevon years as against an increase of 88 12 per
acre in the previous five years. There you see that $1.57
per acre represents the wonderful increase of $30,000,00
that the hon. gentleman speaks of, while 8$160,000,000 of
increase took place in the five years when Mr. Mackenzie
was in power. The hon. gentleman can take his pencil and
see how much the ratio per cent. under the old régime was
over the increase under the National Policy. I think it is
just about 700 per cent., or that as nearly as possible. I
have not a blackboard on which to make the calculation
accurately, but if I am wrong he can correct it. J say that,
in that statement, I have given an answer to the hour-and-a-

Mr. Davas(E .L

half speech of the hon. gentleman. The statements which
have been made from time to time by hon. gentlenen on
this side of theHouse, as to the lamentable fact that progre-s
has been stayed by this policy in the greatest Province in
this Dominion, are proved by the figures for the accuracy of
which he himself haq vouched ; but, if that is the case in
the Province of Ontario, it is ton times more the case in the
Province, or in the part of the Dominion from which I
come. Go back to 1873 or to a few years before that, and, as
we have no statisties which reduce the question to a certainty
of mathematical accuracy as we have here, I will appeal to
the knowledge of fact possessed by every man from the
Province from which I come, and from the Provinces of
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, and what do they tell
you ? What will they tell you ? Will they tell you that
the agricultural interests have become wealthy during the
past eight or nine years under the ægis and protection of
the Nationat Policy ? Oh, no! Our agricultural industry is
depressed, our farmers a, e living without hope; our young
mon, the bone and sinew of the country-

An hon. ME\IBER, No, no.

Mr. DAVIES. Tho bon. gentleman who says "no" must
be speaking without any practical knowledge whatever. I
think ho comes from Ibo Province of Nova Scotia. I can
take him through county after county of Cape Breton
fro-n which the young mon have fled, as from a plague,
almost. I can take him to the Province of Prince E ward
Island, and ho will go through large districts where the
young men, who ought to have remained at home to till the
soil, and enrich the conrnunity, and make new homes for
themselves, have abandoned that land and gone off to the
United States; and I tell the hon. gentleman, that if it had
not been for the returns of their earnings which these yourg
mon make yearly to their parents and their friends, the sad
lale, as it stands to-iay, would be ten times worse. But, Sir,
the hon. gentleman wanted to show, to confirm his argument,
that things are not so bad in Ontario as gentlemen on this
silo of the House have statod. I am not acquainted, person-
ally, with the actual condition of affaira in Ontario,
bu: 1 am acquaiuted with them in the Maritime Provinces.
I give vou my version ; the doductioris I draw from what I
bave >eon, and know, and fait, aed I givo you from the
blac-hoouk the truth of what takes place there. The
hon. gintlemao says: "I will prove to you, from
statistics of the United States, that the farmers are much
more heavily mortgagel thero than they are in Ontario;
that the cordition of the Ontario farmer, in respect to
mortgbges, is not half so bad as in some parts
of tbe LJnited States; that the exodus from Ontario is not
so bad as it is from some of the States." low does he do it ?
The hon, gentleman takes the loan companies of Ontario
and the lists of their mortgages, and ho assumes that they
form a fair statement of the mortgage debt upon the farms
of Ontario. ' Well, I am informed1 by those who are con-
versant with the facts, that in a number of the largest
counties of Ontario, the company's mortgage list does not
show one-tenth of the mortg ýges that really exist upon the
farms of the country. Bat with regard to the exodui
question and the inercase of agrieultural wealth, with
what States does the hon. gentleman compare the great
Province of On tario ? He takes the State of Vermont and
the btate of New Hampshire, and one or two other States,
that do not possess one-tenth of the fertility, that do not
possess one-tenth of the natural resources of the great and
rich Province of Ontario-not one-hundredth, as an hon.
friend beside me says-the sterile, rocky districts of Ver.
mont and Now Hiampshire, and he says that they have only
progressed in a certain ratio, and if Ontario has kept up,
she ought to be asatisfied. Sir, is that the way for an hon.
gentleman to talk who wants to hold up his country pro-
porly in the eyes of the world ? He could not use more
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depreciatory language than to compare Ontario and New
Hampshire, or the progress of Vermont and New Hamp.
shire, with the progress of Ontario, or even of the Mari-
time Provinces. The natural resources of those States
are not one-twentieth as great ; and, therefore, while it is
perfectly natural that young mon should go from
the rocks and the poor soil of Vermont and New
Hampshire, to the richer soil of the western country,
it is unnatural, and it is wrong, and it is owing
to man's bad fiscal regulations, that the young men are
driven from Ontario. What is natural in one case is arti-
ficial and unnatural in the other. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
have referred te the hon. gentleman's speech at greater
lengtb, perhaps, than its importance justifies; but 1 think
I have been enabled to show that one or two, at any rate,
of his main propositions are utterly untenable. Now, I
want to cali the attention of the House for a very short
time to the record of the Trade and Navigation Returns of
this country, to ascertain whethor the people should be
satisfied with the continuance of the existing state of affaira.
Is it true, or is it not truc, that the people are satisfied ? Is
it tiue, or is it not truc, that the people of the Maritime
Provinces, or the peopleof Quebec, or the people of Ontario,
or the people of the iNorth-West, are satisfied that the pre-
sent state of affairs should continue? The hon. mem-
ber for Cardwell says they are. He says, I have nothing to
offer yon, we must go on as we are going, doubling the tax.
ation, doubling the expenditure in so many years. We must
depend on our own resourcsF, and keep the present Govern-
ment in power, and adopt no new-fangled schenes for the
relief of the great mass of the people. There are just one
or two prommnent facts that I want to notice. I am aware
they have been noticed before, but they are so important,
in my opinion, that they will bear repeating. Sir, we
were toll a few years ago that there were few countries
on the face of the globe that wera increasing in prosperity
in the same ratio as Canada; we were told that the best
index to that increase of prosperity was to be found in our
navigation returus; that a country which from year to year
added tons of thousands to its exports, and consequentiy
tens of thousands to its wealth, was an improving country,
a country that would afford a welcome aiylum to the over-
taxed and over-burdened people of other parts of the world.
Sir, it is truc that for years and years the export trade of
Canada did increase largely, did go up by leaps and bounds;
but what do we find to-day under the blighting influence of
the National Policy? Has that increase continued ? Has
our reasonable expectations in that regard been realised ?
In the year 1873, the exports of this country reached the
asum of $89,789,000; in the year 1887 we find it stationary,
hardly a dollar of increase in the surplus experts of our pro.
ducts-$89,000,000 in 1873, and $89,000,000 only in 1887. I
say that fact, bold and bald as it is, ought to open
our eyes, and callis for more serious treatment than
it bas received at the hands of bon, gentlemen opposite.
It shows us that our affaire are not in the satisfactory con-
dition they would lead us to believe. It shows us we must
find some remedy other than that we now possess. What
have we been doing during all this time ? Why have we
reason to expect that Our surplus products for expert should
be largely increased ? Net only because of the richness of
our soil, not only because of the inexhaustible nature of
our fisheries, and our mines, and our forests, but because we
have been borrowing, for a number of years past, largely in
the money markets of the world, and bringing millions of dol-
lars here and spending tt em in developing the resources of
the country. This po)icy of rapid construction of railways,
of rapid construction of public works, and the expenditure
of millions of borrowed money, bas gone on from year to
year, and it has circulated an enormous amount of money,
among the people, and bas created in some places an appar-
ent prosperity. But this expenditure is about ceasing now.

es

We have danced right merrily and now we must pay the
piper. I thiek the more prudent on the Government side
have long ago come to the conclusion that we cannot go
on borrowing as we have done in the past, untess we can
show that our wealth is increasing in such a degree as
to justify us in believing we will be fairly able to
bear the burdens which inoreased borrowing places
upon us. Let us look at our great wealth producing inter-
ests and sec how we can deveiop and promote them.
The hon. member for Cardwelt (gr. White) stated, in his
address yesterday, that we should not be so concerned
about foreign markets. He said : You muet remember that
after al is said and done, the home market is the groat
mirket for the people; ho said that while the value of our
whole products reached $100,000,000-I think those are the
correct figu res, although I am only speaking from memory-
only about 10 per cent. of the product were exported.
Assuming his statement to be true, does it at atl follow
from it that the foreign market which purchases the $40,-
000,000 of &urplus products we export is not of vital im-
portance to us ? Why, the hon. gentleman ought to know,
the hon. gentleman does know, I venture to ay-if ho does
not he bas not learncd one of the elementary principles of
political economy-that it is the foreign market which con-
trois the pri e we get for our products. Sir, if you want
to know the price of oats, or wheat, or any of
the producte, a surplus of which we send abroad, you
must look at the foreign markets which determine the price.
It is the English market that determines the price of oats and
the price of wheat, and, in fact, it is the market abroad which
receives the surplus that determines the prieo of car products
at home. The hon. gentleman knows that, and, therefore,
the price we obtain for the portion of our products we con-
sume depends on the foreign market. The quantity weokeep
at home and solilin the home market is regulated entirely
by the price we get abroad, and the price we get abroad is,
therefore, of vital importance. Now, lot us compare the ex.
ports of to-day ; and what do we find them to be? We find
that out of total exports of $80,000,000 from this country,
there were 83,805,000 products of the soil, $6,875,000 of the
fisheries, $20,484,000 of the forest, $21,247,000 animais and
their products, $3,000,000 odd for manufactures, and $641,
000 for miscellaneous, which, together with short roturns
of exports to the United States from our inland towns,
makes a total of $80,000,000. What fact does this convey to
any thi nking man ? Compare the wonderful amount of exports
of surplus products from the larm, fron the forest, from the
fisheries and from the mines, with the tawdry and paltry
amount of manufactures we export, and then you can judge
of the real relative importance of those industries to our
people. A paltry $3,000,000 worth of manufactures are
exported from Canada, a sum lese by hundreds of thousands
than we exported from the country before the National
Policy ever was introducedi; and yet we are asked to sacri-
fice the interests of the people, who produce and export
$75,000,000 worth of products, in order to bolster and build
up and make wealthy that class which exported $3,000,000
worth. I hold that the farming community and those in-
terested in the lumber interest, and the other intereste I
have mentioned, deserve more serious attention at the
hands of this Parliament than the handful of people who
are engaged in manufactures here, of which they export
only $3,000,000 worth. We cannot consume these products.
Those $80,C00,000 worth of products we export we cannot
consume here, that is evident. We must have a market
for those products. You have developel as far as you can
our trade by building the Intercolonial and other railways.
Yon have endeavored to force on the Maritime Provinces
as much of your surplus products as you cau. You have
forced upon the Province of Quebec ail the coal from the
Maritime Provinces you can force by carrying it almost for
nothing. You have forced trade wherever possible, and
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after ail is said and done you have $77,000,000 worth of the
products of the mine, forest, land and sea to export abroad.
Now, where does it go ? We find there are two great
countries which consume the large proportion of it.
We can almost put out of sight, in considering this
question, those other countries of the world which, a
few years ago, some of the statesmen supposed would
become great purchasers of our surplus products. We
find that Great Britain took 838,000,000 of our surplus
products, and the United States took $35,000,000 worta,
So, then, it is to those two countries that we must
look for the sale of those produets. Let us analyse just a
little further those surplus products and find where they
go. We find that of the products of the mine, of the value
of $3,800,000, the United States took over 83,000,000 worth.
It is true you have restricted the trade as much as possible.
It is true that by building up barriers op this side and
maintaining barriers on that, the statesmen of both coun.
tries have prevented the trade from reaching one-half of
what it might have been ; but even to-day, with all the
restrictions, with all that men can do to stop the flow of
trafflc between the two countries, the surplus products of
the mine are practically purchased by our neighbors in the
great American Republie. So it is with regard to our
fisheries. Of a total value of $6,800,000 exported, the
United States took nearly $3,000,000 worth ; and be it
remembered that is the only rnaket to which we are able to
send those 03,000,000 worth of products. We have no
other market in the world for our mackerel except the
United States, and we have no other market for our
fresh fish. That is our market and our sole market,
and it is well known to ail who have stadied the question,
that you are hampering and dcetroying, asfar as it is in the
power of man to do, those great industries to which I have
referred, by unnatural restrictions. Why, Sir, of the ex ports
of our forests the United States takes $9,000000; of animais
and their products, 87,291,000; agicultural products ont-
side of that, $7,966,248; and manufactures, 81-,250,000.
Therefore, without wearying the House and going into
soie eils-tails which have been given by my hon.
friend, but which I have looked up and which are unneces.
sarytqrepeat-we find, Sir, that to the south of us lies one
country which, next to Great Britain, takes ail the surplus
prodiftts we bave to sell. Now, Sir, the question is whether
it is desirâble or whether it is not desarable that we should
remove all artificial barriers which interrnpt the freost
interchange of the surplus'products of this country with the
surplus products of the country south of us. Wbat would
be the effect if we did- this ? Why, Sir, the effects of the old
Reciprocity Treaty, all confined as they were to natural pro-
ducts, have never been forgotten by the people of the
Maritime Provinces. I do not know whether they were as
profitable to the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec,

Some hon. ME MBERS. Yes.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Well, then, if they were, the
people of Quebec and Ontario must have as warm a heart
for the return of those good old times as we have in the
Maritime Provinces. It is true that, under that old Recipro-
city Treaty, to which I wish to call attention, the profits,
benefits, and advantages were not confined to the Dominion
of Canada. I do not claim that we possessed greater advan-
tages under it than the United States. I meanu to say
that under the treaty the United States benefitéd largely,
and'l iiean to say that the figures show that, so far as the
balance of trade is concerned, was largely in their favor.
We bought fron theit and they bouglt from us during
the period the Reciprocity Treaty was in force. And, Sir, 1
would just call the attention of the iouse for a few moments
to the marvellous strides which the trade of this country
received at the time when the annual products ot both coun- ,
trieë were allowed to fiw free between the Dôminioif of

Mr. DAviEs (P.E.I.)

Canada and the nation te te b.south of us. I find, 8ir, on lo«king
up the réturns, that before the Reciprocity Treaty came into
force the entire traffie betweeïi Canda and the United
States was very small. In 1845 it was $8,000,000, in 1846
$9,000,000, in 1847 it increa-ed to 10,000,000, in 1848 to
$12,000,000,in 1850 to $15,000,000, and in 1851 to $18,000,000
-slow, up-hill progress, but ail the progress that could be
made under the system of government and under the res-
trictions to trade which thon existed. I find that in the
year last before te Reciprocity Treaty, 1853, that the entire
trade between the Provinces that now comprise the Domi-
nion of Canada and the United States of America was
$20,000,000. I find, Sir, the first year after that treaty took
place that the trade bounded up from $20,000,000 to
$33,000,000, that two years afterwards it had gone up to
842,000,000, that two years af ter that,in 857,to $46,000,000,
in 1859 it had gone up to $18,000,000, in 1863 to
$55.000,000, in 1864 to $17,0001000, in 1865 to $71,000,00,
and in 1866 it had reached the tremendous figures of
$84,000,000. There is no stop, there is no halt. The pro-
ducing power of this country was tested to its utmost, and
it was equal to the demand made upon it; and our fishermen,
our farmers, and our lumbermen poured out their surplus
products to the American market,- and wealth rolled back
upon them. l see opposite to me men who know the truth
of what I am speaking. I would recall their attention to
the time when in every creek in the Maritime Provinces the
smaller vessels came there laden with the products we re-
quired from the farms and the looms of the United States,
and returned agair with everything that our farmers, from
their surplus products, had to tel. We had not one article
to sell whioh they were not willing to buy, and to buy at a
profitable rate. Wealth rolled in upon the country, as can
be seen from the figures which the total trade returns of
the country shows during that time. Wbat bas been the
consequenoe since, Sir ? During that period of time the
figures are large, ihe total interchange of traffic between
the Dominion of Canada and the United States reached the
immense and unparalleled figures of 8670,000,000. It is
almost inoonceivable-an amount which one can haAlly
grasp-but euch are the facts as shown by the Trade and
Navigation Rturnr, and what was it that wepurchased from
the United States during that time ? We purchased
$150,000,000 worth of farm produets, 88,500,000 worth of
tinber, $24,000,000 worth of mieoellaneous goode and
8161,000,000 worth of general merchandise. We
purchased it because it was for our advantage tO pur-
chase it, and we would not have purebased it unlesa
it were so. We made money by the purchase, and
we made money by the sale to the people of the
United States of the millions of dollars I have mon-
tioned, bringing back those millions in retarn. What is the
consequence of the repeal of that treaty? It had ne sooner
been repealed than the traffic fel from $84,000,00 to *57,.
000,000, a falling off in one year of nearly 8&0,000,000. In
the year following it was $56,000 000. In 1869, two years
afterwards, it remained at 860,000,000. It strugged up
and ascended eteadily from that time until in the year 1878
it reached $89MC0,000, but to-Jay, Sir, we find it has gone
back again to 382,000,000, We find during the period
of the Reciprocity Treaty, not only by the personal ex.
perience which every gentleman who remembers can bring
to bear upon it, but by the statisties contained in our blue-
books as well, that it is proved beyond a doubt that the
period of the Reoiprocity Treaty was aperiod of unparalleled
prosperity for Canada, whilst at the ame time it was a
peried during which, the United States reaped great gain
from traMie witb us. It was not a one-sided treaty. As
hon. gentlemen opposite say, we are not going as beggara
to the United States, we are not a poor country, we are a
great country with great capabilities.

An hon. MER-BER. Hear, hear.
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Mr. DAVIES (PEl.) Yes, hon. gentlemen opposite wbieh my hon. fiiends ad myeelf appoalo4 to the ,, , Rf
sometimes think that they possess all the loyalty and that Province? The issue wb$ reciprocity with the 1utW
ait the love of country on thoir side of the House. I can States and the best means to obtain it; and we appeu]e4 to
tell them that we are as proud of our country and have as then to return a party to power who were in sympathy
great a knowledge of its capabilities as they have, but we witb that policy, and who were determined to do al that
want te make it a country fit for us to live in ourselves and lay in their power te obtain it, and the people answered by
for our sors ofterwards. We want te se its capabilities sending a unanimous delegation for that purpose. Lt o
developed and not dwarfed by the po!iticians of the country; true, Sir, in some of the othr Provinces, whe yen p ured
we want to see the restrictions upon that development re- ont the Goverment rnoy like water, wlie you bouglt
moved; we want to Fc the trade of thecountry untrammelled; the people with their own monoy, the resuhe were n0L
we do not want to sec the whole interests of this great and the sane as with us; but you knov that if you d net
growing Dominion sacrificed to the interests of a few who mace tho promises with regard 0 railways in Uic adjoiuing
have put their money in the manufactures of the country. Province cf Nova Scotia, if yen had nt poured ont the
Do yon say in answer te that. as the hon. gentleman said noney as you did fer the construction of pulie works, yen
yesterday: "I am perfectly willing that there should be a re- wonid hardy have had a corporai's guerd te b#ck up
turn to that old r-ystem." I dare say you may be, I dare say the hon. Finance Minister. us Qwn perseai qualities and
that you are, butthe hon. gentleman knows tbatitiseryingfor bis long publie life miglt poâsibly have insured lis returu,
the moon. He has eight or len years' experience of bis offer, but I doubt that he would have lad a ccîporat'à guard to
and hc knows it will nevr be g:anted. I have alreidy dwelt back him in the flouse. Wby da 1 bslive iL? Bocmuse
ou that question. Fle knows he may keep the statutory the iuterests cf the people cf Nova Scotia are identical with
offer there for ever and it wili evoke ne response from the those el the people et Prince Bdward Island, sud tbe un-
people of the United States, because it is not, and we have trammelied ve in the cne Province shows what the un-
no hesitation in saying itis not,a fair offer of reciprocal trade. trarmelled vote wenid have bien in the other.
ltisaskingtoo much trom theomand giving toolittle from us.
The hon. gentleman introduced the National Policy in this
country. lic boasta ihat it receivei the endersation of the, peop e murt be te be bought up wr this way.

majerity of the people cf this country. Sp l RICHARD CtW RIGHT. We l, our Publie Ac
Some hon. ME MBE RS. Hear, hear. counts show it. Why, they offered tbemselves te us, but Mr.

Blake was too honiest to bay them.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Yes, " hear, hear," says my hon.B

friend; does he3 know why ? Mr. DAVIES (P.E t) Now, wo are not singular-it
Some ho. MEkMBERS. Yes. would Le unnatural if we were-in feeling and predicting
Mr. DAVIES (P.E .) I will tell him why. Does he the great benefits which would accrue te this country fromi

know the ground upon which the people of the Maritime Pro- reciprocal trade with the United States. I do not knQw
vinces were asked, by the man who possesses as much power what the right hon, gentleman who leads the Government
in the Government, if not more, th in its chief, to adopt that may say to-day ; I do net know what his views are now;
policy ? but I know, Sir, that ho shares the general belief that the

repeal of the Reciprooity Treaty was a great oalamity te
An hon. MEMBER. Oh, oh ! this country. In 1865, when ie was negotiating for a
Mr. DAVIES The bon. member laughs. I will repeat renewal of that treaty, ho put into a State document which

the question, and, te ore he laughs, he had better bear what he forwarded te the English Government a declaration of
I say. i was going to ask, does ho dare to think that a bis own that the repeal of that treaty was a "great c#lpmity"
people traint d up in Lhc principle of free trade, as tho people to Canada; and he went further-turther, [ think, than was
of the Maritime Provinces had been, a people knowing and necessary. He almost warned the British Government
believing in the bene fits of free trade, could have been got that uniss that treaty was renewod in some form or other
te listen to a proposal to reverse the system uiider which the loyalty of the peoplo might be underminisd. The hou.
they had rown 1rosperous, and introduce a protective sv. gentleman said at that time in a Minute of Couneil:
tem simpfy because it was protective ? No, you could not;
you would net have polied a corporai's guard. But
yen came to them under false pretece-s; yoq said to
them: We ask yon to adopt the National Pohoy- in
order that it may give berefits to you ? Not at ail. Did
you try te prove that it would be in itself a benefit ? No
but you told them it would be a means of obtuining that
which they were all striving for-it would be a means of ob-
taining reciprocal trade with the United States. That is how
yeu carried your National Pulicy in 1878. You carrieJ it under
false pretences. Sir Charles Tupper came te the city of
Charlottetown, which I have now the honor to represent,
and in the most emphatie terms pledged bis word thât
what he was seeking was net nn incrase of taxation to
build up manufactures, but it was te obtain that which was
the greatest blessing the Maritine Provinces would
ever have-it was te obtain reciprocity, and that was the
only way they could get it. The people took him at bis
word, they voted f>r the National Policy; they were sold.
and to-day they are farther off from reciproeity than
ever. The les the hon. gentleman says about tbe election
the better. We know bw it was carried. Take the Prov-
ince where they did net spend money, where they did net
pour it out in bribery-take the Province from whiuh I
çome, and what is your arnswer ? Wbat was the issue on

"Under the beneficent operation of the system of self-government
which the later palicy of the mother country bas accorded to Canada,
in common with the other colonies possessing presentative inuitt1-
tions, combined wi' h the advant4ges beCeired by the 8.eeiprocity TreMty,
of an urirestricted commerce with our nearest neiglhbrs in the naturbl
productions of the two countries, all agitation for organtc changes
bas ceased, aIl dissatisfaction with the existing political relations of the
Provinces has wholly disappeared."

There bad bueu dissatisfaction among some of those politi-
cally associated with the right hon, gentleman untIl we
obtained access to our natural markets in the United States;
but the dissatisfaction, he says, bas ceased.

"Altiough the commlsa1oneru iould erpg1l misrj~e~.i.
couatymen if they were te arm that thei ryafy te , ea
would be diminished in the slighteqt degres by t'e Vithdràwail throu 4
the unfciendly sation of a foreign Erech
privilege, however valuable tbee r~1gh Z!beé;hythn '~
cannet err lu dircctig the attuntion f Lhe enlightented st4tepapen hi
wield the destinie3 o the great Empire, of which it is the pro e9s
boast of Canadians thtt their country fairms a part, to the eonuectiop
which is usually found to exit betrWee the material prqsperity aqd the
political contentment of a people, for in doing Bo they feel tha tbey
are appealing to the highest mutives that can aetaite patriotic states-
men-the desire to perpeluate a Dominion founded on the afectionate
atiegiance of a prosperous and cnteuted people."

Statesmanlike words, those, Sir. The hon. gentleman tells
the IHome :overn ment: I do net want te say that our
loyalty depends altogether upon our obtaining and main-
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taining free commercial relations with the people of the
United States, but such is always the case, and unless the
people are content, and unless the people are prospeoas,
you may look out for some disloyalty. Contentment and
loyalty are handmaidens. Discontent is the parent of
dieloyalty. Ie warns the British Government that
unlees some steps are taken the loyalty of the people
will be undermined. And the hon. gentleman at that
time, I have no doubt, was bonest in bis desire to bring
about a renewal of that treaty under which wo have
prospered so mach. But, Sir, at that time, if I am not
incorrect, the hon. gentleman caused propositions to be
made to the States which would have horror-stricken the
hon. member for Cardwell-not propositions for an exchange
of natural products alone, but propositions for the assimila-
tion of the tariffs of the two countries. If the Hon. George
Brown was correct in a statement he made in a speech
delivered by him in 1865, negotiations were then on foot for
a renewal of reciprocity with the United States. I wonder
if the hon. gentlemân will leave the Governmont when he
discovers that bis leader is hetorodox on that point. We
have not yet heard from the hon. the First Minister, but
perhaps he may yet throw over the hon. member for Card
well. He may yet approve of the resolution introduced,
becanse, as I have shown, it does not go any further than
the right hon. gentleman was willing to go when ho was
seeking a renewal of these treaty relations in 1865, when
he declared that the abrogation of the treaty would be a
great national calamity.

Mr. SPROULE. Did he make a treaty?
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) But I find that these negotiations

went still further. In 1879, the bon. gentleman again
opened negotiations with the people of the United States
for a renewal of that treaty ; and I hope the hon.
member for Cardwell will not be horror-stricken when he
learns that again, in 1869-I state this on the authority of
the late Hon. George Brown-propositions were made a
second time for the assimilation of the tariff of the two
countries. I refer to the speech which the Hon. George
Brown delivered in the Senate in 1875, in which he statud :

" In 1869, formal negotiations were entered into with the American
Government, and the project of a treaty was presented for discussion.
The negotiations continued from July, 1869, to March, 1870. The project
included the cession for a term of years of our fisheries to the United
States, the enlargement and enjoyment of our canals, the free enjoy-
ment of the navigation of the St. Lawrence, the assmilation q our cus-
toma and excise dutiea, and some other propositions."

Is the hon. member for Cardwell willing to resign, and leave
a gentleman who has proved himself so disloyal as the First
Minister did when he made those propositions ? I have
here the speech of the Hon. Mr. HEuntington, who is now
dead and gone, and whose silvery voice used to ring through
this Chamber. In that speech Mr. Huntington statud he was
aware from a person who could give him authoritative in-
formation, that such a projet of treaty had been signed by
the Hon. John Rose and the Secrotary of the United States
Treasury. That statement will bu found in Mr. Huating-
ton's speech of March 16th, 1870. Mr. Huntington said:

" I know something about the memorandum entered into by the con-
tracting parties in regard to the preliminary negotiations, and I have
my information from sources which I believe to be reliable and trust-
worthy, And I say that in the preliminary negotiations between Hon.
Mr. Rose and Mr. Secretary Fish, it was agreed that the manufactures of
both countries should be admitted duty free, and hon. gentlemen can-
not deny it."
There is the statement, Sir, and I will go further. I wili
challenge the right hon. the First Minister to bring down
the documents, if lie dares deny the authoritative statement
made by Mr. Iuntington and by the Hon. Geo Brown, who
were both members of the Privy Council, and1 whio both
stated they had their information from the highest source
The hon. member for Cardwell bas said that this proposition
of ours involves an assimilation of the customs and excise

Mr. DAviEs (P.E.I.)

duties, and is, therefore, a disloyal proposition. But the same
proposition was made by bis leader. Is the hon. gentlemun
prepared to justify his leader or to denounco him as dis.
loy al ?

Mr. WH[TE (Cardwell). If the hon. gentleman will
aliow me, I would say that, several times in bis spe ch, he
has put words into my mouth which I never uttered. What
I said was that a differential duty against England was dis-
loyal to the mother country and inconsistent with our
position.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Iask the bon. gentleman: Isnotthe
proposition for differential duties just as much involved in
the proposal of his leader, which I have just stated ? If the
hon, gentleman doubts what I say, let him turn his atter-
tion to the Order in Council which was adopted, and which
was signed by Sir John Rose. On the 3rd September, 186s,
at the very time when the right for the Dominion of Cana-
da to discriminate in any way against the mother country
was challenged, and when Sir John Rose penned a Minute
of Council which was approved by the other members of the
Cabinet, affirming our right to discriminate whenever we
pleased against the mother land, why was that document
signed ? Why did the Government of that day contend
that the Dominion of Canada had the right, if it ch->se, to
discriminate against the manufactures of tho mother coun.
try ? Simply because the Government wero then engaged
in endeavoring to carry out a treaty which had that dis-
crimination for one of its objects. 1 am rot going to read
this document at length, but I call the attention of those
that wish to peruse it, to the document itself. It is to bo
found in No. 47 of the Sessional Papers for 1869. Sir John
Rose, after devoting the first part of the minute to the
assertion of the right of one Province to discriminate in
favor of another Province against English goods, because
Prince Edward Island was not then part of the Dominion-
and the question was raised whether the Dominion had the
right to discriminate in favor of Prince Edward Island as
against Great Britain-after disposing of that minor ques-
tion, Sir John Rose then grappled with the second objection.
He said:

" The second point as stai ed by His Grace, viz: ' The exclusive favor
which substantially or, at all events, apparently might be conferred on
the United States, if the clause providing for the admission cf certain
products of that country, in the event of certain contingencies, should
come into operation,' anI which His Grace is pleased to say : ' he fears
could not be acceded to,' raises a question of such deep import to the
people of this Dominion, that the undersigned deems it in his duty to
advert to the course which has hitherto been pursued by Her Maj 'ty's
Government with reference to it, in the conviction that further consid-
eration will lead Hie Grace to withdraw the objections which by anti-
cipation bave been advanced."

He then goes on to diseuss the poculiar position in which
Canada and the United States stand with regard to each
other, and shows that it is for their mutual interest to
exchange certain articles on reciprocal terms:

" The peculiar position in w hich Canada and the United States stand
to each other makes it for their mutual interest to exchange certain
articles on reciprocal terme.

"The truth or this proposition bas never been den.ed by Her Majesty's
Government, but, on the contrary, their influence has been invariably
exercised in furtherance of such reciprocal arrangements.

" The consideration of the subject continued to be repea'edly pressed
on the American Government between that day and the year ib4.

" In the latter year the treaty known as the Reciprocity Treaty was
finally concluded, admitting certain natural products of each country
free into the other without any qualification as to the differential or dis-
criminating charac ter of its provisions."

He then goos on to say:
"In 1885, the delegates from Canada, who visited England for the

purpose of conferring with Ber Majesty's Government on various impor-
tant matters affecting the interests of the Dominion, were again assured
that Sir Frederick Bruce, Her Majesty's representative at Washington.
had received instructions to negotiate for a renewal of the treaty, and
to act in concert with the fl"vernment of Canada to that end.

" It thus appears that tur, principle of establishing apecial trade rela-
tions on reciprocal terms between Oasada and the United States bs
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been formally recognised and approved by Her Majesty's Governmeni
aince 1848."

And having thus successfully, as he thinks, refuted the objec
tion taken by His Grace, we have the subsequent statemeni
made by the gentleman to whom 1 have referred, that they
endeavored to negotiate with the United States for the
assimilation of the customs and excise duties of the twc
countries, which necessarily involved differential duties
against the mother country. I think I have fairly proved
that proposition. Thon we had a new departure in 1878.
We had the National Policy introduced, and there was an
end of all propositions of that kind. Hon. gentlemen wil]
see that it is not only in the statements made by leading
and eloquent members of the then Opposition, which after-
wards became the Government, that they were enabled to
carry out that proposition of the National Policy, but that
they placed upon the face of their proposition a statement
which was to the effect that the National Policy ought to
be adopted, not for any intrinsic value in the proposition
itself, but because it would lcad up to reciprocity of trade
with the United States. Let me read the proposition which
was made by the hon. the First Minister at that time. After
reciting that it is desirable to adopt a national policy, the
resolution goes on :

" That such a policy will retain ia Canada thousands of our fellow-
countrymen now obliged to expatriate themeelves in search of the em-
ployment denied them at bome, wilI restore prosperity to our struggliug
industries, now so sadly depressed, will prevent Canada from being
made a sacrifice market, will encourage and develop an active inter-
provincial trade, and moving (as it ought to do) in the direction of
reciprocity cf tariffs with our neighbors, so far as the various interesta
of Canada may demand, will greatly tend to procure for this country-"

What ?
" Eventually a reciprocity of trade."

That is what you wore leading up to, or what you said yon
were leading up to, and what you deluded the people of the
country into bolieving you were leading up to, and that is
why yon carried your National Policy. But I contend
that tbat policy has been a failure. It has neot led to
reciprocity of trade. On the contrary, it bas had a most
unfortunate effect on our commercial connection with the
United States. It can hardly be believed that four and a
balf millions of people in this country can convert sixty
millions of people in the great country to the south of us to
our views by any threat of forcing them into trade relations.
The proposition was abruid from the start, and now you
are further away than you were at the time the National
Policy was first instituted from the end you proposed to
gain. What do we find now ? Bringing the matter down
to the present day, we find that the fishery embroglio bas
brought together the plenipotentiaries of Great Britain
and the United States to try and solve the disputes which
had become so serious that, as Mr. Bayard expresses it,
unless they were satisfactorily solved, they might result in
war. No other meaning can be attached to his language.
What do we find to-day ? We find that the leader of the
hon. member for Cardwe!l (Mr. White) who spoke
yesterday, the Finance iinister (Sir Charles Tupper),
goes to Washington, and does ho, in answer to Mr. Bayard's
proposition, use the language of the hen. member for Card-
well, and say offensively to the people of the United States:
" Yon have our proposition and we can go no further than
we have expressed in the statute ?" Sir Charles Tupper, I
hope, is too great a lover of his country to talle that course;
and I hope he treated this question of trade relations in a
different way. We are not the suppliants in this case. We
are not sacrificing any question of honor. Mr. Bayard, that
great setttesman, writes to Sir Charles Tupper, in May,

"I am confident we both seek to attain -a jnst and permanent settle-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it -and that is by a straight-
forward treatment, on a liberal and statesmanlike plan, of the entire
commercial relation# of the two countries."

kt I think this Parliamont may' thank its stars that the hon.
member for Cardwell (Mir. White) was not sont to Wash-
ington te anser that proposition of Mir. Bayard, and to tell

ihim that the oe and only way of settling the commercial
yrelations of the two countrice was by the United States
aaccepting our etatutory offer. Sir Charles Tuppor toiles
oMr. Bayard that ho coin cides fnlly with him:
s 9I entlrely concur in your utatement that waboth eeek to attain a j net
anid permanent settlement--and that there, is but one way te procure it
-anid that i. by a straightferward treatmnt, on aliberat ani etateman-

nlike plan, of the entire commercial relations ot tthe two contries."l
None of your pottifogging propositions s included in the
reselution of 1878, but a broad and statesmanlifre plan of
settling the entire commercial relations of the two coun-
tries, or, as my hon. friend from Soutb Oxford (Sir Richard

,tCzrtwright) puis it, unrestricted interchange cf the natural
tand nisnufacturod articles cf the two counnries. That ie
1paraphrasing the hinguago used by Sacorotary Bayard and

rc-3chocd, by Sir Charles Tupper, anid, if my inter-
pretation is correct, wo are net going furtbor te-day
than Sim Charles Tupper bas gone in hie reply te the note
c f Socrotary i$ayard. Now we have that great country
holding eut the right baud cf fellowship, and, through its
Secrctary cf State, inviting us te doclare what we believe te
be the broad and liberal and comprehensivo measures which.
ehould be adepted. It is knewn that the Ameiican cern-

gmissioners refusod te accept the offer Sir Charles Tuppar
emade te tro~at in regard te the commercial relations

c f the two countries, and it ir3 known wby they
arefused. Those commissieners lied, nt the power te

deal with that matter, and it ie known that the Con)grese
cf the TUnited States is meet jealcus cf lut crferencc by the
reprosontatives cf the .Prosidont with its supreo control
over the commercial relations of that ceuntry. It je well
known that they deisire te maintain intact thoir right te
re-,ulate the tariff cf the country as they eee boist; and so
we seo to-day in that great body m.mbers proposiug, eue a
echeme known as Commercial Union, and another a propos-
ition known as Unrestricted Reciprocity, which ie as akin te
ours s it can be. Tbu4, we bave the loading mon on both
sides, in thoir respective Legis'aturee, taking a commen-sense
view of this great question which, is bcing talked ever et
evory firct-ide on both si<lcs et the line, and iscf the utmost
importancu te the uCOPlecof this Daminion. We have now
an eppoirtunity ef declarinz whciber waare in earnest in
dosiring broad, i.beral and-compreh(nFive trade mneasures
with the United States, or whether we are dangling this
beforo the eycs cf the people for pelitical. purposes. It bas
cerne dewn te t bat, and thoýe whe to-day voe a nogative te
the propoisition of ny hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) will be voting againet the proposition
whichI lbolieve a very large msjority cf the people cf the
United States are pro pared te accopt, if they eee a desire on
thie side of the lice te meet thom half-way. There have
hoon a few objections raisod te this proposition, and my hon.
friend bas anewered seme cf them. î will net touch upon
the ground ho basB occupied. The hon, gentleman opposite
îsays thifs will discriminaf e tgainst Great Britain. Noces-
isari ly it muet te soma extent, but we canuot help that. But
this diEcrimination iànet haif ais great as it je genorally
supposed. la fact we have a right te discriminate; the
question je, is iL in our intoreet te diecriminate or net?

Mr. MlITCHELL. That je the point.

Mr. DAVIES. That is the point. I sy while wo are
loyal to Engtand and loyal te the Englieh flag, we are bore
represcnting the Canadien people in car Legielature. We
are flot now in Bwaddting clothe@. The ime has goe by
wheo the legislation cf this country ie te be moulded te
suit the interests cf tbo English manufacturer. The logis-
lation. cf this country mast ho moulded te suit the interest of
the Catnadien Producer and the Canadian oonetimer. I remem.
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ber well reading the other day that in 1859 objections were boy frorngland that yen i.t coutttue tc hny, ev'a if
taken by the thon Colonial Secretary to the financial scheme trade beomes froc between us and the States. The Unittd
introduced by Sir Alexander T. Gait, thon Finance Minister States does fot enter in competition wit-h Onglarid i
of Canada, on the ground that it worked injuriously to tha thoee classes of gooda. Why, yon @se* tAie United States
interest of the British manufacturer, and in that far-off time, to-day with a tarif 1o per cebt. bigletbat ourm, and tbey
Sir Alexander Gait, with tho prescience of a truc statesman, purcbape in the English market over S150Q,000 yerly
recognising the importance of Canadian interests, told him of Baglislimanufaetured goode. Sir, if w. had our i-wer
ho was sorry it was so, but the interests of the Canadian tarif to-day and froc trade with the States, w. w-ould stfli
people must be paramount to the in terests of the British continue to import frôm Englatd'ail thoee1lseeesof good;
manufacturer. Sir, the words of tbat stateFman--for I think which the Americans now find it te ho their interest teôir-
I may fairly call him a statesman, I think ho is entitlod to port, in spite of thoir high tarif and others besides. 1 beleve
that name-may be quoted by me on this occasion. Sir myseif thut our imp"tation of Oug1ieh goode under the
Alexander Gait, in reply to the d ispatch from His Grace the new erû of promperity which wauld ho inaug'rated,
Duke of Newcastle, protesting against the enactment of would bo Iargely ln exmesî of what it le to-day, and 1 b.
the new Canadian tariff, moved to that protest by certain lieve, therefore, that, pranticatly, the English msnufacturer
manufacturers of Sheffield, wrote: would bc benefited intead of injured. I aoknowledge that

"I must distinctly afrm the right of the Canadian Legislature t the proposition ha on the face of it an element cf'diF-
aijnst the taxation of the people in the way they deem best, even if ermination, but 1 say that if it i% ln favor ofthe Cavaliai
it should unfortunately happen to meet the disapproval of the Imperial people, 1, for one, am preparad te)accept the re*pon-
Ministry. Her Majesty cannot be advieed to disallow such acte unless sibifity of My vote, it may he sîi'ithat there wiIl S t%
ber advisers are prepared to assume the administration of the aff*irs of
the colony, irrespective of the views of the inhabitants.'

and I think my hma. fricnd pelia cd out pretty ctearty how
That was the language of Sir Alexander T. Galt. We ho proposes te meet that loss of revenue. Hoeprôpoges
are a free people, we have control over our fiscal legislation, to meet it by feHowing on the lines, in one regpecl-,
we know what is bet for our own interests, we have power that have been a4lveatod in this flouse for a Baraber
to deal with them, and if tbat power is to be superseded by of'cy e prnning-knife muet be

rome other persons, they mn-t come bore and take the appliod te the experditure TWs matter must bcdealtwitb
responsibility of governing this country. But, Sir, having vigorously, heroic measures of retrenchment must ho
the power, how are we going to discriminate ? As a matter a<topted ; and I thiuk th!@ side of the Houae, If entrusted
of fact we have exercised that power already. lon. with the administration of affeirmils prepar d tead' t
gentlemen may say that they did not intend to do it, but I hnroie measures ofretrenchment. If -thia ountry ce
Fay that the practical cffect uf the incidence of the tariff, as governcd as it was by my bon. friend from Est York,
it bears upon lEnglish goods and upon American goods, is when $23,00,0O0sufflced t rq on the affirs of tbe
to discriminate large'y against the English. What do wecuntry, instead of 836,000»0 that are now requirod, 1
find to day ? We find that there are $25,766,273 of dutiable think we would have ne difflcatty iu meeting the lou of
goods imported from Great Britain, and $9,195,960 of free revenue. I say the first article in our creed is heroïc re-
goods, makingthe total imports from Great Britain, $14,962,- treuclmeut in the public expeuditure. I aay more tban
233. UJpon that sum you charge a duty of $9,318,920, that: if our importations frein England are, as 1 belleve
or as nearly as possible, 21 per cent. upon Englishthcy wilI bc, largely in excess of what they are PQw, your
imported goods. I find, Sir, that in the same year revenue will proportionately increase, and if tbere
-I arn now speaking of 187-we imported $ is a mail deficincy, wo will bo prepared, I have
570,609 of dutiable goods from ibe States, and 814,5i36,- ne doubt, te meut is, sad the people witI1hbcprepared
457 of free goods from the same counrliy, making a total uf to rnkc it up -oufUÀIy wàon the tintecores. Now,
$45,107,066 fromthe United States. Upon those goods vou Sir, there is an clement in this question which nfets the
exacted a duty of $7,26 i 194, or a shade over Ifi per cent. people of the Maritime Provinces more than it doos thq
So that while you are lev) ing upon the total E aglish im-people cf western Canada. Wheu the treaty negotiated by
portations a duty of 21 per cent., you are levying upon the the laie George Brown waà presente4 to thccountry, iL was
total imports from the United States a dnty of only 16 feund that hoeha-i obtained a very great bo-n for the peopte
per cent.: you have discriminated, practically, to the extenof the Maritime Provinces-the rght te register colonial
of over 4 per cent. I am not complaining about it; it may hut chips in the United States. That, Sir, la a very great
be in the interests of Canada that you h >uld do so, and if it boon, and coup!ed witb that, I venture te exprefs the
is in the interests of Canada, I am prepared to defend the hope that eet the conditions rof'rred to in the resolution
discrimination. But, Sir, no question has ever buen raised of the hou. member forSontfiford-if hi& proposition je
on this @ide of the House, no question has ever been raised over formulsted into a trgaty-will b. that, in 4ddition p
outside, that that involved the loyalty of tbe AIministra- the right te register ur vosseig in the'Jinited StaWq sad 46e
tion. You are legiulatimt in the interests of those yon reprc- reciprocal right ci the Unitcd ,atcs te register tboir ve4sels
gent, and yon would be false and recreantto the people you in our country, we mhall also have the privilogo of the
represent if you did not do ao. Whether it bears harshly coasting trade of the United States. Sir, unreetroted roc'-
or not upon a particular class in Britain, is rot the question procity will be a boon tho whole coutry-ît will ho
which we ought to have in view. But I sny that, a great boon te Ontario, a great baon te Qiebeç, g grgat
practically, the effect will not amount to much. We will boon te laritoba, a groat bonlttie "itira. ?ru-
continue to boy largely from Great Britain of those vinces; but if, alQng Witb it, weau have theoasting trade
classes of goods we now boy. I say we will do more. I snd the riglt te register our eotiailt shipa lu the
say that no man who recollects the prosperity of the United States, wby, Sir, who wil daro te üx bonde te the
people of Canada under the old treaty can doubt that the proýperity wWch wilt encircle those M&ritime Provinces.
prosperity of the people will, if a new treaty is made, based Our shipping trade, which utoee irno was a very prosper-
upon the proposition of my hou. friend from South Oxford, oui trade, ha-;gene down; it la melancholy to 1ook at tbe
b. duplicated. We know tbat the people will b in a position figures. I find away back in 1877 we built 160,00 tons of
te purchase two dollars for one dollar they now purchase of shipping la tha Maritime Provinpes of the Dominion; te-
Englisrh goode, and if that is so, I say that the resit day we are building but 23,N0. 10 1811 the Vhole D--
will be rather bentficial than otherwise to the English minien bult 127,600 tons ahipping. la 1887 but 27,00,
manufacturer. There is a very large class of goods you r s derciency cf 100,000 tom.in ton yeam (O i. the

b3yfrm.nglndtht yn os cntiuet. bn; ra i
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right to register our Èbips in the United States, and
in the Provinces of Quebec, and Nova Scotia, and New
Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, we can build
hundreds of ships uitable for the coasting trade which
will thon go into èrviee between the Provinces and
the United States. We can d ,o it and we can do
it pro ftably, for tre bave the money, the timber, the
brawny arms, and intelligence and experience gained
by many years of ship building, and we have the cheap
labor and the sailors to man the ships afterwards. I doubt
if there is any oondition you eau attach to this scheme of
unrestrioted rociprocity which will be of greater advantage
to the whole Maritime Provinces, and to the Province of
Quebe in addition, than this which I bave mentioned, and
whieh i venture to hope will form one of the conditiens of
ieciptocity, conferring upon both countries respectively the
right to register their ships in the ther country, the
ight to register Canadian vessels in the United States, and
the right to register American vesels in Cariada. Sir, we
now have arrived, as it were, at the parting of the ways. We
must make our choiòe between two policies. We have, on
the one band, the National Policy,with a statutory offer which
we know bas not been accepted, and will not be accepted; wo
have, on the other band; a broad, statesmanlike proposition
submitted here for throwing down the barriers of trade and
opening up unrestrioted reciprocity between two countries.
We have off'red to us the choice between stagnation in our
trade, as I am sorry to say it at presont exists, and that
prosperity which advanced by leaps and boun'ds under the
o:d treaty and which will be renewed under the new. We
have a controversy here, and we have to make our choice
between legislation, on the one aund, for the classes and
legislation, on the other band, for tho masses-legislation
which bas built up, as the hou. member for Cardwell (Mr.
White) pointed out, two or three large cities, whieh is
making the assessed value of Toronto and Montreal very
much larger than it was years ago, but which is doing so at
the expense of other portions of the saie Provinces. You
aro building up the cities at the expense of the country.
The totality of your wealth is not increasing. Sir, we are
as loyal as you are; but we are not loyal in one
quarter only, but we are loyal to the flag, loy al to the Cana-
dian flag, loyal to the people we represent. Sir, I say it is
not loyalty, but disloyalty, on the part of any member of
this Houe if ho shrinks from adopting measures which
will be for our own interest and the irterests of our people,
for fear they would be disapproved of by a small section of
manufacturera, either English or Canadian. Sir, I am not
afraid our manufacturera will go to the wall. There are
certain classes of manufactures which will go to the wall-
those manufactures which exist only because they are
bolstered up by this false system of the National Policy.
Some of them may go; but when I see such men as million-
aire Gibson, who owns one of the largest cotton factories in
the Dominion of Canada, declaring openly that he courts
urircsiricted reciprooity becaue it will give a larger mar-
ket, and tbat he is fnot afraid to compete with manufacturers
to the south of us, I cannot juin in the wail that free
trade will destroy our marnufactures. "I believe," h.
says, "I1 bave money enough and biains enough, and our
people are intelligent enough to enablo us to compete suc.
cesully with those who are manufacturing cotton to the
sot b. Give me the market-that is what I want." And
Ilundiels are echoing the same eiy. Yo eannot take up a
co'py of the Mail newspaper, which bas devoted itself to
this particular branch of the subject, without seeing thati
in ail parts of the Dominion manufacturers are comingi
forward and declaring-what ? Deolaring thèy are going1
to be ruined, as theb hon. member for Cardwell says? No.,
They are declaring they are ready to accept the situation,(
to join hands with the. great agricultural, mining and lum-i
berng isiterets of the Dominion and go in for this unres-q

tricted reciprocity of trade, whieh will make prosperity
shine over this Dominion like a sunbeam. Sir, I tellb on.
gentlemen that this question bas eaten too deeply inte the
bearts of the people to h disposed of with a single speech
or a single phrase. The people have learned by experience.
The hon. member for Cardwell spoke last night about time,
and 1tell him that time is on our side. The social forces
and conditions ef the country are on our aide, they are
working for u,, and all of our debates and divisions bere
will net stop the on ward flow of public opinion which is
being created at every fireside in this Dominion on this
question. Sir, we tender the people a flag of which we are
not ashamed, a flag upon which is inscribed, "Unrestricted
Trade with the United States." flon gentlemen know that
this sentiment will find an echo in the heart of every man
who bas attained manhood's estate, and remem bers what
reciprocity brought us in the past; it will find au ocho in
the heart of every young man who to-day is in despair
whether he should romain in this country or go abroad to
help bauild up a foreign one; it will find an echo in the
heart of the bread-winner who finds it hard enough to earn
sufficient to buy bis daily bread, much less to put by a little
for a rainy day; and we throw this flag to th. breeze, con-
fident that it will be carried by the united bands of the
people of the several Provinces of the Dominion to a glori-
ous, if not to a speedy victory.

Mr. FOSp3IR. Mr. Speaker, the bon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), in the course of his
speech laLst night, made use of aun expression something like
tiis : That in the discussion of this question we should
approach it as statesmon and not as flunkoys. I have been
a little curious to know if the bon. gentleman were to
undertake to put himself and bis lieutenant, who has so
bravely spoken just now, in one or other of these categories,
in which he would place them. It would not be in harmony
with bis own self-respect that he should put himself or bis
friend in the second, and it would net be for me certainly to
attempt to make the classification. It is for this House, and
it ls for the country after the House, from the speeches that
were made and the arguments with which the proposition
was attempted to be furthered, to say as to whether the pro-
position that was made was, in the first place, a statesman.
like proposition, and in the second place, whether it was
furthered by statesmanlike arguineuts. I quite appreciate
wbat has been said by theb hon. gentleman who bas just
taken bis seat as to the importance of this question.
I do not think the House bas yet got hold of the
tremendously grave nature of the issue, if it be reslly
a serious issue, which is embodied in this proposition,
and I think the House and the country may be a little
excused for doubting at the prosenc time whether it is
really a serious issue or net. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have had within the last ton years so many issues, they
have gone from one to the other with such a surprising
versatility, and such a wonderful celerity, that they have
become a sort of Chinese puzzle to the community at large,
and when they spring a bran new issue within a few
months upon Parliament and upon the people, Parliament
and the people are quite excusable if they hold their breath
for a little and watch in patience as to whetber those gen-
tlemen are in earnest, and whether it is worth while taking
up the fight in a real spirit or not. If this, however, be a real
and serious issue, it is a tremendous one, because it involves
a very great deal. It involves, in the first place, the almost
complete diversion of the trade of this country, and a change
of methods of transport with reference thereto ; I speak
particularly with regard to the import trade. Hou. gentle-
men may talk as they please, but there will be a certain
diversion of trade outside of the United States which comes
into this country, if sncb a proposition as this be
carried. It seeme to me to be plain, and to go without
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reasoning, that there will be a very large and almost
complete diversion of trade if this proposition be car-
ried. It involves, also, a commercial severance between
Canada and Great Britain, as well as outside countries with
which we have been carrying on trade. But, in speaking
of this commercial severance, I speak of it particularly with
reference to our mother country. I think it goes without
saying that, if this proposition be accepted, it involves a
separation-a commercial separation-at first large, and
tending to bec>me continually larger and wider, between
this country and Great Britain, and it involves, in the very
wake and carrent of that commercial severance, a political
severance as well. It may be a longer time or a shorter
time in coming, but I hold it as a fact, indisputable, that the
warmest and the fullest carrent of blood to-day that fiaws
through the country is its commercial blood, and that along
the carrent of its commercial life will flow the social cur-
rent, will flow the sympathy of feeling, will flow, eventually,
the political carrent of the people. If we commence to-day
by opening a channel which involves, at first, a commercial
severance between us and the mother country, as that chan-
nel broadens and widens-and, if the rosy and imaginative
pictures that have been drawn here of the great extension
of commerce which would take place between us and the
UJnited States be true, it must grow and widen-I say, in
proportion as it does so grow and widen there must inevit-
ably come a wider and deeper severance, politically, between
us and the mother country. More than that, it involves an
almost total loss of our customs revenue. That point has
been disputed, and it is a question which wo may debate.
I hold that no person in this House will pretend to deny
that it involvcs a considerable distui bance of our customs
duties.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not necessarily one
cent.

Mr. FOSTER. On the very item of g3ods that we bring
from the United States we drop at once seven millions
of dollars, and a little botter, of duty. We will buy from
the United States in the main, and if the proposition of my
hon. friend works itself out as it is supposed by him it wili,
wc will buy more increasingly froim the United States, and in
proportion as the current of trade sets in that direction we
shall buy less and less from outside courtries when we have
those discriminating duties between ourselves and outside
countries. This, therefore, would involve a continual diminu-
tion in the customs contribution, which is now so very large
a pait of our revenue. It involves also the esiablishment
of a new method of taxation, a method of taxation which is
totally at variance with the wont of the people of Canada,
and which, I believe, will be found to be at variance with
the wishes of the people of Canada. It is totally impossible
for the government of thi8 country to be carried on without
a very large annual contribution in the way of duties of some
kind. As my hon. friend last night showed, it is impossible
to raise excise duties beyond a certain amount, and the bulk
of that which is necessary to carry on the wants of the ser-
vices of this country, with their increased and continuous
extension, must be got from customs duties; or if not from
customs duties, it must be raised by this new method of
taxation of which I have spoken -direct taxation. Again,
and lastly, this proposition involves the probable destruction
of a large proportion of our industries, which, in Canada,
siace 1878 until to-day, by the mandate of the people three
times given and never revoked, it bas been the sacred
trust and duty of this Government and this Parliament t
sec established and maintained. Since the election of
188i hon. gentlemen have sprung this new proposition upon
the House and upon the country. How dare they, in the
light of members responsible to the constituencies that
sent them here, spring such a proposition as that, and
demand for it any other weight than their own individuai
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opinions ? They, Sir, have offered to the country a proposi-
tion which would, in a great degree, disturb the exiEting
taxation and the purposes for which that taxation largely
existed, namely, to raise a revenue with a view towards the
establishment and maintenance of the great industries of this
country. If ever a party went to the country pledged not
to make any great disturbance in this respect, it was the
party opposite. If they owe any fealty to their chief of
the time gone by ; if they have any respect for him as their
acknowledged and most applauded leader, they should
remember that they went to the country pledged not to
disturb this to any large extent, and, with the echoes
of their own leader sounding in their ears, and with
bis own words echoed by themselves upon every platform,
they said: " If you please, gentlemen electors, to return us
to power, if you wish the manufacturing interesta fairly
conserved, very well, we will not disturb them, at least, to
any great extent, nor will we materially disturb existing
taxation." Now, Sir, when an acknowledged and idolized
finance leader of a great party in this country comos before
the country and before Parliament under those peculiar
conditions with the mandate of the people behind him, and,
against the verdict of the people which was freshly given
only a few months before, puts before the country and before
Parliament so bold, so revolutionary and so novel a pro-
position, he should have good reasons for it. And this is a
proposition not only put before the country which it will
most directly affect, but which exposes its whole hand with-
out reserve to the country which must be a party to the
carrying of this proposition. When a man comes w th such
a proposition, so bold and revolutionary, it is nec-essary that
ho should give us the closest possible reasoning, the most
irrefragable proofs, and lead us irresistibly to the most irre-
vocable conclusions before ho can demand that the people
who are sent here by their constituents should give their
adhesion to this change and to this proposition. Now,
Sir, I leave the hon. gentleman with his speech of
three or four hours in length to the calm judgment of this
Parliament, and to the calmer judgment of the country
behind this Parliament. I do not propose that his speech
shall be judged, it cannot b judged, in the laudatory man-
ner in which it was referred to by his lieutenant who spoke
this afternoon, but in cold blood. When the people sit
down with intelligence, coolness anl calmness in their own
homes. descended as they are from a country which they
have been proud to own as their mother land, feéling
between them and the old Islands beyond the sea, the
invisib:e but strong cords of patriotism and love of ances-
try and love of national glory twining about their hearts,
and look at this question as citizons of a country that they
have been le to believe has become great and will become
greater-that they have been led to believe has a great
future befoie it if only in the spirit of union and patriotisn
they set themselves to assure it;-when the people of Can-
ada, so intelligent, and under these circumastances coen to
read and consider and weigh that speech, I am willing to
abide by the verdict, and I think the verdict will b that the
case is not proven. The hon. gentleman's speech had some-
thingin it. It was full of a plentiful assumption of personal
superiority, and had ruanning through it a constant carrent
of sneering contempt for anyone who shoud be unfortunate
enough to disagree with him. It was full of such expressions
as this : " It is perfectly clear that," " no man who thinks
twice but what knows," " any person who is not wilfully
ignorant must confess," and all that; and yet at the very
heels of such assertions came statements whichi were per-
fectly involved and absurd-statements which arny man
who thought twice would indignantly and instantly reject,
and the only groand for hoping that they would be ever
entertained is that they come into some person's heat
who never thinks twice or never thinlfs at all. His speech
was full of a wealth of assertion which was only equalled
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by the conspicuous poverty of fact that was found in it; and
it had in it what I may cail an immense vagueness, which
offered a delightful excursion ground for the political adven.
turer, but which the prudent, etaid and level-headed people
of Canada, when they think it over, will, I venture to be-
lieve, lay aside to be taken in infinitesimally smali doses
along with their well-worn Gulliver's Travels and Baron
Munchausen's exploits.

Mr. MITCHELL. Amen.
Mr. FOSTER. I am glad that on this point my hon.

friend from .Northumberland piously agreed with me. But,
Sir, while the speech of my hon. ftiend from South Oxford
most irefficiently did that, it most efflciently did another
thing. In that speech my hon. friend entirely eclipsed his
hitherto unrivalled record as the murky-fingered painter
of Canadian retrogression, hopelessness and despair. On
the canvas upon which ho drew ho placed a picture which,
honestly, if I believed to be true, would make me turn
my back at once and forever upon Canada.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, no.
Mr. FOSTER. It would actually, much as my hon.

friend might regret it, lead me to turn my back on
Canada and to write upon its portals : "Abandon ail hope,
ye who enter here." The only ülleviation that there is
to that side of the subject i ,this: that my hon. friend bas
established so wide a notoriety as a prophet of unrealised
disaster and woe, that even under the very hues of bis
canvas and under the very sound of bis lamentations, I
have no doubt Canadians will still marry and be given in
marriage.

Sir RICHARD CART WRIGHT. And go to the United
States.

Mr. FOSTER. Will build up homes, and continue to live
happily within them, and will not be turned aside in the
main from laying broad and doep the foundations of future
prosperity.

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

After Recess.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. men ber for South Oxford, in the

introduction of bis resolution, and the hon. gentleman from
Queen's, P.E I., who spoke this afternoon, both agreed
that the proposition before the House is an important
one. They both agreed that it proposed a very
considerable disturbance of the existing relations; they
agreed that it was, in fact, a heroic remedy. Now, I think,
before the House or the country is justified in accepting
such a proposition, so denominated by its mover and its
supporters, the burden of proof is placed upon those who
introduced it and support it. The burden of proof is placed
upon them to show clearly that, at the presont time, a heroic
remedy is necessary; that, taking the condition of the coun-
try now, in 1888, as ecompared with its condition in 1877,
or lu any year previons to 1877, a set of circumstances las
ariscn, almost suddenly arisen, which makes it nocessary
now to take a stop that was never deemed necessary before,
and that, therefore, this heroic remedy should be applied.
Now, if the burden of proof muet fal upon the hon. gentle-
man who introduced, and the hon. gentlemen who support
the resolution, let us examine for a few moments the proofs
by that test, and the facts brought fûrward in support of
the contention that a heroic remedy is at the present time
necessary. The first evidence adduced by my hon. friend
from South Oxford was this: Hesays nature is too strong
for us. Now, I suppose, by that expression ho meant that
the different Provinces Of the Dominion are so constituted,
first, with relation to themselves, and, secondly, with rela-
tion ta countries in their vicinity, that it is impossible to
combine them into a united country having satisfactory
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trade relations among the differont Provinces which com-
pose it. I understand him to mean that the geographical
conditions of these different component parts of the
Dominion are such that they fight continually against a
unity of commerce and a unity of spirit in the Con.
federation, and that, in this fight, these geographical
difficulties, that is nature, will prove too strong, and these
component parts eau, therefore, never be welded into a
united whole. In the first plase, I wish, in reference to
that, to make this remark: I believe the hon. member for
South Oxford is not a tyro in politics; I believe ho is not
unknown to the political history of this oountry; [1believe
he bas been a more or less central figure in the party to
which he bas belonged for sone fifteen or sixteen years.
If, to-day, nature is too strong for us, as the hon. gentle.
man says, what must nature then have been in 1868?
What must nature have been in 1873 ? And what must
nature have been from 1873 to 1879? And what, in a less
degree, must nature have been from 1879 up to the present ?
But we never before heard of the hon. gentleman introducing
such a resolution as this, or anything akin to this; we have
never heard of his proposing suoh a remedy as this, or any-
thing akin to it, until this presont year of grace of 1888,
when the diffleulties which nature bas placed in our way
have been, to a large extent, overcome by the energy
and enterprise and wealth of the people. In 1868, the bald
proposition was made to knit these different dependencies
into a united country. The hon. member for South Oxford
was a supporter of that idea; he was a supporter of that
plan; ho has continued to support it from 1868 to 1873.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). From 1864.

Mr. FOSTER. From 18n4, thon. e was in the Govern-
ment, and a central figure in it. from 1873 to 1879. Has
ho just now arrived at this conclusion ? What new
light has been thrown that has brought him to the
conclusion that nature is too strong for us ? Why, Sir, it is
the triumph of man to overcome the disabilities which
nature throws in hie way. It is tbe triumph of modern
science, than which nothing has been more wonderful in
the history of the world, to overcome geographical diffi-
culties, to overcome the disabilities of distance, to over-
come physical obstructions, and to overcome thom in
the interest of the unity of courtries and in the interest
of the spread of commerce. And it appears to me that
if, in 1868, if in 1873, if in the years since thon, the
hon. gentleman did not feel that nature was so strong as to
drive him to propose a heroic remedy, there is all the less
reason to-day to adduce that as an argument, and an argu.
ment, as it seems to me, of an extraordinarily weak char-
acter. For bet ween 1868 and this time, we have done what ?
We have introduced Provinces, that had no knowledge of
each other, to each other; and they have become acquainted.
We have completed great linos of water communication,
than which no country possesses longer and botter ; we have
built great linos of railway communication, which are chan-
nels and arteries for the commerce of this country, and
which now extend from one side of the continent to the
other, and in all these ways we have put nature at a mini-
mum of disadvantage, compared to the maximum of disad-
vantage that she put us to in 1868. If it be true that we
must never contend against nature, and that we must seek
for our commerce channels that run in geographical linos,
thon the history of the world has been teaching us a wrong
lesson. Nature was strong as between the eastern and the
southern and western parts of the United States, by means
of the almost illimitable distances that separated them,
Man triumphed over nature, and spanned the prairies of the
United States with constantly extending lines of commerce.
Nature stood strong, and vast, and rugged between
the two slopes of the United States, the western
and the eastern slope, in the shape of a line of moun-
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tains that run down between these two sections.
Modern science and modern enterprise tunnelled those
mountains, modern science and modern enterprise overcame
those difficulties, and bas introduced a direct and intimate
relation of commerce between the east and middle States of
the United States and the western States, and between the
eastern siope and the western slope. Science and enter.
prise bave been at work in our own Dominion of Canada,
and, whereas, the Rocky Mountain range stood there as
an impassable barrier for many and many a year, between
our eastern and our western slope, it bas been tun-
nelled and science bas surmounted the diffleulty, to the
wonder of the world, and to-day the life-blood of com-
merce flows not only from our Atlantic to our Pacifie slope,
but over that line which we have built, overcoming nature,
the great east and the great west speak to each other and
give to each other the message of increasing commerce.
Time was when the Alps formed an impassable barrier
between Italy and the rest of Europe, but they
have been tunnelled, and German, and Italian, and
European life flow together along that line which

as been constructed by engineering skill. It is
no argument to say that a country shall give over its
attempt to build up a nationality because geographical
difficuIties and geographical distances are in the way. If
there is one thing more than another which brings ont and
shows to the full the innato energy and power of a people,
it is this action which is not only the proof of their present
power, but the guarantee of lheir future greatness. IL
is that they will set themselves together in a united effort
to overcome and to vanquish nature, and to rise in spite of
that to national greatness and prosperity. That argument,
therefore, is not a suffiient one to show that we should
introduce this heroic method. The next argument which
the hon. gentleman introduced was this: that we had no other
natural market, and my hon. friend from Prince Edward
Island (Mr. Davies) reiterated that idea. What do they
mean by a natural market? Is it not quite possible that
this phrase should be used without meaning? What is the
natural market for a country? Is it a geographical market?
By no means. If that were true, the natural market for
Great Britain would be France, which lies closest to it, as
we all know, but we also know that there is not the same
traffie between Great Britain and France as there is between
Great Britain and countries whieh lie thousands and thou-
sands of miles away. If that statement were true, Gicat
Britain's trade would not have extended, as it bas
doue, to India, to China, to Japan and to every
country in the wide world. A natural market, it seems to
me, is a market in which you can place things which are
demanded by that country and which are not produced, or are
not produced in sufficient quantity by that country. That is
the natural market for your country, and so it comes to pass
that the West Indies are more of a natural market for
Halifax or for Nova Scotia than the Province of Now
Brunswick, which lies close beside them; and so it happens
that countries which are the diameter of the world apart
are more of a natural market than those which lie contigu-
ous to each otler. So it is not a sufficient proof that we
should adopt this heroie remedy because the pat expression
is given vent to that we have no natural market, and that
we need the United States for a natural market. Again.
the loss of population was an argument advanced by the
bon. gentleman. We must revolutionise the condition of
this country, we must step out on an unknown plank, we
must leave the ground upon which we have stood for years,
we must burn the bridges and eut the connections which
are dear to us, because there bas been a movement of popu.
lation in this country. I do not deny that there bas been a
movement of population. I do not deny that there is
always a movement of population from oider countries to
new countries, and from the older parts of new countries to
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the newer parts. That is a world-wide fact, especially as
far as the movement of population from Europe to Ameriea
is concerned, and more especially in regard to the Anglo.
Saxon race. My hon. friend was mathematically precise in
his assertions. He brought down an exact statement that
one ont of four of the Canadian people is, as he unfortu.
nately said, exiÌed to a foreign country, and that three out
of four of the foreign people who come to this country land
themselves in the country which lies te the south and west
of us. Will you tbink of what followed that statement
which was so precise, so mathematically certain, so de6nite
in its proportions of one to four and three to four, in the
way of argument, to prove its correctness ? It needs sim-
ply for me to say, and the hon. gentlemen who heard the
speech, or, if they did nnt hear it, who will read the speech
will bear me out, that the argument was totally inadequate
to the assertion and that the assertion remains un-
proved. Bat the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) has more than that to do. ie bas to
prove not only that there has been this move-
ment of population, but that the heroie remedy which he
proposes will stop that movement. The larger portion of the
argument of last night and of to-day was totally irrelevant,
and I shall not attempt to deal with it. Let those hon.
gentlemen beat upon ituntil the anvil is beaten out by the
hammer. It bas nothing te do with the question unless
you establish, in addition te that, that, if we adopt this
proposal, that movement of population will cesse. Will
hon. gentlemen think for a moment why the movement
of population takes place from oider countries to newer ?
Wili my hon. friend fiom Prince Edward IsL.nd (r.
Davies) think a little more on that question, a little hard
thinking would not hurt him, will le ask himelf why
people leave Prince Edward Island for the west ? He says
it is not on account of the soil-granted; that it is not on
account of the climate-granted; it ls net on account of
the laws under which we live and-the flag under which we
live-granted. Why, then, do they leave ? They leave
mainly for two reasons: one, because they seek industrial
employment which shall bring them in a larger amount for
their labor, and the other, to get on lands broader and
freer so that they may be able to try their agricultural
capacities on these larger lands. Those are Lhe principal
reasons why they leave the older portions of the country.
Unfortunately there was a long period when Canada had no
North-West, when she had io broad prairie country to
which her children could go, but the Unitel States of Amer-
ica had a broad prairie country, which was opened up by
lines of railways, into which the surplus population and
the adventurous population of the older States of America,
looking for broader and freer privileges in regard to land,
went and gradually settled. Into western New York,
Pennsylvania, Ohio and Illinois they went, further west as
the linesof communicat ion were opened up, and many of
our own people went thera, impelled by-the same consider-
ations and settled in the western States, and the germ ai.
ways brings the accumulation, and the nucleus which was
planted there drew upon those who remained. And, Sir, if
Canada ever wished to keep her independent and prosper-
ous course, it was of the first importance that she should
have and open out for herself a country of broad lands, a
country of prairie freedom, a country of those new condi-
tions Sir, it was eminently wise that the North-West
should be added, and wiser still that it should be opened up,
and all the wiser because of the keen competition which
that country and Canada had to face in comparison with
the United States of America. Now, Sir, we are in the
position that when our people from the older Provincês
wish broader and freer lands, they can go ont
into our own NorthWest, whither the great body of
the people who go from our older seotions to-day are
turning their steps, and where they will m4ke their homes
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under the same flag, and will still remain citizens of Canada.
My honorable and philosophioal friend shakes his head as
though it were not so. Is it not more so than it was twenty
years ago ? Is it not more so than it was five years ago ? Ie
it not more and more so each year ? Lot time have its sway,
lot the country open up, let the prosperous years repeat
themselves, let the nucleus of population go in there from
different countries, each calling back to its own home for
a part of its own to come and join it under now conditions,
and this country's future, with reference to that part of the
subject, is as assured as the United States are assured with
roference to themselves. The other section of the people
went away because they wished to earn ready money, they
went into the industrial centres in order to earn it. They
found no industrial centres in Prince Edward Island. If
after the farming season had passed, and they wantedI to
earn something for the crowded family, the quickest way
they could find to earn it was to take boat and rail and go
down to the manufacturing towns of Maine, tothe manufac-
turing towns of New England, and earn their wages during
the winter, coming back in the summer to work upon their
faims. Canada was at a disadvantage in that respect, and
the National Policy has notbing botter to commend it to these
people, and nothing botter to give a strong hold among these
people, than the fact that it is meeting successfully that
noed. Here and there in the different contres of our coun-
try, industrial institutions are springing up, manufacturing
establishments are opening up, into which the young people
of our own country who wish to earn ready money al the
year, or at odd times, find a chance for employment, and a
wage for their earning hour. These are the two chief
causes that take people away, and these are the two that
are being gradually and surely removed i iour country.
Now, I ask you, Mr. Speaker, and I ask hon. gentle-
men here: Has there been a shadow of proof to substan-
tiate the position that the moment you have unrestricted
reciprocity, all this movement of population will cease,
and we will have no more people going out of Canada into
the western States ? Not one jt or tittle of proof to that
end has been furnished. I hold that it will be opposite.
To-day thero are many things that restrain a man when
he thinks about going from his own country and making
Jii homo in another. There are sentimental conditions
that bind him, snd whiAh ho must break boforo ho goe.
One of the strongest sentimental conditions is th o
change from flag to flag. You may call it senti-
ment, and you may say what you like about mock
patriotism, and mock loyalty, but it is a feeling down
in the beart of every man that is worthy the name of man.
Sir, the very moment you weaken those ties by the current
of commercial inter-nommunicatidn, by that consensus of
feeling and tendency which follows the channel of commer-
cial communication, leading one to beheve that there is no
difference between the countries, that one flag is about the
sme as the other, that it is to the interests of these people
that they shall so look upon it, that moment you weaken
those ties and you thereby leave the drift towards the other
country easier, more certain and more frequent than it
otherwise would be. That, I believe, will commend itsolf
to the sober second thought of those who look carefully into
this matter. Therefore, I conclude, in the first place, that
the hon. gentleman is utterly wanting in proof that if this
heroie remedy is adopted it wili stop the egrese oi popula-
tion, and, in the sccond place, that this country is taking
the best possible means to stop that egress of population,
and is baing successful in the means it has taken.

Mr. M[LLS (Bothwell). It las increased double.
Ur. FOSTER. That reminds me of something. When

the hon, gentleman from South Oxford and the hon. gentle.
man fron Bothwell (Mr. Mills) were in the Government of
tbis countrç, fromn 1873 to 1879, was there no exodus of
poplam ô

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There were, on the average,
22,000 a year, and since thon there have been, in some
years, four times that number.

Mr. FOSrER. How wonderfully and mathematically
precise my hon. friend is. He will not allow the palm to
e taken from him by the mathematical precision of the

hon. member for South Oxford. Though the hon. member
for South Oxford is well inclined to put up with small
things and make his figure 1 and 4, and 3 and 4, my hon.
friend from Bithwell bas a broader and wider mind, and
runs up into the thousands. Was there not an egress of
population from 1873 to 1879 ? Does not the country know
tbat there was a heavy outgo of population in those years ?
Do not all our records teach it? The fact is, Sir, and I
challenge proof to the contrary, that in those disastrous
years the population that went out from this country, that
was driven from it, was far larger than bas gone out
in as many years since. When my hon, friend from
South Oxford was in the Government, when my hon.
friend from Bothwell was in the Government, was there
no need of a heroic remedy when the population was
leaving us more rapidly than it is to-day? But to-day a
heroic remedy is trotted out when hon. gentlemen, having
failed on ail other cries, wanted another fad to buoy them
up. Now, Sir, the next argument that is givan us why
this heroic remedy should be brought in is, that there is a
diminution in the valuation of farm lands and farm
produce. Now, you will notice that my hon. friend from
South Oxford last night adduced no proof to show that
farm land was decreasing in value in this country more
rapidly than in the country to the south of us. He adduced
not a singlo tittle of proof to show that farm produce was
bringing less in this country than in the United States. He
simply made the bald and bold assertion that farm property
and farm produce in this country were decreasing in value.
My hon. friend from Cardwell (Mr. White) flatly and expli-
citly contradicted that statement of the depreciation in farm
land in the Province of Ontario. My hon. friend fom
Queen's (Ur. Davies) said : Well, but they have not in-
creased much. We are not on the point now as to how
much they have increased. My bon. friend from South
Oxford said Ihat they were positively decreasing in value
fir a sees icf years, although the statistical record beside
him went to show that they were not decreasing, but there
was an increase, though slight, in the value. Will my hon.
friend maintpin the proposition that there are not causes,
wider and broader than any ho has mentioned hera, to
account for the deprociation in value-or, put it in another
way, for the not so rapid increase in the value of farm pro-
duce in tbis age of the world compared with ton years ago,
fifteen years ago, or twenty years ago ? Can you find me
an old country in the world in which farm lands are not in
more or less difficulty from various causes ? The diffi-
culty is brought about by wide and varied economic
forces at work now which were not at work before.
But, Sir, will my friend maintain the proposition that the
countries of the United States, situated as to age,
situated as to geographical latitude and longitude much
the same as we are situated, have not a greater dim-
inution in values and a greater augmentation in diffi-
culties by the way of debtesand mortgages which sur-
round themn? Why, Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont
and Connecticut have enjoyed the whole freedom
of the United States, have had tho whole advantage of com-
mercial union, of unrestricted reciprocity, and yet you
have only to take the records to show that the difficulties
existing there, with respect to those lands, are greater, by
far, than those which exist with regard to our own lands.
Suppose my hon. friend proves that there is not a rapid rise
in the values of lands in this country, does that prove that
they would be more rapid if unrestricted rociprocity wore

1888. 187



COMMONS DEBATES. MARcH 15,

the rule ? Does that prove they would be more rapid if we
had a wider channel of commercial intercourse-unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States? That is what they
must prove before they establish the proposition that
the heroic remedy should be applied, founded upon this
as a reason. for its being applied. I desire in the next
place Io notice the statement which was made, that there
bas been a total reduction in the volume of trade, and that
there is no inter-provincial trade in this country, and there
cannot possibly be any. The hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) was not ingenuous in that argument
or in that statement. Ie did not state the whole truth,
and he did not state it in the way it should be stated, in
order to convey the impression that ought to be conveyed.
He took the year 1873, an abnormal year, and he made the
statement that the volume of trade is today less than it
was in 1873, and he proves it by what ? By simply taking
the amount of foreign trade-the exports and imports. He
said nothing with regard to the great decrease in the volume
of that trade when ho was in power from 1873 to 1879,
when it went from $127,000,000 of imports for home con-
eumption down to $72,000,000, when it went from $211,.
000,000 of total trade down to $153,000,000; and yet al.
though there was this constant and fearful diminution of the
volume of trade, measured as ho measured it, there was no
need thon for the heroie remedy. There was no resolution
then, embodied as a principle of government and carried
out in practice, that we must have unrestricted reciprocity
with the United States. No, wiser counsels prevailed then.
Even though these hon. gertlemen, in their position as boing
in the Governmont, had wished for anything like that the
Folid common senise of the Premier at that time intervened
batween his party and such absurd nonsense as they seem
to be guilty of, when once his leadership was taken from
them. He made, as the Government which preceded him
made, honest, straightforward and self-respecting proposais
to the United States over and over again, and when ho ex.
hausted all that honorable proposal could make, with refer-
once to the country in this matter of trade, an'i when some
of his followers foolishly pressed on the hon. gentleman to
enter into negotiations, again and again Mr. Mackenzie
rose in his place in Parliament and.said : No, I have made
proposais, Canada bas taken the initiative again and again,
our proposals have been refused ; now we will wait until
the power to the south of us makes some proposition to
us, which. we will be prepared to consider and to enter-
tain. But let me say something in support of my proposi-
tion that the whole truth was not stated. Does not
my hon. friend know that the trade of a country is not to
ba measured by the sum of its imports plus the sum of its
exports? Does ho not know that it is not a fair comparative
measurement to simply give the suni total of the exports and
imports without going into the quality of the imports? My
hon. friend knows that the great difference between the im-
ports in his period and the importa since 1878 has been this :
that while the imports thon consisted of articles, not only
natural articles but articles upon which ail labor had been
expended to make them perfect and complote in a foreign
country, the cost of which was added to the natural cost and
thus went to swell the sum total of the imports, to-day the
exact opposite is the case in several of the most important
particulars, and to-day a large quantity is brought in in the
rough, in the less costly form, and it is worked up for the
consumption of this country by the labor of our own people.
Sir, in the former time ships went to the country of pre-
duction for raw sugar. The raw product was taken to Great1
Britain, and British ships took the freights upon it. Thati
sugar was carried on British railways to British refineries,j
and British railways had their profits. British workmeni
worked up the sugar, and the wages were paid toi
British people. Thon it was put in cars and steamshipsi
and sent to St. John, Halifax or Montroal with the maxi-
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mum of cost ; and that, Sir, went into the figures upon
which the total imports were based. That was the case with
90 per cent, if I mistake not, of the sugar consumed here.
To.day of the whole sugar consumed in this country 96 per
cent., if I mistake not, comes raw from the places where it
is grown. It is brought into our own country, it is carried
upon our own railways, worked up in our own refineries,
and all the added cost put upon it goes into the pockets of
our own people. That, of course, makes a vast difference. So
it is with the cotton trade and the woollen trade and with a
hundred and one other products, though in a less degree,
but yet in some degree. The hon. member for South Oxford
took care not to state this fact, but the people will take care
to remember it and to ponder it well before they adopt the
heroic remedy.* Well, Sir, there is another question that is
necessary to be put: If our trade is decreasing, how do
you explain this fact ? In 1875 the total registered ton-
nage entering into and out of the ports of this
country, excluding coasting vessels always, was 9,537,000
tons, in 1876 it was 9,911,000 tons, in 1887 it was a little
more than 14,000,000 tons. Did these vessels come in
simply for pleasure; were they simply beating about upon
the wild and yeasty waves making port now and thon for
the purpose of getting entered and cleared; or were they here
on business and to carry on the commerce of the country ?
The latter evidently. From 1875 to 1879 the average ton-
nage of Canada, as I have explained, was 10,700,000 tons,
the average tonnage from 1880 to 1887 was 13,'00,000
tons, an increase of 3,000,000 a year on an average.
What is all this doing ? Take the railways. They are far
more in number now than they wero then; they have far
more carrying capacity now than they had formerly, and
the records as given in the railway statistics show an im-
mense increase in the freight carried. That increase is
somothing like this: In 1879 the tons of freight carried by
railways in Canada were 8,000,000 odd, in 1886 they
were nearly 16,000,000, almost double the amount of freight
that was carried by our railways in 1879. What does
this mean ? Is this freght which eisbeing simply carried
down to one terminus, put on board some train and car-
ried back to its starting point, to show the amount of
freight carried, or is it real trade? iEvidently the latter.
My hon. friond's premises were wrong, and his contention
was utterly futile, when ho strove to make us believe that
we should adopt a heroic remedy because of this alleged
falling off in the volume of trade. H1e also says that we
bave no inter-provincial trade. Why, in relation to this, I
can refer my Nova Scotia friends to one of their organs- I
mean one of their human organs and not a newspaper or-
gan. If there is any man who las raised a noise about
himself in the Maritime Provinces, within the last three or
four years, it has been Attorney General Longley, and At-
torney General Longloy's great fight with the Confedera-
tion. bis great fight against "anti.continentalism," as ho
calls it is, that Nova Scotia for instance, is sending $12,000,.
000 a year to Ontario to pay for goods which come
down to her. What does that mean ?-inter.provincial trade
I think. I will allow my friend to settle that with his
friend Attorney General Longley. Well, Sir, is there
no other proof of inter-provincial trade than that state.
ment, because if there were none other I should not consider
it altogether satisfactory ; but I think there is. I find that
the Intercolonial Railway carried 175,512 tons of coal in
18S7, but that is by no means all the coal which comes from
Nova Scotia to Quebec and to the edges of Ontario. Every
season, as my hon. friend knows, there are linos of steamers
carrying heavy coal freights from Cape Breton, and Sydney,
and other places, in this direction. I think thore is some
inter.provincial trade hore. Well, Sir, look again at the
sugar trade. There was no inter-provincial trade in sugar
in the olden times. I find that lst year the Intercolonial Rail-
way carried 143,998 barrels of sugar from the Halifax and
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Moncton refineries into those upper Provinces. I find that
over three-quarters of a million of barrels of flour were
carried on the Intercolonial Railway last year, a large pro-
portion of which went to the Maritime Provinces. Why,
Sir, my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island is aware of
that when the Prince Edward Island Government presented
a case against this Government on account of what they
thought was a fair claim for compensation, because the
communication with the main land had not been satiE-
factorily carried ont, and when it was shown by a report to
the Council, which has found its way into the public
records, that the amount contributed in Customs by Prince
Edward Island was comparatively small, thatstatement was
met by the counter-statement that Prince Edward Island
buys very largely from the other Provinces of Canada ar.d
consequently that ber import figures are no criterion of
the Customs upon the imports or of the amount she con-
tributes in this way to the general revenue. To-day
Prince Edward Island buys from Halifax, St. John and
Montreal, and there is a large and increasing inter-provincial
trade in that direction. I might carry this argument
further and further, but I think I have stated enough to
show that there is a volume of trade far above what
was spoken of or what is shown by the simple addition of
imports and exports which was relied upon by my friend
fiom South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). Again I
state he as failed to show the necessity lor a heroie
remedy by that argument which he has adduced. Those
were mainly the arguments he placed before the House.
He spoke about debts and taxes. Will he get rid of our
debtsifwebecomeimmersedinthis unrestrictedreciprocity
arrange ment ? Sh-l we o0t have t pay ou r municipl
dobts ai before ? Shall we not have to p y our city debts
as belore, and shall we not have to pay our Provincial and
Dominion debts as before ? Shall we not have the costs
and charges for government and improvements the same
as before ? It does not seem to me that there is any
prospect of getting rid of them on account of bringing
into operation this heroic remedy. Then, Sir, hoestates that
there is no adequate return for public works. What does
be mean by "adequate return ?" Doos he mean that because
the great public works in Canada have not paid, in dollars
and cents, a revenue, that, therefore, they have not made any
adequate return to this great country in its development
and extension ? If he does, he means something with which
I venture to think the majority of this House will not
agree. I could quote to him a speech ma le by the Hon.
G. W. Ross not more than two months ago, at a dinner in
Toronto, when that gentleman most eloquently portrayed
the prosperity of Canada before our illustrious visitor, Mr.
Joseph Chamberlain, at a banquet given in that city, and in
which Mr. Rose pointed ont with pride those great public
works, our canals and our railways, which hedeclared were
necessary to and a moSt invaluable factor in the prosperity
and growth of this country, and which ho was inclined to
believe were a signal success. So much with reference to
that. The last argument ot ail is that the federal consti-
tution is about to collapse, but it is eaid that if you open up
this channel of commerce and take commodities free across
the border it will have some sort of a magic, subtle, decisive,
and healthy effect, ihat the threatened collapse will be
stayed, and the members which now appear to be dis.
jointed will be healed and made sane and sound for ail time
te come. I venture to say, Sir, while reviewing all the
arguments adduced by the hon. gentleman that he has not1
proved the necessity for his heroic remedy. On the contraryi
lot hon. gentlemen look at the state of the country as iti
exists to-day. Was it ever in a sounder state in every1
way ? If you look at its position you will see that the4
credit of Canada was never higher than it is to day, wheni
our four per cents reacli the overtopping figure of 111, 111
or 111¾.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 113 now.

Mr. FOSTER. 113 now, my hon. friend informs me.
Yes, Sir, if there was something radically wrong which
needs this terrible heroic remedy, which needs this revolu-
tionary plaster applied to it in the body politic of the Domin.
ion of Canada, how is it that the wide awake financiers of the
great money centres of the world consider the credit of
Canada so good that ber bonds are constantly appreciating
in value and constantly sought after by them as collaterals,
in stock and securities. There is another important feature
in the case. The revenue of this country le improving. A
few years ago when, because of certain reasors, there was a
deficit for one or two years, thore might have been some
grounds for sayirg wo needed a remedy. That has passed
away, and to-day the revenue is more than meeting the
ordinary expenditure of the country. Then again, Sir, the
extraordinary public works are well provided for. Our
canais and our great lines of railway, which have cost the
country so many millions of dollars, are now completed.
They are as good for fifty millions of people as they are for
five millions, and it will not bo necessary to undertake the
extra expense of building thoso public works again. They
need not be duplicated. Once built they stand for the use of
the people of this country, though they be never so numor-
oeus or never so prosperous. The trade of this country has
improved and is increasing daily; not only the foreign
trade but the inter-provincial trade as well, and, afLer all, the
true prosperity of the country depends more upon the
variety and extent of this inte-provinecial trade than
it does on its foreign trade. The United States of
Amr'ica i; one of tho best examples of what I say.
Again, the manufacturing interests of this country are in a
botter condition than they have ever been in the history of
Canada. Time was, four or five years ago, when disasters
were overtaking our manufacturing industries to a greater
or less extent, and when there might have been soma
ground for claiming on that behalf the need of a hieo c
remedy. To-day our manufacturing industries are stable
and sound, paying fair dividends to those who put monoy
into them, as they should, and giving eut thoir produce to
the people at low prices, which, owing to the competition,
it is right and natural that they should. There is
nothing, thon, in the state of the manufacturing industries
of the country to call for heroic treatment. What about the
business of the countiy? iave you watched the payments
at the banks within the past lew days ? Have they not
been satisfactory from Halifax te Victoria ? Have you read
the reports of tne bank managers ? Have they not given a
good account of the business of the country? Eut appeal
to your own experience: Is it not true that throughout
Canada, from one end te the other, though there may he
cases of difficulty here and there, as there always will bo,
the business of the country is on a stable, firm and sound
foundation, and the people are satisfied with the prospects
from a business point of view. Our soil is giving forth its
good crops-abundant crops in some parts of the country-
and the crop of this year las brought a fair average return.
Taking all these things into consideration as the reverse of
the picture which las been shown to us from the other side
of the House, have we net good ground for saying
that not only is the case of my hon. friend from South
Oxford not proven, but that a strong case stands
apparent before every hon. member for not disturbing
the present relations, on the ground that under present
conditions the country is fairly prosperous, and its future
seems fairly well assured ? Then, Sir, why this cry ? I
have noted the reason before: It is because hon. gentlemen
opposite, having attempted to climb into power, by attach-
ing themselves to this issue and that issue, to this fad and
that fad, having made their bids to the people from un-
worthy motives and on unworthy grounds in many instances,
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have been shaken off from the skirts of the garments of the
country, and find themselves to-day without a cry; and so
they ring ont again the old gospel of discontent, and ap-
peai to the widest and strongest class we have in this coun-
try, hoping to raise and rouse the farmirg community into
ferment, thinking thereby that they may gain votes
in this flouse, and possibly become a majority instead of a
minority in this country. But I have full faith in the in-
telligence of the farming community, that, if this question
comes to be a serious question, to be fought out before them,
and both sides of it are fully ventilated, the farmers of this
country will bold themselves aloof from the bait held out
to them, and will keep themselves to the connections they
have to-day, well assured that by so doing their future will
not be prejudiced, but, on the contrary, will be prosperous.
Now, Sir, the next question that comes is this: The first
thing my hon. friend and bis supporteis had to prove was
that a heroic remedy of some kind is necessary. The next
thing they would have to prove, if they had been successful
in that (which they have not), is that this is the remedy.
Now, will hon, gentlemen follow me for a single moment
while I deal with the arguments which have been adduced to
show that this remedy is tho proper remedy. What are they?
The hon. member for South Oxford said that this was the
remedy and the only reniedy. How long bas he been of
that opinion ? As a political physician, how long bas he
bean conducting his diagnosis, and at what particular
period of time did it terminate in the conclusion that the
remedy was unrestricted reciprocity, and not commercial
union or free trade ? Well, Sir, not long; for speeches are
on record, delivered not many months ago, scarcely yet
cod, in whih hon. gentlemen opposi!e, not a few, but
many of thom, were out full fledged and in full blast in favor
of commercial union and commercial union alono as the
panacea. lowever, the diagnosis has gone on; the diffèrent
physicians have consulted ; they came to a conclusion a
few days ago, and they believe now that this is the sole and
sovereign remedy. What are the reasons given ? The first
reason is that it will help everybody and hurt nobody.
That would be a very good reason if it were proved; but
after the assertion shoull come proof, and so, although my
hon. friend g[ibly asserted that it would help the fishermen,
the minois, ihe lawbaîmen arcd thr e k agricultu! is an i the
manufacturers of pluck and brains, he utterly failed to give
details of any kind to show the House and the country where-
in it would help them or be a special benefit to thom. The
hon. gentleman said the only classes hurt by it would be :
first, the combines; second, the civil service; third, the pro-
moters of elections; and fourth, those who wero anxious for
piers and wharves and harbors. ow, was my hon. Iriend
really serious ? It is such advocacy as that which makes me
doubt still whether they intend to make this a real issue,
or whether they are not only playing with it to keep them-
selves in practice until the next eligible thing comes up.
The hon. gentleman who says this question should be ap-
proached by as as by philosophers and statesmen and not flun.
keys, makes the bola assertion that everybody in Canada
would be helped except these four classes by this proposition
being accepted; and yet a breath or two before ho stated
that it was a grave question, that it ç-rould cause great dis-
turbance, that it was a large change of policy that would be
serious in its consequences. Combines! If we have a coimbin.
ation in this Dominion of Canada, it is a Lilliput compared
with one of the combinations on the other side, for ins-
tance the Standard oil combination. Why, Sir, I can just
fancy, if it was this side of the House that was asking for
a measure to stop combinations and we proposed as a rame-
dy a union in commerce with the United States, how every

f of papers published in the United States would be
flashed around these seats, and editorial after editorial read
tô show that combinations in this country bore no compar-
ison with those in the Ubilted 8vats. If you wish to romeédy
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combinations, this proposition would indeed be a case of
the big fish eating up the little fish, for the amall combin-
ations we have here would be swallowed holus bolus by the
large combinations on the other side; and what would
happen ? We to-day have in our hands a remedy for combin-
ations in our own country in this Parliament, if a parlia-
mentary remedy can be got. But if we put ourselves into
the hands of a combination which octopus-like stretches
its arms over a country, wbre we have no legislativejuris-
diction, where is th3 remedy so far as we are conoerned ?
And yet the hon. gentleman thinks fewer combinations
would be had under unrestricted reciprocity. Does he propose
to blot out the Civil Service if we have unrestricted recipro-
city ? Will we not need the public service of the country to
be carried on, and so have a civil service ? I say it seems
to me the hon. gentleman is not yet really serious in his
advocacy of this question. But if he were serious when he
introduced it, something intervened between the time of
the introduction of the measure and the time when, towards
the end of bis speech, ho made that trivial assertion which
took the seriousness out of him and out of his subject. Well,
ho says, as an additional reason in favor of his proposition,
that the poor man in this country pays the highest
taxation and that when we get reciprocity ho will pay
less taxation. Now the hcn. gentleman attacks as mon-
strously unjust, and the hon. member for Queen's (P.E.I.)
reiterated the sanme argument, and challenged proof to the
contrary, the statement that the poor man does not pay the
heavy weight of taxation in this country. But when the
hon. gentleman was asked on this aide to point out the
articles on which the poor man paid bis heavy tax, he lot
off an extra cdition oi the fireworks ho always keeps on
hand, but took great care to aim no straight bullet at the
mark which was put before him. I challenge him now or awy
hon. gentleman on that side to go into particulars, and to
prove, in the first place, that the poor man pays the weight of
taxation; and to prove, in the second place, that if he doei,
unrestricted reciprocity will remove that weight in any
measure. Look at the question as it stands. What does
the poor man buy on which ho pays this heavy taxation ?
Take, first, the fairly well-to-do class. Take, for instance,
tho farmer. On what does he pay taxes ? Most articles
that go into the foid of his family, so far as their daily
wants are concerned, is raised on his own farma, and on those
articles ho does not pay a cent of taxation. Then the largo
proportion of the clothing he and his family wear is made ont
of the prolucts of his own farm or of this country, and no
taxes paid. With him the luxuries ho buys are the mini-
mum whilst with the wealthy man the luxuries rise to the
maximum, and in this country the practice is followed of
putting the weight of taxation on the luxuries and taking
it off the necessities. Oh, but my hon. frieni says, there is
the tariff on coarse woollens, and consequently the man who
wears these woollens pays a heavy tax on every yard le
uses. Does lie ? The farmer has sheep on his own frmi,
which he often shears himself, and' whose wool ho has of ton
made up in the mill of bis own locality, and bis
family wear the clothes thus manutactured. Where is the
tax that is paid on these ? The statement that the tax is
paid in this case can only be affirmed on two grounds;
First, that al the woollen clothing worn in this country
is manufactured in large establishments, or else is imported;
and second, that that which is manufactured in the large
manufactories, notwitbstanding the competition indueed,
pays the tariff that is put on the imported articles.
But will that be remedied by unrestricted reciprocity, which
is to open up a channel of trade between this country and
the United States ? Iow will the tax be taken off the
woollens worn by the farmers, or the other materials h.
uses for his wear, since in the United States a heavier tax
is imposed on these artioles th" ia inposed here ? We aie
asked to enter into commercial relations with a o.aatq
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whioh bas a bigbqr tariff than we have, and in the name of
common sense I would ask how thon are the taxes here to be
lowered ? The proposition falls to the ground of its own
weight: first that the poor man pays the tax; and second,
that the tax wili be taken off if unrestricted reciprocity be
the rule. But the hon. gentleman says it will suit Great
Britain and the United States, and my bon. friend was not
content with drawing a picture of this country in hues of
the very blackness of despair, but ho must needs have his
fling at the mother country as well. And in these troub-
lous times, when forces are at work which at any moment
may croate a great conflagration, the outcome of which
no man can foreseo, and when even the utterances of
men in a Parliament of this kind, have their effeet mcre or
less in the wide world in which they are read, the hon.
gentleman must go out of his way to taunt Great Britain
with -having no ally on the continent of Europe among
the first-class powere. Sir, the position of Great Britain
bas been well-taken and well-maintained in the past The
nstitutions of Britain are, to-day, stronger than ever
they were before ; the power of the Anglo-Saxon race
the wide world over, je as great as ever, while the
spirit of their enterprise displayed around this whole
globe of ours, and which strengthens and enobles
the British power, taken collectively as a whole,
bas never been manifested to greater perfection than it is
to-lay. Great Britain will take good care to hold her proud
position, and it was not manly or statcsmanike in the hon.
gentleman, occupying the position ho does, to question in
thîis House her abilitv to retain the great influence she has
always exercised in European affairp. But supposing Great
Britain bas no ally among the first-class powers in Europe,
does the hon. gentleman propose to make for her an ally
of the United States, and to embroil the United States in
the European entanglements wbich affect Great Britain
atone? Does ho think that the United States, which have
kept themselves religiously aloof from Ear>pean entangle-
monts, will make an alliance with Great Britain, and thus
run the riek of involving thomsolves with Great Britain,
in ail the European complications that are liable to rise at
any moment? What influence the greatpowersofreasoning
of the hon, gentleman nay have on the government of
the United States in this respect, I cainnot say, but judging
from the specimens of his logic we have heard here within
the last twenty foui hours, I am inclined to think bis argu.
ments will not stir the United Stateq from he position
they have hithorto maintained. What a fine methxd that
would be of making an ally for the mother country, by prut-
ting ourselves in commercial union with the United Statos
and raising a discriminating tariff wall against our mother
land. The proposai does seem odd, though there may be
some abstruse meaning in it that we cannot seize, but of
whieh the bon. member for South Oxford is fully aTwre. But
ho says, we will not discriminate largely against Great
Britain, and this afternoon, I think I heard him say that
our trade with Grcat Britain would be actually improved.
Just analyse that for a moment. Here are 5,000,000 of
Canadians, bore is an open channel of trade between Canada
and the United States, and here is an hon, gentleman
asserting that the traie between the two countries will
grow to $300.000,000 a year. Now what will happen ?
Between the United States and this country, there will be no
tariff, white botween this country and Great Britain there
is a tariff of fairly good proportions, say 22 or 25 per
cent. We enter this commercial alliance. We create a
trade between the two countries that will reach $300,000,-
000 a ycar; and then, when we grow rinh and wax fat and
sleek, the bon. gentleman says ho will turn to our own
mother country and import goods from her, on which we
will psy the extra Customs duty, just for the sake of show.
ing that in the long run aour trade with Great Britain will
rot stier. That is a moit unreasonable proposition. The

current of trade, if they be free and advantageous to our-
selves, will be kept for the seke of the advantages they
offor, and it would be provod by the experiment, if the
experimncl(t should be ever unfortunately made, tbat our
trade with Great Britain would dwindle to almost nothing,
because the odds are against our trading with the country
on whose goods we put a tariff of 5 pr cent. as compared
with a country between which and ourselves there is notariff-
But the hon. gentleman says, if we consider advisable to dis.
criminate against Great Britain, we have the right to
do so. We bave our own interests and they are rara-
mount, and that assertion was made still stronger to-
day by the on. momber for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr.
Davies) Now, I have two o- three links in a chain of
reasoning that I would like the hon. gentlemen to follow,
if I can clearly express it. The hon. inomber for South
Oxford says: It it does discriminato against Great Britain,
we have a right to do it, our own interosts aro paramount,
which is equivalent to saying,on a fair interpretation, that,
whenever the time comes that it is better for us to do thus,
and so in commercial mattors, wo have a right to do
so, and it is our duty to do so in our own interests; and
ho then makes the second assertion that wc owe nothing to
Great Britain but charity for the atrocious blundering she has
beon guilty ofin regard toour intoiests. Thero is first the
statement that we bave nothing but our own interests to rc-
gard bocause they are paramount and secondly, there is the
assertion that the pa'ramount idea of our own interests
has been overridden by Great Britain. And then the
hon. gentleman goes on to clench all that by saying
that there never was a time in ber own hitory when Canada
could not have blttered her condition by Iinking her interests
with the United _tat-s ofAmerici. I ask you, Mr. Speaker,
and I ask hon. gentlemen around those boards to tell me
which is the most honorable position, that occupied hy my
hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) or
that occupied by my hon. friend from the City of St. John,
N.B. (Mr. Ellis). I can imagine a colloquy in the corridors
botween my friend from St. John and my Iriend from South
Oxford. My friend from St. John says: Sir Knight, you
tell me that our own interests should be paramount ? Yes.
You tell me that we owe Great Britain nothing but charity,
and very little of that? Yes. You tell me that there never
was any time when Canada's interests would not have been
better served by linking them with the United States of
America? Yos Tehon, wby do you not say at once: Let us
l-nk our fortunes with the United States of America, and
why do you not be as brave and honest about it as I am ?
Tho only difference between these two hon. gentlemen is-
and it is to the credit of my hon friend from St. John (Mr.
Ellis)-that he believes thus and so, and bas the courage to
express it, even though it may be unpalatable to the gentle-
men around him and to the people among whom he liveos,
while my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) contends and works in the same line, but he
is afraid of outside opinion and gilde it over by saying
Oh, no, I am not an annexationist, I do not believe in
annexation. That is the only difference between themi, and
I think it is in favor of my hon. friend from St. John (Mr.
ElliE) and I willingly give him the credit due. Then weare
told asa reason wby ihis is the pecnliar and only remedy, that
it will give the United States agroat home market in Canada.
The hon. gentleman bolieves in the doctrine of equivalents.
Ha ie superlativoly hores.t, and he wculd not take arything
without giving someth;ng in return, and he is perforce
driven by bis own innate spirit of right to maintain the
argument that there wili be equivalents, and one of those
is ihat the United States will get a large home market in
Canada. Let us reason that out. There are five millions
of people in Canada. They buy ail they are aible to now.
They buy that from certain persons now. My hon. friend
from South Ozfrd says to the people of the U nited States.
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Adopt this scheme, and you will get a largely extended
home market in Canada. What will happen? If they get
that home market, the people of Canada cannot buy more
than they are able to. It will b3 simply a diaplacement,
and the people of the United States, the merchants of
the United States, will get what our merchants and
our industrial centres now get. In what will they find
a home market in this country ? For their coal, in
Nova Scotia? If they do, I ask my hon. friend whether
he cau find a market for American coal in Nova
Scotia, without displacing an equal quantity of coal
brought up from the mines in Nova Scotia. and, if he dis-
places Nova Seotia coal by American coal, I ask him what
becomes of the men who, with drill, pick and lamp, earn
that which supports their families and builds up their
villages by minirig the coal in the depths under the sea in
the Province of Nova Scotia. They will only be able to
obtain a market by displacing what is row provided by our
own people, and, if they get a market in regard to manu-
factures, in regard to agricultural produce, in regard to
sugar, they can only do it by displacing those who are now
carrying on those trades as Canadians, who are improving
Canadian industries, with profits to the Canadian people.
The hon. gentleman adopts the dictum of Attorney
General Longley, who says that, instead of getting ton or
twelve million dollars' worth from Upper Canada, they will
get it from the United States. The exporters in Boston
and New York will gain, but what about the merchants and
manufacturers of Halifax and the Lower Provinces, and
what about the millers and wheat growers in the other
Provinces ? I have not the time to carry out this reasoning,
but hon. gentlemen can carry it out for themselves, and they
will come to the conclusion that in nearly every case every
dollar's worth of goods obtained from the United States in
the way of an increased home market in Canada will dis-
place an equal amount which has come generally through
Canadian channels. That is what the apostle of commercial
union declares. Mr. Wiman lets out a great deal of the
truth, and sometimes this truth gets to our ears. Speaking
in Newark, N.J, ho says:

"If new markets for relief of over-production, created by the stimu-
laat of protection, can be made accessible "-

What does that mean? It means simply that the producing
power of the United States is over and above what is necel-
sary to furnish its own market, and can easily have a sur-
plus to send into other countries and other markets. Where
would it be sent ? Into Canada, says he. To do what ?
To displace an equal amourit now furnished by the woollen
and cotton manufacturers of Canada -
--- withoutdisturbing in the slightest the perfect equilibrium of exist-
ing taxation, clearly it is the duty of the protectionist ta secure these
markets, not only because of the immediate outlet which theyafford, bat
as au illustration ot the benefits of his favorite policy. Further, if these
new markets, secured by the protectionist without sacrifice, are got at
the expense of a free trade nation, se much the better. This would be
one of the results of commercial union. The total trade of Canada, a
portion of the B-itish Empire, is about $200,000,000. Two-thirde of it,
it is supposed, can be secured by the United States by simplylifting up
the Custome line that now runs through the middle of the continent,
and stretching it right around the continent. This would not only
admit to more than half the continent all A merican manufacturere, but
it would create in their favor, in one part of the British Empire, a dis-
crimination against the manufacturera of another part of the British
Empire. Can anything be more attractive to the average American pro-
tectionist than this advantage over the pauper labor of Europe ? "

And Mr. Hitt, who has been glorified .as one of the joint
laborers in this heroic remedy which is to be applied by
the hon. gentleman, states this a little more fully. In
speaking to eastern men-and he is a western man- at a
great banquet, he declared:

"We in the west would like you manufacturera of Ncw England to
have access to that great market of-Oanada. With a Reciprocity Treaty
or, better still, Commercial Union, you will have the prefurence over
English, French and German goods, aud in two year' ltime af ter its
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adoption, goods from Yankee manufacturera will be in every retail store
from fontreal to Victoria."
Well, that is perfectly right as a matter to be striven after
by our friends in the United States. But it remains for us
seriously to consider whether it is for our interest, as a
country, that we should lay our industries at this particular
time, open to that competition. But again he says that it
would give us the United States market. Now, that was
pretty weil ventilated by my colleague last night, and I
shall not traverse the ground made by him. I simply draw
your attention to one of the sportively imaginative state.
ments of the hon. member for South Oxford. He talked
about our railways. He said we had long lines bit they
were not carrying much, but just let unrestricted recipro
city come into force, and our railways might carry more to
the bordera and less to the seaboards, and they would
speedily quadruple freights and quadruple their earn-
ings. Weil, that is a rosy statement. Did he give
one iota of proof which would lead us to believe that this
would be the case? fHas ho not stated to this House
as one of the attractive points of his programme that there
are large American cities along the border, that our Pro-
vinces lie contiguous to ihese cities. But remark that if
this project were carried out, you would only have a cons-
tant stream of traffic along our lines of railway from one
ofthese countries into another. Tc-Jay, Sir, the great triaffio
of our railway consista in what it carries from points distant
far in the west to points distant far in the east conversely
from one Province to another Province; by this prop>si.
tion you would cut off to, a large extent, that great long
lino of traffic, and you would substitute a cross traffic in which
the lines of intercommunication would be changed out of
their present course by running between this country and
the United States in order to get to these great cities. So
much for the rosy idea of quadrupling freights and earn-
ings of the railways of this country. Wit'h these remarks
I leave that branch of my subject, hoping that I have fairly
well proved that this remedy which has been proposed is
not the best thing for the people of Canada. There romains
one question which I shall state briefly, and that is this:
la this a favorable time in which to make a proposition for
closer relations between us and the United States? My hon.
friend says yes, it is the happy, happy now ? And he
goes on to give his reasons why it is the happy now by
saying that at present tariff reductions are imminent.
low far are tariff reductious imminent, so far as we can
see ? They are imminent only so far as the Tariff Bill
brought down by Mr. Mills of Texas is concerned. That,
Sir, is the extreme limit to which the people of the United
States who are most favorable to the reduction in the tariff,
dare to go, thinking to carry with thom the support of
Congress and the Sonate which is necessary for the measure.
If you scan that measure carefully you will find that, though
on some few things the tariff is reduced, on the whole it is
left far above the present average tariff of the Dominion of
Canada, so that the reduction of the tariff, imminent as ho
says, is not a very great reduction of the tariff at the best.
But he says the President, in his message, invited trade
negotiations. Now, that is not a sufficient statement to go
to the country. It is a suffloient statement to go to Parlia-
ment, because this Parliament is well conversant with the
difference in powers between the Executive in the United
States and the Executive in this country. If the Cabi-
net of this country, through any one of its members,
or through the Governor General, made a proposition,
it would be bound to carry that proposition through, and
the people would consider that the country was pledged
because the Government staked its life upon it. But in the
United States it is very different. The President and his
executive officers are, in large measure, totally distinct from
and outaide of the Congress and Senate of the United States.
They may make suggestions, they may send down messages,
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as they do from time to time, to be entirely ignored by the,
Congress ar.d Sonate, unles the feeling in those bodies is
in their favor. Why, we had a President's message with
reference to the fihery -quetion, asking the United States'
Sonate to appoint a commission. It was sent down to that
body, and the Sonate rejected it by a vote of 35 to 10.
So it is net indubitable proof that the United States is
ready to meet trade propositions, beeause an invitation hap-
pens to be put in the President's message. Again, it was
stated that ]gr. Bayard's invitation to Sir Chnrles Tupper
showed that they were meady for it Mr. Bayard's invitation
to Sir Chates Tapper was previaus to the oonference.
W'hen the conference came together tihen they were
treating in a closer capacity, and the proposition was
made by Sir Charles Tupper on behîif of the British
Commiséioners that they should approach this matter
on the basis of a general commeroial adjustmaent between
the two countries, and to that Mfr. Bayard and hi@ co-pleni-
potentiarits gave a deciaive and categorical answer in the
negative, and did it, wby ? Because, they said, in the prosent
condition <1 affairs,it would ho impossible to carry it throughi
Congress and he Sonate,whose support is necessary to gi ve
it life. Cou!d anything more clearly show that the publie
opinion of the United States is not ripe for a proposition ofi
this kina? Thebon gentleman again says that another indi-
cation is Mr. Butterworth's Bill, and Mr. Hitt's Bill. I have
not time to lay before you the documents that I have, to show
yOn the facL that, for years, Btils and resolutions like Mr.
Hitt's and Mr Butterworth's, in all esser;tial partieulars, bave1
been introdueed over and over again in the Congress and in
the 8ena'e, ard bae ne ver got further than a conmittee, ori
an adverse report f rom a committee. So these indications areJ
not stron enes. MHe blames the Government, however,1
for having delayed to adjust the fi,hery question on Mr.i
Bayard'a proposition until the presidential year. Thet
Government of Canada delayed nothing. In 18bâ theyt
made a proposition, and the British Government
made a proposition in their behalf, looking to at
speedy conference between the two countries to undertakeà
negotiations and settle this matter. That was pressed overf
and over again bLy Great Britain, and just o soon as thet
United States accepted the propoiition, just so soon that
proposition wus tlaken advantage of by the British Govern.,
ment. Bat it was not delayed a single moment so far as
Canada and Great Britain were concerned. IL did happenr
tO WomO off in the presidential year, and for that, my hon.
fii.d finds faut vith the Government. Yet he brings down
a proposition asking Parliament to affirm a resolution in
favor of a certain aourse, and instructing the Government,t
in this presidential year, here and now, to undertake nego- i
tiations with the United States if) referenoe to that prope-t
siuion. If a presidential year is bad in respect of the i
negotiatina ot one treaty, why it is not bad for another ?e
Now, I would rather like. my hon. friend to Jove thamto,
do him ithe diseourtesy of likening hims, as one of hie snp.
pot tors did this efternoon, to Goliath.

An hon. MEMBER. Not Goliath, but Jove.
Mr. FüSTER. The Jove of his party. But, likening t

him to Jove, we may well say that for once he has beeno
found oodding. Now, Bir, having gone over these points, 1i
bag simply ta eenelade by making oae or two rema.rks h
wth rderenoe to a point which thie boa. member for t
Quees's (fr. Davieos) brought np this afternoon. I aM sorry W
ho e DOL in his place i te Ib ouse to hear my criticism. o
My bon. friend ihought that lthe Minuter of the Intorior t
was somewhat conused set right in iis speech, and that i
ho forgot ho was talking e boaut nestricted reciprocity, T
and broke off ito Eaying aomethieg about commercial r
union. I think there was gfret zexc. for some such cou- n
fusion, if aDy euch confusion exiated. HM yon. friend, no o
doubt, had two or three hkin. ent4eu in bis eye, and pi

among them h. had probably the- on. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies), and he was thinking about an utterance
delivered by the hon. gentleman. Speaking at Charlotte.
town before the Board of Trade, not many weeks ago, the
hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) made this state-
ment:

"Under commercial union trade would fow freely between tiscoun-
try and the UnltedSttatewo, as iL now f ows between the seràI States;
while, se against the reut of the world there would be a uniform tariff,
te be mutually agreed upon by the two countries eomprised ln the
union. '1Unrestricted reciprocity' would differ from commercial union
in this respect: that while under It there would be perfectly free trade
between the two oountries, each eountry would retain the right to frame
its own tarifr as against the rest of the world. Canada, for instance,
might have a 25 per cent. tariff, while that of the United States might
be one of 35 per cent. The Immediate consequence would be that
imports to the United States, instead of'being earried to the gireat ports
of the United States, would be taken to the states by way of Montreal.
To this the States, whose people are not arrant fools, would never con-
sent. A unretricted reciproeity, althouh hewould suit us as well au
commercial union, was, therefore, impracticable."

Now, in what position does the hon. gentleman place him-
self ? Is ho an loneat man, is ho putting this question for
honest purposes before this Parliament, or is lie doing as
he accuses us of doing, dangling a spangle before the eyes
of the people ? I will believe, in the first pluoe, that he is
an honest man, and that, when he took up the two lines of
commercial union and unrestricted reciprocity, ho believed
what ho said, and h bad good grounds for the belief, that
the people of the United States, unless they were arrant
fools, would never accept unrestricted reciprocity. Well,
Sir, in what position, if t'e was an honest man at that time,
is ho placing himelf now? fie comes here ard argues
before this Ps: liament and aska this Parliament to adopt a
measure, to show its whole h-and, to go, as it were, the
whole figure, to keep nothing back, to state out and out te
the people of the United States : We will give youo very.
thing in exohange, if you will let us take everything into
y our Country as an archarngo; and yet, in the face of that,

e says-to himself, of course-the United States will not
accept such a proposition as that, they are Dot suck arrant
fools, and unless they were arrant fools, they would never
take unrestricted reciprooity. Now, Sir, do yon find
any fault with any bon. gentleman on this side being
slightly confu-ed when ho was looking into the eye of the
hon. mem ber who, net many weeks ago, made that state-
ment, and bas net disclaimed that statement to this day ?
Or, if it is true that he believes what he said bore, is it not
a reprehensible proeeeding for a public man to ttempt to
put befare Parliament and the country, and pros te a solu-
tion a proposition, all the time believing that the neighbor-
ing power will never aecept the proposition, but will er-
tainly reject h àunlees they are arrant foes, whieh we know
the people of the Uaited States are Dot ? Thore wore one
or two other statements made by tbe hon. member for
Queen's to which I desire to rter, especially to one of those
strong generauisations in which ho is ap to indalge respect-
ng tue poverty of the poople et Prince Edward IIauad.
Hle goes on, turn by turc, till h reaches the elimaxnsud
the eimax is this: That the people of Prinee dward llaud,
the farmer there espeeially, are living without hope-not
only in Prince Edward Islaad, but in the Maritime Pro-
viaes-they are becomiag poorer and pooror, loing
hope and talling into despair. And yet I turn up the
blin-books of the Dominion aMd look at the list
which shows the eareirge put into the Savinpî Bank
of Prirce Edward 'sland and what do I nd ? In 1874
hey had a balanco of $336,000 to their ereditthere, in 1879
t had climbed up to 8420 000, today it is8 2,200,000.
rhere is a paliry increao of 834,0ff, io that haleyon period
measurd by the time when the hon, gentlemen opposite
vere in power in this country, and there is a massivesaving
f $1,750,000 whieh hd been placed tAere by the poor
cople of Prince Edward Island in the tinqe overed from
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1880 to 1887; and yet they are living without hope, ready
to plunge over into the fatal gulf of despair, they are cn-
tirely without aspiration and entirely without prospects for
the future. Looking at these things it seems to me that
the position which this Parliamont may well take is some-
thing like this: The measure which has been proposed is a
heroic measure according to the statement of the hon.
gentleman who introduced it into this House. He bas
already failed to prove, in the first place, that a necessity
for a heroic measure exists; in the second place, he bas
failed to prove that this is a measure which would be bene-
ficial to Canada ; and yet he asks this Government to leave
the old and beaten policy and take this bantling of bis own.
On the other side you have the policy of the Government
which from the first bas been stable and has been
proved. It bas been this: To cultivate the most
friendly relations between this country and the
kindred people who live to the south of us, to seek in every
way to have as fair and as free commercial relations as it
is possible for the two peoples honorably to agree upon.
There has not been a time since 1848 till to-day when the
proposition has not stood ont freely and fairly before the
people of the United States something like this : Come and
let us reason together and place our commercial and
reciprocal relations on a fair and honorable basis for both
of us. If ever those relations once established for a period
have been broken, it has never been at the instance and
wish of the Government or this Parliament, but always at
the instance and wish of our cousins on the south of the
border. Hon. gentlemen tell us that it is nothing, that an
Act of Parliament stands on the Statute-book offering
reciprocal trade between this country and the United States
the moment the United States is willing to accept it. I take
that statement and I say to hon.gentlemen opposite: Suppose
the United States had put a clause in their Tariff Act say-
ing, the very moment Canada makes natural products free
the United States will make them free, would we not have a
pressure which it would be totally impossible for us to resist?
What can be a stronger expression of opinion than an Act
of Parliament voicing the opinion of the people, which has
stood before the people of the United States for some time ?
This stood before the people of the United States, and in ail
our relations there has been dominant in this Parliament
and with this Government since it bas been in power, Ibo
desire to have as free and extended and cordial relations as
are possible in the interests of both countries. On the other
hand we have felt, and the Govern ment has introduced the
policy which they carry ont, that failing that, and if we can-
not have extended reciprocal relations with the United
States, the thing for ns to do is to carve out a policy of our
own which will stimulate industries in our own country,
which will build up inter-provincial trade, which will give
us a national standard of independence of our own, and
which will put us on our feet in the future as it has contri.
bated to our self-respect in the past. That policy is dear to
the heart of the country. The fireworks let off about cor-
ruption and the way in which elections are carried on are
very good for a slight blaze, but they go out soon, and a
perfume remains which is not of the sweetest or most
pleasant kind. The reat facts of the case about the elections
are that the people after the most thorough discussionj
were roused to look into this question, and after giving
to the Government a mandate in 1878 to foster the indus-
tries of this country by means of a protective tariff, they
enjoyed the benefits for four years, and when this Govern.
ment went back to the people, the people renewed thati
mandate and enjoyed the benefits for another four years.
The same people who in 1873 returned us into power, in 18871
sent this Uovernment and the party which is with the Gov-i
ernment back, with a strong stabl majority, asking themi
and pledging them to preserve the interests whbch they1
had confided to their charge and the trust with which theyà
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had commissioned them in 1878 and in 1882. The Govern-
ment feels, and the party feels, and the country in the main
feels that this is the policy which is stablefair, and honest.
While at the same time, we look after our own indusYies
we are willing to meet every fair proposition that is made
for extended trade relations with the people to the south of
us. In this regard then and with those remarks I beg
leave to move the following amendment :-

That Canada in the future as in the past is desirous of cultivating
and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not confliet with the policy of fostering the various industrie sand
interests of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and which has
since received in so markel a manner the sanction and approval of the
people.

Mr. MAMILLAN (fluron). Mr. Speaker, this I consider
to be the most important question that bas come before the
people of the Dominion of Canada for many a day; and, Sir,
as I belong to the agricultural community, and as I have
always been opposed to the policy that has been adopted by
the Government of this country, as a policy that bas borne
harder on the laboring classes, which I represent, than on
any other class in the Dominion, I would not be performing
my duty to my constituents were I to listen to this debate
without lifting my voice in favor of the resolution which
bas been offered in this House by the Hon. Sir Richard John
Cartwright, member of Parliament for the south riding of
Oxford. I believe, Sir, that this resolution if carried into
effect will do more to quiet the discontent that exists in
Canada to-day than all the National Policies in existence.
We have been asked, Sir, to show on this sido of the House
that the remedy we offer will put an end to the large
amount of emigration going out of the country into the
United States. I would ask the hon. gentleman oppo.
site if the hon. leader of the Government in his famous
speech at Parkhill did not attempt to prove that this would
be the remedy when he stated as one of the reasons why the
policy should be enforced, that he wanted to bring back
to Canada the 500,000 of our own people in the workshops of
the United States, and that by adopting a policy that would
re-adjust the tariff and foster the industries that object
would bc attained, and the agricultural industry would be
benefited, as we would be able to keen our own people at
home to consume our own products. The hon. gentleman
referred to a great many other blessings which would
ensue from a reform of tho taiff. Hon. gentlemen
opposite must see before this time that the National
Policy bas entirely failed to confer the blessings which
were promised to the people of this country. I would just
say this in relation to what the First Minister has said,
that what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander.
Since one policy bas failed, since it has taken out of this
country a great many more people than the policy that
was followed by the Government of which the Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie was the head, I hold tbat it is time we ought to
have some change. We have been asked the reason why
we bring up such a proposition as this, and why we ask for
this redress under the present circumb.-..ces? My
answer to this would be that the agriculural industry in
this country is now in a very langu shing condition, that
the prices of our products are very low indeed, and that we
are not receiving prices equal to what we had before
the National Policy was adopted, compared with the
prices received by the people on the other side of the line.
We are paying a greater amount for the goods we consume
than we woul i pay if it -were not for this policy, and the
agricultural community one might say is cut at both ends.
The price of their produce is reduced aLd whatever they
have to purchase they have to pay a larger price for. I
wiil pass on very rapidly over a few of the statements made
by the hon. the Minister of 'Jarine and Pisheries. He tried
to show that there was no danger of natur > being too strong,
and he went on to show how nature had been overcome
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between this Province and our Pacifie Provinces, how it
had been overcome between the United States and ber Paci-
fie, rovinces, and he argued that trade was not a geographi-
cal matter. But, Sir, in that trade between the Unîited
States and her Pacifie Provinces there was no iron wall of
protection between the Eastern and Western States, neither
was there between the Eastern Provinces of the Dominion
of Canada and ber Pacifie Provinces. I venture the state-
ment that if Great Britain enforced ·such a policy towards
the East Indies as the Government of Canada bas adopted
here, the trade of Great Britain in that. country would
never have attained to the position it bas attained to at the
present day. - It was by such a course as wo now
ask for in the proposition laid before this House
that the trade of that country bas been promoted.
I would just say that the very fact that Ontario sends
$5,000,000 annually into the British market tc-day, while
it sonds $2,800,000 into the markets of the United States,
although there is a tariff of over 16 per cent. against us in
the one case and a free market in the other, is proof posi-
tive that natural channels will b followed in spite of al[
the tariffi that can ho framed. , Another argument, which
i was sorry to see the bon. Minister of Marine pass over as
ho did, was that relating to inter-provincial trade. I think
the hon. member for South Oxfoid stated yesterday that
$340,000 more had been spent on the Intercolonial tRailway
within the last seven monthbs than the earnings of the rail-
way amounted to, and i think I saw about a year ago the
statement that the Intercolonial Railway cost in 12 months
8160,000 more than it had earned, showing that the inter-
provincial trade is not growing, but bas decreased; and I
was astonished that the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries did not apply himself to this argument. He dealt a
great deal more in what I may term blustering st.tements
than in arguing the question. Now, Sir, we were told that
there was as great a diminution in the population of some
of the United States as there bas been in this country. I
do not believe any hon, gentleman opposite can rise and
mention any State in the Union, similarly situated to
Ontario, in which there bas been as small a gain in popu-
lation, as there bas been in that Province. I have a state-
ment hçi-e showing that in 1880 the population of Ontario
was 1,683,883, and in 18d4 1,754,044, a gain of 70,161,
while the State of Michigan, situated similarly to Ontario,
but not having as many natural advantages, during the
samerperiod gained 219,163. That State and the Province
of Qatario are nearly equal in population, while in area
and fertility the Province of Ontario far surpasses the
State of Michigan. Then, Sir, we were told that the
volume of trade was lsa in 1883 than it was in 1887. I
have here a statement of the volume of trade between the
United States and Canada during the years of the Reci-
p ocity Treaty. I find that in 1873 the total volume of

ý4rade between the United States and Canada amounted to
193,915,716, while in 1886 it only amounted to 884,027,223.

But going back to the year 1866, the year in which the'
Reciprocity Treaty ended, I find that the volume of trade
botween Canada and the United States in that year
amounted to $84,685,361, or 8600,000 more than it did in
1886, showing olearly that the trade of this country with
the United States ia not growing as it ought to. The
farmers of this country can look back to the time of that
Reciprocity Treaty from 1851 to 186 ;, and we can remem-
ber the great strides the country made at that time, and the
prosperity that was enjoyed by every housebold in Canada,
especially among the agricultural population; and we
believe, Sir, that unless there is a remedy found for the
prosent state of affair in Canada there will be a severe
strain put upon Confoderation. To show what the feeling
is in the County of Huron, to which I belong, I will just
read a letter which I received yesterday from a friend in
that county:

''I am pleased to learn that the Opposition are making unrestricted
reciprocity wih the United States one of the planks in their plattorm.
I think it will be very popular. I also tbink that if we do not get
something in that line before many years there will be a *trong annex-
ation party in this country, and I tear your correspondent will be added
to that number."

Such is the feeling that pervades Dot merely the eastern
and western Provinces of this countrv, but that is spreading
rapidly among the agricultural population of the Province
of Ontario. We are told that we pay no taxes on our own
wool from which we make our own clotb. I eau remember
the statement by the hon. First Minister in bis famous
Parkhill speech, that if we had the National Policy all our
own cloth would be made out of wool of our own raising.
But I can tell him bis prophesy bas not been fulfilled, for
whereas we imported in 1878 88,000,000 worth of woolen
goods, we imported in 1886 811,000,000 worth. The effect of
this on the agricultural population is, that we have to pay
the whole duty even on the goods manufactured in Canada.
In conversation a fow days before I came to O.tawa with a
large importer of dry goods from the British market, I put
the question to him: "What is the effect of the tarifr on
goods manufactured in this country, and at what peroentage
can goods manufactured in Canada be purchased below goods
manufactured in the English market ? " Ris reply was that
on goods purchased in Canada bimilar to the goods pur.
chased in Scotland he had to pay the whole duty, that is, an
average of 27 per cent. on a round lot of dry goods, which
amounted to 33 per cent. to the consumer, and that the only
margin left over the cost of the Canadian manufactured
goods compared with the cost of the goods manufactured in
Britain was something like 2 per cent., that is the cost of
freight and insurance ; so that the Etatement -cannot b
conLradicted that we have to pay an amount equal to the
duty, and that goes into the pockets of the Canadian manu-
facturers. Yet I do not believe that even the manufacturera
have benefited to the extent that they might, because I
believe very large amounts of money have been sunk in
manufacturing industries for which there is not sufficient
demand in this country. I will venture the statement that
no large capitalist will ever come into this country and
invest any large sum of money unless we have a larger,
market. Then the question comes, where are we to find
this larger market ? Because we find that our export of
manufactured goods was some 81,300,000 less last year
than it was in 1878. This shows that our manufactures are
not keeping pace with the improvements which are going
on in manufacturing in other countries, and that the
National Policy bas had the effect of destroying the market
in other countries for Canadian manufactured goods. There
bas been a good deal said with respect to the decreased
value of land in the Province of Ontario. I will say, as a
farmer, that this is, perhaps, a subject with which I am
botter acquainted than many others, as I have had an oppor-
tunity of testing the value of lands in the County of Huron
and in the County of Perth which very few farmers have
bad. I had the honor to be appointed twelve months ago
to value the whole County of Perth for equalisation pur-
poses. I went over it along with another gentleman and
put a value on every lot of land there, and I can assure you,
Sir, that the reduction in the value of land in that county
amounts to 10 and 15 per cent., and in some cases more. I
am certain that the same reduction bas taken place in the
County of Huron, to which I have the honor to belong. In
that county we had in 1886, according to the latest reports,
2,600 people less than In 1878, showing plainly that the coun-
try is not prosperous, There are eight counties in Ontario
which have 9,000 less population than they had in 1878 ;
yet we are told that the country is in a healthy, prosperous
ani thriving condition. I would ask what is the cause of
the hard times we have in Canada ? I need not go further
back than 1882, to show the decrease in the value of crope
in the Province of Ontario. In Ontario, in 1882, the
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value of the crops of wheat, barley, oats, rye and peas was
$89,682,065, but when we come to 1886 we find the value is
shrunk to 858,000,683. Now, this is a very large reduction
indeed, and a reduction for which we cannot entirely blame
the Government, because there is no government in tt e world,
in my opinion, that can remedy this, although we have
been told by the First Minister in one of his famous speeches
that the clerk of the weather was a good Conservative. In
1878 the right hou, gentleman said the clerk of the weather
waa on their side, and would give a good crop, because he
knew the Conservatives were going into power. But if he
was a good Conservative, he muet, like all Conservatives,
have overdone the matter, and has not since given as the
fine ennshine and the great crops which it was predicted
ho would supply. If the right hon. gentleman had the
power of obtaining ail those blessings for us, what is the
reason he has forgotten at this time to give the good
crops, the clear skiew, the good prices, the abundance of em-
ployment and the high wages, which, in 1878, he predicted
would follow the advent of his party to power? Why has
he alhowed hundreds of thoueande of the most promising
youths of our native-born population to go and settle acroee
the lines? There is another statement which the hon.
gentleman made in that famous speech to whieh I have
alluded, and that is, that it would not pay at that time to
build mille in Canada, and the reason he gave was that
they had a very small number of customers on this aide,
but that on the other aide of the lin. they would have
40,000,000 consumers. If that argument held good then,
it muet hold doubly good to-day. Not only that, but we
find that under the influence of the National Policy flour
which has fallen, since 1881, only 90 cents per barrel in
the United States, has fallen in the Dominion over 82 a
barrel, so that no miller would ho wise in building a
mili in thie country as long as the present condition of
thinge, under which the value of produce and of labor has
fallen se considerably, continues. Now, I will address
myself a little further to the question of the crops.
In 1886, the value of the crops was 831,361,98. less than it
was in 1883. But [ will go further and state that the value
of the crop of 1887 i leas stil). According to the quarterly
report of the Bureau of Industries issued in the month
of Auguet, we had 10,000,000 bushele of wheat les in 1887
than in 1886. We had 6,000,000 buehols les oats,
2,136,000 bushels leas barley and 3,000,000 bushels less pea,
and if you take these at the market prices, you will find a
loas of $3,000,000 on the grain crop of 1887 as compared
with that of 1882. That taken from the &um of $58,000,000,
which was the value of the crop of 1882, reduces the crop
of 1887 to a little over $45,000,000, or very little more than
one-half the crop of 1882. Yet we are told we are prosper.
oui; yet we are told that the most prosperous peo e in the
worid to-day are the farmerg of Ontario. The on. the
Minister of the Interior told us that, but I can well remem
ber that this gentleman's sympathies are not to any greal
extent with the farmers of the Dominion. I think he
made a speech in Montreal at a banquet, and I was a little
astonished at the statements he then made. Ho said he
had always considered that the prosperity of the Dominion
lay with the merchants of Canada, and the commer
cial travellers, the future merebants, Hon. gentlemen
opposite ignore the great wealth prodeers of th4
Dominion, the agriculturiats and the laborers. They ignor4
them entirely, and ià appears this class is only here for th4
purpose of having a large amouat of taxation imposed oi
i t, without receiving in any shape whatever any correspond
ing benefit. But our los dore not stop there. We werg
told by the hon. the Minister of tho Interior that horse
and cattle in Ontario were on the increase. But in th
report I received lat August, we have 70,000 fewe
cattle than in 1886, 214,766 feweir sheep, 25,305 fewe
hoge, and yet we are the most proaperous people in th4
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Dominion. But the effects of the National Policy do not
stop iere. I do not hold it responsible in every case, but I
Ray it has reduced the prices of produce. The price of
flour in the United States in 189I wa 85.66 per barrel, but
in 1886 it had fallen to $4.6à, a rediaction of 97 cents,
whereas the price in Montreal in 1881 was 85.6 1, against
83.56 in 1886, a reduction of $2.08. Take wheat, and you
find that the price in the United States in 1881 was $L 11,
against 87 cents in 1886, a reduction of 24 cents, whereas
in Canada the price of wheat in 188 L was 81.33, against 85
cents in 1886, a reduction of 48 cents. Corn in the United
States was 5b cents in 1881 and 49 cents in 1886, a reduction
of 6 cents, whereas in Canada it was .6 cents in 1881 and 49
cents in 1886, a reduction of 17 cents. Thus we find that in
Canada flour had fallen 82.08 againat 97 cents in the United
States, while wheat had fallen 48 cents in Canada against
24 cents in the United States, and corn lad fallen 17 cents in
Canada against 6 cents in the United States. If hon. gentle-
men ask where I got this information, I cen tell them that
it was not from any wicked Grit or faleifying Reformer,
but that the information is contained in a record which
the hon. the Minister of Agriculture has put into the hande
of every member of this House, and from that statement
hon. gentlemen can see that we, the farmers of Ontario,
have been robbed to a great extent by the National Policy.
I was very happy to hear the Minister of the Interior
state yesterday that in 1886 we raised 27,500,000 bushela
of wheat in the Province of Ontario. It was a statement
I had intended to make myself, and I now corroborate it.
For what reson do I corroborate it ? I corroborate it fer
the purpose of showing that half of that wheat would be
consumed by the farmer and th other half would b, put
on the market, and that, as the price of the home market is
regulated by the price we get for what we export, and as it
was reduced 24 cents por bushel more than the price of wheat
was reduced in the United States, if we take the half of that
wheat at 13,500,000 bushels, we find that the Province of
Ontario lost 83,310,763 on the price of that wheatduring that
soseon. Taking ail this into conaideration, is it to be wor-
dered at that the farmers of Ontario are in a languishing
condition ? What le ist that gives value to farming property ?
What is it that gives value to land? l it not th*valu. of
what we raise ? and, as the value of Our grain has ehrnk &0
per cent. since 1882, is it not reasonable to ay that the
value of land has shrunk also ? I was surprised to hear the
hon. Minister say that the value of farm property in Otario
had increased by 813,090,000 in 1886 over thevalue in 1886.

i etatement was in reality correct, but the hon. gentle-
man did not treat the subject fairly. He ought to have
taken an average of a few years, and, if he had gone back
to 1883 h. would have found that in that year the land in
the Province of Ontario was worth $654,693,035, and wheà
he came to 188; he would have found that the land was
worth $64S,009.828, or a reduction of $6,783,197 in the value
of the land during that time. lie would aleo have found
that ince 1883, 300,000 acres of land had been brought under
the assessment rolle in the older counties of Ontario and
400,00ie acres of land had been cleared. If you take the
300,000 acres at $29 an aecei you have 88,700,000, and if
you take the 100,00j acres besides, which were cleared, at
$20 an acre, which would no4 be an extravagant prieS, that

e would b, $2,000,000, making a total of 810,700,000. This
brings the reduction in the value of the land from the year

e 1883 to the year 1886 to 817,483,197, and that is exclusive of
nail the improvements that have gone on in ail the other perts
- of the Province except upon these 400,000 acres cleared since
e 1883, and the 300,000 acres which have been placed uponthe
e assesement roll. I hold, therefore, that we have suffeîcd to
e a very large extent. Althongh it may b. shown that in
r buildings we have increased the value to the amount of
r 820,717,637, I think I cen show that those buildings and the
a implements for which we have paid to the extent of
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87,000,000, are not really, though they may be nominally,
the p. operty of the fariner, as he is indebted for them, and
is getting rapidly further in debt. Even now, E have not
told the whole tale in regard to the farmera of Ontario and
the burdens te whieh they are subjected, thongh saie of
them are of their own imposing. We have heard a good
deal in respect to mortgages, and we had a veiy glowing
account from the ho. Minister of the Interior, who told
us what a greet many companies hid reported; but
anyone who knows anything about borrowed money
and mortgages in Ontario knows that there i a great
deal of private funda lent among the farmers on firet
class nortgages, the farmers pr erring tW take private
moneys to borrowing froin the companies; and these
are amunts of which the Governmetit cannot kncw
anything. I know that this practice txists te a great
extent in the County of Huron and ail over the Province of
Ontario. The inmurande and Finance (Aironcle of Montreal,
in its Junuary issue, values the land very mach as the
Bureau of Industries values it, at $S00,000,000, but says
that the land is mortgaged te the extent of 8275000,000,
that 80 per cent. of thi farms in Ontario are encumbered,
and are encutnbered to the extent of 43 per eent, of their
value; count the loans at 8 per cent. on that amount;
and yon have $18,500,000 that the faetners of Ontario
had to p9y on mortgagee this lst year. We are told
that money bas been getting cheaper. I know nothing
about that. I know thet I act as a valnator for a num ber
of individuala whù are lending mmey and fbr one company
that lenda money in the locality fm Whibh I conie, add I
know that, while last fall I could gel rnoney easily for 5
per cent., to-day I cannat get it for less than 7 per cent.
Money is goibg up rapidly in price, and I have ièver known
auch a large amount of money placed on farma during the
last 44 yeurs of my residenco in Ontaio as was placed
dnring the last fall and winter, whieh sho*s that thefarmers
are not in the same condition to-day aethey have been aince
I came to the Province of Ontario, and that is a long tirne
indeed; I would just state this with .espeet to the reduetion
in the number of cattle, that It soinply shoès that the far-
mes hal not crope enough to pay their debts, and sa had
to oIl some of thoir stoek whieh abheld have been kept on
"heir farms. In 1865 they sold an enormous number of

eattle, more than they had been accustomed to sell-they
sold 143,000 cattle during that year. Now, Sir, in 1887
there were 70,000 head of ceattle in Ontario less thau in
1886., The farmers are in a very bad condition indeedi
I thiwk the farmers awe in the worst eôedition of any clas
of the population in the Province of Ontario. Now, let us
eamane thé eot- of running a farm of 100 acres in the
Provins, of Outariu, and the revenue that can be got out of
it. Sir, I have a statemént by me *Rièh shows that the
condition of the farmer is bat little better, if aay, than that
of th* day laborer who works for bis daily bread. The
total value of crops iii 188q was : grains, $58,000,683 ;
corn, backwheaf, beane, hay, olover, pofatoes and carrots,
85 2 f76 3,9 48 -in aleS 110 4,626. Then I estimai* et
$89;878,48 th,& prodtets of seheima and afi other soM-ces of
revend to ho farmer--a sain almost equal to the value
of the grain crops. It includes the value of root
crops, gtain ordps, and overything except straw; so,
that the totta reveane dérited frnic fer ms in the Province
of Ostario is 8164-j64,109. No*, how many firma are
there in the Provine" of Oterie' of 100 amres each, whioh
is the average number of aere.? We find thee are 2048,616.
What ie the revenue derived ffion ote of those farme? I
find that ie will amount on the average to about #790, and
ne praotical farmer who kÉowe anything about the business
will ventere te Say that an aveage farm. in Ontario wifl
roduce any more revenue than that. No*w thie average

farm has about 59 acres Of wood land 64450 acres cleared.
In estimating the expense of earrying ow this farny,- we

must have two mon to do the work the year round. These
have to board themselves, and they each reccive about
$260. Then there .must be a team kept, with bay and
grain at the market price. I put that at the low
rate of 33 cents a day, or $120 a year. Then for seed,
threshing, taxeo, and ail the other incidental expenses
in conneetion with the farm, I have reckoned the low sumn
of $100. These sumo together amount to 8720, leaving a
balance of only $70 te come into the bands of the fariner.
This sn gives him an interest on his capital of less than
1k pur cent. He has nothing except that very emall
amount to keep up buildings and fonces, to meet the wear
and tear of bis machinery, barnesses and implements. 1Now,
that is a bad condition for the farmers of Ontario to be in.
The hon. gentleman bas taken his report from the
Bureau of Industries, and I challenge him to go over the
whole report and show that my statement is not correct.
1 have no fear that any hon. gentleman will be able
to show anything of the kird. Now, Sir, what is the
position of the manufacturers when compared with the
farmera in the Province of Ohtario ? I have taken the
figures from the census of 1881. I was happy to hear the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries this afternoon Ray that
the manufacturers of Canada were never in a botter con-
dition than they are in to-day. If that is true, the statement
I am about to make is one that is more than favorable for
then. I and that in the Dominion of Canada the capital in-
vested in manufacturing industries in 1881 waa $165,302,623;
I find that the raw material amounted to 8179,918,593, and
the total produce from all these establishments amounted to
8309,676,068. That som had been increased in value by
labor to the amount of 8129,757,475. The sum that is to
be doducted from this as having been paid for labor is
$59,429,002. Now, the question comes: low many work.
men were engaged in all the different industries of Canada
in 1881 ? I find, first, that the number of manufactu-
rers was 2,229, and the number of workmen was
254,935. I find that the average salary paid to men,
women, boys ard girls, was $233 a year. Next : How
much did the manufacturer draw from each individua
workman ? The nice littie sum of $276. In reality the
manufacturers of Canada, after counting 10 per cent. for
insurance and management, and 6 per cent. on capital
invested, have loft 38f per cent. of the total cost ot
produet over mâteriale. And yet the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries stands up in this Ilouse and deoclares that the
farmers of the Province of Ontario are the moat prosperous
olasa in the Dominion. 1 state that there is no other clase in
this country which pute forth the saine amount of energy,
industry and perseverance, acd exercises the same amount
of economy and receives such a smali remuneration for
their labor. And I warn the hon. gentleman opposite that
the farmers of the Dominion have found that the pro.
mises made to them in 1878 have net been fulfilied,
that we have no home market created, that we have not had
botter prices, tbat we have net had our population kept at
home and that we have not had our produce consumed at
home. There are certain things, however, that their policy
has succeeded in doing. It has succeeded in driving the
very best of our young mon from the Dominion to seek
home across the line, it has succeeded in building up

rings ' and " truste " to an extent never kt own before,
it bas succeeded in compelling ue te pay higher prices than
li any country I know of fer our manufactured goods ; and
although we are told that goode are cheaper to-day than
they ever were in the history of the world, this samne
National Policy bas deprived the farmers of the benefit of
lower prices which abould be secured to them by improved
machinery and improved methods of manufacture. The
National Policy has also succeeded in taking a very large
amont Of money out Of the pockets of the farmer in
the shape of taxatien, mach more than was promied
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before the Government went into power. They, in
fact, promised that there would not be an increaso
of taxation, only a readjustment of taxation. Let us see
what this readjustment of taxation, which the Government
promised the farmers, together with all other classes of the
community, has amounted to, and what offect it bas had on
the agricultural class. We were told by the hon. Finance
Minister bofore hon. gentlemen opposite assumed the reins
of power, that they would not require those large amounts
of taxation needed by the Government of Mr. Mackenzie.
His language was: "Inasmuch as we have ruled the
country with smaller taxation in the past, we are prepared
to rule it with smaller taxation in the future." The hon.
First Minister said time and again there would not be an
increase of taxation, only a readjustment of the tariff.
What effect hias that readjust ment had ? During the five
years Mr. Mackenzie's Government was in p3wer there was
collected $93,565,768 in taxation, or $18,713,153 a year.
During the last five years the present Government have
collected $134,030,883, or an average of $26,810;176. This
amounts to $8,097,023 per 'nnum more than was collected
by the Mackenzie Government, that is to say, in the last
five years an additional sum of $10,485,115 was taken ont
of the pockets of the ratepayers. I hold that $30,000,000
of that should never have been collected, and if the
Government had increased the annual expenditure by only
$2,00,000 there would not have been a great deal of cause
for complaint. But the evil bas not ended there In addi-
tion to that amnount taken for taxation there has been a
large amount taken out of the pockets of the people and
placed in the bands of the manufacturois. Is it a wonder,
under these circumstances, that there are stringent timos in
the Dominion, when there is such increase of taxation and
burdens upon the people, because probably from twenty to
thirty millions annually taken out of the taxpayers do not
find their way into the public treasury. These are all
causes of grave complaint against the present Government,
and if the present condition of affairs continues for any
length of time, such a sentiment will spring up that hon.
gentlemen opposite will find it very diffieult indeed to rule
the country. Hon. gentlemen opposite tell us that the
speeches of hon. mombers on this side of the House have
driven the best of our population to a foreign country; but
I tell them that if the advice given by hon. gentlemen on
this side had been followed we would have had thousands
of our own population at home more than we have to-day.
We would have had the North-West more fully settled.
What folly it is for the Governmont to spond 8500,000
a year to bring immigrants int> the country. and when
they get them in the North-West impose 35 per cent taxes
on the agricultural implements they use. That is a
detri ment to every farmer who goes there with means to
get a fair start, for it means that ho bas to pay nearly $200
of duty on his implements. Let me repeat briefly a conver-
sation I had during the summer with an implement agent
at Brandon. He said ho could go to the other side and
purchase Deering binders for 8100 each, but when ho
brought them to the Custom house they were valued at $130,
the officer stating that ho had received order from Ottawa
to value them at that sum. This brought their cost up to
$200 to the actual settler. When a farmer is compelled to
pay $200 for an implement which he can purchase for $120
on the other side of the line,'and when he as to pay 10
oents per bushel extra for the carriage of his wheat
to market, ho comes to think that loyalty should begin
at horae. When.a man bas to move, what difference does
it make to him whether he goes across the line or not,
whether he goes to the United States and lives among
people of our own flesh and blood whose traditions
are our traditions and whose ancestors were cur ances-
tors, so long as ho is going to place himself and his
family in a botter condition, which I hold they have
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done in most cases. It is not the speeches of hon. gen-
tlemen on this side, but the actions of one of the most
extravagant Governments ever known that have caused
this emigration. It is also owing to the Government
establishing a railway monopoly in the North-West, and
granting Government lands in such a manner that every
alternate section is owned by a wealthy company. I was
one of the first settlers in the dounty of Huron, and I know
the hardships we endured in making roads and building
schools, and I can, therefore, judge of the great hardships
people must endure in the North-West when every
alternate block is held by speculators, and especially when
such land is not subject to taxation. These are the causes
that have led to the depopulation of Canada. These are
the causes that have sent our young men across the linos.
Within a week of my leaving home to attend Parliament,
a young man residing in the North-West came to my place
and remained all night. He bas been long enough there
to perform his settlement duties, and ho told me that
unless the Government removed the restrictions on imple -
ments and allowed competition in railways he would
never go back to that country to settle, becanse ho
was not going to spend bis life and energy to put money
in the pockets of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.
Such, Sir, has been the experience of almost every indivi-
dual who went to our North-West. I could name
ndividual after individual, and family after family from niy
iowntownship and county who went to the North-West to
settle, but when they found the conditions under which
they were to be placed they stepped across the line.
Hence the State of Dakota has ,gained in population over
300,000 people, while the Province of Manitoba bas only
gained some 43,000. I hold that the Province of Manitoba
bas superior land and is superior in every shapa to any of lh
States adjoining, but if the people had the same advantages
under the Government of getting goods into the country
they would be more prosperous and successful. I hold, Sir,
that the Province of Ontario to-day is one of the fairest spots
upon the face of the earth, and I do not see what is the
reason that Province cannot succeed botter and why ber
population has not increased more rapidly than it has. Lat
me read a statement from a gentleman who is well known
to any person who bas paid mach attention to the public
men on the other side. Tho statement is made by David
A. Wells, and ho says:

"North of Lakes Erie and Ontario, and the River St. Lawrence, east
of Lake Huron, south of the 45th parallel, and included mainly within
the present Province of Ontario there is as fair a country as exists oi
the North American continient; nearly as large in area as New Yoik,
Pennsylvania and Ohio cornbined, and equal if not superior to those
States as a whole in ita agricultural capacity. It is the natural habitation
this continent of the combing-wool sheep without a full, cheap and
reliable supply of the wool, of which species the great worsted manu-
facturing industries of the country cannot prosper, or, we should rath'er
say, exist. It is the land where grows the ineet barley, which the
brewing interests of the United States must have if it ever expects to
rival Great Britain in its present annual export oi over eleven millions
of dollars worth of malt products. It raises and grazes the finest of
cattle, with qualities especially desirable to make good the deterioration
of stock in other sections; and its climatie conditions created by an
almost encirclement of the great lakes, especi ally fit to grow men. Such
a country is one of the greatest gifts of Providence to the human'race *
better than the bonanzaa of silver or rivera ihoae sands contain gold.

I would ask, Sir, why the Province of Ontario, when it is
the most fertile of all the Provinces, nay, when it is more
fertile than any State in the Union, has not progressed
more than it has ? I have a statement which shows the
average produce for five years of some of the best grair:-
growing States in the United States of America, and com-
pares it with the produce of the Province of Ontario for
the same period. I would just say, Sir, that this comparison
has been made from the United States' records. Of fall
wheat per acre, in nine of the best wheat growing
States in the Union, the highest produce is in the
State of Kansas, which yields 15*,bashels per acre; in
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the Province of Ontario the produce was 21 bushels and philosophera. Sir, this question bas been argued before
pr acre, 5ù bushels more than in the best State of the this House in very many different ways, and al the
Union. 1u spring wheat, out of five of the best producing different speeches bearing on this question have been prc-
States in the Union, the highest waa Dakota, and it pro- sented te this House in eloquent and strenuous terma. For
duced 14 bushels per acre; the produce of spring wheat in me, Sir, to go over the nature of the argument of the gen-
Ontario was 16 bushels per acre, or 2 buashels of spring tlemen who have preceded me, would certainly be futile
wheat in advance of the best State on the other aide. In and useless However, I would crave the attention of this
barley, out of six States in the Union, the highest is House while I address a few remarks in reference, more
24 bushels per acre in Wisconsin, and in Ontario particularly, te the special subject of the last gentleman's
the produce was 26-, bushels, or 21T bushels discourse. It is claimed, Sir, that in this country the
more than in the best State of the Union. In oats, ont of National Policy, which was indeed the great object of bis
twelve Statez Minnesota was the higheet. The produce attack, bas been a detriment and injury to the farmers of
was 34# bushels per acre ; while in Ontario the produce this country. The hon. gentleman bas presented that sub.
was 37-6 bushels, or 2j more than in any State of the ject in every variety of view, and every form and every man-
Union. Now, Sir, we have a more fertile soil, we have ner of way,-in which it could bo placed before this House,
a better agricultural and grazing country, and we and the conclusion of ail bis argunents, and the summing up
are situated on the line of commerce to the seaboard ; of ail his speaking, was that the National Policy introduoed
we have ail the natural advantages that a Province in 1819, was detrimental to the farmers of this country.
could boast of, and there must be some cauQe why the Pro. Sir, what does be propose to do in order to relieve the
vince of Ontario is not growing more rapidly than it farmers of this country from the burdens they are bearing
does grow. I think the causes have been plainly pointed under this Nat.onal Policy? HRe proposes tbe heroie
out te the Government of the day. It has been pointed remedy contained in the resolution of the hon. member for
out to them, that it is impossible for a country to South Oxford. He proposes that we should be rulieved
prosper when we are taking such large sums of money out from the suierings we experience from the National Policy
of the pockets ot the people and placing them in the hands by transferring us to a country.where a higher National
of a few favorités. Unless the Government adopt a Policy prevails. Sir, that is a most extraordinary remedy;
d ferent policy from that which lhey have pursued with it is scarcely such a remedy as any reasonable man would
reference Io the Province of Ontario there will be deve think for a moment of prescribing. We are also reminded
loped such a sentiment of discontent that T canrot see where by hon. gentlemen opposite how very neocessary it is in
it will end. I believe mysolf that if a plebisoite were taken any discussion of this kind that we should know precisely
by ballot tc-Iay in the Province of Ontario, as to whether the meaning of the terms we are using, so that there wili
we should romain a part and parcel of Confederation, or be no danger of confounding or misunderstanding them.
whether we should become independent or throw in The hon, member for Qneen's, P.E I., took to task mem-
our lot with the United States, the result might be bers on th*s aide of the House because, as he said,
different from what some people may think. I would they were opposed te reciprocity. Sir, we are not opposed
not like te throw in my lot with the United States if I to reciprocity; we never have been ; but unrestricted
could help it. I left the land of my birth, and I look reciprocity and reciprocity are entirely different thinga.
back te that country with feelings of respect. Canada is the Reciprocity nay mean a certain exchange of goods te such
land of my adoption. I spent my youth and manhood here, an extent as may be agreed upon, whilo unrestricted reci-
and I would net like to leave this country; but if the Govern- procity means nothing more nor less than absolute free
ment continue te treat the country as they have done, they trade, without any restrictions of any sort, with the country
will croate such a spirit among the people that they will corne with which wo propme to enter into relations. It is just
to the conclusion that if we cannot get the markets of the as well that that distinction should be borne in mind. We
United -States opened te our produce, we will either have been reminded by the hon, member for Queen's, and
have to go to the United States ourselves or ask admission by the hon. gentlena', who last spoke of the Reciprocity
tothe Union. That is the sentiment I believe which prevails Treaty of 1854; and it is very strange that when hon.
to-day. Hon. gentlemen may clap their hands or laugh, gentlemen opposite speak of the period from 1854
but they will fiad later on perhaps that that sentiment will te 1866 they forget some important events which
be too strong for them, as the sentiment is too strong that occurred during that period, and which undoubtedly
bas been developed in Manitoba. I was just thinking, Sir, had great influence on the prosperity enjoyed in this coun-
wben I saw two gentlemen sitting in this Chamber-a try at that time. They forget that, in 1854, whon the
deputation from Manitoba te the Government te see if they treaty was about to corne into operation, a great European
could arrange terms of peace in that Province with the war was going on; and I am old enough to remember, and
Government at Ottawa-that the impression prevails that I think the bon. gentleman who preceded me is aise old
the Government las imposed on that Province and upon enough to remem ber, that at that time the prices of the pro.
the North-West such conditions that it has become a question ducts of Canada were raised te a higher pitch than they
whether or not the Province of Manitoba is about te rise in have ever been since, and why ? Because of reciprocity
its might and'assert its right te manage its own business in wth the United States? No, Sir, it was simply because a
its own way, and that perbaps Manitoba is net the only Pro- great war was raging in a foreign land, and that that land
vince that will have te do that. Thanking the House very required that we sbould raise the products necessary for its
cordially for their kind and courteous attention to me sustenance. More than that, te prove conclusively the
while speaking, I now beg leave to resume my seat. truth of my statement, let me remind hon. gentlemen that

at the conclusion of that great war there was such a tumble
Mr. PORTER. The question now before the House, and in prices, such wreck of fortunes, such a loss of gains in

embraced in the resolution proposed by the hon. member Canada, as is remembered te the present hour; and did the
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), is certainly reciprocity of which we hLve heard se much prevent that
one of the greatest consequence and of the utmost import. dire evil falling on the people of Cnada ? No, Sir, it did
ance. It is a subject, Sir, large as our nationallife and wide not. There were other laws and other economic forces
as our future in all the ages te come. And, Sir, when we governing us besides the Reciprocity Treaty. Then, Sir, let
cnsider that question, and when we approach that ques- me also cal the attention of this House to another fact in
tion, wd ought certainly te approaeh it as the hon. gentle- reference te this question, that at that time Canada was
man has recommended us te do, in the spirit of stateamen awakening like a giant from slumber, and was beginning
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to put forth ber natural energies and to realise the great question without sentiment, and I arm willing sio tn dis-
possessions God had given her to develop and to transmit case it without sentiment. I believe it is a question of
to osterity. She was beginning to construct long lines of material progress to a very large extent ; I~ believe
railway; the Grand Trunk Railway was undertaken; and it to be a question of material wealtb to a very
we know that millions of dollars were spent in the large extent; stili, I am mot asbamid to own that
settled portions of the country. Ail that was an ele- sentiment bas a certain influence over my heart and
ment in the prosperity of which we hear so much thougbts. J believe in the fibre of every man, who la
during reciprocity times. There was still another ele- a manly man, sentiment certainly bas a place, and we know
ment in that prosperity which bon. gentlemen oppo. from the world's history, we know from the hietory of the
site leave ont of consideration. We remember that countries around us that sentiment has made nations brave
in the year 1860, there were ominous sounds of and men successful. If we were to discues this subject
conflict in the land to the south of us, and during the four without sentiment, I believe we would diseuse it without
years enuing there waged in that great republic a war, coneidering a most important element in the natio'e wel.
fierce, lasting and desolating, and during that period the fare. I believe that we ought not to make sentimenut the
people, instead of being employed in the pursuits of peace most prominent question, yet, after all, in the background
and in the arts of industry and agriculture, were grasping of discussion there will remain always a somothing that will
each othcr's throat, and thrusting their bayonets through influence our decisions in a most important direction.
each other's bearts. What was the effect of that strife upon However, I am willing to diseuse this question without
Canada? It was that we who were at peace with all the sentiment, and if the hon. member for South u4on is
world, whose industries and trade were not disturbed or altogether devoid of sentimntut, and for the sake of a few
interrupted, were able to supply them with ail the neces. dollars would sell bis allegiance to the United States, I
saries they required. So that when theso gentlemen speak believe that Canada is better without him. The hoa.
ofthe.ReciprocityTreaty, Ithinkin ail fairc esto the people member who bas just taken hie seat has spoken of
of this country they should have stated these facts; because depreciation in the value of land. He bas told us he
they are not at present on public platforms attempting to was a valuator for a company, and that ho bd an
get votes. As men in council, desiring to arrive at the opportunity of examining lande in the coun'y of Peoth and
truth, they sbould neither express a false thing nor .uppress some other adjacent coun.iew, and that values bad deci esed
a true thing, but they bhould give ail the facts and ail the lately owing to the National Policy. l answer to that
reasons they know of bearing on the ubject urder diseuE- statement, I have hore statistios taken from Mr. B!ue's
sion. I say these hon. gentlemen should bear in mind ail report and from the report of the Agricultural Commission
those facts when they com to speak of the period from of 1880, of which I bolieve the hou. gentleman was a
1854 to 1866. Now, I have no doubt I bave wearied member. From Mr. Blue's statistice, we leAra that the
the House with these remarks, because the facts I average value of land per acre in the county of Huron,
mention have no doubt often been beard before, but I think which I select as being the hon. gentlemen'@ own county,
it is very necessary that they should be heard again in a and it is botter to particularise-from Ur. Blue'# report, we
discussion of this kind. Sir, the bon, gentleman who bas learn that the average value of land per acre in the county
just taken bis seat, made the National Policy the principal of Huron was in 1886, $51.49, with buildings tber.on, the
point of attack, and, I must confess, the figures he brought land being worth 041.28, and the buildinge $10,21, From
( efore us were so numerous and so conflicting that it was the report of the Agricultural Commission of 1880, I flad
almost impossible to follow him I will, thorefore, take a the value of 100 acres of farra land l the county of Huron,
few points only. If the hon. gentleman had listenol to the taking the three classeos, the first, second and third into
arguments of the bon. Minister of Marine ard Fisbries which the Commission divide the land, and making an
this afternoon, he would have omitted one point at least avoage pico-L find froa the report that for the whole
which ho brought before the House. ie says we pay the county of Euron, the value of the farmiug lani was
whole duty on every article we consume. Now, tie bon. in 1880 estimated to be wurth 81.16 pr acre, so that
gentleman is a farmer like myseLf. Re knows that the fr om 1880 tu 1886 the land in-question increased $15.32
greater part of the woolen goods ho and bis children wear per acre in value. Those facts and figures are taken from the
are shorn from the bsheep's backs, are takon to the mili and statistics of bon. gontlemen's friende in Ontario, and i ask
spun, and brought home and made up into clothing for you, Sir, if they show any aigu of deprociation in the value
himself and his family; and ho knows that not one cent of of landed property. Suppose we admit for the sake of argu-
taxation is paid on those, goods. It wae, therefore, not in- ment that the land bas depreciatod, or rather teat it bas
genuous in him to make the farmers believe that they bad not rison in value, what do we flnd Mr. Blue sayng ? In
to pay duty on every article they wear. The hon. gentle- his report of 1886, h says that the value of the land
man also said that goods manufactured in Canada .are depends upon the value of the crope, and that wben prioes
affected in their price by the price of the goods imported are low land le low. That is but a reasonable stwaement of
from foreign ocuntries, and that the manufacturera facts ia the mind of all impartial men. There iis nother
charge more than they ought to do, and that the test of the value of land, and that je the inorease in tb
difference goes into their pockets. .Lt is well assement values, as they appear from yer to year fa the
known, Sir, that oompetition in trade undoubtedly reports of the municipalitios. The ass.ss. valuesof land
reduces the prices of aIl articles, and it is only a short time in the county of Ruron was --

ago, indeed, that the manufacturera in this country com- In . ..

plained that over-production was causing them to soli at a ise ..... ..... ...... ...... se
great los, so that articles oculd be bought for aotually less 1877.......... ......... ........... 2943
than roal cost price. But without dwelling on that subject 1878. . ..........•. ... 39
at any length, I will simply touch on another point te which •8•9.......".................... ... ". ol
the bon. gentleman referred. In the course of his remark 1881.... ...................... . .. 3 4
h. read a letter from a farmer in the county of Huron. The ISSa ..... ............. ...... ..... ....... i 07

farmer congratulated the Liberal party, whieh bas intro- 1s........... ..-..... . ....--. . s
dueed this resolution, upon their policy, and declaed that 1m5..... ........... .... .... . 2 71
if such a policy se that was not embraced by this House, he
woald very probably booome a citisen of the United States. During the series of years, from 1875 to 1885, eleven years,
Let me may this much: We bave been asked to discuse this the land ws rising steadily in value, and it was rising
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steadily in value under the care and supervision of men
who were interested in not going beyond its true value,
lest the township would have to pay a little more taxes
than it did before. These two facto show conclusively that
the statement of the hon. gentleman and his friends as to
the depreciation of land in the county of Huron, is not
substantiated b the fact. It has been said te us re-
peatedly that te farmers are on the verge of starvation,
that some of them are bereft of all hope in this world,
whatever they will have in the world beyond. Other
gentlemen may think that, although their condition
is not se deplorable as this, their earnings are very trifling,
indeed, compared with what they should be. Hon. gentle-
men sometimes should remember that it is always well, in
discussing a great question, to state exactly the facts,
because when they do that there is no fear that any man
can trip their statement. I find that an hon. gentleman on
the Opposition benches last year, discussing the condition
of the farmer, and who, in his blind fury was anxios te make
a point againet the Government in regard te the National
Policy, adduced certain factosand statements to show how
mach the farmers had lost under the National Policy. In
that statement I find a very healthy state of affaire indeed,
and I think it shows that there is no necessity for the
lamentations which the hon. gentlemen are making in
regard to the terrible state of the farmers. I find that,
in that discussion, the hon. member for Eat Huron
(Mr. Macdonald) said that the average farmer in the
county of Huron sold 200 bushels of wheat at 99
cents, $198; 150 bushels of barley at 68 cents, 8102;
150 bushels of oats at 40 cents, $60; 75 bushels of peas at
67 cents, $50.75 ; 10 cwt. of dressed hogs at $7, $70; 10
dressed turkeys at $1.50, $15 ; 200 Ibs. of butter at 19 cents,
838 ; 15 barrels of apples at $2.30 a barrel, $34.50 ; 50
dozen of eggs at 19 cents, $9.50; five tons of hay at $11,
$55 ; 5 tons of straw at $8, $40; 50 Ibo. of wool at 22 cents,
$11 ; so that the whole of the articles which the average
farmer sold, according to this hon. gentleman, on au aver-
age year from 1879 to 1887, was over $620 worth. I ask
you to consider whether that is not a fair showing for the
profits of a farm on an average number of years from 1879
to 188i. But the hon. gentleman did not complete hie
statement. If he undertook to state all the products from
the farm, he should have gone further, and many hon.
gentlemen are aware that the farmers in thqt county sell
excellent horses, excellent cattle and excellent sheep, but
the hon. gentleman never enumerated a single horse, or a
single sbeep, or a single fat best. If we add those products
te the others which he has given, we will then find that
the average farmer in the county of Huron derives
an income of nearly $900 per annum. I ask this
House, or any hon. gentleman, if that is not a very fair
showing indeed for an average farmer in the county of
Huron te make. Perhaps I have not paid as much atten-
tion to the statements of the hon. gentleman opposite as
they might deserve. I remember that in the county of
Renfrew, when I was assisting in the election of an hon.
gentleman who is now in this House, I quoted these statis-
tics to show that the state of the country and the condition
of the farmers in my own county was not as desperate as it
might be. The hon. gentleman who replied to me said :
" Why, it is absurd." I said: "My dear sir, the gentleman
who uttered these words is the member for Est Huron, a
Reformer." He said : "I do not care what ho i; the
Reformers of Est Huron have chosen a fool, and I think
the people of West Huron have chosen another." Not only
have I quoted this to show the condition of the farmers, but
I may quote the words of Professor Brown in reference to
the condition of the farmer. It is weil known that that gentle-
man is in a position to understand the condition of the far-
mers of this country as well as any other man. His profession
brings him into contact with them, hie studies and his pur-
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suite bring him in touch with them, and no doubt anything
that affects their condition is known to him by a sort of mag.
netic or sympathetie influence, and this gentleman, drawing
his facts and figures from Mr. Blue's report, sums up a letter,
a long and able dissertation upon the condition of the farmer
in these words, that ho has no hositation, after giving all
the facts and combining them and showing the relation in
which they stand to one another, in repeating: "That you,
the farmers of Ontario, are not only doing well and making
money, whether placed in the bank or in improvements or
in mortgage, but you are all actually wealthy." That
letter was attempted to b ocontradicted by men whose
views it did not suit, and the professor again,on 3rd January,
1888, answered the statements, and in concluding hoesays:
"lIf debiting and crediting can be stated on an average, I
am of opinion that no class of farmers i so well off as those
of Ontario." That is independent and professional evidence,
and it is evidence given by a man who is thoroughly com-
petent to understand what he speaks of. Another point to
which I shall also direct the attention of hon. gentlemen for
a short time is that of the mortgages on farm property.
We heard a very doleful statement from the hon, member
for South Huron (Mr. MeMillan) as to the burdens the
farmers bear and the large amounts they pay to mortgage
companies, and we are told that almost every farm in
this country was burdened with a mortgage; but, before
the hon. gentleman sat down, almost before he completed
his sentence, he told us that the loan companies did not ex-
actly show the amount of mortgages, because many farmers
took first-class mortgages as good security. le it not ex-
traordinary that ruined farmers are able to lend money on
mordgages ? W here do they get the money ? If they. are
ruined in order to keep up the pomp and splendor of
manufacturers, where do they get the money ? I think the
farmers of Huron are well able to hold their own, and if
there is a shiftlese, or thriftless, or intemperate, or lazy man
among them who cannot hold his own, they are quite will-
ing to put their money upon his land. I may give a few
moments also to a further consideration of some of the
remarks the hon. gentleman has made. Amongst other
things, he claims that unrestricted reciprocity would be of
great benefit to the farmers of Canada-as all the others
claim-by opening up a larger market, by placing
within their reach the privilege of supplying the
larger cities and populous communities along our
southern border, and that thereby they might
make a readier sale and receive a larger price.
But, Sir, we know that Canada and many of the States
south of us, produce agricultural products of the same class,
and these latter to such an extent as to more than supply
their own market. Therefore our products must seek the
markets of the world where they may be disposed of at the
best advantage. To assert that New York, Pennsylvania,
Illinois, or any other State to the south of us, require for
their own use our wheat, our oats, our peas, corn, beef or
pork, is to mock the intelligence of our farmers. Now, let
me call attention to a statement which the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries also made in answer to the hon.
gentleman, about our natural market. The hon, gentleman
sys that the United States is the natural market for the

agricultural products of Canada. A natural market, as I
take it may be defined as one that is either contiguous,
co-terminus or adjacent. But itl is one in which nature
supplies either not at all, or to a very limited extent, the
goods therein oflered, and which are demanded and
required by the people. Now, in which of these cate-
gories shall we place the United States ? Shall
we say that they do not produce breadstuffs, meate,
and such like products at al; or shall we say that
they do not produce them in such a rich abundance as to
supply their own people? Sir, to make either assertion, in
the face of the evidence that we only send to that country
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fifteen million dollars of agricultural products, and in face
of the evidence of the commercial records of the United
States, I say an assertion of that sort would be as absurd as
it is false. We learn from the returns of the United States
that the agricultural exports for the year ending 30th
June, 1887, amounted to $484,500,000. Of this sum
about 8161,000,000 were breadstuff, $92,000,000 beef,
pork, butter and cheese, and $9,000,000 were cattle
and other products. Sir, I ask you is it possible that a
country that produces these large quantities of agricultural
products, really requires the products of Canada. Let me
ask you to reflect on the innumerable bushels of grain and
barrels of flour that leave the Atlantic ports of the United
States for the hungry nations of Europe. Think also of the
mountains of beef and pork which accompany this bread, and
thon how can any intelligent man say that the United States
is a natural market for our surplus agricultural produce ? No
Sir, if we wish to dispose of these things we must go where
they are required, and we shail find a market among thcse
people who have outgrown the limits of their own food sup-
ply. To those countries must we look for the best customers of
Canada. When the timecomes, which is undoubtedly remote
when the United States shall no longer export agricultural
produce, or but to a very limited extent, thon I acknowledge
that we who live upon their borders may supply their wants
with benefit to themselves and wi:th profit to us. Until that
time comes we must look to the populous nations of Europe,
to thon we must send our prod ucts, and from them receive
the money or its equivalent, and in any case we must regard
them as by naturo destined to consume the fruits of oursoil.
The hon. gentleman also spoke of the movement of popule-
tion, and this seems to be not only a stock argument, but a
never failing source of melancholy regret on their part, The
hon. member for South Oxford last night quoted the Scrip-
tares, apparently for the sake of making a joke, but I
thought he was very unfortunately placed, because the copy
of the sacred book he possesses must be a mutilated copy;
it begins with Exodus and ends with the lamentations of
Jeremiah. Sir, in that book of 'his there is no gospel for
Canada, there are no beatitudes for Canada, and it would
seem that ho was born, like the prophet of old, not to bless,
but to curse. Sir, the exodus of Canada has been very
well explained, and I think if men will lay aside party
spirit and political bias, which sway their judgments oft-
times, unintentionally, they must acknowledge that a move-
ment of population is going on the world over. Some uf tbese
hon. gentlemen know weol that in the old settled town
ships of the county I represent, there is a movement, not
on account of the poverty of the people, not on account of
the want of enterprise of the people, not on account of the
sterility of the soil, but on account of the ambition of the
younger men to go where they can find homes for them-
solves, freo and untrammelled, where they can find an
opportunity to commence the world. in a life of adventuro,
like their tathers before them. It is nothing to be regretted
as has been well remarked, heretofore we have not been
able to utilise that spirit of adventure in our young men,
becauso we had not in our possession the territory we
required, and they drifted off, unfortunately for us, to the
land of the Str.rs and Stripes. But while we regret the
exodus of our young men, it is certainly a source of pride
toevery Canadian to know that though they have gone
across the border, they have maintained the reputation
of Canada for intelligence and trustworthiness. If
we cannot keep them at home, we need not be ashamed of
our export. If we raise the be>t wheat and the best horses
in the world, we can also raise as good men, at least, as the
United States. Sir, a remedy bas been proposed for all the
evils that afflict our country, more especially that afflict
agriculture. It is a very drastic remedy, it is heroic treat.
ment indeed. We were told, for example, the remedy would
have the result of diminishing our revenue, and that by
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some possibility, althongh not admitted, direct taxatioA
might be the consequence. The physician examined the
patient, he made a diagnosis and found she was very ill,
and in order to save ber ho bled ber to death and thon killed
her by starvation. That is certainly most heroic treatment.
If our revenues are to be taken from us, and thon the little
we have remaining is to go in the form of taxation that is
heroic treatment unquestionably. I need not dwell on the
question of manufacturing industries. I think it will be
admitted by every hon. member, as it will be by every
intelligent man in the Dominion, that no country can ever bea
great country that is purely an agricultural one, but that
overy country to attain to the highest civilisation must
possess a great variety of all the elements which occupy
and employ the mind and intellect of man, every art, scienoe
and industrial pursuit. The finest, the most complote, the
most artistie industries must be carried on before a country
can attain to the eminence of a highly civilised country.
I think, therefore, the importance and the necessity will be
admitted of establishing industrial pursuits in this Canada
of ours. Years ago we were nothing more than the clearers
of the forest, then we were the pioneers who were clearing
away the obstructions of nature ; but now that4hese results
have been accomplished and we have overcome the first
difficulties in our way and we are about to lay the foan-
dations of a great and, as I hope, a mighty empire, 'we
should consider well and consider wisely by what possible
means we eau introduce all the varied branches of
art, science and literature into the country, because
by these means and these means alone shall we ever
becomo a great nation. Wealth alone will not make utgreat,
but wealth, arts, science and industry, and ail the mechani-
cal skili and enterprise which characterise the most
advanced nations of men, they and they alone will make us
great. 1 say, therefore, that these statesmen, especially the
venerable leader of this Hou-e who nine years ago intro-
duced a policy which had for its object that view and purpose,
leserve the gratitude of the country not only now but for
all time to come. If one could suppose that bis wise
scheme could miscarry, and the people of Canada declined
to follow the plan which ho had laid down for them, and the
lines on which he desired them to go, yet 1 believe the time
would comeif in a moment of excitement they were led away
by the seductions of hon. gentlemen opposite, when they
would recoil to the position they had already taken and
reaffirm the verdict already made. If they were to do away
with ail those protections to tho industries of the country
and starve ont our young industries, thon I believe not
many years would pass before they would ba sorry they
had so far forgotten themselves, and would roeall the
memories of those days of 1879, and wish again
for one hour with the venerable statesman who
now leads this House. Wô are told that the introduction
of the National Policy has been the means of establishing
large institutions in this country which derive vast sumo
of money from the people. If it ho unwise and unjust, if
it be dangerous to the state to form an establishment in
this country, which by its command of an enormous capital
is able to exorcise its power to crush ont its feebler rivas,
I contend it is ton times more dangerous to the state to
build up an institution of that kind in a foreign land over
which we can have no control. No good can the people
of Canada by any possibility derive, n compensation for
the sense of' injustice which our. people will feel eau be
obtained, for the insuperable obstacles which must be placed
in the way of men equally as enterprising and energetic,
but not as wealthy, under an arrangement such as is prc-
posed by hon. gentlemen opposite. When we contemplate
what the present policy has done for us we have every
reason to be assured that we are working upon the right
linos, we have every reason to be confirmed in our opinion
that the time is not far distant when we oertainly
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shall reap the benefits of all our labors, and plan-
ning, and scheming for the welfare of Canada. But
suppose we admit that we are led aside by the seduc-
tive tones of the gloomy knight from Oxford, that the
darkness of the shadows overcloud the intellect, and we are
led to vote for the resolution before the flouse, what then
will take place ? I contend that the passage of this reso-
lution would retard Canada in mid-career, would have a
tendency to destroy ber industries, would reduce ber
capital, and would make us, although we aim to be some-
thing better, only producers of those raw materials which
would be used in the manufactories and workshops of a
foreiga countryand Canada like ancient Bootia would be
famed for her fertile soil and the stupidity of ber men. What
true-hearted, patriotic Canadian can contemplate the melan-
choly picture of bis country, under the auspices of the
scheme which those gentlemen propose ? lie must hang bis
bead in deep humiliation, be must feel the glow of Ehame
burning in his face at the result which must inevitably
bappen. But to that keen and sbrewd nation over the
border into whose hands this resolution would certainly
deliver us bound in brazen fetters, to those mon I say our
abject whining and cringing must be loathesome and dis-
gusting. They themselves formulated a treaty of commerce
between us which existed for twelve years, and which we
were anxious to renew, and for twenty-two years they have
refused te listen to the repeated requests of the Canadian
people and Canadian Government. Canada wishes to trade
upon fair terms and on a satisfactory basis with ail the world,
and when the people of the United States intimate their
willingness to meet with us and discuass these matters, thon
we will meet them and discuss the whole question ; but
until that time comes, Canada must refuse to stand like a
begger, cap in hand, at the door of the cold and haughty
republie. For these reasons, which I have imperfectly
recounted, and because I believe that Canada's future
depends upon ber own efforts and ber own wisdom and not
on another's favor, I shal! vote against the resolution of the
hon. member for South Oxford.

t
Mr. D ESSAINT. (Translation). Mr. Speaker, I regre

having to speak at this late hour of the evening. I beg
my hon. colleagues to forgive me if I take the fbor at
the begirning of a debate as important ns that wh.ch i s
now holding the attention of this louse. I do not act thus
through ostentation but because, having to absent mysolf
to-moreow on urgent business, I shall not enj>y the privi.
loge of voting on the question at prosent submitted to us.
.Hlence I seize this opportunity of expressing my views on
the bubject. As the ropresentative of a wholly farming
county, I think it urgent to express my opinion-an opinion
which I believe to be shared by a large majority of the
electors of my constituency on the question which is now
stirring publie opinion. I shall endeavor, Mr. Speaker, to
.do it as briefly as possible. The question set before us by
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
is of capital importance, involving the highest interests of
the country. It has attracted widespread attention through-
out the provinces and may entail the most momentous con-
sequences. The proposition, which is net new in itsolf, and
bas already been admitted in principle in this country,
tends to demand thorough reciprocity of our manufactured
products and our natural produce with the United States.
O- the one hand, reciprocity is commended as calculated to
give Canada great advantages in respect of her commercial
relations with the United States. On the other hand, two
objections are urged against it. In the first place, it is
stated that a reciprocity treaty is impossible because the
United States will have none of it, and, in proof, we are
referred to the request made by Sir Charles Tupper,
as pleaipotentiary, during the late fisheries conferences
ut Washington. Secondly, I have heard it declared

in this House, and the papers repeat, that reciprocity
is not in the best interests of the country. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I see here a contradiction in terms. If reciprocity
is of no advantage to our country, why did Sir Charles
Tupper plead for it ? If, on the contrary, this reciprocity
treaty is beneficial to Canada, why should gentlemen speak-
ing with authority, Ministers of the Crown, in speeches
learnedly prepared, and inspired with more or less good
faith, come before us and say that we live in the best coun.
try of the world, that we are enjoying prosperity, and that,
with the actual system of protection, there is nothing that
we need further seek ? I say, Sir, that this is a contradic-
tion and that there is a lack of sequence in these means of
defence. I believe that all those who have followed a little
the course of events in this country, and who understand
the relations which have existed and still exist between
Canada and the United States, are blind in saying that a
people like ours of 5,000,000 of inhabitants are not interested
in having commercial relations with a nation like the
Unitted States, and its 60,000,000 of souls. The geography
of the two countries demonstrates, on the contrary, that we
are destined to have continual relations. And naturally, too,
Canada has more interest in these relations to the United
States than the United States have in relations with us.
We are neighbors; it is only an imaginary lino that separ-
atos us from the Atlantic to the Pacifia Oceans. Shall it
then be said that, because we are not the same nation, al-
though having the same interests, we must keep up a bar-
rier between us and transact no business together? I am
of opinion that such would not be to the interest of the
Canadian people, certainly not to the interest of the greater
number-consisting of the farmers. My further opinion is
that those who tell us we have no interest in cultivating
business relations with the United States, are not sincere,
but simply making political capital. The business relations
are there to demonstrate the advantages which Canada
would derive from a reciprocity treaty with our neigh-
bors. Take the fluctuations of commerce in the' first few
years. I shall do this briefly, during three periods. The
first period will be from 1821 to 1846, At that time we
were undor the yoke of England in regard to bCommerce,
under the complote tutelage of Great Britain, and had not
the right, as a colony, to conclude treaties or even to make
a taritf. Whcre was our commerce during that term ?
We had then no relations at all, or almost none, with the
United States. True, the Canadian people were not as
numerous as they are at prosent, but taking the number
into consideration, let us see what commercial relations
existed thon :-From 1821 to 1846 the total of imports from
the United States into the Provinces of British North
America, including Newfoundland, were 890,124,195, and
the exports 831,040,831. Thus for twenty-five years,
we exported, on an average, the yearly worth of one million
and a quarter dollars and, as I said, we had no reciprocity
at that epoch, and were under the commercial wing of the
mother country. In 1846, the ties binding us to the
mother country were slackened a little, and we were enabled
to have business dealings with the United States of a more
direct character. Thon there was a question between the
statesmen of both countries to weave still closer basiness
relations, and thence sprang the scheme of the first
reciprocity treaty concluded in 1854. So early as 1847,
public mon on both sides of the lino were busied with these
commercial relations of which the importance was felt, while
the reciprocal benefits which would accrue therefrom were
well understood. The proposition remained in abeyance,
however, til 1854. We may examine now the next period
between 1854 and 1866, during which the reciprocity treaty
was in force between the two countries. Take, first, since
1850-the imports and experts. The former stood at$6,594,-
860, and the latter at 84,951,159. In 1866, when the reci-
procity treaty expired, the imports were 820,424,692 and
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the exporte $34,770,261. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the advance, it is only in the large cities, for unfortunately in
conclusion that one would naturally draw from such figures ? our rural districts there has been hardly any growth. Look
We are taught thereby that during this period of reciprocity at the population of Kamouraska county. In 1871 it stood
we prospered at an astonishing rate, and the conclusion to at 21,254 inhabitants, and in 1881 it had risen only to
be drawn is that if we had reciprocity still with the United 22,181-an increment in a whole decade of no more than
States, the increase in our commerue would be proportionate 927 souls. Take next the whole population of the Province
to that which we enjoyed during the term just mentioned. of Quebec. In 1871 it figured at 1,191,116 inhabitants, and
The reciprocity treaty terminated on the 17th March, 1866. in 1881 it stood at 1,359,027, or an increase of only 167,511.
We may now enquire whether the progress of our commerce Will it be said that this is a natural augmentation
was in the same ratio in 1867 ? The importe of that year giving full and entire satisfaction ? Oertainly not.
were $ZO,271,907 and the exports 825,583,800. In 1886, And what is the cause of this lack ot increase?
twenty years later, the imports were $35,770,150 and the It is because our country places are losing their people
exporte $26,997,914. Indeed, Sir, the exporte of 1886 were every day. Every year, you may see one-quarter, or per-
less considerably than those of 1866. In other words, twenty haps one-third of our population going into exile, in the
years previous, when we were under the terme of a recipro- direction of the United States. And why ? Because they
city treaty, we exported upwards of $34,000,000, and twenty do not find protection enough in their own land; because
years later, in spite of the great prosperity of the country, they do not find sufficient manufactures to provide them
about which we hear so much praise, we exported only the with subsistence. This is a fact which is patent to every.
worth of $26,000,000, or 8S,000,000 less than under the reci- body. We may bost of the wealth of our country as much
procity system. Now, Sir, they who applaud the present as we like, but the proof of the contrary lies in the fact
state of things, who affirm that we are as well off as possible that, at this day, there are in the United States over a
and who say that it is almost impossible to have more pros- million of Canadians. I firmly believe that if we had the
perity than that which we now enjoy, speak rather from the advantage ofrenewing commercial relations with the United
standpoint of the great capitaliste who seem to work, not States, we should see our friends from beyond the border
for the greater number, but for the lesser number, the return to their homes, to find work and earn the livelihood
manufacturers. We, as representatives of the people, it is of their families. During the speech of the hon. member
not the smaller number that we must protect, but the mass for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) i overheard an
of the population, and for my part, I say that if we had a observation from an hon. member on the other side of
reciprocity treaty as general as possible with the United House, or, I should say, an insult launched in the face of
States, the former class would find it to their great advan- every Canadian on the other aide of line 45°. It was said
tage. There are disadvantages, Mr. Speaker, which our that they who had migrated to the United States were no
farmers cannot overcome. Thus, in virtue of the tariff batter than bewers of wood and drawers of water. This is
actually in force in the United States-a tariff of reprisals- a gratuitous injury, doing no credit to the person who
our farmers cannot sell their produce without paying con- uttered it, and showing the feeling which existe-I
siderable duties, which all hon. members know as well as I. shall not say among all the members opposite-but among
I shall cite a few points to show that our farmers require some of them, in regard to Canadians who have removed
the disappearance of this barrier between Canada and the to the United States. Such expressions prove that the
United States, in order that we may have easier relations parties using them are not prepared to encourage the
with the United States. I speak more particularly for the return of these exiles to their native land, and that
farmer clas, and the county which I have the honor of re- they prefer to hurl insulte at them. This is to be
presentin. It is almost exclusively agricultural. Kamou- regretted. But in the name of those who dwell
raska county produces in particular, annually, a large quan- beyond the line, I affirm that it was wrong to
tity of hay, potatoes, and grain of all kinds, and there is aiso speak so, inasmuch as those of our people who are
a large trade in horses, cattle, sheep and other animale. I in the United States are there through necessity, and
say nothing but what is known, and there is no use of that, if they have been forced to leave the country, it is
concealing the facts, when I state that we are obliged to because we have an Administration which does not allow
pay, at the American frontier, a duty of 20 per cent. on the them to make their living honorably therein. 1 hold, Mr.
horses which we sell ; thus, when a farmer sells a horse Speaker, that not only would reciprocity be advantageous
to a trader for $100, the trader who takes it to the United to the farmer clase, but that it would furthermore be bene-
States is obliged to give 20 per cent. duty. If ha had not ficial to the development of almost all the resources
this duty of 20 per cent. to pay, instead of giving the far- which we posese. We say with reason that our country
mer only 8100 for his horse, ha would pay him 3120, that is blessed with great and manifold advantages. We have
would make $20 to the good for our farmers if we had a indeed very rich mines of alil ores. But it muet be con-
reciprocity treaty with the Americans. It is the same, fessed, Mr. Speaker, that capital is scanty in the Dominion
Mr. Speaker, for all the products of the farm, and in of Canada, and if we had more extended commercial rela-
my county chiefly for hay and potatoes. A duty of 15 per tions with the United States, I believe that the capital
cent. a bushel is put on potatoes, or a percentage of 39 -ô8 abounding there would flow into this country to co.operate
per cent. It je the same for cheese on which we pay four in the working of our forests, our mines and ail our other
cents per pound, that is, 30•14 per cent. So we pay also sources of latent wealth. One fact which happened in my
$2 on the ton of hay, or $2 for 10O bundles, which is 18·98 county shows that it is owing to the lack of money if we
per cent. If tradesmen had not such duties to pay on pass- do not always succeed, and that it is only through constant
ing the American border ihey might pay more to our Cana- communication with a people as well-to-do as our neigh-
dian farmers, and these farmers would profit thereby. I bors that we shall arrive at the thrift which we all sigh
hold, then, that we should, firet and foremost, protect the for. We have in Kamouraska silex mountains, adapted
agricultural class. Bven, it seems to me, the manufactur- for glass works, and we have also considerable strata of
ers would find their own advantage therein. Much protec- sand which could be employed in the manufacture of glass.
tion has been demanded for the manufacturers; and, Mr. A few years ago, a company was raised to work out this
Speaker, after these several years in which they have industry. But, as so often happens with enterprises of
worked their industries, these gentlemen ought to be in a that clase in this country, we were unable to succeed for
position to cope with foreign manufacturers. We bost of want of means. Weil, I repeat my belief that if we had
the prosperity of our country; it is said that we are pro- a reciprocity treaty ; if the American markets were
gressing in every respeot. Yet I hold that, if there is any thrown open to us; if we hW the advantage of soing
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Americans working our industries, it were a souree o
wealth for the country, and for the county whioh I repre
sent. The chief objections made to reciprocity was tha
the programme should have been submitted to the electors
instead of the House. I do not regard the objection ase
serious one, because there is question only of the manifes
tation of an opinion. Furtbermore, the bon. gentlemen
sitting on the other wing of the House have not alwayi
been so squeamish in their political career. When the3
established Confederation, they did not consult the people
and they carried out their scheme in spite of the protesta
of the hon. members of the Left, in those days. An
later, what did they do with their protection programme1
When the hon. leader of the Government began setting
hie National-Policy before the House, was it after consulting
the people ? No, Sir. It was during the first or second
Session after the general elections that his project was
adopted. Hence this objection is not serious, and even
if it were, these hon. gentlemen should go back on
themselves and remember that they were wrong in the pasi
and that we aie right at present. The second objection
adduoed is that it were a want of allegiance, nay, a case of
treason, to make a reciprocity treaty with the United States,
to the strong detriment of Great Britain. I deem that this
objection is not serious either. When the hon. gentlemen
on the other side put forth their protective tariff, they took
no heed of the interests of Great Britain. They proclaimed
in the press, in the House, and everywhere that their
watchward was "Canada for Canadians." In other
words, they gave ont that they were making a
tariff to protect Canadians, and not Britons. We are
in the same predicament to-day. The question is
to draft a reciprocity treaty, not to protect Great Britain,
but to protect ourselves, and to foster commercial relations
with our neighbors. The third objection urged is the
only serious one specially handled by the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and by the
other members of this side of the House who followed him.
Verily, after the lesson of political economy given by
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), I hold it would be imprudent to venture on the
difficult ground. The hon. gentleman's speech will re-
main as a monument in the parliamentary annals of this
House, and I believe that the reasons he gave in answer to
this objection are altogether triumphant. I shall take
leave to add only a few words. We are asked where we
shall find the revenue to replace the customs duties which
are proposed to be abolished between Canada and the
United States ? In the first place, as it bas been said in
this House, the expenses which are now actually incurred
ought to be lessened, because they are excessive. We spend
837,000,000 to $38,000,000 yearly, when with an outlay of
826,000,000 I think we could meet all the wants of the
Administration. I remember that in 1878 the Hon. Mr.
Tilley, then a member of this House, made a special charge
against the Mackenzie Government for spending beyond
$23,000,000; adding, that with such a sum he could manage
the affairs of the country, and meet aIl neoessary calls
with an income of $23,000,000. What are the reasons of
the increase since then ? My opinion is that if the business
Of the country was well administered, instead of sinking
millions to encourage companies ambitious to control the
country, the whole wants of the Administration of the
country could be supplied with $26,000,000. Now, with a
reciprocity treaty, we should certainly have considerable
increase in commerce, excise duties would be increased by
the same token, and our customs duties with Great Britain
and all other countries would remain the same as they are
now. But let us suppose, for a moment, that the customs
revenue could be insufficient to meet necessary and indis-
pensable expenses. I am of opinion-although my experience
dm not go far in the matte-that means ould be found

f to make good the outlay, not by levying an indirect tax
a- on the Province, but by imposing duties which the wealthy
t would support. Thus, we have railway, telegraph, navi-
s, gation and other companies doing the business of the
a country. Who would be the first to profit by reciprocity
- and our increments in business ? Bvidently, these rail-
n ways, telegraph and navigation companies. I really
e believe that it would be proper, if there sbould be need,
y to impose a duty or tax on these corporations, as is now
e done in the Province of Quebec. Thore would probably be
à outeries. But who is responsible for the notion ? It is
d due to the Conservatives of the Province of Quebeo who
? passed a law levying a tax on all commercial corporations
g of the Province. And if I have been rightly informed, the
g plan had its origin here, in Ottawa. I believe it would
d prove a means of balancing our finances, and, at the same
s time, protecting the agricultural class, if those who draw
n the largest revenues were made to pay. Bu, it is urged that
n the immediate introduction of a reciprocity treaty would prc-
t duce a complote disturbance in business. Well, let the change

be made graduai, as was done with the treaty of 1854 and as
Ef would have been the case in 1874, whon negotiations were
, carried on between the late George Brown and the Govern.
s ment of the United States, for a reneewal of the treaty. A
i treaty of that kind is not enforced at once, but a certain

delay is allotted, one, two or three years, in oider to pre-
vent anything like a financial derangement. Finally we
are told that the United States do not want a reoiprocity
treaty. Thon, it is our business to take the first stop for-
ward. It will not do to cloak ourselves up in our dignity
and exclaim: "We, a people of 5,000,000, have no
business to hold ont the hand to the United States, number-
ing 60,0.0,000. We are too proud for that." Wo muit
take the initiative, for the good reason that we have the
most interest in the conclusion of suh an instrument.
Indeed, who drew the greatest profits out of the commercial
relations during the existence of the treaty of 1854 ?
Doubtless, Canadians. And the proof that the United
States made nothing by it is that they demanded its abro.
gation. This is proof sufficient that we bave more need
of the reciprocity treaty than the United States. It fol.
lows that, if it is more to an advantage for us than for
them, it is ours to make the start in that direction. It
strikes me that those who pretend that we should not make
the first advarces are neither serious nor sincere. We have
been told in this louse that there is no more advantage to
Canadians from a treaty of raciprocity than from the present
system. If you find that a reciprocity treaty with the
United States is not of sufficient advantage, say so honestly
and frankly, and then we shall know where we
stand. In my view, the interests of the country
should be discussed with more loyalty and open-mindednes.
We should thus learn fronm one another and reach some sort
of an understanding. Mr. Speaker, I have lengthened my
remarks rather more than I had proposed. I had no mind
to debate the question, my meaning being simply to give
an expression of my views. As I said at the beginning, as
representing an agricultural county, I deem it to ba in the
general interest ef the vast bulk of the population that we
should bond ail our efforts towards reaching an understand-
ing with the United States. And if we attain the object
of thorough business interchange with the United States, I
am convinced that we shall see the dawn of universal thrift
in the country, and more especially among the farming
class. As I said before, I shall not have the opportunity
ot voting on this question, being called away by absolutely
urgent business, but I thought it was only my duty to un-
fold my views on this subject, which will receive from me
and from that portion of my constituents whom I have
the horor of representing, the warmest approbation.

Mr, CHARLTON moved the adjournment of the debate.
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Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Before the adjournment of A
the debate I would wish to asa the leader of the Opposition
whether there is any likelihood that the debate will be a
bron ht to an end to-morrow. in

Mr. LAURIER. No, Mr. Speaker; as far as I can see
there is no likelihood for the debate to be concluded to-
morrow. q

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Can we come to some 9
agreement on both sides about closing the debate say on q
Tuesday if that would be convenient for members on both 0
sides. C

Mr. LAURIER. I think we can agree that there will be i
no division on Monday. r

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned. i

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of the
House,

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 12.30 a.m.
(Friday). t

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FaRiAY, 16th March, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 42) to incorporate the Pontiac and Renfrew

Raitway Company.-(Ur. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Act incorporating the Shus-
wap and Okanagan Railway Company.-(5fr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 44) respecting bonds of branch lines of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Corpany.-(ir. Small.)

Bill (No. 4r) respecting the Ontario and Quebec Railway
Company.-(Mr. Small.)

THE EMPEROR OF GE RMANY.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before the Orders of
the Day are called, I desire to take the opportunity of en.
quiring of the First Minister if there is truth in the report
which is circulated that the Crown Prince, the present
Emperor of Germany, is deccased ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We have no information
on that point. I am happy to believe that it is an error.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought probably it
was.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The report arose, I
fancy, from the flags being hoisted half-mast high. They
were so hoisted on the reception of a communication from
the Home Government, to honor the obsequies of the late
Emperor.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on proposed motion of
Sr Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
inercial'intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada and
the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles manufactured
in, or the natural products of either of the said countries ahould be
admitted free of duty into the ports of the other, (articles subject to
duties ot excise or of internat revenue alone excepted). That it is further
expedient tbat the Government of the Dominion should take steps at an
early date to ascertain on what terme and conditions arrangements can
be effected with the United States for the purpose of securing ruli and
uhteshricted reciprocity of trade therewith.

Mr. D3ssAINT.

nd amendment of Mr. Poster:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultivating

nd extending Trade relations with the United 8tates in so far as they
ay not conflict with the policy of fostering the varkus interests and
ndustries of t.e Dominion which was adopted in 1979 and bas since
ecelved in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of the
uestion now before the House is a matter of great import.
nce to this country, and it may truly be said that no
uestion has been debated in this Chamber since the date
f Confederation of as great importance as that now under
onsideration. It is a question, Sir, which bas recently
ttracted a very large anount of attention in the country;
t is a question which to-day occupics in the public mind a
nore prominent place than any other publie question. It
s also a question which has been discussed and con.
idered for some months past not as a party question ; it
has been a political question indeed, but it was not a party
question. Either of the great parties in this country were
at liberty at any time to make this proposition a plank in
heir platform, or both of the great parties were at liberty
o act in concert on this matter for the purpose of procuring
what we believe would prove a very great boon to Canada.
It is a question, Sir, that eau only be said to have assumed
the position of a party question, yesterday. It only assumed
that position, Sir, when the Minister of Marine introduced
his amendment to the motion made by my hon. friend at
my right, declaring that in the opinion of this lIouse reci-
procity with the United States ought only be sought for
upon conditions which would permit us to retain unimpared
the features of the National Policy, or, in other words, that
it should only be sought for upon conditions that we are
certain would be refused That, Sir, makes a plain, square
issue and makes the question a party question. My bon.
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
introduced his motion,doeclaring that unrestricted reciprocity
between Canada and the United States would prove to be a
boon that we are warranted in seeking to obtain; and the
Government meets that proposal by a counter-proposition,
declaring that we will not seek for it -that w e will not
accept reciprocity witb the United States, except upon con-
ditions which the Government and the people of that country
have distinctly informed us,time and time again and for years
past,were inadmismible,and conditions upon which they would
not grant it. It now, Sir, becomes a party question, and it
is the party question of the day. It will be a party question,
in all probability, for some years in the future, and, Sir, in my
belief it is a principle that is bound to triumph in this coun-
try. In my belief, the hope of this country is intimately
cennected with the triumph of this, principie.

In considering this question it is weil at al times to bear
in mind eur peculiar position, our peculiar environments
and our surroundings upon this continent at the same
time. No less than 65,000,000 of people speak the English
tongue on this continent to-day, and that, at this moment,
North America is the great seat of Anglo-Saxon power.
Some weeks ago I stood upon the plains of Abraham and
looked upon the inscription on that simple shaft erected
to the memory of General Wolfe:

"i ere died Wolfe victorious, September 17, 1759."

Well, Sir, 129 years have passed away since then, and the
two and a half millions of English-speaking people that
then dwelt upon this continent have increased to 65,000,000.
When we come to make computations as to the probable
increase in numbers and wealth of English speaking people
on this continent, and are guided in these computa-
tions by the experience of the past, the resuit of
such computations would lead one to doubt whether
he were waking or dreaming. It is certin, Sir, that,
in the near future, there will be 100,000,000 of English-
speaking people on the continent of North America, and in
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all human probability that numbar will be living on thi
continent when we reaeh the year 1910. It is morally cer-
tain that there will be 65,000,000 people iu the United
States at the next census in L890, as certain almost is itr
that there will be 80,00.),000 people there in 1000, and that
there wili be 100,000,000 in 1910. Now, Sir, this being the
case, and the fact being apparent that this continent is to bo
the grandest theatre of Angle-Saxon achievements and de.
velopment of Anglo-Saxon power, it becomes us to consider
our position as Anglo Saxons living upon the continent of'
North America. We should approach the consideration of
this question not in in a partisan spirit; we should approach
the consideration of this question with a view to the promo
ton of the best inteéests of this country. t is a question
which, above all other questions, requires in its treatment
and in its consideration the exercise of patriotie impulses
and motives.

Mr. LINDRY. Hear, hear.
Mr. CHARLTON. My hon. friend says "hear, hear." I

hope, Sir, ho will never lose sight of this sentiment when
treating this question. Now, Mr. Speaker, we have forty-
five Argle-Saxon commonwealths and fifteen territorial
organisations, besides the commonwealths upon this
continent. Part of these are under ono flbg and part of
them are under another, but they are to-day, and they will
be in ail the days of the future, iitimate!y bound together.
The fate of one will influence the fate of tho other, and it is
inevitable such will be the case. Their geographical situ-
ation is euch that they must necessarily have commercial
and social relations of the most intimate character, tho one
with the other.

Now, Sir, in dealing with tho question of a pro-
posed commercial treaty with the Jnited States, we
bave to take into consideration-and we shatl find that at
every turn of the argument that view of the case will crop
up-the relative public burdens resting on the two coun-
tries, the amou.nt of the necessary taxation in one and in
the other, the burden of debt resting on one aid on the
other, and the expenditure of one and of the othpr. We
shal have to enter into a process of self-examination to
ascertain exactly what our position relatively to
that of the United States is. To state the case
briefly, we commenced in 1867 with a net debt of 875,728,-
40); on the lst of March last our debt amounted to $229,-
000,oo, an increase of 8153,600,000 in round numbers, or
203 per cent., while our population did not increuse more
than 40 per cent. The increase of our debt in that time
bas been five times more rapid than the increase of our
population. We commenced in 1868 with an expenditure
of $13,486,000, and last year our expenditure was 835,658,-
000-that of the preceding year was much higher. That
was an increase of $:2,000,000,or 164 per cent., an increase
of expenditure four times more rapid than the increasé of
popliation. Our taxation from customs in 1868 was 8,578,-
000,and in 1887 it was 822,378,000,an increase of 813,800,000
or 160 per cent., an increase four times more rapid than
the increase of population. Now, you will see that the in-
crease in debt bas outstripped the incrcase of population in
a five-fold ratio, the inerease of expenditure bas outatripped
the increase of population in a four-fold ratio, and the in-
cresee of taxation has outstripped the increase of popula-
tion in a four-fold ratio; and the only period in the history
of Canada when this course of thing iras not marked the
administration of the affairs of this country, was during the
administration of my hon. and most highly honored friend
at my right (Mr. Mackerzie). Under his administration,
though ho was compelled, in order to carry ont obligations
incurred by bis predecessors, to increase the debt of this
country from 1874-5 to 1878-9, so that the burden of
interest was increased $604,000, he diminished the
taxation from customs from $15,351,000 in 1874-5 to 812-

900,000 in 1878-9, a decroase in taxation of 83,451,000.
Althougli the expenditure chargeable to consolidato fund
incroeed in the same perioi, by a careful computation,
almost exactly $352,000, the controllable oxpenditure wau
diminished by 6i,782,000. I say, Sir, that period fur-
nithed the only instance in the history of Canada, since
1867, when the affairs of this country have been ad-
ministered in other than a rokless manner, and a manner
contrary to the dictates of economy and prudence.

Now, Sir, one result of this extravagance, and of
other circumstances to which I shall shortly allude,
is to be seen in the exodus of the population of
this country. I arn aware, Sir, that hon. gentlemen
on the opposite aide of the House seok to belittle
this loss. I am aware that the accuracy of the statistica
furnished by the United Statos is imp;ugrnei by them. I
am aware that thy deny that any unusu!t movement
in that direction has taken picoe in lato years. The
hon. Ministor of Marine stated, ycsterday, that no,
unusual movement of late had taken paco. Tho hon.
momber for West [luron (Ir. Px ter) stated tht
there was a movement to a certain extent, and that the,
movoment from his section was of young men who went to
find homes free and untrammelled and choaper than they
could find them in Ontario. While they do go for that
purpose, the fact is capable of demonsLia ion that the e8o.
(lus from this country hai been of an alarming character.
No person cari visit tho Urited States and travel with his
eyes open without becoming aware that in the northern,
States a great percentage of the population is native Cana-
dian. The statistic, furnished at Wxshington show that
tho immigration from Btitish A:ncrika to tho United Statea
amounted in 1870 to 490,000 soals. IThe census of 1880
returned 700,000 souls, and 930,000 odd children born in
the Ur ited States of Canadian parents as then living in the
United States; so that it is demonstrable that, at theo
prescnt moment, not less than 2,000,000 people are living in
the United States who would bave bad thoir homes in
Canada but for thé exodus wbich has taken place tron this
country to theirs. This exodus is inLimately connected,
with the administration of affaira of this country. It is
caused, to a large extent, by the seriouw burdens im.
posed on the people of the country. It is caused to a stiti
larger extent by the delusive promises made on behalf of
the National Policy, which the people of this country are
aware have not beeu and cunnot be fulflled. That National
Policy, which was adopted in 1879, promised to the farmers
of Canada a market for all thoir proluctions. They bave
not stcured it; but, on the contrary, instead of receiving
bigher prices, prices have continued stoudily, and year by
year, to decline. It promised to the farmers of Canada that
American productions should bo prevented from coming
into competition with Canadian productions by the duties
imposed on the former. That also was a delusion and a
suare. It promised that competition between manufacturer&
in Canada would lower the price of goods, and the truth is
that to-day there is ino civilised country in the world whero
the producer buys dearer and sella cheaper than ho does in
Canada.

Mr. HICKEY. It is not so; you cannot prove it either.
Mr. CHARLTON. It is so. In some cases goods may

be absolutely somewhat lower in price than they were ton
years ago; but there is no case in which goods are not
relatively higher in consequenceof the National Policy than
they were thon. There is no class ofgoods that it will not pay
to smuggle into this c untry. There are no goods that are not
sold in this country almos' up to the limit at which similar
goods could bo imported with theduty paid; and I repeatthat
Canada, is of aIl civilised courtriee, the one where the great
producing classes buy dear and sell cheap. That is the resuit
of the National Policy, and one of the fruits of that policy
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is to drive from this country hundreds of thousands of its
citizens. The hon. Minister of the fnterior assured us the
other night that the farmers of Ontario were in a happy
condition. Well, Sir, I leave the farmers of Ontario to
jndge, and to say whether that is not entirely destitute
of every element of truth, and whether it is not a
cruel insult to that class of people. He proceeded to
make a comparison between the prices obtainable for
certain productions of the soil in Buffalo arid in Toronto,
and he succeeded in making a comparison in some articles
that was favorable to Canada. Now, Eince the year 1879,
when the National Policy went into operation, there never
has been a time, in my opinion, which is based upon the mar-
ket reports, when agricultural productions of all kinds were
not rated higher in price in the United States markets than
in the corresponding Canadian markets, until the past sum.
mer, autumn and winter, when, for the first time since
the National Policy was adopted, it has been possible to
make a comparison that would be favorable to Canada in a
few lines of agricultural productions. And what was the
cause of this ? It was because last year we had an unpre.
cedented drought in Ontario, which dried up our pastures
and caused the country to have a deficient crop; and, as a
result of that disaster, potatoes were imported from Mani-
toba, and Ontario became, instead of a producing country
with a surplus to sell, a eonsuming country which had to
purchase supplies of varions kinds in order to meet its wants.
Under these conditions, for a short time in the history of
Ontario, prices were higher in some lines there than in the
corresponding markets of the United States, and the hon.
gentleman paraded before this House certain facts which
were due solely to a great agricultural disaster, and upon
these facts he felicitated himself on the unduly prosperous
condition of the country.

Although, perhaps, it is not exactly germane to
the case, I will allude to the statement made by the
hon. the Minister of the Interior, with regard to the
burdens resting upon the- farmers in the western States.
The hon. gentleman seems to have conceived that the Chi-
cago Times is an authority of greater value than any statis-
tical report in the country, and he quoted an extract from
that paper stating that mortgages in the western States
were placed at from 1 to 3 per cent. per month, and that
the land in that country was rapidly being swallowed up
by capitalists througlb the fureclosure of mortgages. Now,
whether the hon. gentleman was aware of it or not, no
statement could have been wider of the truth, and so far as
it may have any bearing upon the question under discussion
now, I pronounce it to be entirely unfounded. I know,
from personal experience and observation, that 6 and 7
per cent. per annum on good mortgage security,
is considered a satisfactory rate in the States of Illinois,
Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota and Missouri, and that only do
high rates prevail in some of the newer Territories, where
the security to be considered is of a less solid character.
The fact is, there is a plethora of capital in the United States
which is seeking investment, at low rates, in any portion of
the country where satisfactory security can be obtaiLed,
and the statement of the hon, gentleman that 3 per
cent. a month is charged on good mortgage security is ut-
terly unfounded, even if it does emanate from that paper,
which has been called the SAtanic press of Chicago, the
Chicago Times.

Another result of the policy of this Govrnment is
found at the present moment in the condition of our
North.West. My hon. friend told us the other nigît
that many Canadians had been entrapped into going to Da-
kota. Well, I do not know of any individual in this Do-
minion who has more effectually aided in entrapping
Canadians into Dakota than tie Minister of the Interior. I
do not know of any cause that has operated more effectually
to produce immigration to Dakota than the regulations
of the Department of the Interior. True, they have
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been modified somewhat, and for the botter, under
the administration of my hon. friend. True, they were
very much worse under his predecessor, but still those
regulations to-day-and I wish that I may be able to im-
press this fact on the mind of my hon. friend-are of a
character to aid most efficiently in entrapping Canadians
into Dakota, because they are less liberal than the land
regulations of the United States. They are less liberal
with reference to homestead grants; they are less liberal as
regards the prices of land. They charge as much again for
land south of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as is charged in
the United States for land similarly situated. They
charge 75 cents per acre more for land north of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway than is charged for similar lands in
the United States; and these charges have operated most
powerfully in diverting emigration from the Canadian
North-West to 1he new Territories of the American Union.
Another influence that bas operated to entrap Canadians
into Dakota is the National Policy, which bears with
unjust severity upon the people of our North-West. It is a
policy which imposes upon them heavy taxation on the
implements they introduce into that country, it is a policy
which,whilo on the one hand taxing them mercilessly, denies
them on the other hand the means for securing the trans-
mission of the grain that lies piled up in millions of bushels
along the Canadian Pacifie Railway at the present moment.
I visited Manitoba lately, and was mnformed there that the
duty on agricultural implements often amounted to over 50
per cent. of their actual cost, under the regulations of the
de partment. Steam threshers and mowing machines
introduced at the boundary line at their actual cost, are
revalued ; thoir value is increased, and the purchaser obliged
to pay a duty of 50 per cent. or more on their cost. These
things-these regulations with regard to land, and the opera-
tion of the National Policy in the North-West, are what
have driven Canadians into Dakota and Minnesota, and
have led to there being more Canadians to-day in the single
Territory of Dakota than there are in Manitoba and all the
Territories in the North-West.

So much for this diagnosis of the Canadian case.
Now, to come to a direct consideration of the ques-
tion under discussion, I wish to draw the attention
of my hon. friends opposite to one most significant
fact. The question of commercial or unrestricted reci-
procity has been under consideration in the country
for some time, and a great number of the farmera'
institutes of Ontario, forty out of sixty, have pronounced
unequivocally and by overwhelming majorities in favor of
this principie embodied in the resolution now before the
House. I hold a list in my hand of these institutes, but it
is hardly necessary for me to take up the time of the House
by reading it at the present moment. I have attended the
meetings of some of those institutes, and have found that,
in all cases, the sentiment in favor of commercial union
or unrestricted reciprocity was of a most pronounced
character, and I have found that this sentiment is by no
means confined within party linos. The president of one
of the institutes, a meeting of which I attended, was a
Reformer. He took the platform in opposition to the
principle of unrestricted reciprocity, in reply to the argu-
ments I made in its behalf. I had the privilege of the
closing reply, and the vote that was taken showed there
were only three present, in the whole meeting, who were
opposed to the principle of unrestricted reciprocity. The
people feel instinctively that a change is required. They
feel that our interesta require us to obtain closer trade re-
lations with the United States, and that every impediment
placed in the way of trade with that country is an impedi-
ment that reacts upon all the great producing classes of
this country.

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I said a few moments ago,
our relative position in the matter of taxation, eur re.
lative position in the matter of expenditure and in the
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matter of debt, to that of the United States is a practical
question of the utmost importance to the people of this
country. It is a question that will become more and more
important to us. It is a question which has a most import-
ant bearing upon the welfare of this country, because we
have an intelligent people in this Dominion from whom it
is impossible to conceal the true condition of affairs, a
people who can come to a conclusion themselves as to the
meaning of our debt burden, which is two and a-haif times
greater than that of the United States, per capita,
a people who can calculate for themselves what the increase
of expenditure four times more rapidly than the increase of
population means, a people who know, in fact, that the
course the country is pursuing is one which threatens the
gravest disaster; and when they compare the condition of
this country with that of the United States, they are in-
duced in thousands of cases to abandon Canada and go to that
country. In view of that condition of affairs, I want to point
out what the disparity in the burdens of the two countries
is, and I do that in order to enforce the argument which I
wish to impress upon the Hlouse, that the time bas come
for retrenchment and economy. On the 1st March, this
present month, the gross debt of the United States amounted
to 81,202,454,714; the net debt amounted to $ 1,092,927,5S1,
deducting from the gross debt the principal and interest due
from the Pacific roads, less their sinking funds. The gross
per capita charge in the United States was $20.04, and the
net per capita charge $18.22. But the argument which
will probably be advanced is that this is not a fair compar.
ison, and that it is necessary, in order to make the
comparison a fair one, to add to the debt of the
United States the debt of the various States, because, while
we grant subsidies to our Provinces, the general Govern-
ment of the United Siates does not. If we accept that as
a correct statement, and include the debts of the States,
funded and unfunded, which amounted in 1887 to
$228,347,462, less $50,753,312 sinking funds and assets con-
vertible into cash, or net debt amounting to $177,589,150,
we find that the net debt, federal and state ull included,
on the lst March last, was 61,270,516,446, or a per capita
charge of $21.18. Now, what is ours ? On the basis of
four and three-quarter millions of inhabitants, which, I
presume, are as many as will be claimed, we find that our
net debt of $229,409,430 is equal to a per capita charge of
$48.29, or two and one-third times as much as the total
indebtedness of the United States, federal and state. That
is a grave state of affairs. It involves taxing this people
two and one-third times as much as the people of the
United States are taxed. No, it is even heavier, because,
while the 3 per cents. in that country are at a pre-
mium, in this country the 3 per cents. are at a discount.
Our credit is not as good, and the relative ability to meet
the indebtedness is in the ratio of about two and one-balf
in Canada to one in the United States. Last year,
the Government of the United States reduced the national
debt by $103,471,097, and the State debts were reduced
by $15,260,986, while we increased our indebtedness
and made our position worse than it had been at the
opening of the year. If we come to the question of cas-
toms, we find that last year we raised by customs duties
the amount of $22,469,705, which is a per capita charge
of 84.73. In the United States they raised the amount of
$217,286i,b93, or $3.62 per capita. But of that $217,000,000
they applied $103,471,097 towards the extinguishment of
their national debt, leaving a net taxation from customs
applicable to expenditure of $113,815,796, or a per capita
charge Of $1.90 against a charge of $4.73 a head in Canada.
Under that condition of things, with an actual taxation from
customs nearly three times as great as that in the neighbor-
boring country, what is likely to be the inevitable result ?
18 it not time to call a halt in this country and to cease
this reckless course of extravagance, this piling up of our

27

debt mountains high, this rushing the country at railroad
speed into expenditure, which must lead to financial de-
struction. The expenditure of the United States did not
reach the present expenditure of Canada till that country
had more than 20,000,000 inhabitants. The United States
never owed more than half of our present debt until
it had 32,000,000 inhabitants, except during twýo
years, 1816 and 1817, just after the conclusion of the war
with England, when its debt was a trifl more than
half our present debt. The practical difficulty between any
commissioners appointed between this country and the
United States to arrange for reciprocal trade would be this
very question, that to arrange an assimilation of our tariffs
it would be necessary to do away with the disparity which
exists between the two countries as to the revenue required
from taxation to meet the expenditure of the two countries.
We need to-day to raise almost as much again per head as
they to meet our current expenses, and the disparity in
this respect is growing every year as we drift wider and
wider apart in the matter of debt burden which is resting
upon the people. It is undeniable that our progress for the
last twenty years bas been slow. It is undoniable that it has
been slow as compared with the progress of the United
States during that period of their national existence which
corresponds with ours during the last twenty years. In 1790,
that country had a population of 3,900,000. In 1810, twenty
years later, its population had increased to 7,250,000.
During all that time, it is estimated that the accession to
the population from immigration did not reach 140,000
souls. Now, have we as satisfactory an exhibit to
present as that ? We would have had, if we had not
lost two million people-one million who left us and
their progeny who would have been with us if we
had not lost that population. We do not present so favor-
able a record as that by two or three million souls. l this
progress, this unsatisfactory rate of progress that we have
made, due to inferiority of race ? No, it is not. The hon.
member from fHuron (Mr. Porter) very truthfally said
last night that our emigrants to the United States main-
tained the reputation cf Canada wherever they went. So
they do. There is not an element in the population of the
United States more progressive, more highly esteemed,
more successfal than the native Canadians who are in that
country. We are losing the life-blood of this young country,
we are losing the most energetic of our population, who are
going to swell the resources, to swell the wealth and increase
the might of that great power which has already some
60,000,000 of populatioa. We can only regret that we
have not those men here. We eau only deplore the circum-
stances which have led them away from our soil, but we
can seek to arrest the course which bas led to this. Ie it due
to lack of natural resources ? There is scarcely a country in
the world which is more abundantly blessed by Providence
and nature than ours. Its fisheries, its timber, its minerals,
its agricultural lands, the boundless prairies of the west,
show that this country was designed by Providence to be
the home of millions of men and to become a great and
wealthy power, and it is failing to reach the destiny which
Providence and nature designed to give it, not because of
a lack of natural resources, but through the lack of men to
develop those resources, who have been driven from the
country, to a great extent, by the stupidity of the Government
of the day. What is the remedy for this state of things ?
We require various things-honesty in the administration of
the country, economy, retrenchment, and we require access
to our natural markets; we require continental free trade,
and without continental fre3 trade, without access to the
markets of 60,000,000 of people to the south of us, we can-
not progress satisfactorily. Our geographical affinities are
not with the nations across the Atlantic, but with the
kindred commonwealth to the south of us. The Maritime
Provinces have followed the dictates of nature and geo.
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graphy; they export their potatoes, their fish, their lumber,
their coal and their various other productions to the sea-
board cities of the Atlantic, and they bring back from
those cities such articles as they may be able to buy at
advantage in that country. It is their natural trade. Geo.
graphical affinities say they shall trade in that direction,
and it is only artificial barriers that prevent their carrying
on a lucrative trade with those seaboard cities. Ontario
and Quebec, that lie right alongside the great markets of
the American Union, the great centres of population and
wealth; alongside the State of New York, with nearly
6,000,000 of inhabitants within its borders, and the great
metropolis of this continent, possessing three times the
wealth of the whole Dominion of Canada - there is
our natural market. Geographical affinities say we
should trade there. Our railway lines lead to
that country, everything invites us to trade there
except tarifs, which prevent our availing ourselves
of the advantage that nature designed we should reap.
Manitoba is naturally a portion of the Mississippi valley,
and would naturally trade with St. Paul, and Minneapolis,
and Ohicago, and St. Louis, and to debar Manitoba and the
North-West from access to those great markets, and thee
shortest routes to the great markets of the east, is burden.
ing them with restrictions not calculated to promote their
interests. British Columbia, with its timber, its fish and its
coal, finds her natural markets down on the Pacific coast,
in Oregon, in California, are the most natural markets that
Province can seek or obtain; but the hostile tarifs between
the two countries forbid British Columbia to enjoy the
advantages that nature designs she should reap from con.
mercial transactions with those Pacifie States.

What is the character, Mr. Speaker, of the United States
domestic commerce ? It is a commerce enormous in its mag.
nitude and varied in its character. The country possesses
almost every kind of climate, almost every kind of soil,
almost every production of nature, and the commercial
transactions between the several States of that nation are so
enormous that they would be scarcely credited, if they were
stated in detail. Now, we are shut out from that commerce,
we are debarred from participating in that trade whieh has
ontributed to the so rapid adva.ncement of that country.

In order to participate in tbat trade, we must have access
to those markets, and when we do have access to those
markets, then we will move along side by side in the steps
of progress, abreast of these American States, progressing
as rapidly as they do, and unless we do obtain that access
to our natural markets, we shall be cribbed, cabined and
confined by the restrictions placed apon us here. Now, as
I stated a few moments ago, we have 5,000,000 of people,
in round numbers, in the Dominion; there are, speaking
within limite, 60,000,000 in the United States. There will
be 65,000,000 in a few years hence, and 80,000,000 before
the end of this century. Now, this people, who will amount
to 100,000,000 in 1910, this nation is to-day the richest
nation in the world. The actual value of its property is
458,000,000,000'; that of Great Britain, $48,000,000,000.
The wealth of the United States is 810,000,000,000 greater
than that of the United Kingdom. The earnings of the
people of the United States last year were 41,050,000,000 ;
the earings of the people of the United Kingdom were
s80,O00,000 les@; the earnings of the people of France

4350,000,000 leus, and the earnings of the people of the
German Empire over $400,000,000 less than the people of
the United States. Well, if this great nation, right at
our doors, with more wealth than any other nation, with
nearlytwice the population of the United Kingdom, and with
its prospective growth-if-there is anything that cen coin-
pensat us for the lms of access to the markets of that
nation, l1would like to be informed what that thing is. I'
do nt believe anything can compensate this country for
the loss of aecess to the mrkets of that coutry. The
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hon. member for Huron (Ur. Porter) eld us, lest night
that we should be sorry if we proceeded to starve our infant
industries. I suppose the hon. gentleman proceeded upon
the assertion that we are creating those infant industries in
order to furnish a home market for the produce ua the soil
in this country. Well, if that is his objeet, I cen explain to
him how he can obtain a short road to that 1eeult. The
United States have been engaged for twenty-8ve yeare in
developing a home market. They have now a greater
manufacturing intereet than any other nation in the worid.
The United States is the great manufaeturing natio of the
world; it exceeds Eagland. Aecording to the cenus of
1880, the productions of the manufactures of the United
States were $6,36e,000,000; in 1882, the productions of the
manufactures of England were 84,092,009,000. The United
States, in 1880, produced 81,279,000,000 more manusfactures
than Great Britain did in 1882. Now, if lt s desirale
to have a market, if it is desirable te foster our infant
industries at a great coet for the time being in order to
create a market for the future, is it not more desirable to
take a short cut to a market already created, created at a
great cost, and created through the operation, if my hon.
friend's theory is correct, of a protective tarif during twenty-
five years, a market which produces more goods in a year
than the maufactures of England do. I say is it not desirable
to obtain access to that market by a short out, rather than
to spend years in a futile endeavor to oreate a market here
which never cain equal in importance the market already
created and opened to us there ? Now, Sir, the practical
question is: how shall we reach this market? The hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries told us last night that we
had given the Unitei States the strongest invitation to
reciprooity that could be given. He asks: what eau be a
stronger invitation to reciprocity than oar standing offer of
1879 ? Now, the hon, gentleman is Minister of Fisheries,
and I wonder, Sir, if he is not sufficiently astute as a fisher-
man to change his bait when h eis fishing for nine years
without getting a nibble, This offer has been standing
since 1879-an inducement su strong, he says, that we etuld
not make it stronger; and yet, time and again, the Ameri-
cans have spurned the offer, they have tld us they would
not consider it, that they would not ' bite,' and we may
keep the offer standing until doomeday without their ever
considering it. Sir, the hon. gentleman is attempting to
mislead the country when he asserts that we have made an
offer as strong as ean be made, inviting the Amorieau
people to reciprocal trade relations. They know that our
offer is not a desirable one; we have made an offer that we
know they will not accept; and the hon. gentleman is not
-wall, I won't ue the word I was going to use-the on.
gentleman is taking a course in this matter that is not cal-
culated to give the country a proper impression s to the
course this Government is pursuing. This Gov'ernment is
not seeking reciprocity, this Government does not want
reciprooity, except on inadmissible termes; it will not take
reciprooity on such terms as it can be obtained, and that is
made perfectly apparent by the motion made by the hon.
gentleman, pitting the National Poliey against aestrieted
reoiproeity. Yes, Mr. Speaker, the gaunlet thrown down
we have taken up, the challenge given we accept, ad we
will light the issue out before the people of this coantry
upon that line alone.

Mr. HESSON. You will have a goôd time of it.

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, we will have a good tirae of it,
and the hon. gentleman from Perth may have a little par-
ticipation in that good time. Now, Sir, ths is a matter
that requires careful consideration. If this celebrated
standing offer that we have had on our Statnte-book for nine
years is not acceptable to the United States, it is our duty
to ascertain what the Americansdemand. Will they grant
reoiprocity on any terms whatever ? It is eur deby to
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aseertain how that case i, how we are to meet them ?
What probability is there of achieving success under any
circumstances whatever? We have indications which
point muet unmistakably to the conclusion that reociprocal
trade with the United States can be obtained. We have
the letter of Mr. Bayard, we have the declarations of
many public men in the United States. We have
the introduction of two Bills, one by Mr. Butterworth and
one by Mr. Hitt, the one corresponding in its essential
features with the proposai we have under discussion now;
the other, that by Mr. Hitt, proposing an arrangemet
equal to commercial union. We have the fact that the
last named Bill was reported yesterday unanimously. I
am led to believe that the great mass of American publie
men will look favorably upon the consideration of any
proposai that involves the granting of reciprocal trade
arrangements with Canada upon a basis which will not be,
like the old Reciprocity Treaty, chiefly advantageous to one
side. They simply ask in this arrangement that
their own interests should be considered as well as
ours, that the arrangements should not be exclusively
advantageous to one side but mutually advan.
tageous to both, and as honcest men I do not think we would
feel disposed to ask more.

In hi& speech the other night the Minister of Interior
was good enough to quote a certain statement made
by myself in Haldimand in definition of what consti-
tutes commercial union. I do not know that I would
have alluded to the subject but for that reference made
by the Minister of Interior. He told us that commer.
cial union meant-and the hon. gentleman will correct
me if I do injustice to him in the statement-the same
duties to b. collected against the outside world in Canada as
were now collected in the United States. That was the,
distinct statement made by the Minister of Interior-that
commercial union simply meant the adoption by Qanada of
the present tariff of the United States. If the hon. gentle.
man made that statement deliberately understanding what
he did mean, he oit her did not understand what commercial
union meant or he made a statement calculated to mislead
the country. No advocate of commercial union, either in
Canada or the United States, assumes or proposes that the
present tariff of the United States is to be adopted by
either one country or the other. No advocate of com-
mercial union assumes that an arrangment will be made
that does not involve a re-arrangement of the tariff, an
arrangement satisfaetory to both powers and consented to by
both powers, and neither one power or the oLher is obliged to
enter into an arrangment for commercial union unless the
arrangement is satisfactory-it must b. made satisfactory,
and it dos not imply that the present tariff of the United
States will be adopted as the tarif to be levied under com
mercial union.

Mr. WHITEB (Cardwell). Will the hon. gentleman allow
.me. I underatand him to say that I implied that the pro.-
position was that the present tarif of the United States
was to be adopted as commercial union. I did not so state
and did not so imply. What I did state was this: I
inferred fron the statement of the hon. gentleman that
whatever was the tarif of the United States, that would be
the tarif Of Canada; that is to say, we would have the
same tariff, whatever that tarif might be, against ail other
countries, with free trade as between these two countries.
Is that the proposition now before the House by hon. gen-
tle men ?

Mr. CH A RLTON. No, it is not. I was led to discuss
that question from the fact that the hon. Minister had
alluded to it; and if he would add that the tariff would be
one consented to by Canada and acceptable to Canada, thon
ho would have made a fair stateent of the eas,

P Mr. BOWELL. It would be against the rest of the world,
would it not ?

Mr. CHARLTON. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. By mutual agreement.
Mr. CHARLTON. I might as well define what I under-

stand commercial union to mean. The definition read by
the Minister of Interior, quoted from the speech made by
me in Haldimand, is exactly what I do understand com-
mercial union to mean. I understand oommercial union to
mean an arrangement between two or more powers or a@
many more as choose to join-for in the commercial union
of Germany embraced all the German States-an arrange-
ment made between two or more countries whereby tbey
adopt a common tarif and common excise laws, abolish ail
commercial restrictions between themselves, abolish
all customs lines between themselves, collect a revenue
at any point where the goods may be entered from
any country not a member of the union ; throw that whole
revenue into one common fund and divide that fund, after
taking out the cost of collection, cither upon the basis of a
per capita division or upon such other division or upon
such other basis as may be mutually agreed upon by the
contracting parties.

Mr. W BITE (Cardwell). I do not desire to interrupt
the hon. gentleman, but perhaps he will go further and state
whether that is the proposition now before the House by
the hon. gentleman.

Sir RIOHARD CARTWRIGHT, The hon6 gentleman
bas been told most distinctly, and it bas been stated a dozon
times on this side of the Rouse, that it is not the propoi-
tion. I eau add that the hon. gentleman and hie followers
must have been even more stupid, if that is possible, than
is usually the case.

Mr. CHARLTON. I am not so uneharitable as my hon.
friend. I do not accuse the hon. gentleman of stupidity,
but he evidently believes that the country is stupid
and that he can mislead the people upon this question
by dragging a red herring across the trail. So much for the
question of commercial union arising indirectly on this ques-
tion, owing to the remarks made by the Minister of Interior.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh I
Mr. CHARLTON. Some hon. gentlemen say " Oh, oh,"

as if this was a question we would not dare to diseuse. I
am ready to discuss this question, I am not afraid qf it. It
is not, however, the question under discussion. The reso-
lution under the consideration of the House is a resolution
with regard to unrestricted reciprocity; but that is only a
means of arriving at commercial relations between two
countries that may be arrived at in some other way. We
have adopted that because we consider it preferable to the
others simply for that and for no other reason. With
respect to unrestricted reciprooity, lot us define what we
understand that to mean. We understand-at least I under-
stand by unrestricted reciprocity-

Same hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh I
Mr. CHARLTON. I do not profess to speak for the

world and for all men, I speak for myssif. I understand by
unrestricted reciprocity an arraqgement thet would a41s4
into the United States all the natural product4iei of
Canada, al the manufactured pro¢ictions of Caneda, ai4
the productions of Canada of any naturq, chara>ter or n4ffl
whatever, free of duty; an arrangement which would reiipro-
cally admitintoCanada all the productions of the United
States of the same character; that we leave the United States
f ee to impose such duties as they choose upon the productions
of other countries imported into that country; that w. leave
Canada free to do the eme thing, asd raise its rgvenne
from import duties in suob a way as it may oos, oz
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such scale of duties as it may choose to impose, leaving
both countries perfectly free to carry out its own arrange.
ments except in so far as reciprocal trade between the two
countries is concerned in the productions of the two coun-
tries. I do not know whether that is sufficiently definite
for the hon. gentleman.

Mr. WHITE. (Cardwell). Is that your proposition?
Mr. CHARLTON. Yes, as I understand it.

Mr. BOWELL. Do you include articles producod in
the United States and not produced in Canada vice versa.

Mr. CHARLTON. Certainly. The United States pro-
duces a good many articles that we do not, and we produce
some that they do not. The arrangement contemplates a
perfect reciprocal trade, a reciprocal trade that admits all the
products of one country into the other. Now, I would ask,
Mr. Speaker, can reciprocity, the question which we are
discussing, be considered a more theorotical question ? Do
we know anything about the operation of this system ? We
know that in 1787 thirteen States comprising thon the Ame-
rican Union entered into an arrangement which was prac-
tically equivalent to reciprocal trade botween those States.
Those States, it is true, existed under a Federal Union, but
each one of those States, and all the States subsequently ad-
mitted to the American Union, retained their distinct au-
tonomy. Each State retained control over its criminal code
and its civil code, and, in fact, the jurisdiction of their Legis-
latures is much wider than the jurisdiction of the Logis-
latures of the Provinces of this Dominion. They were thir-
teen nations then-they are thirty-eight nations now, banded
together for certain common purposes ; and those thirty-
eight nations, commencing with thirteen, bave existed and
progressed since 1787 with unrestricted trade existincg
between all these States. What is the result of that unre-
stricted reciprocity ? In 1884, as my hon. friend at my
right informed the House, the internal commerce of that
country, according to Mr. Nimmo, amounted to 810,000,000,-
000. Last year the internal commerce, it is estimated,
amounted to $11,500,000,000, based upon the increase of
tonnage transported upon the railways of that country.
Now, Sir, how does that compare with the total com-
merce carried by the total shipping of the world, exclu-
sive of the United States? Do you suppose it equals the
sea-going commercial transactions of England, France,
Germany and all the Maritime States of Christendom,
excluding the United States ? Sir, the commerce of all
those countries last year amounted to $4,213,000,000 as
against 811,500,000,000 in the United States. The inter-
nal commerce of the United States in reality had two
and a-half times the volume of the entire commerce by
shipping of all the nations of the world, leaving ont the
United States. That is an astounding statement. Includ-
ing England, including every country except the United
States, this latter country last year had a vastly greater
volume of commerce than all the others. 149,000 miles of
railway have moved lat year 482,245,000 tons of freight.
My hon. friend the Minister of Finance informed us last
night we had moved the same year in Canada 16,000,000
tons, or one-thirtieth part of the freight moved upon the rail-
ways of the United States. The amount of froight moved
by the shipping by all the nations of the world, exclusive of
the United States, was 92,432,000 tons, which is less than
one-quarter the freight moved on American railways. The
earnings of the United States railways were $S2-,000,000
lst year; the earnings of all the shipping of the world,
leaving out the shipping of the United States, anounted to
8535,000,000; the railways of the United States oarned on
freight $287,000,000 more last year than all the shipping
of the world, excepting the shipping of the United States.
Those facts enable us to form some dim conception of the
vast volume of that commerce created by one hundred

Mr. CHARLTON.

years' experience of the system of reciprocity between the
commonwealths composing that great confederation. Do
you think, Mr. Speaker, that a tarif would be tolerated
between the eastern groups of those States and any of the
other groups, or between the middle group or any of the
other groups, or between the southern or Pacifie groups?
Do you think that a tariff would bepermitted by the States
of the Union to exist between any one of those groups?
No, Sir, it would be detrimental to their interests, and never
would be permitted. i would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, in what
does this great northern group, extending from the Atlantic
to the Pacifie oceans, and embracing all the Provinces and
Territories of the Dominion-in what respect, geographical
or natural, this northern group differs from either the south-
ern, the middle, the western, the eastern or the Pacific
group of the great American confederation ? Geographically
we are the same, our interests are exactly the same as
theirs, and to debar us from that continental trade enjoyed
by all those States is to infliet upon us the same injuries that
would be inflicted upon any one of those groups of States, if
they had not their internal commercial relations with their
sister States. I repeat, Sir, that our interests in this great
continental group of Anglc-Saxon commonwealths are iden-
tical with the interests of every group of commonwealths
in this great constellation, and that to debar the States which
comprise this Dominion from free aocess to the markets
of the country south of us is just as detrimental to our
interests as would be the attempt, which would be
resisted by every State in the Union, to place any
particular State under similar disablities to those which
are forced upon us. Rociprocity, Sir, is not a mere theory;
it bas worked the most beneficent results in that great
country, it has been chiefly instrumental in increasing the
population from 3,900,000 to 61,000,000, and it has produced
those astounding results in trade and commerce which I
have laid before the flouse. It las made that country the
wealthiest and most powerful nation in the world, a
nation which in 1862 contained but a little more than one.
half the population and considerably less than one half the
wealth it does to-day. It enabled thaut country to place in
the field two and a-half millions of armed men and to incur
an expenditure of $6,000,000,000, which is nearly wiped out
to-day. Now, notwithstanding natural laws, and notwith
standing artificial restrictions, I say that natural laws do
assert themselves. When those artificial restrictions were
temporarily removed, to a partial extent, in the period
extending between 1854 and 1865, the increase in the com-
merce of this country with the United States, as explained
by my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) yesterday, was
prodigious. The total trade of Canada with the United
States ran up from $20,000,000 in 1854 to 884,000,000 in
1865. Since the restrictions have been reimposed that
trade has fallen back, and after a lapse of twenty-four years
the total trade between Canada and the United States
is some $2,000,000 less than it was in 1865, showing
the beneficent results produced by reciprocity and the
opposite resuit by restricted trade measure'. Mr. Speaker,
if we were to adopt unrestricted reciprocity we would
probably have the same ratio of increase in our trade
with the United States, and if unrestricted reciprc-
city went into operation this year, by the year 1900 our
trade with the United States would be 8325,000,000
with the same ratio of increase. You must bear in mind,
Sir, that the proposition before this House contem.
plates the throwing off of all shackles which existed during
the Reciprocity Treaty. That was only a partial reciprocity
treaty, a reciprocity treaty merely in natural products; but
now the proposition we are discussing contemplates the
admission of all the products of both countries, and there
is no roason, Sir, fôr sun-osing that, under the operation of
such a treaty, commerce between the United States and
Canada would not equal 8500,000,000 in the year of our
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Lord 1900. Notwithstanding the rutrictions imposed upon Article. Quantity. Rate of Daty United States
trade, there is still a great amount of trade transacted . 1 20 p. 4 2a production.Efores ..... 8,22 20P. c $42,8 10,357,488between those two countries. Last year, of the total amount Oattle.......45,765 20 " 177,551 85,925,461
of importa into Canada, 42 .,T per cent. came from Sheep. ...... 363,046 20 " 19t,896 85,192,074
the United States, of the total amount of exporte from Woo°-..·••••••1,297,867 Ibo. 10 "C 129,786 155,681,7511Ib.
this country 42 per cent. of all went to the United These figures show that we sold them one bushel of barley
States. We are importing from the United States $45,000, to every seven they produced ; one bushel of wheat to every
000, in round nunrbers, and exporting $37,000,000, with the 1,200 buehels they produced; one bushel of malt to every
result that the volume of trade inward is 42A per cent. 100 bushels they produced; one busbel of potatoes to every
of the whole, and outward 42 per cent. of all our 130 bushels they produced; one ton of hay to every 500
trade, as I have said. tons they produced; one horse to every 600 they raised,

Now, I shall cone to the consideration, Mr. Speaker, of one head of cattle to every 700 head they raised, one sheep
the most practical part of this question, the one that to every 100 they raised, and one pound of woot to every
interests the great producingclassesof Canada, and I would 130 they produced. I do not think any one will say that
proceed to the consideration of this branch of the ques- the removal of the duties charged by the United States on
tion by asking, what do we sell to the people of the United these articles which we so!d to them, would have the effect
States ? We sell them horses, cattle, sheep, peas, and of reducing the pi ice of their own productions. I do not
on those articles a duty of 20 per cent. is levied, think you can convince the common-sense yeomanry of
We sell them flsh, and by the United States returns, the this country that it would, because they know that the
duty on fish last year was 21-72 per cent. We sell them voluma of our exports to the United States is so small, com-
barley, rye, oats, and buckwheat, and the duty on each of pared with the volume of the United States productions,
these articles is 10 cents a bushel. We sell them potatoes, that the-imposition of the duty has little or no effect on the
on which the duty is 15 cents per bushel. We sell them price in that country. Upon these articles which I have
hope, on which the duty is eight cents a pound. We sell enumerated there was collected, last year, $2,500,000 of
them wool, on which the duty is 10 cents a pound ; hay, duties; and in addition to the articles I have named, we
on which the duty is $2 a ton ; luuber, on which the duty sold them buckwbeat, rye, oats, turnips, vegetables, hops,
is 82 per 1,000; butter, on which the duty is four cents a flaxseed, seeds, poultry, butter, cheese, mutton, meats, &o,
pound; iron ore, on which the dnty is 75 cents per ton; &c. The duties paid on all the articles sold by the farmers
coal, on which the duty is 75 cents per ton; and salt, on of Canada in the United States last year amounted to no
which the duty is 12 cents per cwt. in bags, and six cents less than $3,000,000, and the proportion these articles bear
per cwt. in bulk. We soit them all these articles and many to the total quantity in the United Statcd is infinitely small.
more. The American statistics are not kept as well as It is preposterous to suppose that the removal of the duty
ours-I am sure my hon. friend the Minister of Customs from these articles, the quantity of which is o small com-
will be glad to hear that-and it is impossible to ascertain pared with the total raised in that country, would seriously
from them with exactness the amount of duties collected on affect the prices of the bulk of these goods produced in the
Canadian importe last year or any preceding year. They United States, Then with regard to the fishermen's case.
give the amount in mass, but do not distinguish countries Last year we exported to the United States fish to the
as we do in our statistics, and there has been no change in amount of $2,717,509, the duty on which, estimating it at an
their practice in that respect since 1820. But we can average of 20 per cent., which is 1¾ per cent. less
arrive with a fair degree of accuracy at the amount of duty than the rate given in the United States returns, was
paid to the American Goverument on Canadian importe, $543,500. Now, the United States production of fish
and that amount was, last year, in all about $5,500,000. in the same year amounted to 8 1,04 .,053. We sold them
Now, the practical question that interests the people of this therefore one-sixteenth of the quantity of fish they
country above ail others is, who pays this duty ? If it can consumed, and they thomselvOs produced fifteen six-
be shown that the American consumer pays the duty-th it teenths. It wil hardly b. maintained that the removal
for these articles which we export to the United States we of the 20 per cxut. duty on one-sixteenth of the entire
get just as much as we would if no duty was imposed, I product would affect to any appreciable extent the value of
think one reason we urge for adopting unrestricted recipro- the remaining fifteen-sixteenths. With regard to the
city would cease to exist; but if it eau be shown that in the lumbermen's case: we sold to the United States last
majority of cases the prices we received for these varions year 508,304,000 feet of plank boards and joists,
articles is just so much less than it would be by the amount the duty on which amounted to $1,016,608. In addi-
of the daty, then we have a very practical interest in the tion we sold to the United States lath, hardwood,
questioni Now, we will consider this question first, in the lumber, deas, spruce lum ber, deal ends, pickets, staves,
light of the farmer's case, next in that of the fisherman's, shingles, &c., and I have no doubt that the total amoant of
next in that of the lumberman's, and then in that of the duty collected in that country on the product of our
miner's. I will trouble you with a few figures, show. forests reacied 81,200,000. While we sold to the United
ing the quantities of articles imported from Canada into the States that quantity of lumber, they produced themselves,
United States last year, because this is a very important according to the census of 1880, 18,000,000,000, and the
point, and I wish to attempt to demonstrate the position I production last year was undoubtedly mach greater. Our
take. I give the quantities of certain articles imported, exporta to them,therefore, averaged but one thirty sixth part
and I compare the volume of those importe with the pro- of their total produce of lumber. I do not think that the
duction of the same articles in the United States, as ehown removal of the duty on our smali percentage of one thirty-
in the census of 1880, except that in the case of barley I sixth would greatly affect the price of the balance, and the
take the production of 1886, as I was able to obtain that: reult is that we pay a good part of the duty on the

At.Rate of Dut 'UnitedStates lumber we export. Let us look at the miners' case. Last
Article. Quantity. duty. paia production. year we sold to the United States 404,042 tons of coal, on

Barley...... 9,437,717 buh. 10 ets. $9s,771 6),00,000bush which the duty collected amounted to 8303,032, and the
Bean..... 97,714 b"h 10 ". 9,80• b production in 1880 in the United States-a productionBeau ..... 197,764" 10 ci 20,6M0...... .. ae...40,2
Peaue.......... 405,358 " 20 " 66,268 ........ which has since largely increased-was 7,480,426 tons of
Wheat........ 841,508 " 20 " 68,300 459,483,137 " coal. Last year it muet have reached 10,000,000 tons.
M -- 802 1 doubt very much whether the removal of the dutyPotat..... 1,276,809 t 15 191,520 169,458,783 9n cf tons would affot the cf
gay ...... ... 69,450 torts 82 138,M0035,2D517l2 tons o 400,000 tos sol erioaly afc h price o 10,000,-
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000 tons. Of iron ore we sold last year to the United
States, 23,38,5 tons, and the United States produce,
in 1880, was 7,064,829. Last year no doubt the pro-
duction in that country reached 10,000,0000 tons The
trade in iron ore last year from the Lake Superior ports
was Of vast volume, reaching a value of over 830,000,000.
It employed over onethird of the total tonnage on the
lakes. You could go to Erie, Cleveland, Ashtabula or
Buffalo, arid in each port you would find vast fleets of ore.
carrying vessels. The business was one of enormous magni-
tude, and one which conferred great advantages on the com-
mercial community of all the States bordering on the upper
lakes; and while the volume of that trade amounted to
several million tons in these ports, we have to show on this
side this paltry figure of 23,000 tons as the total export
of our ore to the United States. And this in face of the
fact that there is lying at Coas Mine, at the head of the
Ontario and Central iRoad, over 30,000 tons of iron
ore, which have been lying there for the last two years.
We have on the Canadian side an enormous quantity -of
ore of the best quality, and but for the restriction
placed on - the trade, our export would amount to
millions of tons annually; it would give emoloyment to
thousands of men and millions of capital and furnish traffic
to new railway lines. Instead of that, we have, owing to
the restriction imposed on our export trade, but the begzarly
show to make of 23,185 tons shipped to the United States.
We pay the duty on what little we do send. If we did not.
we would send to the United States vastly more, because
there would be an enormous demand for it, and the quality
of our ore being superior to what is obtained in the States
for certain purposes. Let the restriction imposed on our
exports of ore be removed, and an enormous demand for it
will spring up. Turning to the article of copper ore, I find
that last year we sold 5,267 tons to our neighbors. We
have an enormous quantity of this ore on our shores, but
the duty of 2j oents per lb. on the yield of copper
effectually bars the trade. Of salt, last year we
sld to the United States 106,38à cwt., while the United
States production in 1880 was 29,805,291 cwt. Our
salt obtained the small sale it did in spite of the duty, anl
solely on its merits, because it is of a supe-
rior quality, and if the duty were removed it
would force its way into American consumption.
But for the Auty an enormous trade would spring up in the
salt districts of Lake Huron. One of the best demonstra-
tiens of an increase in trade, which will be sure to follow
the removal of the duties, is furnished by the trade in eggs.
In 1870, ourexport to the United States amounted to8 i4,-
000, in 1878 it reached $631,204, and in 1887, 1,>32l1,64.
That little item bas grown to be one of the most important
articles of export in Canada, simply be3ause the duty was
removed on the importation of eggs into the United States.
So much for the question of who pays the duty upon what
we expert te the United States. I repeat that, in iny opin
ion, the volume of our exports to that country is so insig-
nificant in comparison with the vast bulk of the production
of that country, that the duty imposed is simply extracted
from the prices received by the producer in this country.

Our import trade with the Americans last year amounted
te $45,107,066 of their productions. What did we buy ? We
bought eotton goods, coal, furniture, tools, implements,
machinery, hardware, books, coal oil, manufactured brass,
ootton, tobacco, bides, &c., and the daty on these
imports amounted to 87,299,591. To what extent
did the duty on these articles enhance the
cost te the consumer ? Did he get them for
the additional cost of $7,290,000, being the amount
of the duty ? What would they bave cost, in other
words, bad the duties not being imposed ? This brings out
one of the objectionable features of indirect taxation that I
am about te demonstrate. Every dollar impoeed by this Gov-

Mr. CHARL ToN.

ernment in the shape of duty means an enhaneed cost te the
consumer of $1.50. The $1 of duty is added te the04ost cf th)
article by the wholesaledealer when ho reooives the article in
his store. Then he proceeds tq figure up his profit on the cost
of that article, and assesses his profit, net on the cost in the
invoice, but on the cost with the dnty added, whioh is part
of what he pays for the goods. If, therefore, his profit
be 20 per cent., that article goes te the retail merchant,
costing him $1.20 more than it would have cest him had
t here been no duty. The retail merchant, when ho places
the article upon his shelf, figures hie profit of 25 per cent.-en
the total cost of the artiele, se that he adde 25 per cent. on
$1.20-not on a dollar-and the consumer has te pay the
profit in each case on the duty, as well as on the inveies
price of the goods. I maintain, therefore, that every dollar
of duty levied by the Government implies a loss to the
consumer of 81.50, unless the wholesale dealer's profit is less
than 20 per cent., and the retail dealer's legs than 26 per cent.

Mr. BOWELL. Except in the United States.
Mr. CELA RLTON. In aIl countries. I am demonstrat-

ing that the duty of $7,299,000 levied upon our imports-
tiens from the 'United State last year, meant more than
an enbanced cet te the consumer to the extent of the duty
alone. It meant an additional tax of 50 per cent. on the
duty imposed. Our imports from the United States last
year of goods net manufactured-perhaps the lion. the
Minister of Custom wiill correct if I am wrong-amounted,
in round figures, to $21,000,000; our importe of coal, corn,
bides, tobacco, settlers' effects, alone being $15,250,00.
The importe of manufactured goods. if that statement be
correct, would amount to $24,000,000, on which this duty
of $7,299,591 was imposed. Now, the question is, who
paid the duty ? It may be said that if we claim that the
duty on exports from Canada is paid by the produeer in
Canada, we must admit that on importe from the
United States into Canada the American produeer muet
pay the duty. But the cases are not analogoes. While
we export to the United States an amount of our
productions which is scarcely felt in their market, we buy
from the United Sta'es an amount which is equal to S1 in
every 8 .23 produced in that oountry, because the produc-
tion in the United States, in 1880, was 85,369,579,191, and
our imports amounted te about $24,000,000. S,, if that
trade was destroyed, if we b>ght nothing from them, it
would make very little difference in the volume of their
business or in the prices asked in the country. If this
theory is correct, and I contend it is, and I believe that the
thinking, practical classés of people in this country will soe
that i ;is, thon the loss te Canada from duties whicb are im-
posedon the exports from this country, and on the imports into
this country, amounts, in regard te the prodacing elasses of
this country, te et leest $15,000,000 a pear. la addition te
that, there is another feature te whieh I wish te draw the
attention of the House. For every shipment from Canada
to the United States, ne matter how insignificant the
amount may be, the shipper muet obtain a consular eerti-
ficate, and that involves trouble and est. lu overy entry
made at oustom houses in the United States,
the shipper must rn the risk of sezare and
trouble with the custom bouse authorities, and
that feature of the trade deters a great number
et men who would be buyers and operators in the market
trom engaging in the business at al, and it deprives this
country of thé advantage of competition te a marked extent,
it deprives us of a class of ipen who would be eur most
valuable dealers and would pay the best prices for our prc-
ductions, but on th:s account they will »pt pome to t is
mnarket at all. If either of these bought a drove of horsm
or a her4 of cattle and entered them aé t oestom bouse in
ihe United States, gad it was claimed tat the entry Ws
under the ameoat of the proper y#lue, and the animais wilpre
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detained there, mad the dealer had te summon witnesses to
prove that his entry was correct, it is olear that vexation,
detention and eost would prove a serious matter, and my
practical knowledge of this matter warrants me in saying
that in consequence of the tariff we loge half as much t rom
the laek of competition in regard to our commodities as we
de on theduties which have to be paid on those commodities.
If we los. S,6tP000 in duties, we probably les. 83,000,000
a year by the lack of oompetition, by the repelling
of these competitors who would otherwise engage
in the trade, by the custom house restrictions. We loee some-
thing eles besides this. We not only les. the benefit of the
competition we would have but for the absurd restrictions
upon trade, but we lse the greut bene&t, which we cannot
estimate, whik would accrue to this eountry from the in-
crease of trade. If our trade with the United States last
year was $8,900,000, and if the adoption of this policy
wolid run it up in twelve years to 8300,000,000, what
amount are we losing? The loss is greater in that direc-
tion than the loss from duties or the los from want of
competition, and we can scarcely measure or compute the
lo8s which Canada sustains through the duties which are
imposed, *ad through the regulations which hamper the
intêrehange of commodities between the two countries. I
will oûnelade this branch of my subject by saying that un-
restrited reciprocity would, beyond alt question, bemefit the
farmer, that it would benefit the fisherman, that it would
beneftt the lumberman, that it would beneflt the rmine owner,
that it would benefit the laborer, aud, of the 287,000 people
in Canada who were given by the eenous as belonging to
the industrial lasPes, the great majority were blacksmiths,
carpenters, shoemakers, masons, bakers, brickmakers, and
so forth, ail of whom would be benefted by this arrange-
ment. In fact, it would benefit ninety-nine out of every
hundred in this Dominion. in fact, it would benelit all
except the rings and the combines and the pet industries
whieh have been fostered and pampered by this
Government, and have been permitted by unjuist legis-
lation to prey upon their felolw oitizens. I have no
doubt that the adoption of this policy would increase
the val»e cf far property in a few years by at least i.0
per cent. I have no doubt that it would increase the
value of mine property beyond computation. I have no
doubt that it would increase the value of the timber
lands in this Dominion by at leat 50 per cent. I
believe the adoption of thie policy would stop emigration,
thet it would bring bock to us a portion of the million
Canadians whom we have lost through emigration to the
United States. I believe it would lead to a rapid increase
of wealth, and wouId be in every respect an uanmixed bles-
ing to the vast majority of the people of Canada.

Now, I propose to consider the question as to whether
unrestrieted reciprocity would injure the only remaining
lass that I have not alladed to, I saa our manufacturers.

I have no doubt that a change as radical as this would b
would uvsette some lines of business. I have no doubt that
it might pirove injarions to soie mamnoactures. Common
fairsess coapels me to say that I believe this might be the
case, but 1 bemeve that the resuit of this policy, the average
outeome of it, would be the conferring of great advantages
on the minafascturing elaes as a whole of this Dominion,
s»d I sh i proceed to give to the house the reasons I have
for this behef. There is no doubt that its adoption would
rout the eombimes. It would rout the sugar combine and
the cotton combine, and all thone other combines that our
friendé on the other side of the House have fuit compelled tO
bave a cornmittee to deai with.

MIr. HESSON. Have they not combines on the other
side ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I think they have, but they are 11
abe"t to strangle thea there, whilei here they ae the b

resuIt of the bon, gentleman's own policy, they are his own
offspring, and he would hardly attempt to deal with them
.in that way.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE. It would be infanticide.

Mr. CHARLTON. An hon. gentleman says it would be
infanticide, but these combines are hardly infants, they are
monsters. I would like to enquire, why our manutacturers
in Canada cannot succeed. Are we a people of les in-
telligence, or of less enter prise, than the Americans ? Are
we usable to compete with them in an open race in a fair
field, with no favor shown ? We will hardly admit that.
Have we not as cheap labor as they have, and have we not
as cheap capital as they have ? I hold that we have, and 1
hold that in any industry in Canada that was adapted to
the country, that was a natural indastry, we could compete
with the Americas, and I believe that opening the
markets of 60,000,000 people to our manufactures would
lead to a vast increase in the manufacturing operations of
this Dominion. We have unrivalled facilities in this
-country for the manufacture of boots and shoes. We
have hemlock bark enough to take all the hides on the
continent, and the cheap labor to convert the leather into
boots and shoes for the million. We have also unrivalled
opportunities for engaging in manufactures of wood, and
millions of doUars could be profitably employed in that direc-
tion. The various productions of wood in the United States
employ over $100,000,000 of capital. We have great
advantages in this country for the production of a superior
quality of tweeds, of blan kets and of woollen goods of various
kiî.ds. We raise the best combing wools on this continent,
which is a branch that could be indefinitely extended if we
had access to the markets of the United States. We have
great advantages for the manulacture of paper and of wood
pulp. We have the forests, we have the raw material in
abundance, and this might become a very important branch
of manufacture in Canada if we had the market of the
United States open to us for the sale of these artiles. We
have unlimited opportunities for engaging in the business
of manufacturing charcoal iron. We have the ore, we have
the forests to convert into charcoal, and the Americans are
nearly destitute of that necessary article in their business,
and the prodaciug of charcoal iron might, and would speedily
be transferred te Canada if the restrictions upon trade
between the two countries wcre removed. We have great
advantages for engaging in the business of fish canning.
We might do almost al that business for the continent. We
oeuld supply 66,000,000 of people with canned fish and
productions of our fisheries. I do not need to dwell upon
the various means of manufacturing for which this country
is peculiarly adapted. I repeat that wherever there was
found a line of manufaoturing for whih Canada was adapted,
a gre.t expanion in that particular business would
speedily follow the adoption of reciprocity with the
United States. Now, a dread seems to possess some
cf our friends that it would be in the highest degree
dangerous to come into competition with the manu-
facturing establishments, and with the great aggregations
of wealth, in the older manufacturing States like Massa.
chusetts, Conneeticet, New York and Pennsylvania. It is
apprehended that great danger would lie in the lct that
while our own establishments are cormpiaratively weak,
while we have no great aggregations of capital such
as exist in those States, we would be brought into
competitioL with enormous establishmentd, with vast
capital, with unlimited resources and with perfected pro.
cesses. Well, there may be sonething in this. At first
sight it would seem, Mr. Speaker, that this was a serious
objection and it occurred to me that some light might be
thrown upon this matter by looking into theB statistics oi
the progress of manufacturing in the newer States of the
American Union, States aimilarly situated with Outario and
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our Provinces. Well, I investigated the manufacturing
returns of Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota
and California, and I expected to find in those new States,
the most of which have only been settled recently, that the
comparison between them, and the older States would be
unfavorable to the newer States, and I was surprised to find
that such was not the case. Now, the increase of the pro.
ductions of manufactures in the Dominion from 1871 to
1881 was 88,000,000, equaL to an increase of 40 per cent.
The following table shows the increase between those dates,
in Ontario and several States of the Union, with the per.
centage:-

Ontario :-1871 ..... ........ $114,706,000
1881 ........... ...... ........... 157,989,00

Inereaae ........ ......... 43,283,000= 38 per cent.
Ohio :-1870 ............... . $269,713,000

1880 ........ ....... .... ......... . 348,298,000

Increase .......... 78,585,000= 30 per cent.
Indiana :-1870 .............. $108,617,000

1880............... 148,006,000

Increase ....... ... 39,389,000 - 86 per cent.
Michigan ;-1870......................$ 94,716,000

1880 « ...... ......... . 150,715,000

Increase ................. 55,999,000==59 per cent.
Illinois :-1870 ................ $205,620,000

1880 ................. ........... . 414,864,000

Increase ..... ........... 209,244,000-101 per cent.
Wisconsin :-1870............. $ 77,214,000

1880 ...... .... .... .... 128,255,000

Increase ................. 51,041,000= 67 per cent.
Jinnesota :-1870 ......... ................. S 23,110,000

1880 ......... ............ .... 76,065,000
Increase .............. 52,955,000=228 per cent.

Iowa:-1870......... ......... $ 46,534,000
1880 ...... ......................... . 70,045,000

Increase .. .............. 24,511,000 = 52 per cent.
California :-1870 ,......................$ 66,594,000

1880 ....... ........... ,..... 116,218,000

Increase... ....... 49,624,000 - 74 per cent.
Ma.schuseUtt :-1870...................... $553,912,000

1880...................... 631,135,000

Increase ................ 77,223,900 = 14 per cent.
New York :-1870 ........ ..... $ 785,194,000

1880...... .................... 1,080,696,000

Inicease .............. 295,502,000 = 37 per cent.
Connecticut :-1870................... ..... $161,065,000

1880............ 185,697,000

Increase ....... ..... 24,632,000= 15 per cent.
New Jersey :-1870................ ......... 5169,237,000

1880 .............. ... .. 254,380,000

Increase ................. 85,143,000= 0 per cent.
Pennsylvania ;-1870... .. $711,894.000

1880. . ........ 744,818,000

In crease........ ....... 32,981,000 = 4J per cent.

So, Sir, we find that in the eight western States I have mon.
tioned, in the period between 1870 and 1880, the increase in
the manufactured products was $56 1,000,000, or an aver-
age of 62 per cent., against the increase in the Dominion of
40 per cent., and an increase in Ontario of 38 per cent.
Then, taking the old manufacturing States which produce
more than one-half the goods produced in the whole Union,
the States of Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, New
Jersey and Pennsylvania, I find that the increase during
the same period was $515,000,000, or about $50,000,000

Mr. CHARTTON.

less than in the eight new States I have mentioned, and
that the ratio of increase was 21·6 per cent., against 64 per
cent. in the new States. This is a striking result, and it
demonstrates that the ratio of increase in manufacturing is
more than as rapid again in those new States, and the
newer they are the more rapid the increase; the most
rapid increase was in Minnesota, 228 per cent., the increase
in Illinois was over 100 per cent., and in California over 74
per cent. Now, Sir, is there anything in the condition of
Ontario, or in the condition of this Dominion, that exposes
us to a more relentless competition with those old manu-
facturing centres than those new States were exposed to ?
Are we not as capable of making progress as these western
States in the establishment, development and growth of
manufacture ? I hold that we are, and when I examined
the statisties with regard to the growth and development
of manufactures in the cities of the west, I was again struck
with the wonderful result I discovered. The following
table shows the value of manufactured productions, in 1880,
in the principal cities of the west: -

Buffalo manufactures, 1880 . ..... $ 42,937,000
Detroit do. .................... 30,181,000
Cincinnati do. ......... ........ 105,259,000
Oleveland do. .......... ....... 48604,000
Louisville do. .................. 35,423,000
Chicago do. ................. 249,022,000
Milwaukee do. .................. 43,473,000
St. Louis do. ......... ........ 114,333,000

1an Francisco do ......... ............ 77,824,000

Statistics show that the ratio of increase is many times more
rapid in these cities of the west than it is in the eider citios,
of the east. In view cf theso facts, I think that we are
noedlessly alarmod, that there is no ground for the alarrn
that exists in the minds of' some mon, that the manufac-
turers cf the Dominion are net capable of competing with
those old manufacturing centres in the eastern States. The
results in the western States give the lie te suoh an asser-
tien. We may disabuse our minds of any fears as te our
abilities te compete with those centres and te successfully
maintain and sustain, our manufacturing interests. The
fact of it is, Mr. Speaker, that our manufacturers, as weli
ais our lumbermen, our farmers, our fishermen and mine
ow ners, need the blessings of continental free trade. They
need a wider market. They are conflned here te a market
ef 5,000,000 of people. They nccd tho adoption e a policy
that will break down the barrions and open te their access
60,000,000 of custemers more, and there can ba ne doubt
that they would derive vast advantages fromn the removal
of those restrictions.

Se much, Sir, for the question as regards the banefits that
are te be realised by this cuntryfrm unrestricted free trade.
As I said at the commencement, this is a question whic
requirs candid treatment, it is a question whioh requires
fa r treatment. It woud be dishonest, it would o criminal
on the part cf any public man discuseing this question, te
seek te deihde or misiead the people of this country. They
have a right te demand cf every patrioti citizen tbat ho
shal, at least, state what ho believes te o true; and in
disoussing this question, Mir. Speaker, I weuld scor to
adopt a policy that was calculated te deceive my country
men, for the purpose of suring a transiente lital ad
vantage. Now, I propose, Si, te examineuanrmnf dialycu al the
objections, se far as I am aware, that are urged against
tis proposa of unrestricted recproeity. First cf ail, iT
is urged that it is disloyal. Ield, Sir, te whom is it
disloyal ? It may ho disloyal te anchester, it may ho
distoyal te Birmingham, buL is iL dialoyal te Canada ?
That is the question that concorns us. We are not
tharged wih the gardianship of the intereats of
Manchester, of Birminham, a f England ; we are
tharged with the guardianship cf the interests of
Canada. If we do net guard those interest expressly
given t us, they will net q o guarded. Time and efin our
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interests bave been given away to advance Imperial inter-
este, and it is our business to guard our own interests; and
if this policy is loyalty to Canada, if it is calculated to prc-
moto the interests of Canada, that ie as far as I care toren-
quire with respect to the question of loyalty. Now, there
are 4,750,000 people in Canada. What are they ? They
are British subjects, and they are just as much entitled to
consideration as 4,'750,000 British subjects in England.
How many British subjects in England are there who can
possibly be affected by this proposed change ? We im-
ported from England last year $44,496,000 worth of goods.
Suppose they were all the products of manufactures, sup-
pose they were ail the productions of the skitled labor of
England, how many mon would it take to produce that
amount of goois ? I stated, in reading over the develop-
ment of manufactures in the western States, that in
1880 Milwaukee produced $13,473,000 worth of goods,
within a fraction of the entire amount we im-
port from England. How many inhabitants had
that city ? It had 115,000; and I venture to say that
not one-half were engaged in manufacturing. IHow many
people does it take to produce the $44,496,000 worth of
goods we import from England ? In 1880, according to the
retuins, the production in the United States was 81,950 per
bead for each man, woman and child engaged as factory
operatives in that country. Upon this basis the production
of that amount of goods means the employment of 25,000
operatives, it means that at the very outside 75,000 people
in England are dependent upon the production of the goods
that have been exported to Canada and sold in this country.
And we are asked to do what ? We are asked to place in
one scale the interests of 75,000 people in Englandand in
the other scale the interests of 4,750,000 people in Canada,
and to decide that the claims of the. 75,000 people
shall out-weigh the claims of the 4,750,000. That is
the kind of loyalty in this connection. I do not care
for that kind of loyalty. I am engaged in looking after the
interests of my constituents, and I care a great deal more
for them than for nabobs in Mancbester. What do you sup-
pose is the amount of profits derived from this business
in England. ? It may be $4,000,000 or $5,000,000,
or even a little more HIow much British capital is
invested in Canada? I am told there is $560,000,000 in-
vested. Now, the intereste of those men who have made in-
vestments in Canada are intimately connected with the pros-
perity of this country, and even admitting that we were to
sacrifice the intereste of those people engaged in manufac-
tures, would we not be benefited? fHow much money is
there invested in England to produce the goods sent to
Canada. The investment, at the outaide, of $30,000,000 will
produce thatamount of $44,000,000 worth of goods. The ratio
in the United States, in 1880, was $2,790 of capital to $5,369
of products, nearly two of products to one of capital; and it
je a liberal estimate to say that $30,000,000 of capital in-
vested in England is all that ie invested to produce the
goods sent to Canada. Place in one sicale the men baving
$30,000,000 of capital engaged in produeing goode sent to
this country, and place in the other scale the interests of
English investors in this country to the extent ofi
$560,000,000, besides the interests of all the people
of this Dominion, and we are asked to say that we will
consider the intereste of the owners of 830,000,000
of capital invested i manufactures paramount tot
the interests Of the other class who have invested
$560,000,000 bore, besides the capital of the people of this
country. That is not the kind of loyalty 1 intend to stand
by or advoate. Lt is aumei upon thistiypohesis onwhieh I have been dealing with this question, that unre-1
stricted reciprocity would abolish importe from England.1
It will do nothing of the kind. It may temporarily check1
those importe, but the increased prosperity which will be
sure to be given to this country will lead to increased trade.
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It bas ever been se and ever will be se, and the result will
be that in a very few years, instead of abolishing English
trade, there will be a large increase of English importe into
Canada. I can remember the time, Mr. Speaker, when
hou, gentlemen opposite were not so superloyal. I can
remember when we were discussing the National Pûlicy,
and when it was urged that that policy was a disloyal one
as regards Bogland, that it threatened British conneo-
tion, those hon. gentlemen said: '"So much the worse for
British connection." I rather suspect the motive which
prompts hon. gentlemen opposite on this occasion to
make such a leading cry of this cry of loyalty.

There is another feature of this case to which I might be
permitted to allude most briefly in connection with the
charge of disloyalty. I believe it is a matter of interest to
the who!e Anglo-Saxon race, to every English-speaking
man, whether ho may be in America, or the United King-
dom, or Australia, or New Zoaland, or the Cape of Good
ifope, or Hindostan, or wherever ho may be on the
face of this broad earth, for they are scattered over the
whole face of it-I believe it is the interest of every
English-speaking man that friendly relations should exist
between the two great branches of the Anglo-Saxon
family. I believe that any *policy that will draw
closer the bonds that connect the United States and Eng.
land, that will inerease the cordiality existing between
those two great powers, that will have a tendency to bring
those two powers to act in concert and in alliance, is a
policy that should receive the commendation and the sup-
port of every man, not only in Canada, but in every Eng.
lish-speaking country in the world. I do not neoed
to tell you, Mr. Speaker, that no question is
likely to arise-no question for many years, except
the Alabama question, has arisen between England
and the United States, threatening to dis-sever the
arnicable relations between those two countries-that has
not had some connection with Canada. The flisheries
dispute-we cannot say it ceases to exist-which so lately
was an ominous question, threatening the relations between
those two countries, was purely a Canadian one; and if we
adopt any policy that brings Canada and the United States
into closer commercial relations, and removes the dangor of
friction between this country and the United States, w.
adopt a policy that is likely to lead to that result which
we consider so desirable, the drawing closer together of
these two great branches of the Anglo-Saxon race, I believe
that a powerful argument in favor of unrestricted recipro-
city can be founded upon that view of the case. I believe
we would be justified in entering into nogotiations and
seeking to draw these two peoples closer together, closer in
commercial and closer in social intercourse, if no other con-
sideration had weight in the promises.

So much for the disloyalty objection. Now, the next
objection urged to this proposed arrangement is that it
would lead to annexation.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. I hear somebody say, "hear, hear."
What does that objection admit-what does it tacitly, infer-
entially admit? it admits that it would be such a splendid
thing we would want more of it, that it would work eo well
we would not be satisfied with a half measure but would go
the entire distance.

Some hon. MEKMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. CHARLTON. I say that it admits that it would boa
good thing. Perhaps it would; but it would not be a good
thing to the extent of bringing about annexation. It would
have a direct tendency. on the contrary, to prevent annexa-
tion.

Some hon. MEMfBERS. Hear, hear.
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Mr. CHARLTON. I repeat it-it would have a direct

tendency to prevent annexation. I remember when I was
a boy that the annexation sentiment in this country was
rampant. I remember a manifesto issued in 1849 signed
by hundreds of prominent Conservatives in this Dominion,
and it put the arguments in favor of annexation with great
power and force. I know, Sir, that annexation was debated
and discussed, and that the great mass of the people in that
section of the country in which I live believed in it. What
was the cause of it ? Was it because they considered the
political institutions of the United States superior to those
of Canada? No, Sir, I think not. It was because they
desired freer commercial relations with the United States
and that they saw in annexation the only mode of obtain-
ing it.

Mr. BOWE LL. It had nothing whatever to do with it.

Mr. CHARLTON. It had everything to do with it, and
I will show you how it had to do with it. In 1854, when
we got freer commercial relations with the States, annex-
ation died out. We never heard of it again while
reciprocity continued. It was not a desire for annexation
on political grounds, but the sentiment was created by
the desire to obtain free commercial intercourse with
the United States, and by that desire alone. Now,
Sir, we have an annexation sentiment to day, and it
is growing in this country, and it is growing because
of the mismanagement, the recklessness, and the extrava.
gance, and the corruption of the party in power. If there
is any one thing that actuates the public mind and that has
a tendency to spread this annexation sentiment in Canada,
it is the desire that is felt by the farmers, and lumbermen,
and other producing classes of this country to obtain free
trade with the United States. It is that, Sir. It is not because
they do not believe that our political institutions in Cana-
da, if honestly managed, are not as good as those of the
United States, for, Sir, nine out of every ton of the people
of Canada believe our institutions are botter, as they have
a right to believe. It is the desire for unrestricted com-
mercial relations that promotes the sentiment in favor of
annexation. Now, Sir, you secure an arrangement by
which we can obtain unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States, and you will find, as a result of that arrange-
ment, that agitation for annexation will die out completely.
This would be the inevitable result of such a policy, and it
is the way to put an end to the annexation agitation alto-
gether in this country if we can have through a commercial
treaty all the material advantages that can result from
annexation.

So much for that objection. Then there is another objec-
tion made, and so far as I have heard it made, it is made by
Conservatives and advocates of the National Policy, and it
is this: that it would be a bad thing, because it would
prevent our getting as good terms for annexation in the
future when we want it as we otherwise could. Well, Mr.
Speaker, all I have to say to that ise, that it may be an ob-
jection that will have weight with some friends on the op-
posite side. We are not looking for terms of that kind
and the objection las no weight with us.

Then, Sir, another objection urged is: " Well, we cannot
get it and there is no use talking about it, and besides it
would not be dignifie- to ask for it." That is what our friend
from Huron (Mr. Porter) said the other night. He said that
our abject whining and cringing mu4t be disgusting to the
Americans, as they had refused overtures for free trade.
Sir, it is not abject whining, it is not cringing to corne
openly and boldly like a candid, truthful, man and say to
another: " I believe that we can make an arrangement mutu-
ally advantageous, and I approach you with a proposition for
an arrangement which I believe will be advantageous tu
both of us." What do those gentlemen want ? What
would they ask ? Would they ask that 60,000,000 in
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the United States should come to 5,000,000 in Canada,
because it would not be dignified for 5,000,000 to go to
60,000,000 ? They must irdeed have an extraordinary
sense of their dignity whon this would stand in their way.
1 do not see anything undignified or improper in either one
of those peoples making proposals to the other. If we com-
plote any arrangements which we, on this side, conceive
could be effected to our advantage, it is noither undignified
nor improper, on the contrary, it is in the higheEt degree
dignified, to make approaches to our neighbors and lay
before tbem what we believe to be the reasons that ougbt to
actuate and influence us in entering into an arrangement for
our mutual advantage and benefit. But, Sir, whether we
can get it or not there is one thing we can do, and that is
we can try. This word " can't" is a word that is not
made use of very mach by energetie business mon. The
way to ascertain whether you can do a thing or not is
not to say, "I can't do it, and I won't try to do it."
The way to do it is to go like men and to try
and do it, and see what the ehances are. If you fail to ac-
complish it you cannot accuse yourseolf for having been false
to your own interests, and for not having made the attempt.
But, Sir, there is another reason which will not warrant
any man, wbo is acquainted with the chances of suocess, in
saying or admitting that we cannot do it. We are war-
ranted in believing that the Americans are ready to make
a fair and equitable arrangement. Wo have, in fact, official
assurance from the State Department of the United States
that such is the case. We have assurances from publie men
of that country that such is the case. We are, in point of
fact, invited to make our proposition, and we are decidedly
assured that this proposition, if reasonable, will be favor-
ably entertained.

Then, the next objection made is, that we cannot make a
treaty on advantageous terms. Well, Mr. Speaker, we never
need make a treaty that we do not consent to, and we never
need consent to a treaty that is not satisfactory; and we
never can tell whether we can make a satisfactory treaty or
not until we have made the trial.

Thon, the next objection is a very important objec-
tion. It is, that this arrangement will not yield us
enough revenue. Now, Sir, I do not know whether
I had botter examine into this question on the
basis of both a proposal for unrestricted reciprocity
and on the theoretical basis also of commercial union, or
not, for as a theoretical disquisition it might be interesting
to take up the question on the basis of commercial union.
However, Sir, I will proceed to show what would be the
probable outcome if we made the arrangement contem.
plated by the resolution now before the House-
unrestricted reciproeity, It would be admitted,
I presume, that we would sacrifice the duties upon
American importations, amounting last year in
round numbers to $7,300,000, the total revenue from
excise and customs last year being $28,o87,000 ; deduct
from this the collection of dutiable imports from the United
States and it leaves a balance of $21,388,000, which would
be the revenue with the loss of the American duties. Now,
Sir, in 1880 our revenue from customs and excise was
818,479,000. On this basis I have named, admitting the
loss of 87,300,000, we would still have a revone of
$2,90J,000 more than we had in 18S0. O.r revenue in
1881 was $23,942,000, and upon the basisI have me;iti ned
our revenue would be 82,545,000 short of the amount of

revenue collected in 1881. Now, Sir, the revenue in 1881
was $2,000,000 higher than the revenue in 1878 an i the ex.
penditure in 1S.81 was actually greater than this country_
was warranted in making or is warranted in making to-
day. The question, Sir, is, cau we under this arrangement
go back to the scale of expenditure that existed in 188i ?
If we can do that, Sir, if we admit that we lose from our
revenue 87, 300,000, and if we admit it is not possible to
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readjust our tariff, and that it is not possible to supplement
that Joas by increased revenue from other sources which
undoubtedly it is possible to do, if we admit that for the
sake of argument, we are stili warranted in saying that it
is possible to go back to the expenditure of 1881 and that
we would have revenue enough without any change in our
tariff even with unrestricted reciprocity. Now, would it be
possible for us to effect retrenchm enta? We who have run up
our expenditure from $13,486,000 in 1868 to $35,65P,000 in
1887; we who have increased our expenditure on an average
four times as fast every year as the population has increased,
is it possible to retrench in this country ? Well, Sir, if it is
not possible to retrench, it is rot possible to avert ruin; if
it is not possible to retrench, the country has got to go to
the dogs ; if it is not possible to retrench in this country,
we may as well give up the case-the whole case. Now, I
hold that it is possible. I will tell you where you might
effect some retrenchment. You might abolish that sum of
all political villainies, the Franchise Act, and you would save
8400,000 at one stroke, and you would also save your
character, and your consciences would be clearer. You
might get ahng with a little less expenditure on public
works and buildings. I believe that in the United States,
with all its wealth, there are about 86 cities only where
they have public post offices. They only give post offices
to large commercial cities such as New York and Buffalo.

Mr. FOSTER, How much do they take to build one
post office ?

Mr. CHARLTON. It does not matter. They have a
good deal of moncy, and they have to build larger ones,
because they do not build any in small towns. They do not
go into the business of building little $6,000 post offices inj
small villages as bribes to the people; tbey have not got asi
low in the scale of humanity as that. Well we might save
very largely in the expenditure on public works and
buildings; we might cut it all off, the whole thing, lock,
stock and barrel. We could save by abolishing the viciousi
system of superannuation.

Mr. BOWELIL. How much ?

Mr. CiIARLTON. It amounts to between $200,000 and
$30U00 now. We could save on railway subsidies, and
avoid tho enactment ofsuch little scenes as occurred in No.
8 a few years ago. We could save by putting an end to
that system of bribery which consists in giving grants to
useless railway lines of 83,200 a mile. We could cut off
the whole thing with advantago to our treasury, advantage
to our morals, advaitage to our charter, and advantage to
our hopes in the future, not only in this world, but in the'
world to come. We have been spending millions of dollars1
for the purpose of carrying immigrants to the United Statest
through this country, and we could eut off the whole of thata
appropriation with advantage to the public.

Mr. LISTER. What would the newspapers do without
that ?

Mr. CHARLTON. That is a question I cannot answer;
I am afraid esome of them would rat. Thon, Sir, we could
reduce somewhat, I think, the cost of the civil service.
We bave a great many incumbents in the service of this
country who are most valuable officers, who, in fact, are
underpaid, and we have a great many whose services are
not worth a shilling a year-a great many useless append-
ages; and I venture to say that a business man could take
charge of the departments of the civil service of this
country, administer themi on business principles, increase
their efficiency 20 per cent., and reduce their cost 65 per
cent. Then, if we had amicable relations with our neighbors,
wa could reduce the cost of the militia system by $1,000,000
a year, and what we might spend beyond that would be
mostly wasted. We could roduce the coSt of legislation. p

If it became necessary to revise our system, I think we
could do with one member to represent 40,000 instead of
20,000 ; we could get along with half the number of
members in this louse; and as for the Sonate, we might get
along with any number you could name from half-a-dozen
to sixteen, as it is only a little junta of very little use. We
could get along with a reduction of the mail subsidies, and
then my hon. friend the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
who has been fishing these nine years for reciprocity
without changing the bait on his hook, could dispense with
most of the fisheries appropriation -

Mr. FOSTER. I have a good bait.
Mr. CRARLTON. Not bait enough to get a nibble.

He caught a gudgeon at Washington, and it was the only
thing he got. Yes, it is possible to reduce our expenses by
the entire loss we sustain from the American duties. We
could reduce our expenses $7,000,000 ayear, with advantage
to ourselves, advantage to our morals, and advantage to the
taxpayer, and have a better Government than we have to-
day. We could do it by cutting off the means of corruption
which the Government employa, and so lavishly uses, in the
management of this country at present. And thon you
must bear in mind that whatever policy inoreases the
prosperity of this country will increase the tax-paying re-
sources of the people. Whatever policy increases the
wealth and population of this country will inevitably in-
crease the importa; the man who has an ample inoome
will consume more goods than a man who is straitened in
his circumstances; and if we can make the great produeing
classes of this country prosperous, and at the sane time
vastly increase their numbers, we need have no fearsof the
revenue more than, perhaps, a temporary derangement of
one or two years while we are getting ready to eut down
our expenses. As I said before, I estimate the saving to
the producing classes of this country, in the mere matter of
duty, at $15,000,000 a year. I also estimate that a vast
amount is lost in destroying competition for. the purchase
of the goods we export to the United States ; and a further
sum is lost in placing an extinguisher on the growth of the
population in this country. Suppose it was necessary to
resort to direct taxation, the necessity of which I deny;
but suppose for argument that it should be necessary,
here is a policy by which we propose to save to the
people of this country directly 815,000,000, and indirectly
as much more. The question is, can the people of
Canada afford to give three or four dollars for thirty
dollars ? Can they afford, for the sake of gaining advan.
tages amounting to f rom $15,000,00 to $30 000,000 a year,
direct and indirect, to sabmit to a direct taxation of
82,000,000 or $3,000,000 a year temporarily ? Isbhould say
that if the necessity existed, the people would cheerfully
submit te the imposition; but the necessity does fnot exist.
It would be, in short, a godsend to the country if we were
compelled to retrench-to lop off many of these expenses
which are neither for the good, nor the honor, nor the prou-
perity of the people of the Dominion.

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

After Recess.

SECOND READINQS.

Bill (No. 15) to incorporate the Nisbet Academy of
Prince Albert.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

Bill (No. 16) to incorporate the Chinook Belt and Pose
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 17) respecting the River St. Clair Railway,
Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Eastern Assurance Com-
pany.-(BMr. Kenny.)
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Bill (No. 25) to confirm the charter of incorporation of
the Great North-West Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 27) to incorporate the Bronson, and Weston
Lumber Company.-(Mr. Perley, Ottawa.)

Bill (No. 35) to enable the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Rail-
way Company to run a ferry between Beecher Bay, in
British Columbia, to a point on the Straits of Fuca, within
the United States of America,-(Mr. Baker.)

Bill (No. 36) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada. -(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 37) respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'
Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

KINCARDINE HARBOR TOLLS

Mr. ROWAND moved second reading of Bill (No. 30)
to authorise the town of Kincardine, in the county of
Bruce, to impose and collect certain tolls at the harbor
in the said town.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Will the hon. gentleman
give some explanation of the purport of this Bill ?

Mr. ROWAND. I understand the object to be to re-
new the power of the town of Kincardi-ne to impose certain
tolls.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

Debate on the proposed resolution of Sir Richard Cart-
wright and the amendment of Mr. Foster, resumed.

Mr. CHARLTON. I must apologise for the length of
time I have occupied in discussing the resolution before the
House. My excuse is that it is a large question, and I do
not know that I could have shortened the time very much
without failing to deal with some of the questions which I
thought were essential to the discussion. I hope the House
will not judge me to have been guilty of wasting its time,
and I shall not trespass very much longer upon its patience
in connection with this discussion. When yon left the
Chair at six o'clock, I was engaged in discussing the question
whether the adoption of unrestricted reciprocity would leave
Canada in a position where a sufficient amonunt of revenue
could be secured to meet our actual necessities and wants,
and I was endeavoring to point out the absolute necessity
that rests upon this country, entirely apart from all con-
siderations in connection with unrestricted reciprocity, to
curtail its expenditure and diminish its expenses. 1 had
pointed out, during the afternoon, the fact that we are
in many respects competitors with the United States.
We, as well as that country, offer homes for immigrants;
we, as well as that country, expect to promote our
growth by attracting to our shores people from the continent
of Europe, and, in order to enter upon this race with any
prospects of success, it is necessary that we should not be
handicapped by expenses of administration and burdens of
debt greatly in excess of those resting upon the shoulders
of the people of the United States; and for this reason I
now repeat what I said beforo that it is in the highest de-
gree essential to the prosperity of Canada that we should
retrench our expenees. I find, after deducting from the
taxation of the United States the amount applied by them
to the extinguishment of their public debt, that our duties.
of customs and excise exceeded those of the United States
last year by $2.15 per head. We raised $6.03 per head, and
the United States 83.88 per head, aside from the amount
which they applied to extinguishing the public debt. We
must bear in mind also that the United States are called
upon to provide for certain expenses from which we are
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free. They have their diplomatic and consular expenses to
provide for as a nation, and the only thing in this line for
which we have to provide is the cost of the High Com-
missioner in London. Then they have to provide for an
army and a navy. Last year, they expended on
their pension list, $75,029,000; upon the army, $38,561,-
000; and upon the navy, $15,141,000. Our expenses on simi-
lar items were,$102,000 for pensions,81,974,000 for the mili-
tia and mounted police, and 8205,000 for ocean and river
service, making a total of 82,281,000 as against S1:3,721,000
in the United States. To have made our expenditure on
these services equal to theirs in proportion to population,
we should have expended $9,419,000 more than we did, and
yet our taxation from customs and excise, applied to eur-
rent expenditure, is $2.15 per capita more than theirs.
Whatever light we look upon this question in, we must be
impressed with the necessity which rests upon this country
to bring down its expenses somewhere in the region of those
of the United States, ever bearing in mind that that great
country is our competitor and will continue to be our compe-
titor, that we lie side by side with it, and that, if we are to
secure immigration and to people our great wastes, we must
offer inducements to the population of the old world nearly,
if not quite, equal to those which are offered by the United
States.

In considering the objections that are raised to un-
restricted reciprocity, I shall next refer to the seventh ob-
jection, which is the assertion that is made, that it will
ruin our manufactures. I will-refer to this briefly, because
I have already referred to it in discussing the question
whether our manufactures are likely to be able to compete
with those of the United States, if trade restrictions are
removed. I have pointed ont my belief, and I think with
reason, that our manufactures are able to compete with
theirs, but even if they were not, I say the country would
not be warranted in foregoing the advantages whicl would
be derived from unrestricted reciprocity in order to pro-
mote the interests of so small a fraction of the people of
this Dominion as those engaged in manufactures. Even if
the manufacturing industries of Canada would be oblitera-
ted by the removal of these restictions, which is not the case,
still the great mass of the people of Canada would be benefit-
ed, and we would be acting in confarmity with the principle
that we should adopt the course which will do the greatest
good to the greatest number.

The next objection made is that this would injure our
shipping interest. I deny emphatically that unrestricted
reciprocity would have any such effect. Those familiar
with the shipping on the great lakes are aware that Cana-
dian shipping on those lakes is not worth within 30 or 40
per cent, as much as American shipping, because Canadian
vessels are debarred from the most profitable trade on these
lakes, which is the coasting trade. A Canadian vessel can-
not clear from Chicago for Buffalo, or from Chicago for any
other American port on the lakes, and is debarred from
transporting ore,which amounts to a trade of several millions
of dollars per annum, from Lake Superior to the lower ports.
In fact, Canadian boats are debarred from the most lucrative
trade on the lakes; and, if we had reciprocity, it would
open to them a business from which they are entirely pre-
cluded now. On the sea coast the case is the sanie. The
most profitable trade is the coasting trade, from which we
are now entirely excluded, and in that matter we would
derive enormous advantages from the adoption of reci-
procity.

The next objection is one which was raised by my
hon. friend the Minister of the Interior, and it is an
objection which has had great weight with some portion of
the mercantile classes in the large cities. That is, that the
adoption of unrestricted reciprocity would injure the whole.
sale trade in this country, that it would put an end to the
distribution of supplies to the retail dealers soattered

220



COMMONS DEBATES.

throughout the country by leaving them free to make their
purcbases in the great marts of the United States. I do
not know, but I apprehend that this objection, like most of
the others, would be found to bo nearly if not entirely
groundless. I am not able toe say definitely and with cer-
tainty what the effect might be on the wholesale trade, but
I wish to point out the result in this regard in the Ameri.
can markets themselves. Il the result were to be in Cana-
da to compel or to lead all retail dealers to buy in New
York, that ought to be the result now in the United States,
where no trade restrictions exist. But that is not the
result in the United States. The cities of Buffalo, Cleve-
land, Cincinnati, Detroit, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul,
Omaha, San Francisco, St. Louis, Nashville, New Orleans -
al these and many other natural centres seem to supply a]-
most exclusively the country adjacent to them with the goods
required. Scarcely a retail merchant in a thousand goes east
to New York from the west of Chicago to bny goods, and it is
found to their convenience, and to their advantage, to go
to a wholesale market quite near to them rather than go to
a distant one The character of the trade now is to buy
frequently, to sort up, as merchants term it, to buy in small
quantities, and keep their stocks complote. In doing this
it is not te their advantage to go to a distant and expensive
market. The course of trade leads them to buy either of
travellers or to send in their orders themselves, and the
result in the United States is, that the wholesale trade of
that country is distributed among the varions commercial
centres scattered over that country, and these commercial
centres supply almost exclusively the retait trade of the
country adjacent. Weil, if the same rule would hold good
in Canada in tbe caso of unrestricted reciprecity, trade
would not be removed fromi tho actual commercial centres
where it is now. The trade of New Yoik and the trade of
Chicago, to a considerable extent, consists in the supply ofjob-
bing houses, jobbing sales, sales to large wholesale mercan-
tile establishments in the interior, and a great number
of these extensive New York houses would not care to be
troubled with the small business of a great number of small
retail bouses; they would rather sell to jobbers direct than
to supply these houses. And I tbink for these reasons that
the fears entertained by the wholesale trade in Canada that
the business would centre in New York, are entirely ground-
less.

The next objection made is this: We are quite pre.
pared to take reciprocity, we are anxious to get it, we
have been ready at all times, and we are ready now, to
have reciprocity in natural products. Mr. Speaker, I
can say truthfully that we also are ready for that. If it
were possible to secure reciprocity in natural products, I
would be in favor not only of having a standing offer to
that effect on our Statute-book, but I would be in favor of
publishing that offer in every city of the United States, of
putting it upon every door post; I would be in favor of
making that offer known by placing a circular before every
voter in the United States, if we could secure reoiprocity
upon the terms upon which the hon. gentlemen are willing
to take reciprocity. But we cannot get it, it is futile and
uselees to talk about it, and when they say: Oh, we are
willing to take reciprocity on such and such terms, it is
equivaient to saying: We will not have reciprocity and do
not want it-because they only propose to take it on such
terms as they know they cannot get it. W hat is the arrange-
ment these gentlemen would be glad to make ? The arrange-
ment they would like to make would be an arrangement
that could not be called an equitable one as far as the
United States are concerned. The Reciprocity Treaty
which was in existence from 1854 to 1865 was largely to
the advantage of Canada. We sold to the United States
everything that we could desire to soell to then, but they
could soll to us very little that they had togive us in exchange
for the produoe we osold to them. They were oaIed upon to

pay us largely in gold for the production of our farms, our
forests, our mines and fisheries. Now, they said, that is not
a fair system of trade. If we are to buy the products of
your labor, we want to have the privilege of giving you in
exchange the products of our labor. It is reasonable that
they should have that privilege, and it is for that reason we
cannot get a renewal of that treaty. It is for that re-
son we must admit the products of their labor into this
country, in return for the privilego we ask of them to have
the products of our labor admitted into tbeirs.

The last objection I shall refer to to-night is, that we eau
get something botter. We do not need to look for this
at all, it is said ; it is all useless to talk of recipro-
city when we can casily securo au arrangement that
will be infinitely botter to Canada. What is it ? Why,
we can secure Imperial Foieration, and thut will be
infinitely better, it is asserted, for the interests of thig
Dominion than unrestricted reciproecity with the United
States. Well, Sir, what is implied by Imperial Federation ?
What do the advocates of that scheme in Canada propose
to secure ? Why, they propose to secure, on the part of
Great Britain, the imposition of difforential duties in favor
of the colonies ; they propose that England shall impose
duties upon raw materials, upon food, upon lumber, upon
wool, and upon all the raw materials that are imported into
that country from all nations except the colonies. Well,
does any sane man suppose that England is going to return
to the corn law system ? D>es any mau suppose that
England will impose duties upon any raw material what-
ever for the benefit of her colonies? I think it is pre-
posterous to supposo it. I do not think any party in
England would venture ln make such a pi oposition, and
the scheme of limporial Federation is not only not within
the range of probability, but it is not within the range of
possibility, as understood by the advocates of the seheme
who propose it as an arrangement preferable to securing
unrestricted reciproecity with the United States.

Now, Si, I arm through with dealing with the objec ions
raised to the consuimation of this scheme. I think that I bave
met these objections fairly; that I have stated them to the
House without withholding any argument that can be raised
against the seheme. I have striven to deal with this ques.
tion in the spirit of fairness. I believe that it is in the
interest of the party to advocate this matter and deal with
it in that spirit. I believe that the case is so strong that
we have but to state the arguments, have but to state fairly
the advantages that would flow from the scheme, have
but to meet fairly the objections that are raised, and to state
reasons why they do not lie, in order to convince any can-
did and unprejudiced mind that what this country needs,
that what will conduce to the prosperity of this country,
above all things else, is the very thing that the motion
of the hon. member for South Oxford declares would
be beneficial to Canada. When this debate commenced,
I-confeus I had my doubte whether this issue would be
placed fairly before the people of this country. I was
afraid there might be something kept back in connection
with these fishery negotiations. I felt that it might be
possible that the eminent gentleman who occupies the posi-
tion of Finance Minister, and who was also one ot the
British Commissioners at Washington, might spring upon
us during this debate, some document which would give
color te the claim that ho had actually attempted to get
reciprocity on a basis fair and equitable to both peoples,
and that wo might be placed in a position where it would
be diffilult to combat a cunningly framed argument of this
kind. But, Sir, fortunately for the party on this side,
fortunately, perhaps, for the party on the other side, for-
tunately for the country certainly, the issue is a distinctly
defined and sharply drawn issue. When the Government
amendment was placed in your hands lat night, there was
no longer any doubt as to the chara.ter of the issue. It is
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a clearly deflned issue between unrestricted reciprocity
and the National Policy of this country, nothing more and
nothing less. That resolution says:

" Canada, in the future as in the past, is desirous of cultivating and
extending trade relations with the United States, in so far as they may not
conflict with the policy of fostering the various interests and industries
of the Dominion, which was adopted in 1879, and has since reeeived, in
no marked a manner, the sanction and approval of its people."
In other words, the Government of this country is in
favor of obtaining reciprocity upon unobtainable terms,
and upon unobtainable terms only ; they do not wish to
obtain recipro:ity on any other terms, except such terms
as they know are not acceptable. That is the analysis of
the position of the Government with regard to this question.
They are not in favor of reciprocity upon any conditions
on which reciprocity can be obtained. They consider
the National Policy, that gigantic failure which has
produced national disaster, as preferable to unrestricted
reciprocity, and they prefer to go on increasing our debt,
piling up taxation, sending thouQands of our citizens
from our country, and doing without the blessings of con-
tinental free trade-they prefer to pursue this lino and con-
tinue the National Policy rather than to impair any portion
of that policy by seeking continental free trade. That is
the issue. I am glad the issue is so squarely defined. I may
say for myself, and I think, for the party on this side of the
House, that we shall be glad to moet the hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the louse upon this issue. The country
cannot misunderstand it. Mon may take a position honestly
on either one side or the other, and no doubt hon. gentle-
men opposite have honest convictions on that side of the
question, as we certainly have on the other. We will put
the issue before that great jury, the people, and wt leave
it to that jury to settie the question which so intimately
affects their own well. being and prosperity.

number of officers, got into the habit of adopting very cor-
rupt methods.

Mr. HESSON. Hear, hear-on that side.
Mr. CHARLTON. That is the innocent side. I was

down the other day in the county of Prince Edward. I
found there a gentleman, late a member of this House, now
thank Heaven a member of this House, who had been
unseated for what ? Because an indiscreet friend had paid
a drunken loafer, who voted against the Reform candidate,
on the night subsequent to the election a dollar to get rid
of his importunities.

Mr. BOWELL. That was only one charge.
Mr. CHARLTON. That was the most serious case and

all the other charges were withdrawn. He was unseated on
that charge. Now, what did I find going on in that county?
The Dominion Government were dangling promises, in
the shape of bribes, to the extent of thousands of dollars
before the electors. I found the inhabitants of Picton were
promised a new post office; and a gentleman wbo was in the
way of the regularly nominated candidate had, as I under-
stood, and it can be denied if it is not true, been promised
that he would receive a good snug sum for the site for the
post office if ho retired from the contest. I see it is not
denied.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon. gentleman mean to assert
that the Government made the promise ?

Mr. CHARLTON. The Government, I understand, sent
an emissary, and I undertood ho had made the promise ?

Mr. BOWELL. There is not one word of truth in it.

Mr. CHARLTON. Then I should like to know what
means were used to retire Mr. McCuaig. There were
some means used.

An hon. MEMBER. You may change your mind before Mr. BOWELL. I am net in bis secrets, B0 I cannot tell
another election. you.

Mr. CHARLTON. I must thank the House for the Mr. CHARLTON. I found in addition to the post office
very great courtesy with which hon. members have lis- pronised to Picton that the people were to have the bar.
tened to me. I have to promise the House, moreover, bor channel deepened,-
that the occasions will be very rare when I shail Mr. BOWELL. No.
trespass on its patience so far as t have done on this occa- Mr. CIARLTON-And a bridge was to be buiît from
sion. 1 am happy to say, in conclusion, that i believo this Princ Eiward across the iy of Quinté te Belleville, and an
country has great resources. I believe this country is des- extensive mars was to be drained and a channel was to be
tined by Providence to have a grand future, and that con- dredged ont-ail these thinga were to be donc if the people
summation can only be thwarted by its own folly and misman- of Prince Edward county would return a supporter of the
agement. But I bolieve our autonomy cannot be preserved Goverument. Those were theinfluences used there. They
if we go on in the way we have been going. I believe that were toîd that tbey could net have one cent if they did not
to persevere in the course we have been pursuing for some return a supporter of the Governmont, that they could not
years past, to follow that course for a very few years more, have a new post office, the barber deepened, the marsh
would entail irretrievable ruin upon the Dominion. I believe dredged, or the bridge built. These methods 1 condemn.
our path is beset with difficulties, and I am sorry to say They are having a most minous and demoralising effect on
that the greater number of those difficulties are of our own the votera of the country. The Government are iucroasing
creating. We have created them, we must bear the con- expnses uselessly, and it is time the people tumned ont of
sequences of having created them, and we can only remove office men who reaorted to those methods, and many worae,
them by energetic methods, only by subjecting ourselves at the expense of the taxpayers.
to the very unpleasant experience of retrenchment, of
economy, of dismissal of officers, and of reducing the ex- Mr. HESSON. Explain the Glengarry case.
penses of government. It was said by Artemus Ward that Mr. CHARLTON. When the courts give their deciien
Brigham Young was a very much married man. We are a the hon.- member for Perth (Mr. fesson) will b. enlight-
very much officered nation. We have in every department ened on that matter.
of the Government at least two officers where we require
one ; it is the case in the civil service, it is the case in this
House. We have customn house officers, excise officers, dmunken loafer.
weights and measures officers, you can scarcely count the An hon. MEKBEi. He waa spending bis own money
number of officers in the pay of the Government, and one- anyway.
half of them are useless offioers. As I said before recess, a
business man, or business men organising this Government Mr. CH&RLTON. In addition te those methoda puréued
on business principles, could carry on the public business by the Governmcnt in electiona we have the costly miatakes
with greater efficiency at very much les& cost than is that the GovernmeDt have made. No les than 42,000,000
incurred. We have, in addition to maintaining that great wero oxponded on the Interoolonial and the Govemnnt

MM. CraRLTON.
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bas since been engaged in spending more millions to destroy Under which king are you fighting? What horse are
that property by building the Short Line. Then there you to win on ? Is it the horse of the bon. member for
was the expenditure on the Canadian Pacific Riilway; South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), or is it that which
and there are whispers now that that portion of the the hon. momber for Norfolk (51r. Charlton) bas just trotted
road from Sudbury Junction to Port Arthur is to be aban- on to the field ? Oh, I will not sety ho hi cither found-
doned. It might as weil be abandoned, but we have expend- ered or spavined ; i will not say that. The hon. member
ed tens of millions of dollars on its construction. O our for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), in his speech,
total debt of $2;9,000,000 no less than 880,000,000 were said
thrown away on the different mistakes made by the Govern- "It has been made a grave ground, it ha. been attemptel to set up as
ment. We have this wildly extravagant expenditure, this a extraordinary ground for objection, that when you propose to enter
mountain of debt, this terrible drain of the exodus. and into a treaty far unrestricted trade with the United Staies you muet
we stand to-day a young nation in shackles, borne down thereby of necessity discriminate against English manufacturerj and
by this mountain weight placed on its energies and nanufacturers of alil other countries except the Unnted States. Now

progross, it is time the incubus was removed. The hour that is true; 1 admit that."
is not yet too late, but the hour may speedily corne when What did the hon. gentleman the momber for Norfolk
it may be too lato, and to remove this incubas requires say to-nigbt, when niy friend the Minister of the Intcrior
courage and requires determination. The evils that confront asked him what ho meint by unrosiricte d reciprocity? He
us aie of the gravest character. We cannot remove them told us that ho meant by unrestricted rocirocity-L have
merely by willing that it should be done, but we must make bis words here-" loaving tho;eustois duties of'o 1ch coun-
an ef ort and it must be a groat effort too: try free." Now, which is your policy ? Is it tho unre-

"Write upon yonr doors the saying wise and old, stricted reciprouity of the momber lor Norfolk (,vir. Charl.
Be bold, be bold, and everywhere be bold; ton), who says that you are to lot ail the goods of the
Be not too bold, but better the excess than the defect, United States, whethor they are such goods as Ure produced
Better the more than the les;
Beter like Hector on the fizid to die, in Canada or not, in hero free, and that tho United States
Than like a perfumed Paris tur and fly." should lot all the goods of Canada in fro, and that we are to

And the resolution, Mr. Speaker, which bas been placed have our respective tariffs or the plan of the member for
in your hands by my bon. friend to my right (Sir Richard South Oxford ? Whieh is it? We have th, h.n nmember
Cartwright) points the way to extricate this country from for South Oxford (Sr lichiard Carttwright) hore now,
these difficulties. The admission of Canada to participa- and ho ought to 'get up and tell us. He ought to enable
tion in the commercial and business advantages arising me to pronounco the same culogy' on him, and on bis
from unrestricted reciprocity would mark the commence patv, for!,hoiie-ty and farnes4 and detiiiteness that the
ment of a new epoch in cur history. Combined with membeir for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) pronounced on our
retrenchment and economy, in the management of public amnoîdment to the motion mado by the member for South
affaire, it will stay the tide of hunariity now obbing Oxford (Sir Richard Catrtwright). Sir, wbou I heard the
irom our shores: it would bring back again armies of those ex.Finance Minister speaking the other night, and also
who have left us, it would bring in capital, it would incite whon I heard my bon. friend who spoke last, I could not
enterprise, and it would make of this country that great help being struck by the simuilarity between thoirdemeanor
nation which the bountiful gifts and the boundiess resources and the doctor in Le Malade Imaginaire. When the doctor is
that nature bas placed in its possession will enable it to dismissed ho gets into a fear ul temper, and threatens
become. the unfortunate patient with destruction. You were phy.

sicians for five years, you wore the doctors of this country,
Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I have listened, Sir, with you had the prescribing for this country, and

great pleasure to the speeuh of my hon. friend. That speech, the country found, to use the elegant language
in which ho bas gone over the wh 'le ground, fromb is point of my friend a moment ago, that under your treatment
of view, bas occupied him nearly three hours, and I must it was going to the doge. It dismissed you. The country
ask the indulgence, not only of my friends but the indul- dismissed you, and instantly yon be'3ame angry. You
gence of the gentlemen on the opposite side of the House declared that the country was in a terrible condition, and
while 1 attempt to answer this veteran parliamentarian. ever since that you have been ringing changes on these
ln rising to reply to my hon. friend, whom I met in 1882 lacrimose and lugubrious statements, bat the country
on other fields of fight, I am conscious how ardnous is the bas gono forward in spitoeof yon; and I do not think, Sir,
task which is before me, for he is cunning in fonce and a it is very likely that the di-.charged doctors will be taken
great master of figures and details. Now, Sir, I confess I back. The hon. gentleman who has just spoken seemed, in
was struck by the fact that on this occasion, as on so many fact, to be conscious of the similarity between him and the
other occasions, the hon. gentlemen on the other side of the doctorin Moliôre's famous comedy, for ho said: "I will make
Honse, when they corne to deal with the affaire of Canada, a diagnosis of the case." Why, Sir, they have been mak-
with its prosent and its future, ring the changes on the old ing a diagnosis of the case for some yeard, and not only
set of bells. My hon. friend tells us that this question is to have they made a diagnosis but a prognosis as well.
go before the electorate on the next occasion, and ho, I snp- Their diagnosis was wrong, and their prognosis bas
pose, anticipates wiuning on this horse. Well, Sir, all I have proved at fault, fbr, as I have said, the patient is
to say to him is this, that we have very recently come from flourishing. Now, Sir, I shall endeavor to refer to all
fighting the battie along the whole line, and in great part or most of the points made by my bon. friend. Ho lays
the sane issue that is raised here to-night, the issue raised down very properly the proposition-and it is the only
the other night by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir proposition that has boon laid down on that side since the
Richard Cartwright) was before the country and bas been commencement of this debite that will bear discussion-he
before the country on three successive occasions, and the lays down the proposition that thc proposal which we are
electorate have given their verdict on it with no uncertain here discussiug is one that inlimately concerns the well-
sound. I am glad, Sir, that my hon. friend is go well pleaeed being of Canada. Yes, irndeed, Sir, it intimately concerns
with the definiteness of the conduct of the right bon. gen- ber well-being, whether we adopt the views of those gen-
tleman who leads the Conservative party. In the conclusion tlemen, or whether we g) on in the path of progrossand
of his speech ho said ho was deiighted that the question expansion, confident in our future, and with that boldness,had been put so fairly and squarely, and with no ambiguity' w i:h, iu the language of Longfellow, my hon. friend bas
from this aide. But what do we find on the other bide ? eulogised. Why, Sir, that is what we have done ; we
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have been bold, but not too bold; we have had faith in the
country, but those gentlemen would have us go forward
with a timid step, and in sach a tentative manner that the
very danger of annexation, which hangs on the mind of
some people when discussing this question-but which
never hangs on my mind, for I have iho utmost faith in
Canada-would be imminent. If we had gone on in the way
they wanted ns to go, annexation would have been inevitable.
So that is a proposition that I entirely endorse. Some of
the other propositions that have been made I could not
endorse, because as I will show as I go on, there is scarcely
a proposition made by hon. gentlemen opposite that bas
not a major premise which, when stated, shows not only
that the syllogism is fallacions, but that it is ridiculous.
The hon. member said we should look at our environ-
ment, and I have no objection to look at the environ-
ment of Canada. I have no objection to look at what
Canada is, at her resources, her surroundings, ber oppor.
tunities; and the more I look at tbem the more confident
i become in er future. Then the hon. gentleman referred
to the growth of the United States. He told us he would
compare the burdens of the two countries, and ho took for
bis argument, I think, very fallaeiously the per capita
comparison, just as ho has concluded his speech with a per
capita comparison; and as the reasoning of himself and lis
friends on tbis subject is always fallacious so when they have
recourse to facts, which is very seldom, they nearly always
misstate the case. The bon. gentleman made the state
ment that our taxation amounted to $6 and a fraction per
head, and he stated that that was something like 83 and a
fraction more than the taxation of the United States.

Mr. CHARLTON. No.
Mr. DAVIN. Well, what did you say?

Mr. CHARLTON. I stated that the taxation of this
oountry from customs and excise was #6.03 per head, if I
remember rightly, and that that was $2.15 more than was
.expended in the United States from customs and excise,
aside from the amount paid on their debt.

Mr. DAVIN. Is that a fair comparison ? Well, the
bon. gentleman spoke very low at the tirhe, and I did not
catch accurately what he said ; but I caught what ho said
in the beginning of bis speecuh. The taxation of Canada
in 1886 was $25,226,451, or $5.26 per head, while the total
taxation in the United States was $309,819,19., or $5.28
per head, 2 cents in favor of Canada. But, Sir, it would
never do for any hon. gentleman opposite when speaking
of the condition and prospects of Canada, to bring forward
a fact that would be in Canada's favor, When the
hon. gentleman comes to make a comparison of Canada
with the United States-with a country that is highly
organised and that is nearly a hundred years older than
Canada, what is the major premise, to talk in the language
of logicians--and the hon. gentleman who brought forward
this question is a ripe scholar-what is the major premise
in lis mind? Why, that a confederation which commenced
its career some twenty years ago, with a populaion
to-day, according to him, of only 4,700,000 people ought
to make as good a showing as a federation of 60,000,000
that commenced its career a hundred years ago. That is
bis major premise, and the moment you state it, it sounds
ridiculous and the whole argument disappear. The true
comparison-and then, of course, you have to take into
acconnt the age of Canada-would be Canada's population
plus ber organised wealth, plus ber incohate wealth, and
the population of the United States plus 1er incohate wealth
and ber organised wealth, and then allow for the difference
in the age of the countries, Of course, we could not for one
minute think that the organised wealth of Canada would
compare with the organised wealth of the United States
-that would be perfectly absurd ; but the incobate wealth

Mr. DAVIN.

of Canada-the wealth of British Columbia in its mines,
the wealth of our vast, rich prairies in the North-West, with
its millions of wheat fields, the undeveloped wealth of our
fisheries, timber and varions other resources-will oompare
advantageously with that of the United States; in fact, we
bave more undeveloped resources than the United States.
Therefore, the comparison when made properly is a com-
parison that tends to the advantage of Canada. Then the
hon. gentleman made a comparison as to population, and
tried to make out that Canada has not progressed as
rapidly in population as the United States. In fact,
he took the tone that is always taken by the leaders
of his party, that wa are not doing well, that we are
going back, that ruin is staring us in the face, that, to
use his words, we are going to the dogs, but that every-
thing is halcyon and progressive and satisfactory in the
United States. I am sorry the hon. gentleman is not in his
place, because I would like to read to him a few sentences,
not spoken by a member of the party of which I happen to
be a member; but I will read them for the edification of
the party opposite, and, meanwhile, I will conceal the name
of the man who uttered them until I come to the close. This
is what he says:

" The statistices show that the exports of Canada per capita were
greater than those of the United States, and her per capita importe are
also greater than our own. Her per capita railway mileage is about the
same as those of the United States Her growth of population from the
date of our Declaration of Independence up to the present day has been
equal to our own, ours at that date being about 3,000,000, and hers
being less than 300,000

"I he records of ber criminal courts show that she has a smaller per-
centage of crime than we have. She is the only country in the world
whose national debt is neot a war debt, with thi exception of two or
three millions expended in putting down the recent Riel rebellion. The
whole of her debt has been incurred in the development of her internal
improvements. In addition to her line of railway. extending from the
Atlantic to the Pacifie, her Goverument is subsidising a fast Une of
steamships 0 ply between Halifax and Liverpool, and the Imperial
Government has agreed to subsidise a line to run between Vancouver,
Yokohama, Hong Kong, and Australia. A company has been organ-
ised to lay an ocenu cable from Vancouver, via Sandwich Islands, to
Yokohama, Hong Kong, and Australia. An Atlantic ocean cable is to
be owned by the same eompany which owns the Pacifc cables.

" Thus her great railway, by means of the steamships which will ply
between Halifax and Liverpoolin connection with it, and the Pacifie
line subsidiued by the Englieh Government, which will also rua in
connection w"th it, will have both under its controi. Its railways are
reaching out for the carryinig trade of the two hemispheres. Not only
this, but the transcontinental telegraph system and both the Atlantic
and Pacifie cables, of which I have spoken, will be under the control
and owned by lier railways.

" These are not visions of the future. Most of them are realities of to-
day. Already we eau step into the most luxurious car which runs on
tbis continent at Vancouver, on the waters of the Pacifie, and ride con-
tinuously in it for a distance of 3,700 miles until yon reach Halifax, on
the Atlantic. This country has also a great inland water way from the
mouth ot the St. Lawrence, in the Atlantic, to the head of Lake Sape-
rior, and aillier own, except the locks at Sault Ste. Marie.

" These great lines of commerce traverse broad stretches of our own
country, will tap almost every important centre of trade on our northern
border, and are now stretching their arms across the State of Maine to
the seaboard, southi pSt. Paul, and the vast intereste that centre in
these grand transcontinental lines that are knit together by them, in-
vite to other fields of conquest this aide of the great lakes, until Port-
land, Oregon, 8t. Paul, Chicago, Baffalo, New York, and San Francisco
pay tribute to these interests and share in their wonderful growth and
development; and it may astonieh some present to know that to-day
the Dominion Government has subsidised, and is now subsidising, a
railway in comection with this vast system across the State of Maine,
to shorten the route to the cities of the eastern seaboard.

" Look for a moment to the unlimited resources of tht country, with
her great lakes and rivers, and forests; with er natural storehouses of
gold and silver, of coal, iron, copper, and lead. Her pastoral and
agricultural resources are unlimited, and 1,500 miles north-west of St.
Paul we find actually the great wheat fields of this continent, and
which, when fully developed, will not ouly equal, but far surpass the
great Odessa region la Russia, and 40,000 square miles of coal underlie
this same territory."

I need hardly tell yon it is not a Canadian Reformer that
speaks ; it certainly is not a Canadian Reformer who
has a seat in this House. The gentleman who speaks is
Mr. S. J. Ritchie, of Ackron, Ohio. That is the way an
Amarican, a highly instructed Amerioan, looke at our re-
sources, and I am only sorry that a countryman of his is
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not present to hear what he said. If my bon. friend who1
spoke last were bere, I am sure that would edify him; andi
I was rather surprised that my bon. friend did not wax a.
little conscious of the parent source whence ho draws hie
life blood and say something in reply to one of bis leaders,j
who, last night, sneered at immigrants, for, after ail, the hon.,
gentleman is, like myself, an immigrant. The hon. gentle-i
man spoke of the exodus. That was almost the first thingi
he took up, just as did the hon. member for South Oxford,i
when introducing his resolution. That hon. gentleman in-i
deed, had so much to say about the exodus that he was1
almost through his speech before I became aware that he
was discusqing the tariff. I thought at first it was an im-
migration specch that the hon. gentleman was delivering;
in fact, I thought he had got hold of a manuscript
copy of a pamphlet which the hon. the Minister
of Agriculture was likely to publish on immigration
questions, and had misconstrued it, and misquoted it
here. Hon. gentlemen opposite talk of the exodus.
These pessimiste derive great consolation from the exodus,1
forgetting entirely that nothing was more natural tban that1
there should have been a large emigration from this coun-.
try to the United States, as I shall show, Sir, in a moment.i
A great deal of that emigration to the United States took
place before our Canadian Pacifie Railway was built. We
have in Canada, I am glad to say, a most highly organised
system of education; in fact our educational appliances are1
in advance of our position in many ways. Our educational
appliances are in advance of our organised society, and
perhaps are in some respects misdireted, and the result is
there has always been in Canada a large number of highlyi
educated men, men educated at our normal schools, chiefiy
at the Government expense, who, wben they do not find in
Canada scope for that kind of activity for which thoir
training fits them, turn naturally to a country in which oity
communities are larger and more numerous than here. In
the United States a similar movement is visible. What takes
place bere, happons in the eastern States. Yet we do not
hear of the New England States being destroyed because
there is a large emigration from them to the western
States. The tact is, that the line of emigration goes not on
lires of longitude, but on lines of latitude. It goes from
(ast to west, and it was natural, when we hed no Pacifie
railway, that this emigration, on which hon. gentlemen
opposite dilate at such length, should have taken place.
Emigration from the eastern States is still going on. I
have bere a report of the Governor of Dakota, in which he
says:

IlEarly in the aprin g a large colony of settiers coming direct from
Vermout ad New Engi and pointe looated lu Hangar county,rabout 25
miles south of the Northern Pacifie."

And the Governor of New Mexico tells how enother colony
went from the New England States. I do not believe, Sir,
that if you were to enter into any legislative body in these
States, yon would find gentlemen standing up and doclaring
they were going to the doge because the more enorgetie and
restiess spirits, persons who could not find scope for their
abilities at home, took Horace Greeley's advice to go west.
The argument that because a rtion of our population bas
gone to the States, there muet be:something wrong, bas been
stretched beyond all reason. Did no one leave for the
United States whon hon. gentlemen opposite were in power ?
Did nO migration take place to the States from Canada
then? Did no migration take place before they came into
power? Why, Sir, this tbing lias been going on for tweity-
five years. and so long as we have in our brains the restless,
aggressive, and enterprising pioneer blood of the Norman,
Gael and Saxon, se long shall we find this emigration
takirg place. The bon. gentleman then proceeded to deal
with the North-West. He seemed to think that the North-
West was in a very bad way, and would be greatly
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benefited by unrestricted reciprocity. Well, one of the
first consequences of that policy would be that the
American ranchemen who are now at their wits' end to
know where to get food for their vast lerds, would come
across the lines and swamp our ranches. Do you suppose
they would leave any money in this country or do any-
thing to develop this country? Tbey would not. In
ton years, our vast grazing areas of the west would be
eaten clean off, and these people would have sent the
money they made out of the cattle to the States, to go into
the pockets of the millionaire ranchemen living in New
York, Chicago and St. Louis. That is what would take
place in that part of the country under unrestricted recipro-
city. Then, when the hon. gentleman went to the North-
West, he dealt with the progress of population, and, cf
course, could see nothing but darkness and despair. But
what are the facts ? Manitoba, in 1870, had a population
of 18,995, including Indians. Manitoba was admitted into
Confederation on the 15th July, 1870, and what ber popu-
lation would bave been to-day, if the policy of the right bon.
the First Minister had been carried ont, and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway built in accordance with the agreement
made in 1873, it is impossible to say, but it is cei tain that
the province would have a very much larger population than
it has. Nearly ton years elapsed before the railway was
built, and since the railway has been completed not quite
ton years have passed. What are the facts ? The census
of 1886 showed a population of 108,640, and the consus of
1881 a population of 65,954, or au increa@e in five years of
over 60 per cent., and that notwithstanding the reaction
from the boom of 1882-83. In the same period the occu-
pied dwellings increased 86 par cent. Let us compare
that with the hon. gentleman's favorite Dakota, with the
territory that ho can never mention without breaking into
poans of joy. In 1860 that territory had apopulation of
4,837. In ton years it had onlv reached 14,181, or an in-
crease of less than 10,000. In 1880 its population was
135,177, so that their favorite territory had not doue much
botter than Manitoba. Washington Territory, in 1878, had
a population of 50,154, and, in 1883, a population of 93,508.
In five years it increased only 42,351, while Manitoba in
the same time inereased 44,686. British Columbia has
greatly increased its population in the s>ame period In ton
years it ran its population from 36,247 up to 49,459. It
only got the railway about three years ago, and now it is
calculated that it bas 60,000; and with that progress and with
the extraordinary attractions of the Province of British
Columbia, with its mining wealth, with its farming attrac-
tions, with its fisheries, there cannot be the least doubt that
that Province will go ahead with giant strides. Take Utah
again. It has three lines of railway, and frrm 1882 to 1887
immigrants only increased 11,074, and its present population
is 196,500. Montana, those who would boom itsay has a pop-
ulation of 130,000, and last year had a populat on of 120,000,
but I am assured that the population is really not above
that of Manitoba, and it has three lines of railway. New
Mexico in 1860 had a population of e7,000, and in 187to of
91,870, being a gain in ton years of 4,840. In 1880, after
an active era of railway construction, it had a population
of 119,565. Idaho again had a population of 32,610 in 1880,
and now it is estimated that its population is about 90,000.
Arizona was shown by the consus of 1880 to have a popula-
tion of 40,000, and now the population is estimated at
80,000. It has three lines of railway. Now I do not think
that a comparison with those territories reflects any dis-
credit on the progress made by Manitoba or the North-
West Territory. My hon. friend, when speaking of the
North-West Territory and of Manitoba, spoke about Minne.
apolis, and Milwaukee, and St. Paul, and said that our
settlers sbould bave access to those markets. Why, if our
settlers had access to those markets in the unpatriotic sonse
he meas, if you break down the wall, if you break down
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the tariff, if you take away the protection, if you destroy believe that the Dakta farmer is ve mnch woree off in this respect,
the policy of the Conservative party, which I and that almuet without exception, he the prey of a shark-lckanlaseof jobbinz money leaders of whlch 1 neither saw nor heard of an exaLmple
assure the country can only be maintained as long as its in Manitoba. Certainly there is notbing haif s0 sîinificaut «sý)tid
friends are maintained, what will happen ? All chance pleasant there as the printed liat 1 saw posted up in the elsVator at
of Winnipeg becoming the Chicago of the west will Gretna, a list of 100 farmers on whose machines one machine com-

pany, (if 1 remernber right, a threshing machine company, of Racin-e,
disappear, and whether Winnipeg or some other city is to i
attain that eminent position, there can be n:> doubt what-
ever that the time must corne when we shall bave, west of These are the friends of the hon. member for North Nor-
Lake Superior, a great commercial city like Cbicago; but
there is no chance of it, if you destroy the tariff. Milwau- who8e commercial transactions le neyer tired of enlogis-
kee, Minneapolis, St. Paul-these will be the markets to g.
which the people of Manitoba and the North-West will go, IThii was a warning to every one, especially the elevator proprio-
-and what will happen then to our farmers? They tors, fot to Durchare the crops of these men, a they were mortgaged4o
wil not have a home market. They will not have what the above company, and side by side with it was the warnîng offindin Wnnizg t-day an wha wil sen be~ lhe elevator people, that theY would prosecute for fraud any mort-
we find in Winnipeg to-day, and what will soon be in everythese trops could, of
town along the line, manufacturing energies and manufac- course, be destrained upon by th nortgagir. Thirty per cent., too,

turing~~~~~ inutis n h ots eb aife n h everal people assurel me, was a common rate of interestexacted by theturing industrie edd e Moey lenders. In eue case 1 was even told of a an renewed at the
Étomacharto be fed which manufacturing industries produce. n
Now, speaking of Dakota, i read something of what a
United 'States gentleman said. I am going to reai some- My hon. friend the Miinter of the Interior was able to
thing from the Globe for hon. gentlemen. I am sure it wil quote the Globe the other night as really coming round te
prove most edifying. It used to be the bible of the Reform, tie Bide of Canada, and 1 am glad te be ablo te quete
party. Whether.it retains that rank at present or not I the Globe to-night as doing some jusice te Manitoba
really do-net know, but at one time it beld a very eminent
peition asuthe organ of that party. The Globe sent a cor- territery cf hon. gentlemen opposite. Now, Sir, as I told
-roepondent into Dakota. Probably the -Globe told the cor- the ieuse 1 had the pleasure on'serêral occasions in 1882,
respotrdent t> go into Dakota in order toe t f hearing, and meeting, and fighting thebhoo. momber fr
fMets for these distiiets fbr hon. gentleman opposite; facts Norfolk. Ard, Sir, ho is a gentlemn of great 1ogl.
probably to be uised in this debate. I do not know, but
here we have the special correspondence of the Globe, and is se full cf theitat ho sometimes misquots'tbem. Ha
this is whýat the special correspondent of the Globe says: is fot always accurate. Ho stated.here te night: IThero bas

"I made it my first business to enquire into the existence of the so- e hi e on
called exodus of disappointed Canadians, or newly arrived immigrants were n o
into the United States ; and as the result I have no hesitation in sayiag think ho sait1 -" than on this side." Now, ho made a similar
that such an exodus doesnotexist. From the Custom house officiais and statement i 1882at Tilsonburg wheu I was fighdnghim in
old residents on both aides, I learn that for some years there was a reg- Norfolk, Lt was at Tilsonburg ho made the statement that on
ular emigration of this kind; but last year no person crossed southward
t-iettle, except a few so-calied ' beatB,' who left Canada per force, and the very day li was speaking the price cf wheat was higlier
for Canada's good, and even these were counter-balanced by a similar in Chicago than in Toronto. That was on the 29th May,
number of persons who had got on the wrong side of the American law, and the quetatiens in the Toronto papers the followinLr
and were obliged to begin life again in Canada. For some time past g
there bas been no movement of immigrants in either direction. How, mern n rei Chicago were to this effeci Chi-
then, it may be asked, is the undoubtedly more rapid population of cage, spring wheat, $o.f3J te $1.25. Toronte, spring wbeat,
Dakota, and especially the large number of Canadians, settled in it to $1.33 te 81.37, or a differace in lavor cf Toronto of 9J
be explained? In Ibis way, before the Canada Pacifie Railway reached
Manitoba, a few years ago it was impossible for any settier to get there cents te 1 cents. On that occasion ho said .And it bati
except by way of the American railways through Chicago and dt. Paul, aiways beeu se since that policy became operative "-
and then by team or water up the Red River mto Canada. Manitoba, meaning the National Policy. Sir, very freqnently since
of course, was to these interding settlers little but a naine; and along then the price cf wheat in Toronto bas been ahead et the
the whole line cf their journey, from St. Paul northward, tbey were
waylaid by American officials and dealers in reai estate, who described rice in Chicago. Se much for my hon. friend's aceuracy.
to them in extravagant terns, the Arctic climate of Manitoba, and the le aIse spoke about Daketa and Manitob and the rth-
distances and difieulties of the journey that remained, and so induced W f i
the majority of them, without difficulty, to remain and take up land
before crossing the boundary. Since it is now easier to reach Manitoba tee mucl for thoi machinery. Why, Sir, my hon. friend
than to reach Dakota, these influences have, uf course, ceased to be the member 1or Sefkirk-(4r. Lly) when spdifkîn'g,1ast
effective, and Manitoba is undoubtedly filling up faster than either of session on this tepic, dismi9>ed y cts, siaïeèmonts of
he American States at the present day. I have spoken several times of

the indebtedness of the farming ela- that knd. 1 was np in Winnipeg in 1d79. I know seme.
I hope the hon. gentleman who spoke last night, the hon. thing f what the price cf madhinery was at thàt tire, and
member for South 'Huron (Mr. McMillan) is in his p I'can assure theplacuse tat instead cf the price of mchinery
because I am sure this will interest him. I listened with avinggone up th price f mai w
gteat pleasure to bis speech. Lt illustrated what I have thé ataterent le entîrely 'rrOneoue that the farier in
often bhard, that farmers are constitutional grumblerE, a
bUt,i when I marked the vigor -of hie language, and saw how nore in consequence cf the National Policy. y hon.
admirably be could state his case, I knew that we had in friend, at this period cf hie speech, stopped, and ho
hini a fine specimen of the settlers and yeomen that Scot- tlanked'God that wehad an intelligent people' Wall, Sir,
land gives us, andi notwithstanding his lugubrious - o I am thankfnl, aise, that we have an intllignt
tVhe situation, 1- believe him to be a successful man and t people, because if we had net an intelligent .pe-
be surrounded by successful mon. Now, I ask his atten. pie, a r
tion. I know it will do him good. In case the glance ho
took into the abyss of misery, the caidron of unhappines ds ry
that hon. gentlemen there brew, should have disagreedr the e a
wi him this will certaiily act as a salve to isStates. W dmit
feelings that thy are a rich and a prosprous peapl. 1 havefeeins: taed thLe question ia& netwhether five millions are laïs

t I have spoken several times of the indebtedness of the farming clas, rich as sixty millions but whether w. are batter de*eti
and aithough this is a matter in which it is everbody's interest to sup- d -'

press the facts on both sides of the beondary, I bave many reans to t ntry on oUr own liùés thaï if i tou Qt a in hs m a e min c
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the maw of the United States. That is the question. He
asks : Have we a satisfactory exhi bit ? I should say we
have. Having talked in tbis way of Canada, without haviDg
shown that the patient is suffering, like a doctor who
ahould come te a perfectly healthy individual saying: Oh,
you are very bad, you have this and yon have that-he
prescribes, and what is the remedy? Hie says : Honesty,
economy, retrenchment, access to our natural markets.
Well, Sir, at the next election we ßan diseuss honesty and
retrenchment, but it is more germane te the question now
before the House to discuss the subject of access te our so-
oalled natural markets. There is, I find, a remarkable consist-
ency, after aIl, in the Reform pnrty. I have in my hand
hure a speech made at New Glasgow, N.S., in August, 1881,
by the ex-leader of the Opposition, a man wbom I ara sorry
this House has even temporarily lost, because no one,
whether he is opposed te the hon. gentleman, or whether
he is a supporter or a.friend of his, can doubt his ability,
or fail to ee what a gap he must leave in any assembly.
Mr. Blake, speaking at New Glasgow, said

"Your natural channel of trade is with the neighboring Republic.
Your exporte will find the best market there, and your importe ehould
come from there."

That is the remedy! We are te seek our market in
the United St-tes, we are to get our imports from the
United States! The hon. member for North Norfolk says
that our geographical position is of such a sort that we
cannot do other than seek our imports from there and send
our experts there, if we want to esucceed. A great deal
more is made of our geographical position than is warranted.
In the first place, the argument from geographical position
is greatly discounted by the fact that we live in an age of
railways and telegraphs. That makes ail the difference in
in world. It bas made a difference in the sites of towns; it
is no longer absolutely necessary te choose a river bank for
the site of a town. Again, the telegraphs have brought
places nearer each other. British Columbia was almost an
infinite di-tance from the Maritime Provinces before the
era of railways and telegraphs. It would ba impossible te
cross the Rocky Mountains with any sense of national cor-
nection if there were net railways and telegraphe. But if
there is any force in that argumert let me Cali the atten-
tion of the louse te this: that the argument tells as
much againsit the United States as it tolls cgairnbt
Canada. Does net the United States stretch ncross
the length aid breadth of the continent? Has it
not the Rocky Mountains? Ras it net a vast stretch
of barren territory, too-1 use the language of the hon. mem-
ber who introduced the motioa-separating one part of it
from another ? And if we are te go to geog -aphy for
argunents against to national development, why the geo-
graphical features of North America would suggest, not one
vast federation, according te the utopian dream of some
people, but three great republics or empires, one on the
shores of the Atlantic, one on the shores of the Pacifie, and
onein the centre, with its outlet to the sea in the Gulf of
Mexico, and probably one north with its outlet in Hudson
Bay. That is the division, if you are going te follow geo-
graphy. But it is too late ; it is as absurd for a young
nation like ours to go thinking over what might have
been as il is for a man to do se. A man of twenty-five or
thirty may think that if his education had been directed
into different channels he might have had advantages that
lie had not obtained and matters might have been aifferent
with him; but a man broodingoverthe past is a very foolish
man. The only thing over which we have any control is
the present and the future; that is the only thing on which
our wills can make any impact, and if we are sensible men
it ist he ouly thing with which.we will busy ourselvea. So
i ig mith a nation. It is uselesa te thihk-about these gec-
graphical features. It is all very well for a student, in his

library, who is not engaged in governing the country,
to sit there and discuss difficulties of this or of the other
kind, and say that a geographical difficulty exists bere
and a geographical difficulty exists there, and that certain
laws will oporate in this way and certain lawsin the other
But for us here, who are practical mon, the question is,
and it is behind this whole matter, shall we, to use
the language of hon. gentlemen opposite, throw up the
sponge, or shall five millions of mon, the chief elements of
whom belong to the greatest nations of the world, nations
that could stand up to any nation that ever existed, whether
these five millions, with the vast wealth of Canada, with its
millions of acres of fertile lands, with its mines, its lakes,
its rivers, are to develop this country, or whether they are
to shrink from tbe task on account of the bug-bears raised
by a student in his library about geographical difficulties ?
Too much altogether has been made of that. Geographical
difficulties indeed I Why the French-Canadians, with some
of whom I have the pleasure of sitting side by side in
this bouse, did net shrink from the greatest possible diffi.
culties, and in the land whenoe I come, in the North West,
aye it is true of the whole of Canada,

Our m'eanest rill, our mightiest river,
Rol mingling with their fame for ever."

It is absurd to suppose that the descendants of those mon,
to suppose that French-Canadians, that descendants of the
Anglo-Saxons, that descendants of the Celts in this House
and in the country, that five millions of mon, with such
antecedents, with the opportunities we have, should shrink
from the noble task of building up a great nation; because
that is my hope, and if I did not cherish it I would- throw
up the sponge at once and would not care t3 live bere-

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. DAVIN. But I say " yes." I was not sure that it
was an hon. member, but I thought that it was another
species that interi upted me. Canada is described as having
length without breadtb, as an eel-skin, as a few milesof
fruitful and fertile territory stretching along the hoandary
line. But the real facts are thus set forth by a well-known
authority, Mr. Watson Griffin:-

" About 100 miles north of the great lakes le a belt of rocky country,
th- greater part oi which it of little value for agricultural purposes ;
but there are rich mines, vast areas of timber and valuable filheries, and
grasses grow wth such luxuriance that it must become some day one of
the greatest stock-raising countries in the world. This region extends
northward to the height of land, the water-shed separating the waters
flowing into the great Iakes from those flo'wing into Hudsun Bay.- On
the other &ide of the height of land a fertile, well-wooded coustry alopei
down to the Hudson Bay. The rivera ail urie ini the neighborhood of the
rocky section. If it were as smooth and fertile as other parts of thé
country it would soon be stripped of timber near the ources of the
rivers, and the country would be subject to flood» such as those wbich
have devastated Ohio and other sections of the United States owfng te
the destruction of forests. But the Ontario Gbveranmet, having wisely
recognised the necessity of preserving the foresta-

As they have done under the guidance of my friend Mr.
Phipps-
can easlly keep that region at the sources of the iverslfalways
well-timbered. The mines and the fisheries can be developed,, lum-
bering can be carried on under the supervision of' a goverdinent
forestry bureau, and stock raisers can avail themselves of the suc-
culent grasses. North of that narrow strip are millions of acres of
fertile farm lands. The country between the height of land and Hudson
Bay only requires a railway to develop it, and a railway bas already
been chartered According to the reports of Professer Bell and other
well known scientiste there are immense deposits of iron and anthracite
coal side by side along the rivers emptying into James' Bay. The dis-
distance from Toronto to James' Bay vid the Northern Pacific Junctio
and James' Bay railways will be 575 miles. Whea the railway té Jamee
Bay is completed anthracite coal will be brought from the northern
mines to the pepple of southern Ontario. Near the city of Ottawa lu a
mountain ot thé finest iron in the world. The coal mines of the James'
Bay region will bé connected by railway with Ottawa, and alse irith
the -rien iron mines on the north shore tf Lake Superior, less than 300
miles away. South of the anthracite eoal region areenormous beds of
lignite coal, peat and porcelain or China clay of superior quality."
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Canada has breadth as well as length, and if they will only
pay half the attention to the capacities that Canada possesses
which they do to the United States they will be able to grow
as enthusiastic about their own country. This year has
brought painfully before us the superior advantages of
Canada;: painfully I say, because there was a loss of lite on
the part of many American citizens in that great blizzard
which visited theAmerican North-West. Our whole Dominion
lies north of the cyclone belt. Three-fourths of the land
adapted to the production of wheat is in Canada, and Mr.
Wiman, one of the inspirers of this movement, in fact he is
the Coryphnus of the movement, tells us that we have two
hours more sunshine in the North-West than they have in
the land below the line, and that under these circumstances
he says that we have great advantages for wheat
growing. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) dwelt on the inter-state trade of the United
States as enormous, and he seemed to. think it was a
fair thing on his part to compare the inter-state trade
of the U nited States with the export trade of other coun-
tries. But, Sir, when he compares the inter-state trade
of the United States with its own export trade he will
know, what he would have known had be compared as he
might-although our statisties, I am sorry to say, are not in
a first rate condition-but if he takes Mr. Blue's report for the
Ontario Government, and Mr. Blackeby's report to Sir
Leonard Tilley in 1885, he will see that the internai trade of
Canada is enormously greater than its export or import
trade. How come the United States to have this great inter-
state trade ? How come they to have the home market that
he laude so much ? It is, Sir, because of that very protection
that he wants us to forego. le does not seem to have observed
for one minute that when he was pouring on the States ail the
applause that ie could, about their development and internai
wealth, that this only shows that the policy of the United
States, which Alexander Hamilton and Madison and Web-
ster, from one time to another advocated, was the true one,
and, [ may say, the policy that the hon. gentleman himself
would fain advocate because he believes in protection.
Well, Sir, what does his argument prove? It proves that
if we want to become a great nation, if we want to develop
our resources in such a manner that the internai trade shall
be a great factor in our life, we must imitate the United
States and pursue the same policy of protection. What did
one of the Cobden tracts say in regard to the United States
some years ago ?

" It is our guarantee that if America will put down monopolising
manufactures, wben our election time comes we will lay Manchester
and Sheffield alongsiae Indiana and Illinois, the finest States of the
Union. These artisans and these mechanics will manufacture for them
and they may grow food for us." ,
Now, Sir, we know very well that it does not make much
matter, from the point of view of helping an industry,
what form protection takes. It is weli known that a time
came in the history of England when actually free trade
was the surest way of protecting its manufactures, and that
the way to give protection to those manufactures was to
open the doors to cheap food. The fact that manufactures
are more advanced, are richer and are more highly organ-
ised in any State than in another is sufficient protection.j
If we adopt the course Euggested by the lon. gentle-j
man what will happen? Our manufacturers will ho piacedi
in competition with the manufacturers of the United States,i
who are protected as compared with our own manufac-
turers, not only by the fact that a great deal of what articlesi
they deal in are patented, but by the fact that the Unitedi
States manufacturers are richer, are more highly organised,j
and that they are in fact long come to matur ty, while our1
manufacturers are only in an adolescent stage. The result1
would be to place us in the position sketched out in the1
Cobden Club Paper. That policy would bring St. Paul and1
Minneapolis and eastern cities of the United States intoî

Mr. DAVIN.

that relation to our country that they would manu-
facture for us and we should grow food for them. I will
show you by-and-bye the market that those gentlemen think
is so valuable is a treacherous one, and there is no guarantee
whatever that the demand will continue for the class of
articles that we export to the United States. Mr. llitt is a
United States statesman who takes much interest in our
affaire, and he is of course in favor of commercial union.
Indeed, I think judging by the speech of my hon. friend the
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that he, too, is in favor
of commercial union.

Mr. BOWELL. Of course he is.
Mr. DAVIN. In an interesting speech, which I remember

reading, the hon. gentleman said that"whatever the Liberal
party would do lie was determined to stand by commercial
union, and lie nailed hie colors to the mast." What do wE
find here to-night? His colors are not nailed to the mast.
le has hauled them down. I am sure that the ship is just

the same, but he has given her another coat of paint and
put a different name on the prow, and the hon. gentleman
sits in the poop with the sails flapping against the mast
waiting for a breeze. But, Sir, the breeze is not to be
coaxed by any such metamorphosis as the ship has under.
gone. The hon gentleman, for a man so well informed in
figures, is sometimes very reckless in his statements. HIe
said that the treaty should not be like the old reciprocity
treaty, which, he thought, was all on the one side. He
declares that that was a one-sided treaty, that it was a jug-
handled treaty, and the advantage was on the side of Canada.
I bave here in my hand the treaty and Mr. Brown's state.
mente in regard to what took place, and the figures, Sir, are
irrefragable; I have tested them by authentic sources. I
is impossible they should be wrong, because they would
have been exposed at once. This is a memorandum by Sir
Edward Thornton, K.C. B., andthe Hon. George Brown on the
commercial relations past and present of the British North
American Provinces with the United States of America. I
find from this that in the thirteen years of the operation of
the reciprocity Treaty the Provinces purchased from the
Republic, according to the United States returns, commodi-
ties to the value of $346,180,264, and the Republic purchased
from the Provinces 83t5,726,520, leaving a gross cash bal-
ance in favor of the United States of $20,454,246. But the
balance was, in fact, much larger, the memorandum con.
tending that during the first ten years it was $62,013,545
in favor of the Republic. According to the official returns
of the British Provinces, the gold balance in favor of the
Republic on the transactions of thirteen years during which
the provinces purchased from the United States to the
amount of $363,t88,088, and the Republic from the prov-
inces $267,612,131, showing on an international traffic of
8630,800,218 a gold balance in favor of our neighbours of
895,575,957. Yet the hon. gentleman tells us that the treaty
was, in its oporation, alt on the side of Canada! In
speaking of that treaty I confess I thought the hon. gentle-
man was a little disingenaous; I do not use the word offen-
sively, as he knows well, because it is not in my nature to
say anything offensive of anyone. le spoke of the enor-
mous volume of trade during the continuance of that treaty,
and how much Canada gained by it. There was an enor-
mous trade done between Canada and the United States at
that tine; but, Sir, the hon. gentleman never told the House
-I do not suppose he would treat his constituents in the
same way-what is one of the conditions of a true view of
the case, that during a part of that time the Grand Trunk
Railway was building, that a great war had gone on
below the line, that million's of people were taken from
the factory and workshop to the battle field, and that
therefore the people of the United States had to go where
best they could for their goode. I think when these things
are taken int aocount, it will probably be found that in.
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stead of $20,000,000-to take their own returns-being in
favor of the United States in ten years under a treaty of
that sort, under ordinary and normal circumstances there
would be a far larger sum. The hon. gentleman spoke
about the market of the United States for Canada, and
it seems to me that there is a great fallacy in the way hon.
gentlemen speak about the market. To revert again to the
language of logicians, that is what is called the fallacy of
division ; it is distributing one term in one premise, and
leaving it undistributed in another. It is assuming that
what would be good for one man or one set of men in a
country would be good for all mon in that country. The
hon. gentleman refers to our export of horses, rye, barley,
oats and what.not, to the ¯United States, and he argues with
curions inconsistency that when we import from the United
States we pay all the duty on what we import, and when
we export to the United States we pay all the duty on what
we export. Well, Sir, that is a most extraordinary state of
things. It revolutionises political economy. But theb hon.
gentleman who is leading in this debate said the other night
that "l nice customs court'sy to great kings, " and I suppose
such heaven-born geniuses can revolutionise political
economy and overturn the laws of exchange. But,LI am
inclined to think that that is a mistake. The Hon. James
Young, who is a prominent member of the Reform party,
and an exceedingly able and honest man, says it is perfectly
absurd to say tbat we pay the duty on the horses that we
send across the line. Now, Sir, dealing with this question
of the market, I will ask the House to bear with me while
I bring before them the relative markets that we bave.
Our aggregate importsuand exports from 1871 to 1887 in-
clusive, were as follows:

Aggregate importe and exporte.................$2,864,000,000

Trade with United Kingdom................................$1,243,000,000
do United Stateu............3$1,230,000,000

do other countrie . ...................... 396,000,000

do countries other than United States....... $1,639,000,000

Our aggregate exports for the same period were:
Aggregate exporta............................................ $1,305,000,o

To United Kingdom..................... 650,000,000
United State............. $529,000,000

Other countries....... .................................... 126,000,Z0O

Countries other than United States.........,... $ 776,000,000

Our total exporta for 1887, including amount returned short
at United States ports, were :

Exclusive of
Inclusive....

To United M
Other pa

To United S
O ther for

The percentaý

United]
Other B
Total, B
United E
0Other fo
Foreigi

Now, our imports for 1887 were:
Total importa......... .. .... $112,892,236

Prom the United Kingdom..........................$ 44,962,233
do other British countries ................... 1,704,200

Total from the British Empire ............... $ 46,666,433

Prom the United States. ...... ,.. ...................... $ 45,107,068
do other foreign countries. ................ 13,865,9.!9

Total from foreign countries...... $ 58.972,995
Total from countries other than the United States. 60,532,362
Our aggregate trade .................. ..................... ..... 202,408,047

The percentages on home consumption for 1887 are as
follows:-

United Kingdom.................42 6 per cent.
Other Britis.h .ountries...............
Total British Empire ................... ... ......
United States ..... ...... . ..... ...... ...... .........
Other foreigu countries . ..................
Foreign countries........ ..........
Countries other than the United States....

1·6 do
42-2 do
42·8 do
13 1 do
559 do
57.3 do

Our aggregate trade for 1887 was as follows:-
Total aggregate ....................... ............. $202,408,047

With United Kingdom .............. ........... $ 89,534,079
do other Britiah countries.............. ......... 5,151,010

do British Empire .......... .................................. $ 94,685,089

do United States. ........ ............ . ..... . ..... $ 82,767,265
do other foreign countries ......... ........... ...... ........ 17,702,885

do aIl foreign countries........................ $100,470,150

do countries other than United States........... . $112,387,974

The peroentages for 1887 were.:
United Kingdom ...............- . .... .........
Other British countries....................
British Empire.... .......... ,
United States........................
Other foreign countries..................
Total foreign.....................
Countries, other than United States....

44*2 per cent,
2·5 do

46-7 do
40*9 do
8.8 do

49 7 do
55-5 do

It will be seen that our trade with countries other
than the United States, that our trade with the British
Empire, is an exceedingly valuable trade; and as the hon.
gentleman specitied the goods we exportod to the United
States, I will ask hie attention to tables that have been
prepared by Mr. McGoun, of Montreal, for 1885. I found in
testing thecm that they were perfectly correct, and that about
the same ratio of figures would apply to lastyear, and there.
fore I make no scruple of adopting them. The firet table,
like those that follow, shows the principal free exports for
1885, from Canada to the United States, of all articles
entered there in which exnorts to the UInited t RtesA

f coin and bullion............. ........ $89,510,242 m tedto $100,000 or over.......................... . ...... 89,575,811 amoue0

coin and b"io"- .............. Principal re exports, 1885, Canlde to United States (canadian

Kingdom.....................$44,571,846 Fish-Cod, &c., dry salted............. ............ $ 61,000
rts of Empire....... ...... ... 3,46,810 Mackerel, pickled.................. 625,000

Herring do .......................... 290,000
Total, British Empire......... .... ............ $48,018,656 do smoked............ 133,000

Lobsters, canned ................... 712,000
States.. .. .......... ....................... 37,660,199 almon, fresh......................... ......... 223,000
reign countries ............. . 3,836,956 Preah, N.E.8........................ 447,000

TotEagge s.....................1,826,000
Total, foreign contries........................ $41,497,155 Goid quartz (British Columbia) ............. .... 999,000

-ides, skins, furs.. ............ ....... 459,000
Total countries, other than United States $51,855,612 Bark for tanning................. ....................... 364,000

Firewood........ ..................... 316,000

ges for 1887 were Furs (undressed)... ................................. 185,000
Logoe...........................143,000

ingdom............ .... 48 per centRailway oleepersu...... .................. 142,000
ritish countries......... ...... 3'8 do $7,505,000
ritish Empire. ... .. 53-6 do
States ... ...... .42*1 do Total free imports from Canada (United States returne),mrign eountriSo.... 438 do
countrie-........ ...... 64 do $12,642,000. Amongst these articles we find eggs, of which
es, other ihan United States........ 57*9 do the hon. gentleman tried to make a great deal.
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The second table is that of the chief exports of Canada ta
tN United States of articles of which the United States ex-
pF ta the world at large exceeds the United States import
from Canada; and I call the hon. gentleman's attention ta
t4is, because he stated that the question before us was a very
important and critical one. He said nothing could be more
solemn. than the nature of the question we are discussing,
and, therefore, I may assume that if I can prove to the hon.
gentleman he is mistaken in the view be takes, he will show,
by turning fror unrestricted reciprocity, the same conscien-
tiousness he has displayed in turning from commercial union,
and w. shall find him voting with the Conservative party
and supporting what is really the affection of his innermôst
heart, a protection policy. I witl take first the item of
coal, of which the export from British Columbia to the
United States amounts to 8l,178 000, and the exports of the
United States of coal reached in value 8 ,999 000. They inust
take our British Columbia coal whether they like it or not.
Copper ore, we exported to the United States $245,000 worth,
and the United States exported $4,739,000 worth. I call the
attention of the flouse to that item, because the hon. gen-
tieman, echoing Mr. Wiman, declared that if we had unre.
stricted reciprocity, any amount of copper ore would be
sent from Canada to the United States, yet, as I have
ehown, the United States export copper ore to the value of
$4,739,000. The same remark applies to iron ore. The
hon. gentleman's dulcet utterances are still ringing in my
ears, as he declared that we should send any amount of iron
ore to the States, were his panacea applied. Well, we
exported iron ore to the States to the value of $132,000,
and the United States exported to the value of 812,89 1,000.
Take horned cattle. Of borned cattle, we sent to the
United States $1,411,000 worth, and the United States
exported $12,906,000 worth. Hides, horns and skins, we
exported ta the extent of $459,000, and the United
States exported $4,153,000 worth. Peas and be4ns, we
exported ta the United States ta the value of 6484,000,
and the United States export of these articles reached
the value of $522,000. Wheat, we sent ta the United States
$268,000 worth, and the United States exported $72,933,000
worth. Yet, that is the country where we are ta obtain an
enormous market for our faim products ! Is the hon.
gentleman aware that within the last ten ycars the develop-
ment of wheat-growing in India has made such stiides that
in the English and the other European markets it throateng ta
expand even te the exclusion of United States wheat ? Wthy,
at a farmers' convention hold a few months ago in Chicago,
the probability was discussed of the time coming when not a
buhel of wheat would be sent across the Atlantic. Only
th&t-I do not want ta trouble the House with more statistics
the are necessary to prove my case-and I have hure the
statistices showing the progress made.in wheat.growing in
Iria-I would enter more fully into this part of the question.
Of rye, we sent the United States 8150,000 worth an.d they
exported $2,000,000 worth. In potatoes, our export to the
UnitedStates reached the value of $108,000 as compared with
an expprt from the United States'of $265'Q0 I understand
the soul of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), was
troubled the other night in the matter of potatoes.
Let mé,point ont ta the hon. gentlmagi that the United
States export more potatoes than we send' them, and there-
fore the'glowing vition that rose before hie imagination
of any amont of potatoes going ta the United States is
borna entirely of an uninstructed fancy, 0f wood stave and
headin , we sent ta the United States $31 0,000 worth,.
and t exported $1,950,000 worth. Other Nmber, we.
hippd ta the United Statue to the value of 8184,000, and:

the United States exported to the amount of $1,18 1,000,
Iousehld furniture, we e p9rted ta the United States to
thvaLue çf S147,000 while the United States expited
0 ;128,10o worl h Of, othJ o manufaciares, we sent
acros the lin *822100 wortb, adthe United States ex.
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port wai $1,590,000. The total export of all these articles
t6 the United States from Canada amounted to 85,300,000,
while the total exports of the United States to the rest of
the world reached $119,248,000; and yet that is the market
they say we are about to capture !

I would call the hon. gentleman's attention ta another
table which is still more instructive, and that is a state-
ment of the articles that we export to the United
States and of which the United States retain the whole or
the greater part. Wood planks, we exported $6,956,000
worth, and the United States exported $6,570,000 worth.
Laths and palings, we exported to the United States
$220,000 worth, and they exported $48,000 worth,
In shingles, our export amounted ta $133;000, and the
United States export reached $132,000. Barleyweexported
to the extent of $5,477,000, as against the United States
export of $346,q000. Of hay we exported to theUnited States
$1,181,000 against their export of $204,000. Malt, we
exported to the United States $2ý0,000, and they exported
none, and malt was one of the articles the hon. gentleman
dwelt.upon. Horses, we exported to the States $1,524,000
worth, and they exported $377,000 worth. Sheep, we sent
to the States $773,000 worth, and the UnitedStates exported
$512,000 worth. Wool, we exported ta the United States
$186,000 worth, and they exported $88,000 worth. The
American returns show that their irnport trade with Canada
in these articles I have just mentioned amounted, in 1885, ta
$17,575,000, while they exported to the value of $8,277,000.
The total import-and I would call the hon. gentleman's
attention to this-of these articles, according ta the United
States returns for 1885, was $20,509,000 worth, and accord-
ing to the same returns our total export ta them was $17,-
575,000. These are articles they musthave and on which thev
must pay the duty. Now, these are the only things for which
we could find a profitable market in the UnitelStatese and
yet wbat is the fact? We sent them $17,500,000 worth out
ofthe $0,000,000 which they imported, s that ,at pre-
sent, even with the tariff, as it is, w3 control the only part of
our trade with the-United Stateswhich isreally valuable to us.
In regard ta all the other things, in regard ta things that we
send them which they send away, what is to prevent Cana-
dians, with the enterprise that the hon. gentleman said our
manufacturers should have, with the energy which our manu.
facturorts shouki have, anl which I know they have,what is o
prevent them fi-uding ont the markets themselves and keeping
the profit in Canada which goes to the middleman in New
York ? The hon. gentleman asked in connection with this,
who paid the duty? I have already pointed out the absur-
dity of saying that we pay all the duty on our exports to
the States, and that we pay all the duty on our imports
from the States. That is a very jug.handled affair. Some
malign fairy must preside over the laws whieh govera. ex-
change and strangely alter them, in order to give the hon.
geglema a n argument, but I think I .have shown that,
whenthe hon. gentleman wants a fact to buttress up his
argqitunT, he takes the readiest way-he .invents it,; he
falli baoik upon his invention for hie facte, and I am bound
to say th*t, in this respect, he is .aman of great capacity.
As to this statement about paying the duty, I have heard
the hçrm. gentleman speak about so much being paid on
horse sbo nails. I remember be made a speech when I met
him"in 1882, in which he declared that, if I wanted ta shoe
my horse I was taxedpornething like 41 per cent, on the
nails, and" the hammer taxed 40 per cent that drove them
in; that my penknife was taxed 4 î. pur cent.; that the
sheets I slept in were taxed 30 per cent. and the blanket 70 ;
ehoesandykat each 30 per .ent.; if I sapnked a cigar, I was
taxed 120 per cent. on that.; and I found that he.taxed me
so muc1ihat at last I discovered that, in smoking cigare,
and shoýang my horse, and getting wearing apparil, I was
taxed many times beyond my income. whieo has always
been a very moderate one. That wa answered very prac.
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tically in this House by my friend, Mr. Wigle, who is no
longer here, 1 am sorry to say, and who is a loss to this
House. From that gallery I heard him demonstrate the utter
absurdi ty of this statement, that we paid the duty on all arti.
cles which appear in the tariff as dutiable if imported. The
duty is paid on articles which pay Customs duty when they
come in, but most of theso articles do not come in; they are
made in the country. The other day, when one of the hon.
gentleman's friends was making a speech at a bye.election,
he described how much was paid on wool which entered
ino the manufacture of garments. In fact, ho diagnosed
-I like that word "diagnosed " which the hon, gentle-
man gave us to-lay, and I shall never forget it-he
diagnosed the unfortunate situation of the people of
Canada in that respect, and an old fellow who was there
listening to him, and who had a wife who was handy at
making clothes, took a pair of his unmentionables in his
hand and said: "That wool waa grown on my own sheep,
the cloth was made at home, how mich duty do I pay on
that ? " And the old fellow stroked bis knee with the per-
fect satisfaction and confidence that he had overturned one
of the Reform missionaries. I will read three or four lines,
if it be only to recall the pleasant voice and the incisive logic
of my friend Mr. Wigle. He says:

" Home competition brings down the price. But that is not the best
of it. Without this National Policy, we would- ba compelled to get
these bats in the United States ; and the manufacturers of bats would
have all that country to sell their hat@ in, and would bring their sur-
p lus here. Now, without tbis policy, we would have to pay that dollar.
Where would it go to? Every man knowa that it would go to the
Unitt d Statei. Te hatter would pay the dollar to the wholesale man,
the wholesaler would pay it to the retailer, the retailer to the laborer,
the laborer to the butuher, the butcher to the farner, the farmer to the
blacksmith, and the blackmith to some one else, and every man whose
hands that dollar weit through would make from 10 to 25 per cent:,
and it would ben-fit thousands of people in the United States. Where
would the hat be? l Canada, and in six months it would ba worn out,
ttien we would have neither hat nor money. 1 have a bat that was
bought in London at the rate of $4.50 a dozen, or three York shillings
a piece. That hat can be sold for 50 cents, giving a profit of 33J per
cent.; and the result is that, when that bat is worn out, the money is i
the country, and the poor man eau buy another with it. But the argu-
ment of the hon. genileman is that the poor man bas to pay this dutye.
Now, how is it? The poor man comes into a store where tliero is a bat
for 50 cents, another for 75 cents, another for $1, and another for
$1.25, ail manufactured in Canada, but, if he wanta a finer bat, he takes
a fle wool hat on wbich duty bas been pid; and I say thst, if ha
burs a $1 bat that is bis bucines;, and net the business of the
Reform party of this country. The poor man is not compelled to buy
that kind ot a hat, but if he wants a bat like the one the leader of
the Opposition wears, and he pays his $3 or $4 for it, that ie
his business and not the business of the Reform party. Now, Sir, we
will come to the question of a particular kind of cloth. The hou.
gentleman, when talking to the people of West Kent, tol them that
the poor elass of people paid 50 per cent. on their cloths, while the rich
man paid only 23 per cent. Well, [1had oceasion to go te a factory in
West Kent, and I said: 'I want a yard of your heaviest cloth.' There
is the piece of cloth I got."

Ie held it up before the gazo of the Commons-
" It bas a pound of wool in it, and I paid 50 cents a yard for it. It

cost 30 cents te manufacture it. Now, I would like te know where is
the 50 per cent. paid on that piece of cloth. I will promise the bon.
gentleman tha4t, if he or any of bis supporters behind him-and there
are a lot of merchants there-can stand up and show the House that
there is 50 per cent. of duty paid on this kind of cloth, I will leave this
aide of the House, and go and support the hon. gentleman."

I quote that because it is put in a more emphatic and a
botter way than 1 could put it. But I will also use the lan-
guage of the Adam Smiths and the Bastiats in regard to
this matter. What they lay down is that the moment you in.
vest capital, it always displaces two capitale, and if you send
the capital out of the country, you have only displaced one
capitul in your own country and have lost the money you
have sent out; and there cannot be the least doubt on that
head. In this connection the hon. gentleman referred to
eggs, and ho dealt in suporlatives as the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Oartwright) did. In fact, when
I heard the hon. member for South Oxford, I was reminded
of what Sydney Smith told the Yankees of his day, that
they should avoid superlatives. Everything with hir was

enormous. And tonight the hon, gentleman told us that,
if we had unrestricted reciprocity, our trade with the United
States in ton years would amount to $300,000,000.

An bon. MEMBE R. Ho said 8500.000,000.

Mr. DAVIN. He said $50),000,000, did ho? Oh, k
couple of hundred millions are nothing to the hon. member.
He does not give us the teast ground for believing him when
ho says that. He merely makes the statement, just as it is
enough for the ex-Finance Minister to make assertions. I
read his speech at Ingersoll, I have it here, and in fact it
would have saved the reporters a lot a trouble if, instead of
taking down his speech the other night, they had cit out Qf
the newspaper the speech deliver ed at Iogersoll and set it
up, because it was the old Ingersoll speech over again. I
have it bore, and the ex Finance Minister, whose demeanor
shows how modest a man ho is, thinks it i enough for him
to say that thore would bo an enormous development, an
extraordinary development of trade if this were done, and
his first lieutenant in this matter takes the same course, and
gives us his ipse dixit as to the wondea fut progress that would
be made. Now, he instanced the case of eggs. I will show
him that bis eggs are not what they are cracked up to be.
Now, ho says that under free trade between us and the
United States, there would be an unlimited expansion.
That is wbat bis leader says in this matter, too, although on
a priori grounds, it can be demonstrated that such a thing
could not ba. Suppose I Lak3 the mar-kat of the United
States as represented by 100. He says you would bave the
market of 60,000,000. What does that mean ? It would
be a maikoet of 60,000,090 plus tho 5,000,000 in Canada.
The size of a mai ket is relative to the number of people
who trade in it. If you have a mai ket, say, of 100, and let
there be ton persons coming to that market, of equal energy
and equal push, there is one-tenth of the market for one of
them, and therefore the size of the market is a relative
thing. But when the hon. gentleman says that we
would have a market of 60,000,000, and that our trade
would go on with un)imited expansion, does ho suppose thbt
the energy of the people of the United States is to lie in
aboyance during that time ? Does ho su ppose that they are
not going to come into our market? The honorable gen-
tieman bas used a most fallacious argument in this conneo.
tion. He bas taken the enormous product of the United
States in one or two particulars, and ho says: "Look at
what we send them, or look at what we import. Do
you suppose," ho says, "that is going to be a matter of any
importance to people who export and import so much?"
There ho falls into the fallacy of regarding the people of the
United States as a single person, ho falls into the fallaey of
attributing to the various minds that make up the trading
community of the United States, a sentiment that would
come into the mind of a single man if ho were export-
ing or importing these enormous quantities. To that
single man bis proportion of the trade of Canada would be a
very amall thing. But the truth is that the markets of the
United States, the merchants of the United States are made
up of units, aill of them looking where they can make a
dollar, where they eau plant a dollar which will produce
the most profit to them. Of course, instead of their disre-
garding the Canadian market, we find gentlemen who are
advocating this thing in Congress, pointing out the value
of our market, pointing out that the result would be that
from Halifax to Vancouver, in every shop and every store,
they would see United States goods and United States me.
chines. And so, Sir, there is the same fallacy in supposing
that because one article may have made progress under
free trade, every article will do so. It so happons that
they need our eggs. I do not think they would need a
large amount of our machinery, or a large amount of our
furniture. I do not think they would need a large amount
of those things wl4ch they export in 10's and 50's of million4.
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But let us take the egg. The hon. gentleman declares that in
twelve years we should have a trade worth 300,000,000
under free trade; I ask bis attention to what took place in
regard to eggs. In 1833, under free trade, we exported
13,413,744 dozens of eggs, to the tune of 83,251,304, or 17
cents a dozen. In 1886 we exported 12,7i,883 dozons of
eggs, to the tune of $1,728,082, or a decr ease in those three
years of over half a million dollars. Sa you see that the
reasoning of the bon. gentleman does not go down to facts.
He contenis himself with saying: Oh, there will b an
immense expansion; there will be an immense trade, and ho
talks as if it was to go on in mathematical progression. He
says: Look at eggs. We do look at eggs, and they do not
bear out what ho says. I do not know wbat the eggs were
that we exported, but I know that the eggs of the hon.
member for North Norfolk are cracked; at ail events I
have cracked them now. I could show in other lines how
variable, how treacherous is this market.

Now, Sir, on this occasion the hon. gentleman broke out
into a tirade against combines in Canada. I hope the com-
mittee that my hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) bas moved for
will lead to the suppression of this evil, because combines
on the part of traders or manufacturers with a view to
keeping up the price of an article are an evil. I have
heard of such things in Canada, and I hope that if there
are such they will be dealt with vigorously and put down.
But I would ask my hon. friend : Are there no combines
in the United States ? Everything is couleur de rose in
the United States; there is nothing wrong in the (Jnited
States. Althcugh the hon. gentleman is a member
of the Parliament of Canada, and aspires to be a Minister,
I am glad to see that the sentiment of patriotism is so fer-
vent within him that ho eau se nothing wrong in that
great land. But ho cannot expect us to look at things in
that light. We are practical men here who must not look
at things from the point of view of sentiment. We must
look at them with close logic, with the responsibilities that
attach to our position as members of Parliament, and such
unsubstantial rhetorie as we have had from those hon.
gentlemen on this question, cannot be allowed to weigh
with us, and I know it will not weigh with the country.
Thon ho says this new scheme will bring back part of the
million of Canadians. Why does the hon. gentleman sup-
pose if you had unrestredtcr reciprocity, that the merchant
who is established in Chicago, or the professional man who
is established in Chicago, or New York, or the western
States, the farmer who bas built thore his bouse, the mechanic
who has gone there-does any man suppose, does the
hon. gentleman himself suppose, if ho will be candid
with me, that any portion of these 700,000,'some of them
Canadians, others, I believe the sons of Canadians,
would come back to Canada ? Why, it is a most absurd
idea. Sir, I do not consider that we should perpe-
tually mourn over the fact that the natural restlessness
and the natural ambition of the races from which we spring,
should assert themselves, and should lead to an occasional
migration to the States. I have explained, however, that
the conditions which led to any large migration, no longer
exist. Thon be asked the question, whether unrestricted
reeiprocity would injure our manufactures. He saysa: " I
admit it would injure some lines of business." That itself
is a very serious matter. The hon. gentleman admits
that the proposal ho makes here, which neither the
hon. member for South Oxford nor himself has shown
will confer the least benefit on Canada-for they have only
said it will do this or the other, but they have not given
us any solid ground on which to rest-will do serious
injury to certain branches of business. That is a very
important admission. But ho says it would be advanta-
geous to the majority. There is sitting near him
an hon. member who is well acquainted with the
trade of Canada, and ho knows well that what I am going
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to say is true. He is perfectly familiar with the fact that
when a manufacturer .or merchant, but especially a
manufacturer, ise competing with a rival in business, two
cents a ton in freight is a very important matter, espe-
cially when ho is engaged in a struggle with a new
competitor. We will suppose the line between the two
countries wiped ont, and that our manufacturera are face to
face with the manufacturers of the United States, and that
the American manufacturers are coming in here to seize
and capture our market, then those manufacturera will do
what a witness before a Parliamentary Committee of the
House of Commons stated that English manufacturera had
done, sell at a loss in order to capture the market, and,
when they have crushed out competition, recoup them-
selves by selling goods at any prices they like. The hon.
gentleman knows that under those circumEstances a few cents
a ton is an important matter. We will suppose that our
manufacturera are face to face with this market of sixty
millions and are trying to get into it. What do they find ?
They find that they have a longer haul than the American
manufacturers in order to reach the market, a difforence of
two hundred or a hundred or fifty miles as the case may be;
but supposing it is only fifty miles, we in the west know
what a difference is made even by that distance. Not only
so, but the Canadian manufacturera would be utterly
unknown there, and would have to compete with old
established rivais and make a character for themselves.
They would in many cases be wholly shut out by patents.
They would be handicapped from the word go, and
would have none or very little chance with their rivals
-one or two might succeed-while the American mana
facturera, owing to their greater wealth, more highly orgar-
ised industries, and the greater perfection of their "com-
bines "-for they are not putting them down there as we
are doing here-would be able to stalk victorious through
our Canadian markets.

And our manufacturers destroyed where would our work-
men be? Would they not swell the exodus ?

But in this connection I muet remind my hon. friend
of a phrase that he used in a speech which I read
with great interest-" that protected-to-death country,
the United States." iow very inconsistent it is that
we sho-ld be asked to go into that protected-to-death
country by free traders, the men who once followed the Hon.
George Brown, who was once considered the Bright of
Canada, who thought that the sun rose only over Man-
chester-that those men and the followers of Hon. Edward
Blake should actually want Canada to go into that protected-
tc-death country. When speaking of paying the duty I
should have mentioned another thing. If a citizen of Canada
pays heavy taxation now, what would ho have to pay if this
country joined the United States, because by the same parity
of reasoning you have to put on the duties, whether the sys-
tom of the hon. member for South Oxford or that of the hon.
member for Norfolk be adopted; if you take goods from
the United States you have to add the duty in the United
States port of entry. Sa an unfortunate Canadian would be
taxed a great deal more under this régime that the hon.
gentleman would fain introduce. But bappily it is out of
the question.

The hon. member dwelt on the great advantages we
should possess if his proposals were carried out. He
actually said that we oould supply the whole sixty-five
millions of people with canned fish, although they have
large canned fish factories of their own. I am afraid we
should not drive them out of that market. When asked the
question as to whether we should not ho brought into
competition with sncb manufacturera as I have described,
the hon. gentleman in order to get rid of it made a com-
parison, the fallacy of which I will show. He instanced
Ohio, Indiana and California and some other States in their
manufacturing progres. How is that progress in regard
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to manufactures made ? Any man wbo knows anything
about those States and Territories is aware that rich oapi.
taliets go in there from the eastern States and invest
large suims and build great factories, and in some cases
a large proportion of the profits goes to the east-
ern States. That is the way it is doae, and we hope
as Canadians that the same thing or something like it will
take place here. But give us time-there is no need for
such tremendous hurry. We will do the same thing in
Canada, and indeed we have already started in the same
way. In fact people are going into the North-West not
only from the eastern Provinecs but from England and
France and are investing large sums.

Then the hon. gentleman deait with the objections that
might be raised to the proposition. The first objection
to which he referred was that of loyalty, and he declared
that he was as loyal as any one, but his loyalty was
to Canada. I will say bere that there is no man living
whose heart beats with more prde than does mine at
the sight of the British flag ; but my first duty is
to Canada too, the first duty of ail of us is to
Canada, and it is because that is our first duty that
we supported a protective policy. If wo were think-
ing more of England than of Canada we would never
have imposed protective duties because we knew there
were a great number of people in England who did
not approve of that policy, who even resented the tariff
wo adopted. The hon. gentlemen talk about their loyalty 1
I have here a speech delivered by the ex-Finance Minister
at Ingersoll, and in it he speaks of the subject of loyalty
in a very strong manner. fie says, that for his part
England does not take much interest in Canada, and ie
does not see why we should trouble ourselves so very
much about England. Lot me say about this matter of
loyalty that it is not merely a sentiment, and I hope there
is not a man in this House that would sneer at sentiment-
it is a most practical thing, our loyalty to England.
If we were to make such a treaty as those gentlemen would
have us make with the United States, what would happen ?
t would have to be inaugurated by Congress according to

ihe constitution of the IJnited States, for the third power
given under the clause of the constitution which deals with
ihis declares that only Congress can rogulate such a matter.
Congress cannot merely inaugurate but it can modify a
treaty, and as Mr. Hitt the other day said: "If we do not
like the treaty or if we find it act unfairly we can change it."
What is the meaning of "change it ?" Does it not mean
to go back on it after probably doing any amount of damage
to Canada ? and after we had overturned a system under
which we are prospering ? The people of the United States
would put the interpretation of power upon any arrange-
ment we might make with them, and then, Sir, we should
not be in the position that we are to-day. When the hon,
member for Cumberland and the Right Hon. Joseph Cham-
berlain went down to Washington, if they made a treaty
binding Canada how should we feel in regard to it ? Why,
we know well, that in regard to any instrument that the
United States authorities had put their seals to, and that
the plenipotentiaries representing Canada and England had
put their seals to also, that the lion of England would look
on and see that it was observed. Then, Sir, we should find
that loyalty was a practical thing.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIN. Yes, "hear, hear." That lion is as powerful

and as strong as ever be was and in any arrangement that
we may make, as long as we are true to our position as
members of a great Empire, we have the power of England
to see that we are not handicapped and that our agreement
is carried out by the other @ide. But, Sir, suppose the
agreement is made, and we have a reciprocity treaty
arranged to suit the Americans but with our own duties
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on the seaboard. What will be the result ? We have admitted
the United States manufacturers free, we have discriminated
against England, we have discriminated against our fellow
colonists of the Empire, and we have discriminated against
the whole world in favor of the United States, and
the United Statos after a few years says to us : "We see
you have the advantage,"-as I admit we might have an
advantage in a certain direction under tbat plan-" you
must put up your tariff to the same height as ours." We
might say: - This is not in the agreement ; " but they will
tell us: "Congress is going to take that course and you will
have to follow suit." And suppose Congress does insist,
can we go to England and ask her to help us to make the
people of Amorica carry out the agreement ? Would not
England say : " You have ropudiato me, you have dis-
criminated against me, how can you ask me to help you to
do this thing ? " We then should be abandoned and by
either the arrangement which the member for Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton), or the member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), proposes, we should put ourselves in
chancery, and bo like a rabbit in a wild cat's claw.
Is that a position that my French-Canadian friends, or
the other members of this House, would wish to place
themselves in ? I have before me the speech of the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) at
Ingersoll, to which I have already referred. I once spoke
in Ingersoll and I know what a hot-bed of libiralism it is,
but I notice that in al[ that speech whre he deals with this
question completely, and whero he lays down whit the
possibilities would be, ho doos not receive a single cheer.
I state here that I do not believo that on this question the
Reform party of Canada will follow the hon. gentlemen
opposite in the disloyal course they are taking.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. Well the next election will tell you, as
the bye-elections have told you, about commercial union.
What is the difference between commercial union and un-
restricted reciprocity ? It is the difference between tweedle-
dum and tweedle-dee, and so far as there is a differenco it is
against Canada, for we should lose our part of the pool.
The hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) goes fromn the
disloyal cry to anneKation and ho des not think his policy
would lead to annexation, but at Ingersoli his leader
said, speaking of the danger of annexation: "There is a
risk I cannot overlook, but it is a choice of risks, and our
present position is anything but one of stable equilibrium."
The hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says that
" those who say it would bring about annexation only admit
that annexation would be a very fine thing, and that having
got so much of reciproeity we then would be most anxious
to go in for anuexation." Sir, I have shown you that if
we went in for unrestricted reciprocity we should be in such
a position that the wolf might continue to complain that the
lamb troubles the stream, and the complaint would have
more the character of a menace than it can have to-day.
Any one who has given attention te political economy
knows that you cannot, in regard to any article of import
or expert, make a tariff that eau last for five, or four, or two
years even. In anything so delicate as the exchanges
between countries, the most skilful arrangement of tariffs
will be coarse and clumsy, and, therefore, we never eau be
certain that changes may not have to be made. If we once
took this step which is proposed, we should simply be
hel pless in the hands of Americans. What should we do
und er sch circumstances ? Why, Sir, every year we
should have to send delegates to Washington to wait in the
lobbies there to get their orders to bring back to this House.
The Parbiament of Canada, which is now as free as any
Parliament that exista in tho world, and the next Par.
liament in importance of English-speaking men to the
Parliament which meets at Westminster, that Parliament
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which has looked forward to such great things for this
country, would have to send down its delegates to the
lobbies and treat with fair and unfair lobbyists until Oon-
gress had decided what our fate should be. Very naturally,
if this were the case, we would say: " Let us get rid of
this, anything is botter than this state of things," and we
would be ready to go in for annexation. Then about the
" better terms," which my friend from Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
ton) said certain Conservatives expected somo years hence.
I do not think I need deal with that. No Conservative, 1
fancy, looks forward in that way, and if he did he would
not be worthy of the name of a Conservative, and not
worthy of the name of a Canadian either.

The hon. gentleman thon dealt with the question of
revenue, and I am bound to say that be dealt with it in a
very gingerly manner. He pointed out that we sbould lose
right off over $7,000,000. And if it happened as Mr. Blake
said it should be, that we got ail our imports from the
States and sent our exports there, where would our revenue
be ? Should we get the sanme amount on our customs ? We
should have to go in for direct taxation, which tho hon.
gentleman says he does not fear. Well, as the hon. Minister
of the Interior pointed out, there is no taxation the inci-
dence of whieh is so unfair. An income tax is very un-
fairly collected, it depends so much on the honesty of the
men on whom it is imposed. The hon. gentleman says ho
does not fear it, but 1 venturo to say the people of the
country, and especially the people with small known
incomes, do

He talked about the danger to our shipping. Why,
Sir, of course our shipping would disappear, if wc got
ail or the bulk of our imports from the United States.
Imports and exports have to pretty nearly balance each
other; you have to pay for imports with exports, and if we
are going to trade with the United States, all our business
would have to be done over lines of railway and not in shi ps,
and so our shipping would disappear. Thon, Sir, ho alluded
to Imperial Federation. Weil, I do not think Inperial
Federation is up here. If it were, one might be inclined to
say something on it; but I have no desire to go outside
the record.

Now, Sir, I will call the attention of the House to a view
of this question that has not yet been touched on. It is
admitted by the hon. member for South Oxford and the
hon. member for North Norfolk, that there would be a
danger of annexation. I have never been afraid of annexa.
tion, for this reason, that I know very well ihat the United
States have no desire to commit the blunder of forcibly
attempting to annex the people of Canada. In the first
place, they would fail; and in the next, place, if they
succeeded they would have a more unmanageable Ireland
on their hand@, and other elements of discord and disruption
that are working in their midst at the pi osent moment,
would make themselves felt. Thoro is an important
question that bears on this subject. If a sensible man
were going to make a new departure, he would ask him-
self, is it likely to have the element of permanence ? Can
we be certain that the future of the United States is
asured ? Are there no clouds upon the horizon ? Prof.
Gilliam and Judge Tourgée have written books showing
the enormous growth of the black population of the South.
They have shown that ton years hence there wil be eight
black republics on the hands of the United States. They
have shown that the negroes are increasing at a ratio far
greater than the increase of the whites from immigration
and from natural increase, and caleulate that in 1900, the
very period at which the imagination of my hon. frieLd
the member for North Norfolk fired, the blacks, who were
six millions in 1880 in the southern States, will then be
twelve millions; in 1920, 24,000,000; in 1940, 48,000,000;
in 19o0, 96,000,000, and in 1980, 192,000,000.

Mr. DAVIN.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh 1 oh !
Mr. DAVIN. Hon. gentlemen may laugh and say " oh "

to that; but if they will take the trouble to read those books,
written by some of the first men in the United States, and if
they will give so humble and so illiterate a person as myself
some credit for appreciating an argument of the'kind, it
will probably be as creditable to their intelligence as any
utterances of that sort that they may indulge in. I say,
Sir, under those circumstances, with- an element in the
United States calculated to give rise to disturbance, an ele.
ment no counterpart of which exists in Canada, with the
black population increasing at a ratio that menaces the
future of the republie, it would be a most monstrous thing
on the part of Canada to throw in ber lot with the United
States. And, Sir, let us make no concealment of this.
Tho real issue, the issue undorneath this movement, the
impo!tant issue, is : Shall we take a step that will land
Canada in the United States ard make this country part and
parcel of the republic ? There is not a man of ary reflec-
tion in the couniry who does not know that that is the real
issue, and the reason hon. gentlemen are so intent on
saying it is not the issue is because they know that .the
young men of Canada-aye, and the old men too- the mon
of the Reform party-the greater part of them, no less than
those of the Conservative party-for, as in Israel of old,
there are seven thousand that have not bowed the
knee to Baal-are loyal to Canada and have faith in Cana-
da's future. Whvn I read origiraily the speeches made by
my friend Mr. Goldwin Smith, by Mr.Wian, by my friend
the Hon. Wm. M4acdougall, about all that itbis thing would
do for Canada, I was amazed ; and when I heard the lion.
member for South Oxford the other night dilate on the
enormous progress, the vast expansion, that would take
place if bis policy were carried ont, it reminded me of one
of those blood-curdling incidents of the old German ballads,
where we see a young maid dressed in bridal robes, full of
hope, full of life and splendor and joy, but the bridegroom
proves to ho a skeleton, and the marriage couch the cold
earth. These gentlemen come and talk to Canada, to this
young nation, of untold wealth, of unmeasured prosperity,
ot deluaive progress, of intoxicating dreams; and what do
they ask ber to do in order to attain all this ? To shiver
ber solid existing prosperity - to realise aggrandisement by
extinction-to live a tuliler life by walking into her tomb.
But, Sir, I tell these preposterous propagandiste of a con-
temptible pessimism, who whine ont that Canada i. doomed,

'The grave's not dug where traitor hands shall lay
In fearful haste her murdered corse away."

No, Sir, Canada's future is secure. She is still young;
but the day of maturity is at band; and centuries honce,
when the historian shall have marked with a pen of indeli-
ble scorn the character of this movement, ber heert will be
strong, ber life vigorous, she will go forward in ever-expand-
ing progress, beauty's ensign purple on ler lips and on her
cheeks, and the day remote beyond human ken when
death's pale flag will be advanced there.

Mr. LAVERGNE. Mr. Speaker, this is certainly the
most important question that bas been discussed in this
Parliament since Confederation, and it would be presump-
tion on my part to attempt to add any arguments in sup-
port of reciprocity after the eloquent and eoaborate speeches
which we have had the pleasure of bearing from several
members of this House. But, Sir, the reasons which have
been urged in support of the motion of the hon. member for
South Oxford apply so forcibly to the Province of Quebec
that I think many voices should be heard from that quarter.
It is thought in certain sections of the country that the
Province of Quebec did not take any interest in that matter.
Even a zealous advecate of reciprocity wrote a pamphlet
in which ho asserted that the present attitude of the Prov-
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ince of Quebec is one of isolation, and went on to sav that. if
isolation in commerce would make a people great, then the
destiny of the Province of Quebec, in her present frame of
mind, was one of superlative greatness. I must say at once
that this opinion is entirely incorrect. It was no doubt as-
serted in good faith, and for that very reason it becomes the
more neeessary to repudiate it as damaging to the cause of re-
ciprocity as well as to the Province of Quebec. In no class of
the people there, does any such desire of isolation exist, cither
politically or commercially. A friend of mine, a fierce Tory,
was telling me some time ago that ho would favor political
annexation to the United States, because he felt himself loest
in the Province of Quebec among the French Canadians.
I can say this for my countrymen, that they do not
think they are lost in Canada, although they are surroand-
ed'by an English population, and if it were a bad thing
to be so surrounded, they would not think it much worse
whether the surrounding people were called American or
British, and they would consider it a great blessing if
closer relations of some kind were effected with the United
States which would bring in prosperity to their homes. I do
mot say this to express any desire to sever our politicali
connection with Great Britain. I am an admirer of British
rule. I do not think we could have a better form of gov.
ernment than the one we now enbj-y. One single reform
would make that Governmeont a model one, and that
reform would be commercial independence. If we
had that freedom we would bave nothing to envy
anybody. Yet we must not b blind to the truth. We
must see thin2s as they are. The time when the very
name of the United States was a bugbear in some parts of
the Province of Que bec has gone by. At that time it was
thought a sin to think of closer relations with our neighbors,
but since then the sinners have become so numerous that
we bave had to strike that sin off our list. There is not
perhaps one family out of ten in French Canada, which has
not one or more ot its members now residing in the United
States, and I can say without exaggeration that there is
nearly one-third of the whole Frencb-Canadian population
now residing in the -United States, some permanently and
some temp'orarily. These people know well all the advan.
tages that would ho derived from closer relations with that
country. It is there they go for money when they are
penrîless. It is with American money they pay off tho
mortgages on their farms, and I can say this, that th ro
bas been in some parts of the Eastern 1 ownships of Quebec so
much moneysent by Ulanadians from tho neighboring Repub.
lic that it reduce the rate of interest. Twelve or 15 years
ago, it was a common thing to sec monoy lent at 10 or 12
per cent. on mortgages. Now 8 per cent. is a very
heavy rate. I must aise say that in some of these localities
the agricultural interest is in such a state of depression,
particularly in places where the farms are not very good
that one-half of the farms would have been abandoned by
this time, if the United States were not there as a place of
reserve in days of need. Under these conditions, it is impos-
sible that the Province of Qùebec should have any desire to
remain isolated from the other Provinces. On the contrary,
that province i quite ready to help in any movement
tending to improve its condition, and in support of this
rtatement I m>ght mention, without looking farther back
than a few months ago, that at the Provincial Conforence
held in Quebec, and from where the idea sprung, unre-
stricted reciprocity with the United States was recom-
mended by the representatives of the Quebec Government
as well as by the leading men of most of the other Provin-
ces. Now, before speaking of the advantages which would
result from reciprocity, I cannot help answering one great
objection which is made against that policy. It is said by
the adversaries of reciproeity that it will discriminate un.
fairly against Great Britain. Icannot, for one moment,admit,
thi. . am.aure that if we had that reiprooity, it would

stimulate our business to such an extent that before many
years we would do far more business with Great Britain
than we do now. Yet supposing that assertion be true, we
can fairly reply that England does not discriminate in our
favor. England treats us just as she treats every nation on
the face of the earth, and it would not be in her interest to
discriminate in our favor. In support of this proposition,
we might well use the argument which has been used by the
Pirst Minister, whon discussing a policy wbich was impro-
perly called the National Policy. " As a self-governing peo-
pie," ho said, "<we have a right to consuit our own interests
first." This argument will be conclusive of itself, but there
are many illustrations of its force. Let us recall to memory
some of the events of the past, and we will see that the
motive power of politics in this country has always been
self interest. We, in Quebec, are not in the same position
as the other Provinces of Confederation, and I speak more
from the Quebec point of view than from the general point
of view. In 1760, when Canada was conquered by England,
was it through a motive of love, was It through any kindly
feeling that Canada was taken away from French domination
and made an English colony ? Surely it was thon self
interest that dictated England's policy. After that we were
governed several years by military rule. Surely that rule
was not inflicted on us through a motive of justice, but
purely through self interest. Whether rightly or wrongly,
it was thought to be in the interest of the conqueror
to deal in that way with the conquered. I do not
mean this as a grievance, but I say it tends to prove my
theory. After that again, in 1774, when the standard of
rebellion was raised among our neighbors, Englandthought
fit to deal with us more fairly, and we were then granted the
Quebec Act. We wero given back our French civil law,
and we were exempted from the test oath. It was surely
again interest that dictated such a policy. It was the fear
of seeing us join the rebellion. It might ho said that in our
history there are some exceptions, but those exceptions will
only confirm the rule. At the same time, wben the twelve
States sent delegates to their first Congress in Philadelphia,
what was their first move ? They passed resolutions remon-
strating, in virulent tone, with the Imperial Government
for the beginning of freedom wbich had been granted to
this country. It was not in thoir interest that they did
that, and it was soon after proved, and tbey immediately
afterwards understool it themselves. A very little
word thoughtlessly spoken prevented us from joining them.
Shortly after, they voted three addresses, one to the King,
one to the people of Gre2at Britain jistifying the action they
had taken, and a third to the Canadians. In that address
they expressed very different views than those contained in
their resolutions. They offered us as many privileges and
advantages as has been granted us by England, and in that
they acted according to their interest, but it was too late.
I might say that ail and every important event of our bis.
tory will prove that the motive power of polities in this
country has always been interest. We have fought for
years for rights which have been admitted to be just atd
legitimate. We have fought for British iights and they
were granted to us. England yielded to our just demand
when she thought it was lier interest to do so, when it was
seen that the game was a very expensive one. 1 do not say
those things to recriminate. I do not suppose that we would
have been treated any botter by any other nation on the
face of the globe, but I say that this theory is a common
axiom of common sense. I admit that for fifty years we
have been most fairly treated. We have enþyed great
freedom, and under no other flag than the Britihi flag
would we have had botter treatment, and I do not deny that
we owe gratitude to England, but in a case of interest
like this, our debt of gratitude is not so enormous
that we should sacrifice our own interest, .not even for
England but for a certain number of her manufactures. It
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is a very strange argument to hear the hon, gentlemen on I wish to remark that citing speeches made ton or fifteen
the other side niot saying that reciprocity would be bad for years ago are no groat answer to serions arguments. If
Canada, but that it would be bad for England. It appears we were to argue on that lino, I would have to ask the hon.
that we are very rich, and that we must toil for poor member if ho always held the same opinions he does now
England. As I have heard bore in this House, not only of the administration of the right hon. gentleman. Now,
loyalty but charity begins at home. Now, before en- Sir, it has been said that we are in a very prosperous con-
umerating [some of the advantages which I think would dition, and, therefore, we do not need a change. In sup-
result from reciprocity, I think I should answer a few of the port of that argument we have had extracts read from a
other objections which have been made to the motion pro- speech of the Hon. George Brown, made ton or fifteen years
sented by tbe hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard ago. I do not say that I share the opinions of that gentle.
Cartwright). The hon. gentleman who preceded me began man at that time, but I say that speeches made ton or tifteen
his brilliant address by a long citation from one Mr. Ritchie years are no answer! to arguments made to-day. Now, I
of Ohio, and that Mr. Ritchie, it appears, knows our country coma to the real point at issue-would it be to our inierest
very well. He made a very brilliant exposition of our to have reciprocity ? Perhaps it has been thought that I
wealth, of our natural resources, of our mines, our beautiful was not friendly towards England and was aiming at some
rivers, in fact, of all our natural wealth ho made the most change in our political position, in the beginning of my
brilliant picture ; but I would have been most happy to hear remarks. That was far from my object. I sincerely
that citation continued up to the end, to hear the conclusion believe that if we wished for a political change in this
of that citation, and I would bave been very much sui prised country, we could find no botter mode of bringing it
if Mr. Ritchie did not conclude that this immense wealth, about than by maintaining our present trade relations
these immense resources wanted to be developed, and that witb the United States. It is te be remembered that
the best way of developing these immense resources was by in the Prcvince ef Quebec, French-Canadians do net
the way of reciprocity or commercial union. There can hold the eame sentiments of attachaent te Engiand
be no doubt'that this gentleman made this brilliant ex- as English-Caoadians. We ail admit that we ewe a debt
position with an end and with a desire, and what of gratitude to England, but we knew very wed that in
desire could it have been if not a desire of partici this question there id net the same feeling in the Province of
pating in those immense resources. Now, we are told, Quebeu as may exist in the other Provinces. Il our present
that we are a young country. I will admit that, as far as trace relations continue for 25 yoars, fot enly wil ene-
growth is concerned, wo are a very young country, but as third of our population be found in the States, as at present,
far as age is concerned, we ar'e not so much younger ihan but the majority will bo there. There wili bo a tempta.
the country adjacent to us. The hon, gentleman had ho tion for thehewhe are net of a British engin, whu do
advantage of being born in a country far more important net make such a groat differenco betwoen Americans and
than this, and perhaps we have over him the advantage of Englishmen, thero would be a temptacion for them te say
knowing the history of this country a little furtbcr back, thut they would jubt as woll like te have Washington fer their
and, if I have been well taught, and I think I have been hoadquarters as London. Would it net be a temptatien 1er
correctly taught in that faut, I think this country was tbem te say that they saw more cenvenience, and, perhaps,
settled over three hundred years ago and not one hundred more advantage, in having their metropolis at Wabhing.
years age. We have been aise told that it is net true that ton than acros the ocea? I do net eay that we have any
we pay duty on ail importations and pay duty on ail expor. such dedire, 1 do net say that we even thînk of annexation,
tations, and the preof in support of that is that At is againstbut1i say that if the preent situation continues for a long
aIL the principles of political econemy. I could not see any time o rtainly ther ewill of temptaen toward a political
Conclusions arrived at by the hon, gentleman. Yet, if the change. If we are true patriots, if we desire the Provinces
bon, gentleman was bore, I would relate te him something te romain united, we shoud adopt some means te prevnt
which occurred in my county, and te my personal know. the disintegratione th is Dominion. say, Sir, that the boat
ledge. One of my prosent constituierts, in 187Q, was a great means of obtaining sn a rostr iov improve our tradesre-
Consrvative, a great admirer of the Conservative policy, aeons by commercial reciprocity with th Unite wiSates.
and endeted protection. That man happened tob a Certainly wo cannot say that the National Policy bas
farmer and a cattle dealer. Rie endorsod thiat poliy, and been a success in this country; I cannet say it bas been a
made a great deal et' noise in bis parish, and perhaps succs in the Province effQebee. In the ciy of Montreal,
ho mado cenquestis of electors for lis party. lu 1882, perbapes, seme new industries have been established, and
ai er having driven his catile te the United States prhaps in a few other places; but 1 would not ay that
at different times, ho began te think that policy waB net as even in the cityo Quobe tho manfacturingtindustries
sound as ho tbought at the beginning. lie bigan te find have been promoted by protectio te. There are natural
eut and was able te maireeut who it was that w*s payiug indus3tries in the city of Quebec that live by thmenselves,
the duty. In 1882 ho veted, but ho did net brag any more. they are stablîgheci on solid foundations, and reciproity
Ie did noet say nything. In 1885 thore was a local would not affect the oinany w4y. There are ase, perbaps,
election in that county, and mixing up both Govrnments, a few manufactures in th a cîty ef:St.w eyavinthe, andIknow
holding both Administrations, which wor both Conserva-i bat my hon.atniend who reprsesnts that cunty wfl support
tive, resprnsible for thei faents, ho did flot vote at al. the motion of the on. member for South Oxford. Bat, Sic,
Thonho began teundersand that it was the farmcrs who whore are thr manufactures in the rural ohstituencies et
woro paying the daty on the cattle ho was driving te the the Province et Quebec. When that policy was inaugunated
honi.ed taes. In 187 ho was one of my strong sup- we wereprmised that it would not only benest Montreal,
porters. I will net follow the hon, gentleman on ail the that it would netonly benefit three or four cities in the
gronnd e ho hams gne treoug. He hais taken us oni the Province of Qebe , but it was to pnofitvthe whole Pro-
CLudson Bay te the Guf of Mexico. Conrainly v holas di- vince. Whre is the increas of population ? Where is
layed a vaset amont of knowledge, and I can eay that th decrease in the immigration of our couny monc? Thro
avoadmired bis billiant expositions, but owing te my is ine. Where aie the promised industries in the rural

own deficiencyeowing, perhaps, to my net u nder1tandipg constituencie wd? Thero are ne. say the situation is
hie language, which is net my own, I could net se n the bears worse than it was ton years ago. The poplo naturally look
ingdet ail ho said. No v, I have heard an hon. member ofthis for a change in ordorte bottertheir actuah position. This
leuse speai i oinconsisteney. Althugh th .Ghongentleman agitation was commonced in the Province of Ontaie, and i
for Assiniboia (rr. Davin) is no proment at this moment, hasemot been oarried to the arme extent Quebo. Yet te
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echos of that agitation have reached us, it bas reached all the that if the rural portion of the conîtry wore in a prosperous
Canadian homes, it bas reached ail the fathers who have condition, if the farmers wore pr<>sporoum, the laborers and
seen more than half of their families leaving their home meobanios-who live ameng them wuld also bc prosperous;
for the neighboring republic. I have visited a certain and if ail thoseclasses were prospe'ùus, certainly tbecountry
number of localities in my constituency, and when I have merchants wonld be prosperous, wid if thoy wore presper.
spoken of reciprocity, I bave pleased the people immensely. eus suroly the city and wholosale merchants would aise be
They recollect the prosperity we enjoyed when we had a presperous. Thus the w oie Country would immensoly
partial measure of reciprocity before. They know that benefit by the introductonoetsuc-î a policy. 1tn satistied
reciprocity means about 20 per cent. increase in the value that the objections mado te this »wposition wiIl disappear
of their products ; they know that if they have horses, if the riglt bon. gentleman wbe leuds the Goverriment
cattle, oats, potatoes, poultry, hay, lumber, to seli, they will chose te advocate sncb a moasuro, arid 11A oneut ef
get for ail these articles at least 20 per cent. more. They 25 of bis supportors woald fail te fi iow hirn, lu fact
know it from experience. Now, Sir, it is said that farmers tbey would ail tatinto lino vory quieily. Tho Premier
do not pay anything of that taxation in the way of duty. I would earn tho gratitul e(falt t ho p o f
think it i8 easy to show that they pay an enormous taxa. Canada if ho wo
tion. I will only give an example on that point. I will I go huIlier, and say thiatin regard te politîcal power-and
take the counties near the St. Lawrence River-Champlain, we are net interested in saying thi-it tho heu. gentleman
Montmagny, Berthier and Laprairie-in which counties the wouid advocate Ihat eau-o and carried it te ilsuccessful
people produce a large quantity of hay. It is not unusual conclusion he would scure perfor himsoll and bis friende
for some farmers to sell as much as 100 tons of hay in ayear. for the rernainder of bis lite, whicli 1 hopo wil boa long
Many of the farmers in the Province of Quebec have sold one, But en supposing il bcd Dot that reîit, but thut
their hay in the United States, in tact it may be said that bis frieis and supoerto.s wbe are the nianulacturers and
the hay of the Province generally goes to the States. A monopolists of the country should tn tigainst hm and for.
farmer who ships a bundred tons of hay bas to pay a duty get past favors, suppose that they sbeuid not support him
of S.00. If a farmeri, sends a horse there worth $100 he bas any longer, which is most in roreable and -Linest mpossible,
to pay $20 ; on 8200 worth of cattle be is compellod to pay nevcrtheless the carrying of sucb a policy te a successt
$40. If he sels three bundred busbels of potatoes, which is conclusion would be a glorieus ending te bis carcer. The
not an excessive quantity, the duty will amount to $45. Let hon, gentleman would cortainly ucquire alnaame and fame
me say bore that the farmers understand who bas to pay unequalled in this country. And, Si', lo would follow
the duty. [ will not say more on the po'nt, except that an example which he nocd net disdain. le would follow
I am satisfied that a farmer of average circumstances wililtho examplo of'another Teî'y-an l To'y-wbose
pay $3ù(ý. year dulie.; on proccts Fhipie tethe United tate if cherihedlu tho old counntry, h would llowthe
States. Olir gcograj liiI sl 0alse inilwIls ui te the exampie et Sir Iioboi t Poel. When tbe cii n 1awi were
adoption of this pliîcy. Gîruýt that our facilitieseof cern-abolishd iu 186 by the Imperial Parliament. Sir Robert
moico are equal te the demand, although I do net t mink Peel uttered some memorable words to which I will draw
that they are at the present tume, for neither the Canadian the attention eof the hon, gentleman, Sir Robert Peel said
PaciflanRadiway nor the Intercolonial answer the demanda at that timec:
of commerce, the people eof the Maritime Provinces ceuld I Ihaln leave bime execratel t knw by very monopolist wh
net trade with acy advantage with the people eof the North wi maintain protection for bis own individul beei , but it ay be
West or British Columbia, and net even with the that I shailetve a nane sometiml cbreathed with expressions of goodpeopletofOntario. migbt go furter, and Bywil in the abodes of those wutiose lot it is at bor and te saitheirpeopedaly bead by the sweato f their brow; when they aw recruit thir
that altbougb there la plcnty et fleur te lie exbausted strngth with abundant and untaxed food, the sweeter,
purcbascd in Oitari' yet in apite et the tariff wall erected, because it i in n longer lavened by a sense et injustice."
the Province of Quebec, net further back than 1886, Thse noble woerds havelDt found any eoio on the
bi ought over $ 400,000 worth cf fleur in the United StatesTreaury benches r this Honse for ton yenrs, yet, Sir, il
payiing a duty ef $5 1,00. On some occasions Quebec bas is better late than never. Now, Sir, 1 wili answer te
net been able te raise aufficient breadstuff for lber people,another objection fwhich is made. I is oaid, suntruly
ard on those occasions she bais found it more advantageous aid, that we cannt make that treaty alo.. pter-sand
te deal with the States than with the neigwboring Province that we bave te obtain the consent cf the other contract.
ef Ontario. I it ro,,, morcovex', a tact that Ontario bays a ing party, but I may stcy this thut tbere are in the neigh.
large quantity cf ceai from the Stato of Pennsyivania ? t boring country some advcatesetc this proposition, and that
wili bce unnecessary for me te discuss at Iength the intercets we should not for a moment Le disceuraged if we meet with
ot' the fishermen iu thi8 question, for tbey have able a"vefome difficulties, bocause we are a s ured tat his cause
cates bcre; yet I may a&y that the fihermen et'ftho Mari. which we new advoeatewiil lhchenficial te both cut ies
time Provinces find it more advantageous te deal with the and It ouglit te carry victery lu the end. t we de nt
New England States, and the Americans are their be8t succeed ais soon ais me would like te, yet we wiil triumph
custemers oveniu spite et'a tari fet'fi per cent. l s in the end if we are like the mont f the Ctern Lw
regard te, the lumber interestm, we bave beard the state- Leaguo in England. If wo work with patritism for the
ment of» gentlemeneof experience and who are engaged in good f this country, if we work with the sane energy as
that businets, and wbile it wil le neediess fer me te go mon like the Cobdens, the Brigts, the Villirs and ci ers
er the gleund again, I may reiark that the farmers cf bave worked when tbey decided thoy would have free trade

Quebec aie higbly ntorested becauhe tbey have yet large in Englande; if w work as thoso m m did we are sure te
tractaset' forest,-end when they clear their landu they carry victery, and, Sir, if we do ndt carry vietory t-day,
have te debtroy good timber, and if' tbey coald obtain a and if' our presonit efforts resuit ouiy in a simple expression
l'air returu1cr the timber they would be largoly bcneflted.of opinion, yteixm l til be natep-a israt stop-o tbe right
The adoption of sncb a polity as is prhpesed might, perxapa, direction.
be disadvantygeous te the manufacturera et MontreUl, and Mr. MoNEILL mved the adjourumentry, 'the debate.
perhaps te two or three dmani places, but the mjority of the
people, the great bulk ef the people, we ud derive
immene benefit from s n a policy. Lt teems now Sir d1e dTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjurnment of the
as if thieountry s to be adminiatred for the beneofit efa b ue.

I ugit norityOf00 rt of fobnt r .Everybody will admit Motion agreed to; and Hiouteeadjoud td at 11:Sep.m.
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, I9th March, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaYIRs.

NEW MEMBER,

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that he had received
from the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery a certificate of the
election and return of Henry Corby, Esq, for the Electoral
District of the West Riding of the County of Hastings.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 46) to amend the Acts relating to the Manitoba
and North-Western Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Scarth.)

FOOD ADULTERATION ACT.

Mr. COSTIGAN moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.47)
to amend the Adulteration Act, chapter one hundred and
seven of the Revised Statutes of Canada. He said: This
alteration is chiefly in consequence of a ruling by Judge
Dugas, of Montreal, that baking powder is not an article of
food. Some baking powders are postively injurious, and
prosecutions to prevent their sale cannot be successful
without this amendment. It would also enable samples to
be taken in wbolesale stores of chicory, pepper dust, and
other adulterant., and, perhaps, lead to preventing their sale.
The object of this amend ment is to qualify as analysts before
the courts the members of the examining board who are
appointed by the Government to examine as to the qualifi.
cations of applicants for the position of public analysts.
The present examiners are Dr. Girdwood, Professor Marsan
and the chief analyst, and it seems only reasonable that
their position should in no respect be inferior to that of the
candidates who may pass their examination. The assis-
tants to the chief analyst appointed by the Government must
undergo the same examination as the public analysts, and
they are equally well qualiaed to apper in court and give
evidence. This amendnent authorises Council to appoint
special collectors in addition to those indicated by the Act.
The latter being generally resident where the samples
are collected, are well known to vendors of food, &c., in the
sarne place, and may not succeed in getting fair samples of
the goods actually sold. Should Council appoint special
inspectors, they would travel over such a wide area that
they would not be readily recognisable. Thi alteration
is for the purpose of effecting a division of labor in ex-
amining the various samples collected; for as drugs and
fertilisers are so numerons and varied that it i3 impossible
for any one analyst to keep himself informed regarding the
composition and adulterations of all of them, and to be
thoroughly practiced and skilful in their examination
New methods for this are being continually proposed and
adopted, and new literature is continually being published
regarding the varions branches. If it were made possible
for each analyst to co-)nfine bis reading, his analyses and
researches to one department of the science, ho would be-
come much more skilfut and experienced in it than bis
fellows, and bis word would have the greater value. There
are eight publie analysts, besides the chief analyst and his
two assistants. This staff might be made much more
efficient by each member of it having bis attention confined
to the examination of only a certain class of the substances
referred to in the Act, and it is to make this possible that
tW amendment hasbeen fratned.' The-e are -marJy eub-
stances liable to adulteration which are not included tiiddr
foods, drugs and fertilisers. oap, -soda -and white- lmad

Mr. LiVERoNE.

may be mentioned as instances of such articles which
might be subjected to inspection as soon as any Order in
Couneil issued to that effect.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PROCEDURE IN CRIMINAL CASES.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 48) f urther to amend the law respecting Procedure in
Criminal Cases. He said: Last Session an Act was passed
making final the decisions of the courts of this country in
criminal matters, and it has been considered expedient to
define more exactly and precisely than was done by that
Act that the provision pertains to appeals or petitions to
ier Majesty in Council. The present Bill, therefore, merely

amends the short Act adopted last Session by introducing
these words:

No appeal shall be brought in any criminal case from any judgment
or authority or order of any court in Canada to any Court of Appeal by
which in the United Kingdom appeals or petitions to Her Majesty in
Council may be heard.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

LIABILITY OF CARRIERS BY WATER.

Mr. MADILL moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 49)
to amend the Act respecting the liability of Carriers by
Water. He said: The Bill is one in the interests of the
settlers on islands and coasts depending upon common car-
riers by water for mails, provisions and supplies. It is
introduced for the purpose of preventing common carriers
from refusng to carry the freights, provisions and supplies
along the routes, and land passengers at the advei tised rates,
and imposing a penalty for any infraction of the rules or
any discrimination against the settlers.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

QUESTIONS REQARDING PUBLIC PAPERS.

Mr. TROW. Before the Orders of the Day are read, I
wish to make a suggestion in reference to the unusual de-
mands which are made throughout the country for copies
of ilansard. I think there is scarcely any member of the
House who bas not reccived applications for copies of the
Debares containing the interesting debate which is now in
progress. I question whether there has been a debate since
Confederation which bas attracted more attention through.
out the Dominion. The distributor has received cormun!-
eations from members of Congress and others in the United
States, asking for copies of the Debates; and I think that
while the type is standing, very reasonable terms could be
made with -the printer for an extra number of copies for die-
tribution. The whole country is interested in this debate,
and I hope the Minister who has charge of the matter will
allow a few more thousand copies to be printed for circula-
tion. It is utterly impossible to supply at present the
number of people who are applying daily, not merely for
the speeches on one side, but those on both sides. It might
be well to have the whole of the speeches compiled at the
close of the debate in pamphlet form.

Mr. EDGAR. I would like to enquire of the Govern-
ment when some f urther papers, which seem to be exceed-
ingly important in connection with the Fishery Treaty, are
going to be brought before the House ? I have in my band
what purports to be a copy of some papers which have been
laid before the British Parliament by the British Govern-
ment; and among them I find a very important document
which I do not think this Parliament bas seen yet. [t is
the instructions of Lord Salisbury to the commissioners.
We-have already had laid before the House the powers
fromr -te British Goverament to 1ho plenipotentiarieg; but
I del-thøre wai.sdsn the same date, the 24th October
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lut, very important instructions from Lord Salisbury to
the commissioners. You will remember that the powers
which were laid before the House referred to the plenipo.
teiiaries' dealings with "all or any questions relating to
rights of fishery," "and any other questions which may
arise which the respective plenipotentiaries may be author-
ised by their Government to consider and adjust." Now, there
is rothing in the papers which have been so far laid before
the House, to show that the plenipotentiaries were author.
ised to consider or adjust anything but the matterd relating
to the rights of the fisheries. lowever, I find from these
instructions of Lord Salisbury that there were special powers
given to the commissioners outside of the fishery question.
-Hure is one clause of these instructions:

" Whilst 1 have judged it advisable thus, in the 6rst place, to refer
to the question of the fisheries of the Atlantic coast, it is not the wish
of Her Msjesty's Government that the discussions of the plenipoten-
tialies should necessarily be conflned to that point alone; but full
hiberty is given to you to enter upon the consideration of any questions
whi h maay bear upon the issues involved, and to discuss and treat for
auy equivalentp, whether by means of tariff concessions or otherwise,
wbieh ihe United states plenipoteniaries maybe authorised to consider
as a means of settlement."

Now, it must be apparent how very important this docu
ment is to the discussion of the very question which is now
before Parliament, add I am sure it is a great slight cast
upon this Parliament by the Government and those en.
trusted -

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish the hon. gentleman to lirmit'
himself to bis question, stating what papers be wants and
wbat irrportance these papers are for the conduet of the
business of this House. I have already drawn the atten (ion
of hon. members to the fact that these questions ought rot
be made the occasion of a speech, and 1 must see that the
rule is respected.

Mr. EDGAR. J bow to your decision, Sir. I only wish
to point out that whereas those ma.ters have been laid be-
fore the English Parliament, they sbould Mt the erlipst
moment be laid bafore this Rouae.

Str HECTOR LANGE VIN. If the lion.gentleman ha4
limited himself to tbat remark, I would have ana wered
him at once. Tho attention of the First Minister will be
called to the bon. genîiuman's remaika as soon as he comes
'n.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon, friend from Perth (Mr. Trow)
made recently a suggestion wbioe I ihink we ought to
carry ont, with regard to a larger publication of this de-
bate. There is no doubt a very large demand for further
copies of the speeches in this debate on reciprocity. I do
not know that the Government can do anything, but it
would be well to call the attention of the Dleb4tes Commit-
tee to this matter, and suggest that they might see their
way to have a larger number of copies printed.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As the hon. gentleman bas
said, this matter is not in the bands of the Governmant,
and this Parliament had decided before that a certain num-
ber of the debates should be printed each day and distri-
bated. The debate on this subjeet was not foresSe, and
the House did, therefore, not see ft to order an additional
number of copies. The debate bas now gone on fior three
days, aJd I suppose a comp!ete edition would b. rcquirid.
Of course, if the Printing Committee thiuk proper to move
in the matter, they may take it up at the next sitting.

Mr. TROW. I understand the type is not distributed,
and, consequently, the whole debate can be put in print
again at a very reasonable figure, which it, could not be
after the type is distributed.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Yr. DAVIES (P.E 1) With the kind permission of
the hon. gentleman who moved the adjournment of
the debate (Mr. McNeill), I wish to make a short par-

- sonal explanation with roferonce to the charge brought
against me by tbe hon. gentleman who followed me in this
debate (Mr. Foster), concerning my action upon the rose-
lution beforo the IIouse. I had not the opportunity of heur-
ing the speech of theb on. the Minister or Marine (Mr.
Foster), as I was not in the House when it was dolivered,
nor did I see the report of bis speech urtil Saturday. Other.
wise 1 would have takon opportunity to inake my expla-
nation beloro this. In his rcmu·ks, the hon. gentleman
charged me with having, in this Ilouqe, advocated the reso-
lution sulmitted by tbe hlon. mnembr for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright), alhough a few ronth ago 1 hard de-
nounced, in the most Ivere terms, ho poliey it embodies.
The bon. gentleman male this chrarg-e, b:sed on qur>tation
from a newspaper report, assuming the report to bo correct,
and argued from this that I could not bo sincore or honeet
in the opinions I have expres4ed in this fHouse I desire to
say that there is no foundation whatever for the charge
made by the hon. gentleman. I desiro to say that the
remarks I made in this Louse in support of the resolu-
tion of my hon. friend for South Oxford, are not ut all at
variance wilh the position 1 tok and the reiarks I made
LeforeL tLe Charlottotown BXrd of Trade.

Mr. BOWELL. Tho hon. gentleman is in order if ho is
speakig1i to the amend mont bofore the House, butotherwise
Le is not.

Mr. DAVIES. I am speakiug with the kind permission
of the hon. gentleman who moved the adjourtiment of the
debate.

Mr. BOWELL. My hon. friend, Mr. MoNeill, has o
power to give that pernvssion, and i maintain the 1Qn.
geabirman is not ip order unlcss he is speaking to the
amendment moved by the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries,

Mr. DAVIES. It is a personal explanation I am mak-
ing.

Mr. BOWELL. It is not. It is an answer te a speech
dclivercd in reply to the hon. gentleman, and the'oq,
gentleman is now combatting the argument presented to
this flouse by the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisp-
eries.

Mr. SPEAKER. These persona[ explanations are
usually allowed, because they partake of the nature of ques-
tions of privilege. If an hon. member rises to deny that
ho made certain statements imputed to him during a debate,
he is allowed to do so, but ho eught to limit himself to a
formal denial. He must not proceed to deliver a speech on
the subjeet.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would have taken the oppor.
tunity, which is often taken by hon. gentlemen, of rising to
make an explanation wben the Orders of the Day were
called, but I understood from your remarks, Sir, the other
day that such was not considered to be the proper courde;
anI an net going to take up any time ard my hon.
friend bas kind y given way to me.

Mr. MoNEILL I simply understood my hon. friend to
say that he wished to make merely a personal explanation.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I ) The hon. gentleman is right. I
desire simply to aake a personal explanation that I had iot
previously the opportunity of making, with reference teSir HECTOR L A NGEVIN. The attention of the Com- the very serious charge brought up against me of incon-mittee is called to it, and no doubt they will take the mnt. s's'eney by the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fitheries.

ter np. That Éon. getà.cman, quoting from a summary report of

1888. 239



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂnCE 19,
the proceedings before the Charlottetown Board of Trade,
which appeared in a Conservativo paper, and in which I am
set down as having said, that unrestricted reciproeity is im-
practicable and impossible, and that the Americans were
not such arrant fools as to grart it, and taking this report
as correct, proceeded to ask what weiLdht, could be attached
to any arguments I might use in this llouse in favor of
unrestricted reciprocity, after that satement I had made
before the Board of Trade of Charlottetown, a few months
ago denouncing any such policy. The hon. gentleman
said:

"IUnrestricted reciprocity would differ from commercial union in this
sespect : that while under it there would be perfectly free trade-"

Mr. FOSTER. I never said that.

Mr. DAVIES. I am reading the quotation which the
hon. gentleman read.

Mr. FOSTER. Why did you not say so ?
Mr. DAVIES. That is what J intended to convey. I

was readinz the quotation on which the bon. gentleman
based his statement:

"IUnrestricted reriprocity would differ from commercial union in thiF
resppct: that while under it there would be perfectly free trade between
the two countries, eaeh country would retain the right to frame its own
triff as against the rest of the worl. Canada, for instance, might
have a 25 per cent. tariff, while that of the United States might be one
of 35 per cent The immediate consequence would be that imports to
the United States, instead of being carried to the great ports of the
United Stqtes, woild be aken to the State- by way of Montreal To
this the States, wbose people are not arrant fools, would never consent.
An unrestricted reiproeity, although it wouldt suit us as well as
commercial union, was, therefore, impracticable."

That was the quotation. Now, I did not make use of such
language ns is here reported. I used that language with a
very stronely pronounced and disiinet qualification, which
was clearly understood when I st toi it. The board of
trade were discussing se\ eral pouposals for obtaining free
trade relations with the T ited States. Some were in favor
of commercial union, and î >me in favor of the scheme known
as unrestricted reciproci y. A portion expressed their de-
sire to have the fovest traie relations between Canada and
the United States thut td a obe obtained, similar to the
freedom of trade which existed between State and State, so
that there should be no custom bouses on the border, and
that not only the United States goods should be passed free,
but that all goods, whoter they were manufacturod i
Canada or in the United States or abroad, should be passed
free. These same people wished also to retain, if pomible,
in the hands of Canada the right to maintain our tariff and
to regulate it as we pleased. In answer to that, I told them
that such a scheme of unrestricted reciprocity was imprac-
ticable and impossible, that if Canada retains a tariff of 26
per cent., and the United States a tariff of 35 per cent., and
you have no custom bouses between the two countries, the
whole of the importations will naturally come into that
part of the country which bas the lcast tariff, and that the
country to the south of us which has the higher tariff
would not be such arrant fools as to assent to any such
arrangement.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) That is cheered. That is common

sense and plain fact, and what I said then I repeat in this
House, and I say that the proposition which we have now
before us is not that proposition.

Some hon. MENI BERS. Order. Go on.
Mr. DAVIFS (P.E I) I hardly think, Mr Speaker, that

this interruption is quite fair.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Go on.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E I ) I say that the proposition which

is now before the louse, made by ihe hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), does not contain

Mr. DAVIES (P.E..)

the only objection and the fatal objection which I then
pointed out, and which I said would render the scheme
impracticable, and I simply desire in closing to say that,
before the Charlottetown Board of Trade, I moved a resolu-
tion at the close of the debate which shows pretty clearly
what I intended, what I was understood to say, and what I
did say, although, in the Conservative paper from which
my bon. friend quotes, I am not as fully reported as i ought
to have been. I moved:

" That this board warmly approves of reciprocal free trade with the
United States on the broadest possible basis, including the abolition of
the restriction on the coasting trade and the transfer of vessel pro.
perty, and embracing the concession to the Americans of the comramon
right with our fishermen to use our fisheries."
That was the statement I made there, and the statement
which I repeat again.

Mr. FOSTER. I bave only to thank the bon. gentle-
man for calling my attention to this, and for the lucid er-
planation ho has made of bis own words. I do not think it
requires ary more remarks from me.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

Houze resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Sir Richard Cartwright :

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
mercisl intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Ganada and
the United States, and that it is expedient that ail articles mannfac-
tured in, or the natural product of either of the said countries should
be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other, (articles subjeet to
duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted). That it is
further expedient that the Government of the Dominion should take
steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and conditions
arrangements can be effected with the United States for the purpose
of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade therewith.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultivating

and extending Trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various Intereats and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and has since
received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

Mr. McNEILL As I understand that many hon. mem-
bers desire to take part in this debate, I shall endeavor to
make the remarks I desire to make to the House as short
as possible. In the first instance, I think we may ail feel
satified to know that, for once in the history of this Parlia-
ment at least, all parties in this House are agreed upon one
point-the Liberal-Conservative party on this side of the
House; the Rouge party, which I hope I may say without
offence, is more particularly represented by the courteous
and eloquent and able gentleman who leads the Opposition
in this House ; the Grit party, led by the hon. gentleman
the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) ;
the Parti-National, marshalled under the baton of the hon.
member for Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot) ; the Politico-Philoso-
phical party, if I may so express it, of the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) ; the Insular party, so solid and
firm in its allegiance to the hon, gentleman who has just
addressed the House (Mr. Davies) ; the party of Pure
Political Principle, so worthily led by the hon. member for
West Ontario (Mr. Edgar); the party of Detraction, of
which, alas, the great leader fell in the general engagement
of last year, but which is properly represented by bis oli
supporter and lieutenant, the bon. member for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton) ; the party of Political Morality, that
great party which two Sessions ago so many bon. members
opposite sougbt to lead that I should not then have dared
to discriminate among them, but which I think I nay,
without offence to any one else, say, is now in this House
under the worthy oommand of the hon. member for Glon.
garry (Mr. Purcell) and bis not less distinguished fi iend
the bon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Cook) ; and last,
but not least, the great party of one, which my hon. friend,
the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), delights
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te call the Third party, but which I think most hon. essential that overy hou. member in thig fouse should bear
members of this flouse would cali the first party, because in view the fact that this tarif has been impoied against
I am sure my hon. friend himsolf would admit that ho, at the peopte of Canada by the United States, partly to punish
ait ovents, would call it a No. 1 party. We may congratulate thom, and partly te coeroe tbem into annexation. Mr.
ourselves that ait these great parties are united upon oneWiman, as I have said, toits us that there are people in the
subject, are agreed upon one point, that iL would be greatly United States wbo stili hope to succeed in their attempt to
te the advantage of Canada if we could obtain freer com- coorco the people of Canada inte annexation bythese menus,
mercial relations, freer trade relations with the United and hon, gentlemen OFP0site encourage these people in that
States. For years past, the people of the United States have opinion; hon, gentlemen opposite toit these people that if
kept up a great tarif! wall against us. Over and over again thoy oniy continue te maintaiu this tarif against the peopie
we have entreated them te take it down, and ihey have of Canada, they wiit sucoeed iu their end and object, and
just as often refused. And why have they so refused ? The coerce us jute annexation. We have hoard that statenent
hon. member who moved this resolution (Sir .Richard from almosi every hon. membor wbo has addressed this
Cartwright) has told us. He has told us that they so buse during this debate. Mr. Speaker, 1 venture to tbiuk
refused te take down that tariff wall because they wibhod that the mencf Canada are not made of such siight etements.
te punish the people of Canada. Hie has told us so in I challenge hon, gentlemen oppo.ite te bring this statement
these words-he repeated the same statenent before this te the test of fact. I challenge tbom te take any onstituency
House-but this is what ho said at Ingersoll: lu the Province of Ontario-they may select a favorable

" We know that the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 was abolished n occasion for the election-and bring eut thoir candidate en
much because it was injurious to the United States, for on the whole the aunexation plattorm, and try ont the question before
both parties profited by it, as because they wanted to puni8h us for the people. No, Sir, thoy wll not accept that challenge.
the sympathy some of us had displayed with the South during the But 1 do not want te ho misundcrstood; I do net want bon.
rebeliion. gentlemen to tbiuk that I suggest te thei te risk the loss

It is truc that the people of Canada-and we would have cf a seat in this honorable liso by any sncb triai as thia.
supposed, perbaps, that they were within their rights in Ne, what I propose Io them is that they shouid select the
sympathising with whomsoever they pleased-it is truc meat favorable constituency in Ontario, snd endeavor te
that the people of Cai ada did sympathise at that time with olect their candidate on tho annexation platiorm fer the
the weaker side, and I thinik it is a somewhat interesting higb office of pound-keeper, and I venture te tell thein that
little bit of information that we now have from the hon. thy cannet do it and they kuow it wel.
gentleman who asks us to hand oursolves ovor, boJy and Mr. SOMERVILLi. Wbo ia talking annoxation?
bones, te the tender mercies of those same people, that the Mr.McNEILL. But it would seemthau hon. gentlemen
people of Canada were deliberately punished by those
people because they ventured to sympathise with the Southasn
in their struggle for independence, I think, Sir, that is a standpoint. Jvery speech that has been delivered frein
little bit of information which the voters of Canada may that side of the flouse beretofore, in this debate, bears upon
very well mark, learn and inwardly digest. But I believe the face cf h, the signe and tokena of snob a desire.
the hon. gentleman is perfectly correct in his information. Mr. SOMERYILL4. It is netse.
At the same time I wish to cati attention to the fact that Mr. McNRILL. The bon. gentleman says it is net se.
this is not the only reason why this great tariff wall bas The hon, gentleman who moved this resolutien told the
been upbuilt against us. It is not merely for the purpose pople cf Canada that Great Britain was but littie able te
of puniLhing the people of Canada; it is aise for the purpose help them; ho told ns that Great Britain was isolated,
of coerciing the peop!e of Canada. It is a matter of history friendtess and atone. Sir, 1 do met intend te disenss that
that this treaty was abrogatel by the Unitod States, this question with the hon, gentleman now, it is rather a large
great tariff wall was raised up against the peoplo cf tLis i:suc.-But 1 will do the hon, gentleman tho justice te
couttry, for the purpose of coercing the people of Canada say that I believe ho was fully persuadcd cf the arcîîraey
into annexation. Now, lest any bon. member on the otherof what ho said, or ho would net bave mado that staternt.
side of the liouse ventures to controvert that statement, 1 Weil)ait I have te observe on the subjet is that bis baving
will take occasion te read from the utterance of the great made that statement, bolieving it to be truc, shows that ho
apostie of this movement, Mr. Wiman, and you wili see bas givcn very superfioial cousideration te the subjeot.
that ho endorses what 1 have said. Alter alluding to the Wbat did the hon. gentleman tell nenexi? Re told us that
U. E. Loyalists, ho says: the people cf Canada were nder ne obligation te Engiand.

"I have alluded to them because there is a tendency in the American Isbonld tike te ask the hou, gentleman if the people of
mind to feel that isolation and the refusal to admit Canada to the pri-
vileges of the market of the United States, will have the effect of forc-
ing them into a humble position as applicants for a political alliance. as a great and free people. 1 woutd like te ask him if they
Doubtless the repeal of the Reciproeity Treaty in 1866 was largely in- do net owe ail their rigbts and privileges as freemen te
fiueneed by this consideration." Gteat Britain. But, Sir, I will not answer the hon. gentle-
Then, in answer, apparently, by anticipation, te observa- man in any words of my owu; I wii answer him in the
tions which have since been put forward, by hon. gentle- werds of a Canadian whose name, I am asbamed te saY, st
men opposite, ho goes on te say: tbe present moment, I Lorget:

" But it had an effect entirely contrary-" "Britain bore ne ln ber flauk,
Yeu will observe, these hon. gentlemen tell us that it isBritain uursed us at our birth,
having that effect, and that se soon as we do away with Britain rearel us te our tank,
tr. do restrictions, this annexation feeling, which they Mid the nations of the sarth.
allege te exist in the country, will subside. fe goes on "uthe heur cf feur and dread,

"But it had an effet entirely contrary t that which was expected,a the gatheringf the storm,
But t bd a efect ntielyconrarytotha wheh wo epecedBritain raised above eut head,

and to-day there is not in the wide world a country more loyal in its Rer broad shield and stalwart arm.
sentiments thae is Canada tsyBritieh connection.ee

Now, these are the statements cfMr. Wiman on that peint, e "Stand,Canadians, finly stand,
and IWventuae te think that it is impossible te exaggeraasvRound the flagl f fatherland 1
the importance et the bearing of this fet upen the diiscussion But, Sir, I prefer ho slve the Matenut ofthe ongentleman
whioh ia now prooeeding in thieflouse.. Ithink it is te be dotermnoed upon by the great universal conscience e
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the people of Canada. And then having so far paved the way
the hon. gentleman went a step forward and ho told ns that
we would be botter off if we oast in our lot with the people
of the United States. That was not anything in the
nature of a proposition for annexation-Oh, no 1 nothing of
the kind; that was net leading up to annexation, as the
hon. gentleman says; but he told us that, nevertheless.
He took care, however, Mr. Speaker, te guard himseolf
against the indignation of the people of this country by
immediately adding that he did not want te cast in his lot
with the people of the United States. My hon. friend who
addressed the House a moment ago, if I mistake net, had
some enthusiastic utterances in his speech somewhat tend-
ing in the same direction; and the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) had a passage in his speech in
which ho drew a glowing picture of what would happen
wben the two British peoples of this continent were united
together. That has nothing to do with annexation either..
The hon. member for South Huron (Mr. McMillan) told us
that for his part he thought it would make little difference
on which side of the lino a man happened to reside,
for the people were one and the same. And that
also bas nothing at all to do with annexation.
The hon. gentleman who spoke last in the debate,
the bon.. member for Drummond and Arthabaska
(Mr. Lavergne) drow attention to the fact, and seemed to
dwell with special unction upon it, that Washington was
on this side of the Atlantic and that London was on the
other side of the Atlantic, and he said that the people
of Canada might think that perhaps the nearer met ropolis
was the more convenient of the two. But ho, Mr. Speaker,
liko the hon. gentleman who led this debate, took care to
guard himself immediately by saying that he hoped they
would not do anything of the kind. Now, I do net wish
to be misunderstood. I do not wish to be understood as
alleging that any of these gentlemen desire annexation;
but I do wish distinctly te say, that their speeches show
that they are welI aware, and they are pressed down with
the consciousness that if we adopt the policy which they
suggest, we run an enormous risk of annexation, and they
endeavor to minimise the evils of annexation which they
know in their hearts the vast, the overwhelming majority of
their own supporters utterly disapprove. But Sir, if there
be any direct proof of the statement I have just made re-
quired, I have it here. M y hon. friend who addressed the
louse with such eloquence on Friday night referred to

this statement, but I wish, with the kind permission of
the House, te read again the ominous words addressed by
the hon. member for Sou'th Oxford te the people of Inger-
soli last October. Re said:

"There ino doubt whatever in my mind, also, that we cannot over-
look the risk that does undoubtedly arise, that increased commercial-
intercourse with the United States may strengthen the hands of those
who desire to see our political system absorbed in theirs."

And he further goes on te say:

" I bave no hesitation In saying. frankly, that if the United States are
willing to deal with us on equitable terms the advantages to both conn-
tries, and especially to us, are so grea.t that searcely any sacrifice is too
severe to secure them. I am as averse as an man can be to annexation
or to resign our political independence, but cannot.shot my eyes to' th
facts. We have greatly miaseed our advantages, we have been foolish
in our expenditures, we have ne means of satisfyia the just demands of
large portions of the Dominion, except through euh an arrangement as
commercial union."

You see, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the hon. gentleman at
that time used the expression " commercial union " as syn.
onymous with that of unrestricted reciprocity. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I think we have got the situation cleer. This is
just where we stand, and the people have for some time
suspect ed it. This tariff is kept up against the people of
this country, partly to punish thenm for daring te sympa-
thise with the South in their struggle for independence,
partly te coerce them into annexation, and the hon. gentle-

Mr. M&cNzILL.

man opposite who moved this resolution bas himself told us
that we run an enormous risk if we adopt his own policy of
putting into the bands of the United States the power te
coerce us into annexation. That, I say, is just where we
stand, and the people of the country have suspected it for
some time. Now, Sir, tbey are fully agreed with ilr.
Mowat, the Premier of this Province, when he says that
British connection bas been for Canada unmixed good ; but
they are not at ail surethat the immersion of 5,000,000 of the
people of Canada in 55,000,000 or 60,00,000 of the people of
the United States would mean anything else than the sub-
mersion, tN hopelees and absolute submersion of Canadian
intereste, and they are at the same time perfectly satisfied
that for very many reasons indeed it would be anything in
the world but unmixed good. And, therefore, they do not
sympathise with this movement to the degree in which we
have been informel they do by hon. gentlemen opposite.
But there is another reson why they do not sympathise with
this movement. They are weak enough te have some
respect for that altogether illogical and indefensible thing
called sentiment, and they carry that weakness so far as
actually te prefer their own country te the United States,
and te prefer the members of their own family te foreigners,
ail of which is pure sentiment and, therefore, foolishness;
but we muet simply take matters as we find them. The
people of Canada are, in my opinion, growing very suspi.
cious indeed of this movement which has se strangely
been inaugurated by persons in the United States,
a new and entirely unheard-of movement on their part,
urging Canada te enterintocloser trade relations with them-
I say they look upon that movement with some degree of
suspicion, because they found that in the first thape it took-
that of commerical union-that bas now been abandoned
by hon. gentlemen opposite and repudiated by them-the
people found that it was, in point of fact, simply a thinly
disguised attempt upon the part of those persons in the
United States te accomplish, by " slyly climbing into the
branches," what the people of the United States have them.
selves told us they had failed te accomplish by violently
shaking the tree : in other words, Sir, they have come te the
conclusion that this movement in favor of commercial union
was simply an attempt on the part of the people of the
United States te obtain the mastery and control of our trade,
commerce and finances. Therefore, while they have always
been ready and while they are ready now, as the Statute-book
shows, to enter into arrangements pointing towards more
intimate commercial dealings with the people of the United
States, they look upon this particular movement in favor of it
with a very great deal of suspicion indeed, having already as
they conceive discovered under it a dangerous conspiracy
against the commercial and the political ind spendence of
Canada. Now, Sir, the people of Canada are, I believe,
perfectly ready te enter into a fair bargain with'the people
of the United States for reciprocal trading relations with
them, but I think they are very unwilling te enter into a
bargain with the people of the United States which shall
be an unfair bargain for Canada, and they are still more un-
willing to enter into an arrangement whieb shail be.dictated
exclusively by the people of the United States, and the
terme and conditions of which shall be arranged exclusively
for the benefit of that people. The last bargain of
this kind which we had with the United States was, it seems
te me, a pretty fair bargain for them. My hon. friend toid
us on Friday night that that bargain resulted te them in a
balance of trade te the extent ot more than $20,000,000.
Those figures which my hon. friend quoted were the
American figures, but the figures given by the Hon. George
Brown were net I twenty millions and a little over "
but ninety-five millions and a half. The Bon. George
Brown maintained that the 'United States had had the
advantage in that bargain- to the extent of 695,500,000.
Now, the probability is that the truth in this cae, as
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usual, is to be found in the mean between thosA extremes.
But, at all events, I think we mu8t see that that was a pretty
fair bargain for the people of the United States. They
had a pretty good share of whatever was to be gained by
tbat transaction, and so much was it so, that we lad that
the people of Nova Scotia and the people of New Bruns-
wick considered that the United States had got very mueh
the botter of that bargain, and they complained of its press-
ing upon themselves unduly. Now, then, what do we find
to-day? We find that the people of the United States tell
us plainly that they will not enter into any such arrange-
ment with us again ; they tell us plainly that that bargain
was far too favorable for us, and that it was not favorable
enough for them. I think that the people of Canada, t aill
events, have got prettv fair warning, and that warning
from the people of the United States themselves, who tell
us that the bargain which gave them an advantage to the
extent of from twenty to ninety-five millions of dollars was
not nearly favorable enough for them and was far too
favorable for us. It seems to me, therefore, that
the people of Canada may very readily see that
if they are to have closer trade relations with the
United States they must expect to pay pretty dear
for their whistle. But, Sir, we are told that there is one
class of the people of Canada who are to be enormously
benefited by the bargain. The bargain calls upon us to
give up our protective policy. The people of Canada re-
quire protection against the United States just as much as
the people of the United States ever required protection
against England. No people ever required protection for
their young industries more than the people of Canada do
to-day, but we are told that we are to give that protection
up as a portion of the bargain) We are told that at leat
one class of the community will benefit, and that class the
one to which I have had the honor to belong ever since I
came to Canada, sixteen years ago-the farming class; and
more especially the Ontario farmers are, as hon. gentlemen
opposite say, to be benefited by this arrangement. Now,
Sir, if I am not wearying the House, if I am not taking up
too much time I would-

Some hon. ME &BERS. Go on.

Mr. McNEILL-I would jugt like to investigate for a mo
ment the staternent that the Ontario farmer is to be so enor-
mously benefited byfree intercbange of farmingproduee with
the people of the United States. Before Ido so I will say, with
the permission of the House, just one word in referenceto the
Canadian farmers generally. We have heard a great deal
from the other side of the louse about the desperate condition
of indigence to which the Ontario farmers have been reduoed,
and in support of that assertion we have heard a great deal
ofthe alleged factthat farming lands in Canada have deterior-
ated in value. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to make one observa-
tion with regard to that argument, and that is, that it is
entirely beside the question. The mre fuct that the values
of farming lands bave deteriorated, bas nothing whatever,
to do with the question. It is perfectly well known, Sir,
tbat owing to the vastly ineressed areaof land throughout
the world which has recently been brought under cultiva.
tion, and owing to the enormously increased means of com-
munication, and the facilities for carrying the goods of the
farm to the farming markets of the world, those mar.
kets have been overstocked -in omparison to the condition,
in which they were a very few years ago. And, Sir, it is
apparent that -by roason of ,this there bas been ,a deprecia-
tion in farming values jst a, under similar dioimumstanoes,
there would be a depeeiatien in manfituring values;
and when hon. gentlemen opposite toli us that in
Canada we .ave in this matter Aho exprionce of all
the rot of the world, I should like to know what it
proves.' It doos not advanoe *eir came one iota. In

this connection, Sir, we must remember that the farming
lands of free trade Mugland have depreciated to uch an ex.
tent in the îam time that the depreoiation in the value of
the farming lande of Canada-if there be any-is abaolutely
comparatively nothing. Mthough, in England we should
have expected that te. very opposite would be the case,
because the supplyof land isso limitedaadthoedemand is so
great there. If hon. gentlemen wish to advance their case,
if they want to ake a point in ths connection they muet go
on to show that the depreciation in value of Canadian
lands has been greater in proportion than the depreciation
in the other farmipg lands of the world, and they
must show further that the farmer of Canada is in a worse
position than the farmer in other parts of the world.
It is very well known, Sir, to every hon. member of this
Rouse, that they have made ne such attempt. It is very
well known, to every hon, member of this House, that they
have not attempted to grapple with the facts and figures
adduced by my hon. friend the Minister of Agriculture, and
laid before the country by him some time ago, and
adduced by my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior,
and by my hon. friend who moved the address-facts
and figures which prove conclusively and irrefutably
that the condition of the farmer of Canada is vastly
better, vastly more sound, than that of his neighbor
in the United States. And, Sir, when we remember
what the condition of the farmer is in free trade England,
the argument of hon. gentlemen opposite becomes simply
laughable, for the condition of the English farmer is pitiable
in the extreme. Bat, Sir, to return to the point from which
I diverted, what would the Ootario farmer gain, and what
would ho give, if we had a free exchange of farm products
with the people of the United States ? In the firat place, Sir,
I may say that when the people of the United States ask us
to open our markets to them, and to expose our producers
-I now speak of manufacturera and farmers alike-to all the
weightand strain ofcompetition wibth the accumulated wealth
and resources of the fifty-five or sixty millions of people in
the United States, they ask us, Sir, to do what, under similar
cirumstances, they never would have done themselves They
ask us to pursue a policy the very reverse of that which tbey
have thernselves pursued with such conspicuous succuse. And,
Sir, if we had this free trade with the United States, the first
thing that would stare the Ontario farmer in the face would
be the fact that ho had lest bis home market by the closing
down of our manufactories; and I think the Ontario farmer
will begin now to see the value of the home market, from
the statements that have been made with regard to the
value of the home market in the United States-a home
market whiih bas been built up by the adoption of the very
policy thore which we have urged should be adopted hare.
But I was about te ask, what would the Ontario farmer
gain, and what would h. give ? In the first place, Sir, we
should have free entry for three of our staple products-
our horses, our sheep and our barley. Those are the three
principal products for which we should obtain a botter
market in the United States. And -wiat should we give, Sir,
i return? Weshould give to the people of the United States a
free entry into our markets for their wheat, their coarse
grains, their western corn, and their western pork. Now,
I should like te ask hon. members if it is so very clear that
the Ontario fariner would gain a great deal by that trans-
action ? They had free entry for their wheat before, and I
wonder if hon. membors of this House have realised exaetly
what that amounted to. I confos I did net do so until I
commenoed to study the figures ; but what I foud in them
positively startled me, Mr. Speaker. I found that during
the five years immediately preceding the introduction of
the National Policy we bad imported ito Canada from the
United States, for home eonsumption, 431,000,0,0 worth of
their wheat, wherees during the elast five years, ince 4he
National folicy has been introuced, we imported only some
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$1,100,000 worth. In other words, the Ontario farmer has of the enormous majority of the manufacturers of this
had the difference, $33,000,000, paid into his pocket for hiscountry, who are beet able to jndge, means practieally, to a
own wheat sold in his own market, and ho has thereby at great extent, the annihilation of the manufacturing indus-
the least saved the cost of transporting that wheat to the tries of this country, and the consequent destruction of the
sea-board and thon taking it across the Atlantic. And, home market of the Ontario farmer. Are you prepared to
Sir, if hon. members will only study the prices of wheat in throw that into the bargain too? But that is not the bargain,
Chicago and in Toronto respectively, they will find that the because we have te give eomething more; we have to lose
Ontario farmer gained a great deal more than that. But that seven millions of dollars directly, and milli6ns of dollars
is not all, I find, referring to the same periods, that in the indirctly, and wa have to throw that into the bargain too.
last five years compared with the previous five years the Bat that does not even yet represent the bargain. We
Ontario farmer has had the advantage, so far as coarse have to do more, Sir; we have te give up tbe right 10
grains and other breadstuffs are concerned, to the extent regulate our own tarif to suit our own needs; and the
of $11,000,000. And, Sir,if weremember that, during those needs of a yourg country like Canada in that respect are,
five years immediately preceding the National Policy, the as we have been taught by the people of the United States
quantity of coarse grains consumed in this country was themselves, very different indeed from, the neede of an old-
very small indeed, compared with that which is consumed establiLhed and wealtby cemmunity like tItIrs. It ii de-
in the feeding of stock to-day, we shall sece that this repre- mandcd of us that wvo shah exactly assimilaie our taif t
sents in a very small degree the advantage we have îheirs, and that, by their own admismion, would bo incalcul-
gained in this respect from the National Policy. Hon.gen ibly te the injury ofa young country ike Canada. We
tlemen will remember Ibo way in whieh the price of oats may ask, who is to regulate the tarif wheu changes
used to be brought down with a iusu by the seidi g o require te be made? The lon. the Minister of the Interior
American cheup oats int our market. And tose who bas tod ws. The A ericau s themsele have told us
grew peas for sae a few years immediatelygpreceding the through their newepapes, that their tarif is teberegu-
introduction cf the National Policy and irnmediately alter, lated by Congress; but 1 will waive that argument, aud I
will know that the price of peas advanced under that will assume that they give us some kndetfair play and
policy very much indeed. Ard now, Sir, what at_-out ome representation in the body whieh is to regulate that
western perk ? Woal knowthathe market of theCndiantharif. What will that representation b? They are fifty.
fariner for bis pork wa@, prier te the introduction cf the five or ixty million people, and wec are fiv million people.
National Policy, depressed te the et dcgrec. In cne cf If' thuy sould give us representation according I our
those terrible years, 18-18 or flb9, Iknew very wBll an On- population, in what condition would we bo when those
tarie fariner whe hiad te isel! his pork for 82.50 per hundred. questions ari8e, which conficting interests would cortainly
Yow, free trade in farma produce means the free entry iocaue to orise, between the onh party and the other? I say
our mnarkets cf western pork, and I waût te kiow whethor we hould o in a hrtple s and hopoless condition cf uh-
the destruictienof' the home market for pork wiIl in any potence and humiliation; we shulda h ebliged tetake
dogree bc compeneated te the Ontario farmer by the greoutaly whatever bor good master were kind enough tedole eut te
advanced prico that ho is going te obtain ftr those early us. We have dtthrw that inte the bargain, tee. Sir, it l
epring chickene, yen know, which lie e te rear in the n bargain; it is national degradatitn and abject surrender.
snowecf January and February, te compoe in the I say that, under such crcumetances, our position would o
New York market with the leis raised in the warmer absoluely unendurabe; with our own bande we should have
latitudes cf the UJnited States. Now, Sir, juet lot us sceplaced thoir heis upon ourngecko, and with our own suf-
the avalanche which hangs ever the hmme market for frages we should have voted away our own independence.
Canadian pork tc-day. 'Ibo year befere las, according te But that o neat yet the bargain. We are told that, in erder
the lrst figures I have gt, tbey exported, cf bacon, te carry out the terme erfais preciusehntract, we must
$25,000,000; cf bain, $5, 25e,000; cf fresh roiî k, $4;400,000, aise diéscriminate in faver cf American goods against the
and cf sast pork, 20,750,Uaafwerth. That peints te ha goducf the ethr ceuntry: mn other wrds, we arete
cempetition which the ONtario Pflrmr may expnimtto a, lacrifice our sentiments tends hrow that sacrificente ath
when wo have fre trade oinfaim produce. And, Sr, ho bargain, to. We are te cast down-aye, in scorn and deri.
will have something more; ho will have the' advantage of sien te cast down-the impulses cf the neblest element
soeingcr markes finoded with cleo Sargarire, and btterine of humanity. Strike out sentiment fris tho eature of
and boguse butter, and bogus butter eml.arke wil have thse man, and, ir, you at once detairone and degrade him
taer ieart scontent, wt cmpetowith the genduine butter t the lovel of the brute creatien. Where ei the dividirg
manufactured by the wives, daughters and sisteref Inur Can lino te sbfound, if it et retrsenti ment? It is net at
adian farmer. More than that ho wil have te compote in appetito, it je nt at instinct, it isnet even at reason.
hie own market with tho cheaply-fed, with be corr-fod It e only toe hbfoundn theo appreciation of the ehically
catte f the United States; and more than that, ho will find, beauiful, the grat and thecgoad. There alonedilto o
in erder te assi t h m in that competition, that ie iwn found the argument from nature for the existence of the
catte wiel hocheduled with the cattie f the United States human seul. There aione le te ho found the argument from
and excluded fro the markt cf the mother country. nature for our h rpos of immrtality. What, Sir, I wold
Nown cthinkhon, gentlemen will agree with me that ae nare the; thoughts to deep for words which vainly
if the trade mn farmn preduce weuld be te the advantage of beat about likoe weet imprisoned hirds in the dark cottage
the Ontari ofarmer-and F do netay tht it mightnet- they inhabit? na the mt sublime passage in English
at ailYoven mit would by ne omeans h an untmixed literature, the great master as compared these unutterable
blesing; and I think they wil further agree with yearning te the muic of the phores. Ho makes Lorenuz
me when 1 eay thet if, for the privilege of inro- say :
ducing the producof canr ferme th hmi market, for givefLo k hw the floor f Reaven
the Amorican the privilge e introducing the produce tIsthick inlaid with patines of bright old t

There je fot the malles orb which thou behold t,bis far , int oure, we sha have gvon hi,4 a very fair But in bis motion like an angel singo, o i
equivalent. Now, the question that the people of Canada Sit cheiring te the young-eyed he nbim;
have toaskmthemeelves is: are they prepared te give a greoat But, whist this muddy vesture ot decay
deal more? Thoe policy proposed te us degandi thate Doth groesly close it in, we cannot hear it.-
shatl give a great deal more. It demande that we hall I would ask, what je that divine harmeny? ae it sheer, un-
admit Aierican manufactures free; and thate ln the opinion adulterated greed 'ogain? What a goed, a true, a noble
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ma ? fi; he not a man who eis actuated bv good, and true,
and noble sentiments and wbo lives up to theimn? The senti-
ment of Canada speaks out trumoot.tongued against the
policy that is proposed to us by the hon, gentleman, and
we are coolly requested to degrade, and to depress, and to
stifle the hiahest imnulses of our people, in order that that
precious policy may be carried into effect. But, Sir, no.
Whv, we are told that is not the case. We are told, for.
sooth, that it will be to the advantage of the mother coun-
try to run the risk of the disruption of her Empire, because
at some day-God only knows when-the people of Canada
will become vaQtly better customers of bers than they ever
were before. Well, ail I can say with reglrd to that is,
that the people of Canada are customers of the mother
country to the extent per head of the population of 88.84,
and th people of the United States are customers of the
mother country to the extent of $1.83 per head of their
popula'ion ; and hon. gentlemen can decide the force
of tho suggestion made by bon. gentlemen opposite for them-
Eelves. But, for my own part, speaking for myself, I say that
thiis is "the most unkindest cnt of al]," for it simply amounts
to fn attempt to betray the mother country with a kiss.
But I would ask, why it is that we are called upon to com-
mit this deed of imperishable infamy ? The hon. gentleman
gives yon a resson. Ie tells von it is because we are
broken, bankrupt, and goinz hend over heels to destruction.
Fortunatelv, the peoplo cf Canaa can decido that question
for themselves, without reference either to the hon. gentlIe-
man who makes the assertion or to any hon. member on
ihis side of the Iouse. Tbey can decide that question for
themselves by reference to men whose business it is to
study the financial statns of rit'ons; men who do not caro
three straws whether it is the Hon. Edward Blake, or Mr.
Laurier, or Sir Richard Cartwright, or Sir John A. Macdon-
aid who bas control of the destinies of this country; men
who look at this from a purely business point.of view; men
who look at this matter with the cold, ecleulating eye
of the man of the world who is trying to make
money out of it. And what is their verdict? What
is the verdict of the financiers of the world on this
matter? Their verdict is, that the hon. gentleman is en-
tirely mistaken. Tbey not only do not agree with the bon.
gentleman, but they sey that the very reverse of what the
hon, gentleman bas said is the fact, and they back their
opinion with their money, by lending us thoir money on
terms which are much more favorable than those on which
money was ever lent to Canada before. But we have an-
other reason offered why we should follow out this precious
policy, and what is it ? I have referred to it once before,
but I think it ought to be referred to in this House. This
is the reason given to us by Mr. Wiman why we should
adopt this policy. He says:

"When one recalls the 5,000 miles of coast line fishing privileges
possessed by Canada, the limitlesa foresta of timber, greatly needed by
the United Statep, the exhanstless bills of iron ore, the copper, nickel
and other minerals, the monuntains of phosphates, the miles and miles of
coal in close proximity to eastern manufacturing centres and western
needs, the infinite variety of riches which God in His Providence bas
plaeed in these regions for the good of al mankind; and when one
recalls that for the most part these are lying silent, dormant and dead,
it r.eeds only to turu and look into the earnest faces of the great nation
on the borders of Canada to realise that the gool Providence bas also
provided a people whose high mission it is ta take these vast riches and
most gratefully enjoy His bounty "

That is the reason given to as by Mr. Wiman. Sir, the
p<icy of tbe Liberal Conservative party, under the leader.
ship of the right hon gentleman wbo bas made the name of
Canada famous throughont the world, has been a policy of
construction, a poliey of building np, a policy of binding
togethcr. The right hon., gentleman has sought to provide
the peop'e of Canada with the means of developing the
vast resources of their country ; the right hon. gentle-
man has sought also to soothe loeal jealousies, and to

assnage old-time animosities; he has sought to teach the
people of this country that the interests of races, and creeds,
and industries, and classes, and Provinces are first and
foremost of ail Canadian interests; he bas sought, in short,
to build up a great Canadian nationality in North America,
a nationality which shall at the same tino be as truly and
as thoroughly an integral part of the great British nation
as tho Welsh, or the Irish, or the Scotch, or the English
nationality is. Surely that is a great and noble policy.
Surely every true Canadian ought to strive to help it on.
And the chief corner-stone of that policy bas been the pro.
vision by wbich it is attempted toarrange that theGCanadian
manufacturer, the Can.dian far mer-that Canadian indus.
try, in lact, shahl havo the benetit o: iLs own Canadian
market; the provision that seeks to arrange, so far as
possible at least, that the money wheb is paid for goods
consuimod in Canada shall ot be civeyed out of Canada to
the impoverisbment of the coatry, but, as fir as possible,
shall romain in the countty, fto bo re-invosted in native in.
dustry and stili further developî tho resnu ces of the country.
Unrcstricted reci pcity meaus blo tig out, as with a
sponge, ail wo bave gained under that policy ; it
mans, in the opinion of inany inent best able to jadge, the
transferrence of tho conmmrore and the trade of the cities of
Canada to the cities of the United States; iL means the
domination of our trado and commerce by the United
States, the loss of our commrcial and of our financial
ndependenUc, and, in 0hort, to asubjigaLioni f Canada by

that people. And it means more sIll. It means, in my
opinion at least, without one hadow or shade of doubt, the
severa ce of loset it s wlihui'iL a t ti mother country
ani biud our Enpire toether. I wouid astk the French
CXanadiaa meme'rs u this iL>'uso n the-y are prepared to
support such a policy as thut, if thuy think, that, under
the new condition of things which would grow up under
that policy, their own peculiar rights and privileges would
be so very much more secure than they are tc-day ; and of
the members of this IIouse, irrespecLive of race, or class, or
creed-aye, or of party toa-I would ask, are you prepared
to hold your grip upon your own Canada and to continue
to develop ber vast latent resources with the same
courage and energy in the future as you bave di"played
in the past, and which in the last few years bas won
for you the admiration -yes, I may say without
exaggeration, the wonder-of the civilised world ?
Are you preparcd to join hands with those whose high
policy it is to build up a Canadiau nationality in North
America, and at the same time to preserve and, if possible
consolidate the world.wido Empire to which we are heirs ï
Are ycu prepared, in the future as in the past, to take your
stand, in sunshine and through storm, by the old land and
the old flag, or, on the other hand, are yon prepared to cast
in your lot with those who, in the colmus of thoir news-
paper press, are, day by day, writing down British insti-
tutions, and deliberately and scandalously misrepresenting
all that England does ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no; never I

Mr. MNEiîLL. Are you prepared, at their instance,
and by their advice, in craven fear, at the very moment of
splendid victory, to surrender to the pressure of a policy
which Canada bas not only ie long sneceâsfully resisted,
but whicb, with native irnb:rin energy and genius, she bas
converted into an irstrument for ber own gcod ? Are you
prepared, at the very moment when victory folds ber pin.
ions upon your banner<, to haul down the flag ofCanadian
nationality and of Imperial lame and power ? Are you
prepared, at the rintance of these men and by their advice,
to lend a belping band in the dismemberment of your own
Empire?

Several hon. MEMBERS. Never, neverl
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Mr. Mc NEILL. Are you prepared even to risk it, as the

hon. gentisman tells us you must (do if you adopt his policy?
Are the Commons of Canada prepared to do all this or to
risk all this in order that the great nation on your southern
border may, in the simple and graphic words of Mr.
Wiman:

"Take-"
"Take," Mr. Speaker,-
"-the vast riches of our own native, land, and most grtefully
enjoy them."

What the Commons of Canada will do, Sir, I am well
assured, and if hon. gentlemen opposite, not content with
that verdict, dare to do as they now propose, dure to sub
mit to the judgment of the people of this country a policy so
unworthy, seo suicidal and so base, rigbt sure am I tat from
every city and town, from every hamlet and county, they
will have for answer, swift and clear:

"Confound their politics;
Frustrate their knavish tricks;
On thee our hopes we fix,
God save the Queen."

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Mr. Speaker, the principle involved
in the resolution now under the consideration of this House
is so far-reaching in its character, and fraught with ench
tremendous interests to the future welfare of this country,
that I do not feel inclined to let it go to a division without
asking the attention of the House for a very short time while
I offer a few observations on the subject. I fuel under a conse-
derable difficulty ut rising to speak ut this period of thàe
debate, because the hon. gentlemen who have precoeded me
from this side of the Cham ber, have submitted to the consi-
deration of theI louse and the country a proposition so bread,
so statesmanlike, in the interests of this country, that
the Chinese-wall-of-protection party on the other side, elo-
quent and argumentative as their speeches have been, from
their own -standpoint, have been wholly unable to gainsay
the position we have taken. The bon. gentlemen who have
spoken from the commencement of this debate, on -our side
of the House, have submitted a proposition, and have pro-
claimed correetly the condition of this country to be such,
and ils financial position such, as call for the immedsiate
consideration of this Parliament, and the consideration ofthe
people outside of it. Now. Sir, hon, gentlemen, in the early
part of this debate, quoted speeches which had been made
by hon. gentlemen on this side on previous occasions. They
endeavored to make out that some ion. gentlemen on this
side had been inconsistent in their utterances, and that the
policy which they advocate now-was not in accordance with
the policy which they had advocated, individually, on other
occasions. One of those gentlemen, my bon. friend from
Queen's (Mr. Davies), bas answered for himeelf to-day. He
bas shown this Nouse that his speech, taken in its plain
and literal meaning, from beginning to end, was -not cap-
able of the interpretation which the hon. Minister of,
Marine chose to put upon it. And I have no doubt
that hon. gentlemen will endeavor, before 4his debate
is over, to make quotatione from observations of!
mine. I hope they wil do so. However, I may spare them
the necesity of that, Mr. Speaker, becanuse I intend to give
this House, before I resume my seat, the benefit, if :beneft
it may be, of the opinions which I have expressed with
regard to our relations with the United States for a very
considerable number of years past. Now, Sir, we have, in
this ,preaent position, an entirely new departure. We havei
bere a question whichb as never yet been formally sub.i
mitted to the conideration of the people. It has been an
abstract question ; it has been one which people's minds
may bave dwelt on, but it bas never been the deliberate
policy of a party, and it has never been deliberately sub-
mitted for the consideration of the people. And how are
we met ? We are met with the cry that it is disloyal to

Mr. MCNnILL.

the old country. The hon, gentleman who has just resumed;
his seat indulged us with that cry to a considerable extent,
and cloeed his speech by an appeal to the sentimental
aspect. of this question, and stating the strength of
that sentiment in the hearts of the people of Canada
to-:ay. Sir, I agree with the hon, gentleman that
there is a great deal in sentiment. I agree with the
hon. gentleman that great deeds and great sufferings

.have been undergone for the sake of mere sentiment.
Bat, Sir, if sentiment stands between us and our necessities
to-day, our duty to Canada points to the course we shouid
take in the interests of Canada. Sir, sitting here as oneof
the representatives of this Dominion, I am propared, f'r
my part, to say, lot us consider the intereste of Canada
first. That, Mr. Speaker, has been the policy of hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House, that has been the
policy of the right bon. gentleman in times gone by.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is now.
Mr. JO NES (Halifax). That was the policy laid down

by the right Lon. gentleman in that Minute of CounDil
quoted by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) tbe
other day, when the right hou. gentleman declared that
the only way Io make the people of Canada contented in
their present position was to make them prosperous; and
no one knew botter than he did that if there was prospcrity
in this country from one end to the other, the people were
satisfied and contented with their political position. Bat,
as has been shown, if the true interests of a coun.try were
saffering, if the. people saw on the other aide of the ine
a market whieh would take all of their surplus
productions, if they saw that market closed by a
Chinese wall against them, in consequence af the .aation
of this Government, then I say that the lime
would come for the people of Canada to look aroandand
make overtures, as this resolution invites us to make,to thè
large, friendjy, and powerful people to the south, and ask
them if aeme modus vivendi may not be arrived at whereby
we two English-speaking races on this continent may be
able to exchange our products to our mutual advantage. I
say, at the outset of this discussion, that I am glad to hear
hon. gen-tlemen on the other side pointing out ail the .dis-
advantages that are going to arise to the Dominion under
the operation of such an Aot. I am glad to hear that for
this reason: because .the friends of this measure-and we
have friends on the other side of the border-will be able to
show the people of the United States .that there is at least
a divisin of opinion on this side of the border. If there
was only one view of the question taken in this Chamber, if
every member in the liouse and every man in the country
would cordially accept the views advanced by aie hon. gen-
tlemen who have preeeded me, why, the friends of that
measure, an1 I believe they are growing in the United
States, would not have the advantage of pointing out there
was a division ot opinion en the other side of the border as
weill. I hold that this is a maLter which, while largely in
the interests of Canada, is largely in the interests of the
people of the United:States as well. It is to their inter-
est-

An lion. M&MBER. Hear, hear,
Mr. JONES. An han. gentleman says "hear, hear."

Does the hon. gentleman, in any of his dealings with bis
fellow.man, expect to have aIl the advantage on his own
side ? Why, is it a policy that no far-reaching statesman.
ship ever for one moment contemplates or desires. We de-
sire,if we go to the United States, tosay to them: Here
we come offering you a trade which is to your advantage
to accept, and èwhich during the time you had il under the
operation of the Reciprocity Treaty proved to be such, and
now with our enlarged commercial system, our increased
number of railways, our increased population in Canade-,
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and in the United States as well-we believe it will be a him during the dieesiom ; and if the hon. the Minister of
measure for our mutual benefit, and so, come, ]et te trade to- Inland Revenue eould have only hed the opportunity of
gether. Why, the Minister of Finance when at Washing. giving him a wink and a caution, he would have said:
ton the other day made thia proposition. I regret ho is not "My good friend de not touch l.o.margariae because,
here. How do we now know that the Minister of Finnce remember, that only a few years ago I brought in a BiHl to
did not make a proposai similar to that called for in the rose- enable oleomargarine to be imported and man factered in
lution before the House ? We know ho proposed a resolu- this country." It was only on account of this strong feel.
tion there in the interests of extended commerce; and now ing in this House that on motion of my hon. friend from
wefind a resolution broughtdown here under the direction of Brant (Mr. Paterson) who sits beside me, the permission
the leader of this House calling for a Chinese-wall-policy of of the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue was changod so as to
protection against the United States. Wou, Sir, it appears prevent its manufacture and introduction into this countiy.
to me that if the Minister of Fina"oe were ere to-day ho Leaving aside the hon. gentleman's conclusion with regard
would have either to explain his policy, or the leader of to our duty and our loyalty towards England, and I would
the Government would bave to explain his. We seem to not have a great deal to answer. But, Sir, I would ask
have a Mikado and Tycoon in this matter, and I would like theb hon. gentleman for one moment to refer baok to the
to hear whether the policy of the Tycoon at Washington Journals of the House in 1867, and ho will find that the
can be reconciled with the policy of the Mikado in the party which ho follows to-day, and the leader whioh he
House of Commons to-day. The hon. gentleman who serves under to-day, who was leader of the House and Gov-
resumed bis seat a few moments ago said that the Americans ernment on that occasion, in the very first Address from
were trying to coerce us in consequence of the hostile the Throne, which ho put into the mouth of the Governor
position we assumed during the Southern War. The hon. General to deliver to this Parliament, ho caused itto contain
gentleman, I have no doubt, thought ho was right in the these words: I congratulato you oitthe logisiative @Uno-
evidence he offered; but if the bon. gentleman had ion which has been given by the Imperial Parliament te the
occupied a seat in this House from 1874 to 1878, during Act of Union under the provisions of wbich we are now
the time the National Policy was first discussed in assembled and whhhis laid the foundation of a Lew
this Chamber, and subsequently over the country, the hon. nationality." Wbat does a "now nationality" mean, Mr.
gentleman would have remembered the speeches made by his Speaker? Does it net mean Lb. severanco from the old
leader, by the Finance Minister, by every Tory member country, and could it racn nnything olse? A Inew
in this flouse, to the effect that we are going to teach the natienality" meant notbing less. It moant the independeme
United States their position. We were not going to allow which those gentlemen had been speaking about, during
then to have the advantage of our market, we were not iho whole political canpaigti tL-Atp:ocudod the Act of
going to ailow then to make3 his a slaughter market for Union, from every husting8 inthe Dominion of Canads,
their products, and we vere going to impose a tariff and a when public mcn tnaLed publicly, that whon w. had
National Policy against tL United States which was going attained our present position henoeforth worc gaingte
to bring the United States to their senses in a very short assume the duties and the aspect of a new country. I
time. I contend that those utterances of our public men repeat again that on the very first occasion on whib this
on that occasion in this flouse, aud afterwards in the Ilouse met after Confederation the hon .the leader of the Gov.
country, did more than any other lino of policy ever adopted, erment put into the mouth f the Gvernor Gencral thote
more than the National Policy it8ecf, tA embitter the memorabl words that Ilwe inaugurtod a new nationality."
public sentiment cf the United States, the minds cf the That, Sir, was the objeitcf ie Union, as stated at i s very
leadi.ng statesmen in Congress, againathLe.peop~leof tbis inceptien. ThD hongentoman who spoke fr eloquently, with
country who woergulled by such an utterance as thct. regard t, our duty towards the old country, woul do wAl eL
And when), unfortunately for the intereste of Canada, Lb.Lhink, Sir, if h would a k bis hon. colagacs t explain their
Gevernm t came inte power audhad anopprtunity tomeningwha he veryfirmhteopportunty t y hadofmeet
carry eut therr policy, they carried it eut te tb. fillest ing Lhe representatives Canad thnd r the new systen f
exteut; they carried it eut with the bast that vheywwere governpict, they annoued tIthe, as thenpolcy of tad
goiug te, redace our import§ aul trade with the Uniaed Administration, eatthey woregeing teo adopta new nation-
States, Lhey were geing te inoreanse our trade with Great ti- ality. Sir, i il becomes a y cf those gentanen te endeavor
tain and were goirg toteach tLb, United Stat the frt that te brand bon. m mbers on this side f the flouse, and te
w. cou'ld get aleng withouî them. The. abourdity ef that was argue that w. are endeavoririg te, lead t he people away frein
seen from the begining, th. abHurdi y f that rias been the old country. They themselves wre the first; their leader,
feit by every business man, nd by every farmer, d by their Governument, and th leader of thepresent Governa ment
every m'an Whobam an;yacqtualunne wi*theb.poition of waso t iret Le indicate te Lb. peopleofe this country at
affaire th this conntiy.oe are livitg alngsi o bf ter puope large that wo had made up ourtmind e adopt a new
f b.e United States who wat wat w. have tsf;t tionality, which meant severance from taeold acuntry.

thy tadn sate hey are Lb. ony popie whe wil te, s now, Sir, what did h.e bon. gentleman, with regard to this
who aun take what we bave te dispose of, ace w hav t question, say? In addition theo chargest hew dake against
end hem our producte minus the idty whic ofwa imposed thof being fhr te he cou tryhe iotat w have ant been
in conhequence t poweîhreat inga f te Toryputy of a i nte proventhat thie policy would bofadvantage t our
etei coun try. cThee on, gentleman w habjust r t meyfrern, car ihermen,und cor varione industrielc oew,
his seat, indulgod occasionally in peetical quotations. I Sir, Ibis question, ns I ssid belore, a very few yesrs ugo,.
foiowed rm wiu a great des af iaterest witd if h Uhad wad netin the position wich ingje tc-lay. W were net
eSfined himef t e poietical quotation tr1ae sure, ie many aware thon what the position of the question would be in
respects, is statements would have been more acurato te bUnited tone r Tonday, what do whs set? We ose a broad
wnd more interesting to theose. The bon gentlea invitatoa fromn that ditigtisoed mh Mr. Byard, tre

indulged in a quotation fron anbunknewn authortd as if Amtian ecrytary of State, to Sir ChartesTupper,raking,
te show how esy it was t desend from.e fblime d Lb.him te "corne and tdiseue tequestions eaetraughtfor.
ridiculous, ho fiast came down b. level ofpitk, sd thon ward treatment, on a libetal and tatesanlke plan, f the
by two or three strps et once, ato de oargarne.e atire commercial relations btweon the two Empires." That
i thngt, Sie that wthhon .t heter haf ik"4Revenue invationais whi mane acoming re from the d oGcvrn.
they tave, antheyd arwha om. peopuho witukeand mentand,indeed,we had previouslyraoniveth arot is
to lyw f hoi walkd over and took hiseAt alongide of invitation fromt p ositad of thii ihoa. eh i wrinTs
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coming from the Premier, so to say, of the United States-
the leader of the Cabinet, was an emphatic declaration on the
part of the people of the United States, so far as the Govern-
ment were concerned, that, in their judgment, the time had
arrived when this question could be properly considered with
Canada. Sir Charles Tupper, the hon. the Minister of
Finance, who bas since been in Washington, made a most
cordial reply to this invitation. He did not intimate any
desire on the part of Canada not to enter into the relations,
but he says: "I entirely agree in your statement that we
both seek to obtain a just and permanent settlement and
that there is but one way to procure it, and that is by a
straightforward treatment, on a liberal and statesmanlike
plan, of the entire commercial relations of the two countries."
iere, Sir, we have then the whole case before us. We have
since seen a resolution introduced into Congress by Mr.
Butterworth and, subsequently, by Mr. Hitt, and wo have
seon the public expression of opinion from public men in
the United States with regard to th s measure, and we
believe to-day that they are watching with a great deal of
interest the discussions that take place in this House. The
hon. gentleman has quoted occasionally from Mr. Wiman.
Now, Mr. Wiman, I have no doubt, has given considerable
attention to this question, and Mr. Wiman's idea would be
quite in accord with the policy now under consideration
here. He says:

"The second plan of unrestricted reciprocity to which in your lettera
you referred would be a most aimirable arrangement, and next to the
old Reciprocity Treaty would be most acceptable no doubt throughout
Canada. [t is as you say that the extension of the plan as laid down in
the Treaty of 1874, urgeci by General Grant on the part of the Uniteai
States, and by the huonorable George Brown on the part of Cansda.
Hnd this negotiation b:en successful no Act in General Urant's a dmin-
istration would have patraleled it ia imputtance and beneficial resuta
to the United States; while this consummation as a result of Mr. Brown's
efforts would have added a lustre to a name already famous in Canada
that would have been international in its scope.'>

Then, Sir, he goes on to say :

" The conclusion, therefore, is that while the first plan in the foregoing
list-the old Reciprocity Treaty-is impossible, the second that of un-
restricted reciprocity is possible only by the early and prompt action
ofthe Canadian Goverument, speaking on behaf ot the people, and
making at once the necessary propositions from which the knowîedge of
the faut, I believe, could be promptly carried through in view ut tue
agitation and interest which bas been excited on the question here. If
nu such action is taken by the representativtsa of the Canadian Govern-
mentit id impossible to conceive that the American Uongress could be
induced to initiate a move of this limited character."

Now, Sir, you will find by this that Mr. Wiman, who has
given a great deal of attention to this subject, had come to
the conclusion that unrestricted reciprocity, such as we are
advocating to-day, was enticoly in accordancewith the senti-
ment in the Umted States and would find acceptance there.
This question of our relations with the United States as 1
have said before has been considered at various places and
has been spoken to by myself, and as I may be misquoted,
or partially quoted by the hon. gentlemen who 1116w me, I
will read what I said in the liouse last year while tnat
question was under consideration:

" In regard to the treaty I think it very undesirable that here or else-
where any expressions of opinion should ba given as to the great
desitability or necessity of a tieaty with the United States. Shortly
after the treaty expired there was a meeting held at the Chamber of
Commerce, Halifax, when a resolution was moved calling on the Govern-
ment to taire immediate eteps to renew it. Oa that occasion I said I
thought that while it was weil known throughout this country that our
people were anxious for a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty on equal
ternms, it was not wise orjudicious that we ahould publish to the world
from every commercial standpoint the opinions we ente.tained on that
subject. I anm aware this expression of mine was quoted against me on
a recent political occasion in my own Province, but I expressed it there
in the same Lense in which I would express it here, because I believe
the Government, recognising their responsibility in dealing with a
matter of such importauce, wonld be freer to act on behalf ofour country
if there was not brought to bear from the other side expressions of
opinion froma our own people that we could not live or prosper without
trade relations with that country."

Mr. JozuEs (jahîfAE).

I took the precaution of adopting that policy for this very
reason: I did not wish to say anything that might be
used against us by those in the United States who are
opposed to a reciprocity treaty with us, in any future
negotiations which might take place. I remember very
well the speeches which were delivered in this House, on
the Washington Treaty, by the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment and the hon. Minister of Finance. I remember those
hon. gentlemen standing in their places and pointing out
the great advantages that we were gaining under that
treaty-pointing out that under it we were gaining every-
thing and giving up nothing; and the speeches of those
hon. gentlemen were quoted entirely in the American case
submitted to the Halifax Commission. And while I did
not suppose that my speecbes would have so much im-
portance in the eyes of the public as the speeches of gen-
tlemen who occupy the high position thosa hon. gentlemen
occupied at that time, and still occupy, I was unwilling
that any member of this liouse should make use of any
language which American negotiators might throw up
against us whenever we came to negotiate with them.
Shortly after that I was interviewed by the Boston Globe,
which was very anxious to know what we, in Nova Scotia,
thought in regard to this matter. In that interview I said :

" I was a member of a government, and belong to a party that has
always desired the closest commercial relations with the United States,
and 1 do not besitate to say that, if our party came into power to-morrow,
our first object would be, so far as consistent with our financial obliga-
tions, to place our trade relations with our neighbors across the border
on the freest and broadest basis possible. I do not believe in commercial
union. Neither country, I believe, would agree to it; but if the tariff of
both countries could be reconsidered 1[think a way would be found by
whieh we might trade with our neighbors, who are our natural custom-
ers, on a mucu more liberal and extended basis than we do at preseLt I
bAlieve that a great deal of bal feeling was engendered in ttie minds of
the people (f the United State, and in the minds of her leading states-
men, by the constant cry that was kept up by the Tory party ot the
Dominion during the time that the Liberal Government was in power,
that they (the Tories) by pursuing a policy of retaliation would force
trade concessions from the Americans. The Liberals of this country
never desired such a policy. They desired the freest trade relations con-
sistent with revenue requirements, believing that the more intimate our
commercial intercoure was the bâtter feeling it would engender among
the population of the two countries.

" We cannot forget that we have a large interest in the New England
States particularly. Their factories are operated largely by Nova Sco-
tians, their fishing fleet is largely manned by our own hardy sons, and
the number of people from Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince
gd ward I-laund who have mde their homes in their towns and villages
it wouid be difficult to ascertain."

I was also interviewed by the Chicago Timnes, which re-
ported the interview as follows:-

" Hon. A. G. Jones, M.P., largelyengaged in the West Indies and fish
trades, bas been watching with considerable interest the discussion of
the question in the United States. Public opinion in Canada would be
likely to shape itself in response to action that may be taken in the
United States. The people ot the Maritime Provinces would favor re-
ciprocity in the limited sense, or a broader measure like commerefal
union, if that is found practicable. 'Our commercial interests are
with the United States, and not with Canada,' Mr. Jones said. 'We
have no binding trade interests between the east and west of Canada,
and are ready to extend our commercial relations with any country
that will take our producte.' If the United States Government were
disposed to favor unrestricted reciprocity with Canade, Mr. Jones
thinks no great difficulty would be experienced in adjusting details of
the arrangement to th3 satisfaction of both parties. It in argued that
free trade with the United States would be discrimination against the
mother country, but Mr. Jones believes no opposition need be feared
from that quarter. England knows that the surest way to make Can-
ada contented with ber political status as a portion of the Empire is to
make her people prosperous. That would undoubtedly be the case
under unrestricted free trade with the United States. '. look on the
proposition with moderate favor,' Mr. Jones said, in conclusion, 'and
am prepared to discuss it for the best interests of the country. It has
not yet been made a party question.' "

Now, Sir, these are the opinions which I have expressed
on this measure up to the present time, and therefore I feel
perfectly free to-day in coming here and giving my allegi.
ance to the policy set forth in the statements I have read.
Bat, Sir, we have heard from hon. gentlemen on the other
side of theI fose-and they have endeavored to propagate
the idea in their papers-that the policy of the Liberal

248



1888. COMMONS DEBATES. 249

party to-day, the polity of unresriQted reciprooity, means able to hold his own, and in his absence it is not very
direct taxation, the withdrawal of Provincial sub-.idies, the statesmanlike on the part of a member of this Government
withdrawal of subsidies to varions railways in the country. to attempt to belittle a member of the Local Government.
Sir, I take entire and immediate exception to that state Had the hon. gentleman quoted the Hon. Mr. Longley
ment. There is no such plank in the platform of the fairly, ho would have had this advantage: that I would not
Liberal party to-day; there is no necessity for any of be in a position to make the retort which it is in my power
these resuits in the arrangement we advocate for the to make to-day. We very often find hon. gentlemen oppo-
approval of this country. We must come here and site making quotations from the speeches of hon. gentle-
discuss this question in a fair and honest spirit, men on this side, without giving us the entire quotation,
neither overstating nor understating the case, and I am but only giving us that portion, which taken by itself,
prepared to aay that we should probably lose a small bears out the impression they endeavor to create. They
amount of revenue under such an arrangement; but we are careful not to give the fair and literal meaning of what
should be able to economise in certain unnecessary expenses was said. Now, what did Mr. Longley say at the banquet
to the extent of a few millions. And, then, Sir, above all, at Boston? He said :
instead ot having our people in the condition we find t hem IlGod and nature never deatlned that Nova Sootia and Ontario ehould
in to-day from one end of this Dominion to the other, trade together. We trade witb Ontario, te ho sure. Their drummera
instead of finding their resources crippled, their encigies prmeate our countryn a
hampered, their farms mortgaged, and looking with hope- pay for them almostwho11y in bard cash. Where do we get the moaey?
lessness to the future, we shoald bave a contented and p) os- We get it from the peuple of the United 8tates.I
perons people, a people with money in their pockets, andLNow, if the Minister of Marine and Fisheries had finiehed
wu kno-w what it means when people have money in their the quotation by Living us that part ef it, ho would have
pockets, for they spend it, and the very man who spends donc Mr. Longley the justice, te which Mr. Longley was
one dollar to-day, would, under such a condition of affairs, entitled. The Minister ef Marine and Fisheries said that a
be able to spend three or four dollars to-morrow. There- large trade had been growing up between the east and the
fore, I look without the slightest apprehension to the west. Lot us see in what that trade consiste. He enys
change involved in the proposition before the House. If there la a large amoant of sugar brought over the Inter-
it involved anything approaching direct taxation, I should colonialRailway. Weil, thoro is, I admit, a vory coneiderable
say, stay your hand; for I should say that this country quantity of sugar coring ever the Intercolenial Railway,
could not under any system of government adopt dire 't but when we find every year an annual deficiency of Sio,-
taxation. Although it might ho the most economical, if 000 to $200,000 in the working of the Intereolonial Rail-
people underetood it, they have not been eduuated up to way, when we sue $8,000,000 te 810,000,000 charged yearly
the great economical fact that direct taxation would be the as capital account te the Intercoloniallaiiway, half of
cheapest systen they could adopt. And, therefore, you which should go Ieurrent uxponses, I ask, le it any great
have to accept publie opinion as it is. No party in this advantage after aite force this trare at tho oxpense 1V
country would stand twenty-four hours, if they went to the involves. The hon. gentleman says that cou[ je brought
people with direct taxation on their banners. over the Intercolonial Railway. Goal je breught frorna

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. certain cunty repreented by the ho. the Minter of
Finance, and we have the etatement, in reply te my enquiry,

Mr. JONES (flIifax). I am glad te hear hon. gentle- and which the hon. the Minister of Railways had the
men opposite agree with me. Therefore, I take this ex. franknossVo put in his annual report, as expl&iniing
ception at the outset, because I deny most emphatically inoneased expenditure and diminished receipts, we have
that any such result can possibly be -involved in the adop- VUe etatemurt that every pound et that ceai carried
lion of the policy which we recommend to-day. Now, Sir, ever the Intercolonial Railway was carried ut a
the bon. gentleman may say that it would bc unfair to the dcad 1 a sbthat the way te promnote trade in
country to discriminate against ber with regard to the this cuntry, by making Euch a sacrifice? Ioe.
United States. Why, is it not equally unfair to discrimi- gentlemen, faniliar with this business, are aware that
rate against the British manufacturer, in s far as the pria- whon wo ceto put a rate ettree-teutbe of a cent per
ciple and the sentiment are concerned, in favor of the mile on couJ, that involves a loss te tUe country of avery
Canadian manufacturer? There is discrimination against extensive ctîaraoter.I1 have been told by gentlemen
the British manufacturer. His goods cannot come in fariliar withthe business, and whom I consider ad high
owing te it, and if theydo not come in under one condition authority, that about three-quarters ef a cent por mile je
of affairs, they will not under another; and so far as the the minimum rate in the United States, which, 1V le con-
logic and the sense is concerned, it is just as unfair for thisidered, will compensate for wonking expenses; se that
Government, under the National Policy, te discriminate when we ceaocutting that rate dowu Vo hree-tenthe of
against the English manufacturer, by high protective duties, a cent per mile, 1V le forcing tra4e at a very heavy expeuse,
in favor of the people of Canada, as it would be under other wbich the taxpayers have te bear. The hon. gentleman s#ye
circumtances to discriminate agaînst him in favor of the that about three-quartere ef a million barrele cf fleur are
people of the United States. The hon. the Minister of carried overtUe railway. Tbere again the National Polioy
Marine and Fisheries the other night dealt at considerable cares into play. If we were dean Of the National Policy
length upon the advantages of our inter-provincial trade, o.day, we would noV requin. Vo carry four Qver the Inter-
which has arisen out of our present political condi- colal Railway at a bas, because I suppose iV hard1ypays
tion. To fortify his opinion, the hon. gentleman quoted an -ut ah evewe 1V doos noV more than pay-running
observation made by the Attorney General et Nova Scotia. expenses. What would we do witbont the National Policy?
I thought, as the hon gentleman made that quotation, ho Why our national trade l with the United States; our
rmight have had sufficient respect for himself, as a member lile fishing veseels could, in twenty-four heure, take the
of the Dominion Government, te have avoided the sneer heproduet of their induatry and toit Vo the United $tatesif
indulged in when speaking of the Attorney General ofe had accees Vo those marketa, and exohange thenifor
Nova Scotia, who is not here to answer for himself, by say- four, which tbey would briug back free ef duty and land at
ing that ho was a man who had made a great deal of noise our own doorê. Having geV rîd ef what the latefon. Joseph
about himself the last two or three years. If the hon. gen-IHowe ealed &,the curseofa Canadian cernlaw," like theern
tieman were to meet the Attorney General for Nova Scotia law wbich the people cf Ingland geV rid of hait'Aacçntury
in4>bate, 1 h&vo nu doubt i.e ttorney (jentralwould ho ago, t e peopolof the Mritimpe Povinces would nt today
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be paying 50 cents more for their flour than they would if ail
the restrictions imposed by the National Policy were swept
away, and they had free access to the markets of the United
States. I say there is not a single article which we getfrom
Ontario,or which Ontario or Quebec gets from the Lower Pro-
vinces, that could not be got on much morefavorable terms
if it were permitted by the operation of the tariff. There
is not a single article that we get from the Upper Provinces
that we could not get botter from England or the United
States, if the tariff permitted us, or if we were back in the
condition we were in the happy days gone by. Hon.
gentlemen eay that a trade is being built up, but they are
forcing it at frightful expense; and I say, emphatically,
that a time in the history of this country will corne when
different opinions will prevail, when the people will see
that their interests do not lie in the policy which is advo.
cated to-day. When that time does come, there will be a
fearful retribution and a shaking of dry bones amongst
those manufactures which are fostered by the policy of
to-day. The Liberal party would be unworthy of its stand-
ing in this country, unworthy of its principles and its
traditions, if it did not, when it had the opportunity, wipe
away the condition of affairs which 1 have pointed out,
under which the present Government are forcing trade
one way, and that at an expense to the country and at a
great cost and burden to the consumers. We find that,
in addition to being prevented from getting articles from
our neighbors, and from the old country, which we desire to
get, as a whole, under the operation of this tariff, for the,
benefit of a few manufacturers who can subscribe large sume
for election expenses, we pay very much larger sums for
everything we consume than we should do under other
circumstances. Gentlemen bore and elsewhere have pointed
out, and have taken advantage of the country in this respect,
that, as they say, for the last three or four years the people
should consider how cheap sugar bas been, how cheap
cottons have been, how cheap other articles have been dur-
ing that time. We do not deny that these articles have
been cheap during the last three or four years, but they
have been cheap ail the world over. The over-productions
have been immense. The over-production of sugar has been
enormous, and the improvement in machinery and the in.
crease of mills bas brought the cotton industry down
to the finest possible point. But we lose ail the advantage
of this. Prices have gone down of late, and we have not
had the advantage of it ; and why ? Because we are cursed
by a policy which takes 25 per cent., 30 per cent.,
40 and 50 per cent. out of us for the benefit of the
manufacturers in order that they may have more money
to subscribe for their party. I was surprised to hear
the hon. gentleman ask what more did the tax-
payers pa to-day than they did before the National
Policy ? I will only take one article. If the Minister of
Marine had been at the meeting of the Combines Com-
mittee the other day, ho would have heard a question and
an answer given there which would have satisfied him, I
think, that we pay more at least than we would under other
circumstanoes. The question was asked of one of the sugar
dealers: How much does granulated sugar cost in England ?
His answer was, 16@. 6d. per 112 Ibo. He was asked what
that was a pound, and the answer was 3j cents. He was
asked what was the price in Montreal from the refiners to-
day, and the reply was 6ï cents per pound. Only in that
one article of sugar there is a difference of 31 cents per
pound, and that principle permeates every manufactured
article, every article that every man is obliged to consume
and requires for the use of his family in this country.
Imagine what Si cents per pound of sugar means. It,
means froin $7.50 to S8 a barrel. In the production of a
refinery like the Canada Refinery in Montreal of 1,000
barrels a day, the gain to them and the lose to us is S7,500
per day. If yon take that principle and apply it to

Mr. Jous (Halifar).

every manufactured article in this country, hon. gentle-
men can easily see that the argument adduced by my
hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) the other day,
pointing out the increased cost of living under these
circumstances, was amply justified. But that is not ail.
The difficulty under the present condition of affairs is this:
We have certain articles to dispose of wherewith we pur-
chase our needed requirements. The farmer bas his wheat
and his grain, his horses and sheep, and the various articles
that ho cultivates and raises; the fibherman, after his hard
toil, has hie fish, and the lumberman bas his lumber ; but
where does it ahl go ? It goes to the United States, and,
when it goes there, to the only market which will take it,
it is met with this heavy duty, which they have to take off
the product of their industry, and they have that much less
when they come back to Nova Scotia with which to buy
ail these articles which are protected, which are raised ap
here for the benefit of the manufacturers, but which those
people cannot do without. They cannot buy in the United
States. They can only take their product there, no matter
what it may be or how small it may be, and bring back the
price here and invest it in articles such as this sugar at
87.50 a barrel more than it should be. Is there any wonder
that there is a mortgage of 43 per cent. on the farms of
Ontario? The farmers of this country have been living,
but they have not been prospering, and they have hardly
known what was the matter with them, but they are
realising now the condition of affaire which has taken
from them the legitimate product of their industry ;
and I venture to say that there is a fearful reckoning
coming in the near future, when these men realis>
that for ail these long years they have been gullel under
the impression that they wore getting these articles cheap
and that they could not be produced any cheaper. I re-
member when the Postmaster General delivered a speech
in lis own county, when I had the honor of meeting him
on an occasion which, I am sorry to say, did not have the
desired effect. He was pointing out to bis people there
that the cause of aIl this cheap sugar, and cheap cotton, and
cheap iron was the National Policy, was because the duties
were so high, was because they had taken the duties up
from 15 per cent. under our régime to 25 and 30 per cent.
There was a little country iad sitting up in the gallery, and
he said: " Well, Mr. McLelan, double the duties again, and
we will get them just so much cheaper." It was a reason.
able answer, and just such a one as the hon, gentleman
might have expected.

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

After Recess.
Mr. JONES. When the House rose I was endeavoring

to show that thera had been a certain amount of inter-
colonial trade as the result of Confederation, but it had
been forced at a cost which was detrimental to the best
interests of the country. I shal now proceed to deal with
a statement made by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
who said that we had failed to show that the National
Policy had injured the interests of the fishermen and the
minere. I will take our coal interests in the first place, and
I do not know that I could produce to this louse a botter
or a higher authority than air. Lithgow, of Halifax, a gen-
tleman who is accepted in Nova Scotia as the mouthpieee
of the coal interest in that Province. Now, when the
daties were imposed on foreign coal, accompanied by the
increase in the tariff, Mr. Lithgow took a correct view of
the situation, according to my view, and, I think, according
to the views of reasonable business men. Bat I will lot
Mr. Lithgow speak for himself. Writing on this subject at
that very time, he said:

" Anyone acquainted with the wants ot a colliery in Nova Scotia will
tell you that the new tarif about doubles the duties payable under
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the old tarif, and that the duties now imposed on colliery plant Sud
suoplies average more than the dnty levied on imported coal and coke.
When I think how the National Polîcy proposed te foster our mining in-
terests, of Mr. Tilley's proposing te impose such a duty as would give
to home industry the home market, and then think of what it and he
have done for the.coal mines, I-well-better not write my feelings lest
the Philistines rejoice. iMy conviction in the Cave Breton collieries are
mach worse off under the new than under the old tariff. They cannot
now get any more for their coal ; they cannot now put their coal into
Ontario; they have now te pay twice as much duty as before. Messrs
Redpath & Drummond, 1 wilt venture to say, make more profit within
one year under the new tarif than all the Cape Breton collieries will
under ten years, aye, or fifty years' protection the new triff affards
them. The Spring Eill and Pictou collieries, by means of subsidies, in
the way of low railway freights, will be able to send coal into Canada,
but the Oape Breton collieries, which cannot be thus favored, are in a
worse position than betore." •

Mr. TUPPER. Will the hon. gentleman tell me the date
of that letter, 1879?

Mr. JONES. Yes, I suppose it was shortly after 1879.
Since then we have put 10 cents on coal more than in 1879.
But if Mr. Lithgow, who, I repeat, was considered a good
authority at that time, says that the duties now imposed on
culliery plant and supplies average more than the duty
levied on coal and coke, it is evident that 10 cents will not
berefit them to any appreciable extent. Then again, since
that time the duty on anthracite has been removed, which
bas placed them still further in an unfavorable position.
Then, Sir, take the Londonderry mines. The Londonderry
mines, in the county of Colchester, were established under
a Nova Scotia 10 per cent. tariff. They manufactured iron
there for many years. They were fairly successful for a
certain time, but tbe moment we came into Confederation,
and all these heavy duties and charges were imposed, the
result was that that mine, to my great regret, became em-
barrassed, and it passed into the bands of a large company.i
It went on from year to year, and finally became bankrupt.
again. A year or-two ago it passed into the hands of a seconde
or third company, and I hope sincerely with better1
succeas. Still, the past history of that undertaking willi
serve to show how those interests have been benefited in1
Nova Scotia. So, if the hon. gentleman did not understand1
how the National Policy had failed to benefit our fishermen,
I think he is hardly the man who should be at the head of
that important department. And if he cannot se how the
absence from freedom of exchange and from liberty to
dispose of the products of their fisheries in the only market
that requires them, and how, handicapped with heavy
duttes, these people have to send their produce to that
market, at no matter what cost, I thnk the bon. gentleman
has lived a good many years in vain. I see it was stated
recently by Mr. Wiman, at a banquet in Montreal, and I
have Dot seen bis statement questioned, though i have not
had the time myself to verify it from public documents,i
that from the expiration of the first Reciprocity Treaty, downi
to the present moment, the products of Canada have paid
100 million dollars inte the American Treasury. Now, Sir,
is it any wonder that the farmersuand other interests of this
country are suffering if, during that time, such a largej
amount bas been paid by them on the producta of theiro
indutry, and while they have been compelled to use that
market as the only one open to them ? The hon. mem-i
ber for Huron (Mr. McMillan) told us the other night,.
that the farms valued at $800,000,000 were mortgaged toj
the extent of $275,000,000, ou an average 43 per cent., and
6 per cent. interest on the mortgages imposes an annual
obligation of $16,500,000. I say, Sir, this is a most startling
statement. I regret that it cannot be questioned. I should1
have been delighted to have heard some hen. gentleman
opposite show that the hon, member for Huron had over-
stated his case. When that hon. gentleman produced thesei
figures, taken from the official documents of the country,
and when no hon. gentleman opposite, up to the present
time, bas been able toe contradiot that statement, I say that
we are brought face to face with a condition of affaira in

this country which is of a mot startling character. If the
farmers of that fine Province of Ontario, with its excellent
climate, have been brought, after so many years under the
National Policy, to the verge of bankruptcy, as described
by the hon. member for Huron, I say the time bas arrived
when every well-wisher ofthis country, with a sincere desire
of bonefiting that large interest, should endeavor to dis-
cover some means of amelioration, whereby the products
and industries of that large class of our people may in some
way be relieved. Sir, if that statement is borne ont, as I
have no doubt it will be, by the roalities of their position,
the farmers of Ontario have the matter in their own hands;
and I have full confidence that when this matter cornes to
be presented to them, and when they see on the other aide
of the line a market for their produce, in which it will bring
as much as Arnican produce itself-because our produce
is a small affair compared with the productions of that
great country, as was shown by the hon. member for Nor.
folk (Mr. Charlton) the other night-I say I have con-
fidence that when the farmers of Ontario come to discuse
this matter in thoir own ho'mes, and over their own firesides,
they will, at no very distant day, take it into their own
bands and teach these Chinese-wall-protection-men on the
other aide of the House, those mon who want to build up
"rings" and foster "combines" that wring from the
farmers their very last cent-I say 1 have confidence
enough in the intelligence of the farmers of Ontario and of
the Dominion at large to believe that those mon will be
taught a lesson that will be of a very surprising character.
The policy and extravagance of our Government, which bas
taken on an average for the last ton years from eight to
ten millions of dollars out of the people more than the actual
necessities required, bas been another important factor in this
question. We were told. in 1878, by Sir Leonard Tilley in
St. John, by the Finance Minister, and by the leader of
the present Government, that we wero spending to much
money when we spent $23,000,000. The people were told
that if they turned out the Government and replaced the
Conservatives in power, they would b able to administer
the affairs of the Government for a smaller amount. And
what have we seon ? When the people took bon. gentle-
mon opposite at their word and placed them in power, the
annual expenditure went up year hy year by lesps and
bounds until he bas roached nearly $40,04,000 during the
past year. We have now before us Estimates for $35,000,000,
which, no doubt, will be increased by the Suplementary
Estimates to $38,000,000 and probably $40,000,000. Isay
hon. gentlemen opposite have taken from eight to
ton millions more out of the consumers of the country than
the necessities of the case required, and when you corne to
add that amount to the $100,000,000 which have been taken
out of the producers by payments on products sent to the
United States, I repeat, is it a wonder that the farmers of
Ontario are driven to the .money-lenders for their daily
wants ? Ia it any wonder that the farmers and fishermen,
and in fact those engaged in every industry in Canada,
except a few bloated manufacturera and combines, are
laboring at the present moment under such severe depres-
sion ? Badly as we are off undoubtedly, in the Maritime
Provinces I am happy to say that I do not think the
farmers there are in the same bad position.

Some hon. MEf BERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). I say I do not think they are,
for this reason: We have a variety of resources in the
Province of Nova Sootia, which, perhaps, no other Province
in the Dominion possesses. We have not only our farming
industry, but we have our fishing, and coal, and lumbering,
and shipping industries, and our far mers are all, to a certain
extent, more or les interested in one or more of those in-
dustries. Then, again, we have in parts of the Province of
Nova Scotia a very large fruit industry which bas grown up
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with the old country, and which has brought hundreds of that if the duty was 30 cents a bushel, and it only gave the
thousands of dollars into our Province. farmers of the Maritime Provinces 5 cents a bushél, or

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. even 2 cents a bushel, they are compelled to send their
goods to this market. Under such a condition of affairs,

M. JONES (Halifax). Yes. What has the National 1when it is a matter of life or death to them, I say, Si
Policy to do with that ? Those products are not eonsumed with ail the responsibility that belongs to the statomeni
in Canada. When Providence, in its wisdom, las given u3 that there is only one issue before us down thore and tha
good crops in these directions, where do we find our markets ? is either reciprocity or repeai. I say, Sir, that Nova Seoti
We find them in England or in the United States; and, when we had n opportunity and untrammelled by
therefore, it is that I believe the farmers in Nova Scotia are all the influence, and corrupt influence of a corrup
not in the same position to the same extent as are farmers Government-I say, Sir, when we had a legitimat
in Ontario. They have lived, but they have not prospered. expression of publie opinion in Nova Scotia, and
There is a great difference between making a daily living, wben we went before the people of Nova Seotia
comfortable though it may be, and prospering, as honest, under a proper Franchise Act, not being controlled by
and industrious, and hard working, and intelligent men returning officers or corrupt revising barristers, the hones
should. In a country like ours the farmere should not only opinion of the people of Nova Scotia was in favor of repea'
live but they should prosper, and if you take from them by If there is anything that is going to make them contente
placing heavy taxes on the products of their industry, while witb the Union to-day, it is to make them feel that the po
they live they cannot make any acumulati.ns for their ple bere, who are responsible forthe policy of the country a
nld age. These may not sec the direct effect, and many a the present momentous time, are laboring to secure tt em a
man is, day by day, wondering why 1 e does not do botter, market which will open to them a cbannel by which they
and why the present times are so difforent to the old times may realise the fruits of their industry. I say, and 1
when we had reciprocity with the United States. The repeat it again, that there is only one course open to them
farmer raises as many potatoes and as many cattle, he and I say it here as I have said it before in my own county
catches more fish, and yet ho is compelled to ask himself and elsewhere, there is only one question for us in th
the question, after a year's hard toil is over: Why are we Maritime Provinces to-day-that is reciprocity or repeal
in a different position to-day from what we were If you do not choose to labor to give us unrestricted reci
during the time the Reciprocity Treaty was in operation ? procity with the United States that feeling of repeal which
The result is obvious. During reciprocity ho had is latent to-day will spring up again in ail its force.
access te the American market, and everything rushed to Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). It is dead long ago.that market. Our potatoes found a marko in the States
-there is no other market for them. The potatoes of Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman says "hear,
Prince Edward Island, which is one of their chief crops, hear.-"
found a market there-there is no other market for them. Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). ie said repeal was dead and
At the present moment those potatoes are taxed 15 buried long ago.
cents a bushel. If you estimate that an acre will produe Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). If is dead.
from 200 bushels to 400 bushels, you will find, taking the
lowest calculation, 200 bushels, that the duty or incubus Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon, gentleman will find
placed on every acre of land cultivated in potatoos in out in his own couity, if he entmes to follow bis party to
Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and New Bruntîwick, the extent which his approval would appear to indicate; he
amounts to $30. Sweep away the present tariff and give will find, if ho goes to the electors of Nova Scotia at no dis-
us unrestricted reciproeity with the United States, and tarit date, what the public sentiment is on that particular
what would be the resalt? Why, our farming industry and point. I listened to the hon. gentleman from Bruce (Mr.
our farm lands would go up with a bound; overy man MeNeill) this afternoon, when ha referred to this question.
and every farmer would know that ha could put in a crop He taunted us to go to the country and obtain an ex pres-
and cultivate his land, because that large country sion of opinion on the policy we advocate. Sir, we aie not
alongside of us afforded a boundless market for his in a position to go to the country.
enterprise. He would know that that country could hbn. MEMBgRS. Ilear, hear.
take whatever he had to dispose of, and bis farm would
immediately improve to the extent of $30 per acre. Take Mr. JONES (Halifax). What I say, Mr. Speaker, is that
the farmers of Ontario. It is not very far out of the we are not in a position to advise or control a dissolution of
way to say that Ontario farms do not produce over eighteen this House, but, Sir, the bon. gentleman and bis friends are
bushels of wheat to the acre, on the average, say twenty in that position, and let them dare to go to the country;
bushels if you like. The whole value of one acre of wCeL, let them if they daie go to the country on this question of
in Ontario would not amount te as much as a farmer in unrestricted reciprocity.
Nova Scotia, or Prince Edward Island, or New Brunswick, Mr McNEILL. I wish for one moment to axplain te
would save on the duty on potatoes sent te the United the Mon. gentleman. I did not suggest tie ought te go to
States. It must always be remembered that we have no the country in that en.I. I sggeted haeought te take a
other market for those products. Canada, as we call i n fvorable opportunity fer holding an eletion for the office
the Lower Provinces, for we Call it Canada still and always of poundkeeper upon ho annexaion plaforrm.
will, takes-no part of our products; it takes nothing fromo
the Lower Provinces in the shape of natural products Mr. JONES (Halifax). I suppose the hon. gentleman,
for it bas its own. The West Indies take our po- under those circumstances, is prepared to be the candidate;
tatoes only te a very small extent, only a few car- I say, Sir, when the hon. gentleman who is challenging,

oes, nothing lu proportion to the annual product. this side of the House with temerity and desired us to open
They don't go te England, because England sends tbem out, a constituency and try the question of unrestricted reci-
sometimes, to the United States themselves; and here we proeity, that one constituency would do no good. Let
are alongdde of the markets that want them, and we him and lis friends dissolve this House and go to thesend them there, send them no matter what the duty may country, and then we will see a corporal's guard, scarcely,
be. i do net like to repeat that hare, as it might be re. of those honorable, patriotie gentlemen who are willing to
peated againat our case when argued elsewhere, but I suffer for their country but do not seem disposed te die for
do re hat here, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of our farmers their country. Now, Sir, the, on, member for Oardwelj

MÊr. JoiNs (H1alifax).
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(Mr. White) said that Montreal and Toronto were very rose a9pect of the prosperity of Montreal, which hon. gentle-
prosperons. I am glad to hear it,and it is only natural that men on the other side seum to desirois to make ont. Hon,
it should be so. I am giad to hoar it, I repeat, as I am gentlemen have stated duringf this debate that this policy
always glad to hear of any part of the Dominion or any was going to injuro the manufacturers. I need not go into
other place being prosperons. But, Sir, it is very easy of that branch of the question, hecause my hon. friends who pre-
explanation. We know that since this Government has ceded me have dealt wi(h that question in sneh an exhaus-
been in power, within the last ton years, they have added tive manner that it is completely unanswcrable. Let me
within a fraction of one hundred million dollars to the gross take one (r two illustrations. It is evident, if the publie
public debt of this country. We know that they have taken prints can h relied on, that the Ontario manufaturers are
from eighty to one hundred million dollars more than they n >t alil of that opinion. We have seen from day to day
ought t i have done out of the taxnayers of this country by staterents made by Ontîrio manufacturers that they are
the iniquitous National Policy. We know, Sir, that those not apprebonsive of the result of unrestricted reciprocity.;
two large sum of monoey going into circulation, and that and these are mon with a knowle>dgoof thoir business,
Mentreal and Toronto being the centres of commerce in the with ample capacity aud indus.t'y. I say that wherever
east and west of the old Provinces of Canada, must raturally a mauufactory was established undor proper management
have a great share of the advantage. We know, prcvious to the introdîi!i m of tho .Nati nial Policy, it has
Sir, that those large centres of commerce attract the suececded, if n t to the great extent of lato years, to a suffi.
largeAt amount of capital. and the property which had been cient extent to yield a fair return oi the capital invested.,
distributed through the Dominion, by means of those ex- My hon. friend the other night qw--ted ais) Mr. Gibson, one
pendit ures of from one hundred and eighty to two hundred of the oldest and most enterprising hu-ir;os men of the
million dollars, bas borne its fruit and those cities have been Provinco of New Bruînîwick, who has built up a large
advanced. They have been advanced in no other way; cotton mill in that Provinco. H1e was interviewed on
they have been advanced at the cost of the whole of the this question, and what was his answer? Hle said: "So
rest of the Dominion; and just as long as those large cities ftir fron my droatding unrestrieted reciproeity, or appre.-
go on and prosper in this way the rural districts will suffor hending any diffi.u:ty in connection with my industry
te that extent. But, Sir, have ihey improved as much as from it, i should feel gritified b'cause it would open up
it would appear from this statement, I otice that, at a to me a mark t if 5t.000 people, insteal of 4,50) 000 as
publie meeting ofithe Board of Trnde called at Montreal the at pretsent;" and Mr. Lirbâon is a man whose judgment as a
other day, Mr. Drummond, that eminent sugar refier business man is rolied on mora than that of almost any other
of Montreal, who is the president, delivered an address, man in the Province of New Brunswick. and, I may say, in
which I think the hon. gentlemen opposite would flnd very th urine of N'a Sou a- weH. lie was able to gauge
instructive if they read it, The i poech was with referonce eth onndition of his Province o well t1hat, when the question
te the Government assuming ithe debt of the Harbor Com. was put to him, hq was retady to a nîolver at once and eny
mission in Montreal. I do not propose offerirg an opinion phatically that, so far from his apprehending anything dis-
noon the assumption of that debt, but I will ay this much, advautageous to bis cotton industry, unrestricted reciprocity
Mr. Speaker, that it would have been a much more legiti. was just what ho desirod to sou carriod into effect. Then,
mate appropriation of the public funds of this country to I am informed by an hon. member of this flouse that, the
cheapen the harbor in Montreal and reduce the expense other day, one of the proprietors of the new sugar refinery
attending the importe and exports of that large centre of to be bailt in Montreal, in convoisation, saidI: "We are
commerce, than to have given the large sum of money they putting in ail our machinery of the most improved
did give to a member of their administration to build up pattern, and are building our refinery acoording to the most
a rival railway l the Intercolonial, which is owned by the improved methods, and if the unrestricted policy prevails,
Government of the couatiy. Now, Sir, what did Mr. Drum- and we have a market in the United States, then, instead
mond say ? of having our market oveorowded every litile while, we

"lIn opening the meeting he spoke in a manner that was little short shali be a de to compete successfully in ail the border and
of mutinous to his friends at Ottawa. Rithertu, he stid, the impression western States with the A morican refiners." Does anyone
had prevailed that Montreal would come out all right, no ruatter wbat doubt a statement like that ? Why Fhould not our refiner.happened ; but now there was no use mincing matters, and It muet be jei .u
stated openly that ihis city hvi arrived at a crisis in its history. Thes inihc Lower Provinces, and in Montreal as well, be able
charges in the harbor etf Moutreal were three or four times as great as to do a large portion of the business in the American border
tho-e in the port of New York, and whilst the exports eof the country States? Our climate is good, our labor is cheap, our coalhad gone on increasing enormously during the lait ten years the tradie .e chu an hv pi for our ' and in-
of Montrent had remained almost stationary. Montrealers had for years e an we hve capital enterprises,
been amusing themselves in discussing plans for remedying the evil, stead of these large refinùing industries every littie while
but nothing really had been done, and, to-day, they were forced to being brought to a duad stop by orders from the head centre,
acknowledge that Montreal was not in a position to compete with or bein limited in theirproduction b orders to produAmerian ports. Outward exports were taking the route by way of
New York, because carriage alone was charged and all due@ were Only so many barrels a day, so that a great many men are
aboliahed. This ws not a Montreal question, but a national question, thrown out of employment-instead of having that conditionand it was gratifying to find that over one hundred members ot the of affaira, which wdl grow worse with the advent of anotherBouise of Commons bail pledged their support te it." refinery to compete with them in the market, ail theseIt evidently seemed that they had done a little log-roll- things would be changed, and they would have a constant
ing aroundthe louse, and had seoured the promised support market which would enable them to keep their enterprises
of one hundred members eof the louse of Commons,- goirg and give ample employment to their men al

"The time had arrived for plain speaking. The port of Montreal was the year round. That is a conaideration which may
batening with rapid strides to a condition of bankruptey." not have occurred to those legs familiar than I am
This je eue cf the cities which bas ben se higbly favored with that branch of trade. The refining industry of this
h the National Policy. And Mr. Drumme nd continues: country would be one of the first to rcap the advantage of

unrestricted reciprocity. I have said that we have cheap
"The income of the harbor commissioners was not sufficient to carry labor. Can anyono doubt that after the exposure made in

on the ordinary routine work of the port, and the inevîtable resuit et the city of Quebtc, the other day. before the Labor Commis-
bankruptcy or repuiition was clo3e as hand, unless the Government sion ? I noticed by a paper published here that the last

statement made there gave the startling fact that mill bands
Now, whether Mr. Drummond was right or wrong, that I i t: cityof Quebec could only get 35 cents a day, and
tatement on the face of it does not oonvey the couleur de I that wonmten were iaboring in the match factories of Quebeo
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for 15 cents a day. Is it any wonder that the people emi-
grate to the United States? Is it any wonder that these
people should be dissatisfied? Why, one of our Nova Sco-
tian or Canadian girls, who goes to the United States as a
domestic servant, is able to earn from 8 14 to $20 a month
with her board, while a poor girl in the Province of Quebec,
who, perhaps, cannot leave her home, is lab ring there for
83.50 a month and paying her board. If there is anything
to show that we would be able to compote in the matter
of labor with the people of the United States, it would be
that startling fact which was revealed before the Labir
Commission the other day. Now, Sir, I will give you a
statement with regard to the general condition of affairs in
the Province of Nova Scotia, made in a letter written by a
gentleman in Halifax, wbo worked as bard as any man in
that city to defeat me in 1878, and succeeded. This gentle-
man bas more small properties in the city of Halifax, and
controls more investments, than any other man in that city
to-day. I refer to Mr. James Thompson. Some one having
stated that the value of property would not deurease in
Halifax, Mr. Thompson wrote as follows:-.

dayI saw in the report of meeting eof the Ohamber of Commerce a few
day. since that one of the merchants of this city bal asserted that the
real estate of the Province had increased at least 50 per cent. since
Confederation. I was somewhat surprised at the statement, and am
anions te know fron what sources the facts are derived which would
warrant sncb a conclusion.

" Some years since I took the trouble to get the amount of the assess-
ment rells of some of the counties of this Province, and arrived at an
entirely opposite conclusion. Taking four lealing counties, representing
the four of our leading industries-Cap3 Brnon as representing the
coal mining interest ; Antigonish as representing the farming interest ;
Hauts as representing the ship-building iaterenil, and Queen's as repre-
senting the lumbering interest, and we will fi'id that the assessment
rols amounted in 1868 to s11,316,000, while in 1884--at the time he was
writing-they had decreased to less than $3,000,000."

That is the effect it had with us, and since that time I may
say that, so far from having improved in value, their value
has become less and less from day to day, until, in the city
of Halifax, at least, it is almost impossible to sell property
at all. I notice in a St. John paper to-day the advertise.
monts of property to be disposed of at public auction, and
the auctioneer puts at the foot of the advertisements this
notice: " Any bid will be accepted that will more than pay
for the taxes and the water rates." Well, we have had a large
amount of property sold for faxes in Halifax. At one time
last year, there were s ame two hundred or three hundred
properties advertised for sale under the sheriff's hammer,
and on one occasion a valuable wharf pro perty, which had
a few years ago been sold for 840,000, only realised just one
half that amount. You can go through the streets of Halifax,
from one end of the city to the other, and I do not
hesitate to say that, on enquiry, yon will find that since
our free trade with the United States was put an end
to, the value of property in the city of Halifax
has fallen more than 50 per cent. A condition
of affairs equally disastrous exists in other parts of the
Provinces. Now, I come to the fishermen. The hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries must be very unqualified
to fill the position ho bolds, if he does not know more
about the interests of our fishermen and the way unre.
atricted reciprocity would benefit them than he Was dis-
posed to admit the other night. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man in the receipt of his $7,000 a year, hardly understands
the hardships and toil which our fishermen go through
from year to year. Is he aware that, at one or two o'olock
in the morning, these men rise from their bads, light their
candles, cook their frugal meals, and go ont in their
smali boats miles from the land, encountering heavy
weather, in cold and rainy seasons, and come back In the
afternoon with the product of their day's labor-may be
a few barrels of mackerel or herring or a few quintals
of codfih ? What are they to do with their harvest ?
These men know when they catch the mackerel, that their

Mr. JoNos (Halifax).

only market is in the United States; they know that only
a few of the fish go to the West Indies; they know
that every mackerel caught along the Atlantic coast,
in the Province of Nova Scotia, of a valutible charae-
ter-what we call our fat mackerel-mu-t go to the
United States, even if the duty were $10 a barrel. These fish
do not go to the old Provinces of <)anada, they do not go to
lungland, they cannot go to the West Indies, because being
fat they will not keep in that hot climate; so that every
barrel of mackerel, no matter what the duty may be, and
no matter if it brings only a net return of one or two
dollars a barrel, must go to the United States or b3 thrown
overboard or allowed to rot. I hold in my hand the
statement of a vessel which, in 1885, the year after the
Reciprocity Treaty was terminated, landed 800 barrels of
mackerel in the port of Boston. That may seem a large
amount to any one not familiar with the question, and it is
a large amount, far above the average. These mon, under
ordinary circumstances, would have been able to realise a
very fair return, but when they went to the United States
and had to pay the duty of 83 a barrel, what was the result ?
From their hard labor, from the 15th June to the 30th Octo-
ber, in rain and shine, in calm and storm, exposed to ail the
inclemency of that boisterous Atlantic coast, these hardy
fishermen only realised. after ail that long, hard sum-
mer's toil and lbor, the paltry sum of $30 a pioce.
Can such a condition of affairs be allowed to exist while a
remedy is possible ? Can such a condition of affaira ho
allowed to remain, if there is within sight a possible ar-
rangement which will open a market to the product of
these hardy men ? The Government would be unworthy
of the position they occupy if they did not strain every
effort, if they did not use every possible influence to open
this market. I am not sanguine that we are going to con-
vince any hon. gentleman on the other sido. I know how
strong is their party allegiance, I know that they will
follow their leader, and that we cannot expect to convert
them; but I know that we have an intelligent constitu-
ency behind every one of them, and it is to those mon we
are appealing. It is to the intelligent constituensies that
we are addressing our observations to-day, and it is possible
that some Robert Peel may some ont from the ranks of the
Tory party to carry a great measure as that illustrions
statesman did the great measure of the abolition of
the corn laws of England. It may be that some shaft,
some argument, may go forth, which will reach the
hearts and the convictions of some leader on
that side, who, when ho sees the momentous interests
involved in a trade with 65,000,000 people alongside of us,
and sees that by his efforts he may forward a scheme which
is going to make two great peoples to a certain extent one,
which is going to allay a great deal of the acrimony and
disputes which have prevailed for years past, which is
going to do a service and not a disservice to the old coun-
try, who, when he realises that England and America are
the two greatest countries, and may together bid defiance
to the world, and that a peaceful alliance with the United
States in our trade relations, and a peaceful settlement of
the Irish question, which, I am proud to say I have always
advocated, and which I believe to be nearer accomplishment
to.day than it ever was at any time in the. history of that
country,-are now, more than ever, desirable,-who, when
ho sees the immediate possibility of bringing these two
great nations together in peaceful alliance and harmonious
working, a great Anglo-Saxon race, will not be untrue to
his own judgment, will not be faithless to his duty, and
allow bis prejudices to control him, but will give this matter
the consideration we have a right to expect from every
hon. gentleman bore. What is the position of these fisher-
men to-day ? 8500,000 per year is what the fishermen of
this oountry, under the present policy of restriction, pay to
the revenue of the United States; that is when they have a
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fair catch. All that would be changed, and the $500,000 be considered, was a more natural market for England than
would go into the pockets of our own fishermen. some of the distant places with which England had much

greater commercial relations. The hon. gentleman might
An hon. MEMBER. No. have stated his case with equal force if he had given
M. JOES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman says no, but us the whole condition of affairs, if he had stated

he is not sufficiently familiar, possibly, with that branch of that there were only two coutntries in the world
the subject to know. As pointed ont by the hon. member with which England had greater trade relations than
for Norfolk the other day, that, while we catch a certain with the French nation alongside of her, and those are
quantity of fish, the Americans catch a much larger India and the United States. India, with its millions of

quantity. The price of these articles is settled by what people, muet be and natirally will be for a very lonZ time
the Americans produce themselves; and the quantity which the greatest market that England psesses,rand the United
we @end, which is small to them but great to us, will go States, that Anglo-Saxon country, is the next greatest con-
there and will not affect the price in their market, and we sumer of her products; but the French nation, alongside
will obtain the same value. Does anyone suppose that the of her, was also valuable to her, as $250,000,000 were taken
fishing indnstry of this country is to remain in the position by the French during the year, arcrding to the public
we find it to.day ? Does any hon. member desire that it records, and, although the bon. gentleman may not think
shall always be kept in the same condition, that there shall that a very large amount, I consider it sufficienit to establish
be no further development of that great industry which a the fact that, but for the immodiate proximity of France to
benign Providence has placed within our reach? What is England, but for the frce trade policy, inaugurated te some
the use of develop ng it to any further extent if we have extent by Mr. Cobden and sub;equently carried out, to a
no market ? What is the use of our people making efforts certain extent, introducing botter trade relations between
to build new vessels, to send out new crews and to catch those countries, it would not havo amoutitod te the large
more fish, if we have no market for them ? The sum it did. I would liko tho hon. the Ministcr of Marine
market of the United States is the only market to go along our coust when ho visits H1alifax next year,
we can ever look to, to successfully develop, to instead of allowing his gun boat to go down the shore elc-
any extent, that great fishing industry along our tioneering in the county of Shelburne, instoad of sending
shores. Lioking at its position to-day, it is a matter of life her down there to soud along every little harbor in
or death to them down on the shore. One hon. gentleman the county of Shelburne, but of' course not to make pro-
quoted a statement from the Halifax Chamber of Commerce mises. Oh, no; we have the word of tho gallant merr ber
to show that the fishing industry was fairly profitable. for Shelburne (Gon. Laur ie), that h cmade no promises ;
What was said was not very committal one way or the I do not say ho did, but I say that, when ho wont
other. They said that the prices wero low in tbe early down on board that Dominion gunboat, with the Dominion
part of the season, but that, as they had advajced consider- flag flying over his head, and the socaled engineer going
ably later in the season, the resuXt of the year's fishery had into overy port along that coast and sounding, and saying
been fairly succssful. How was that brought about ? If this would be a nice place for a wharf, and that would be a
the hon. gentleman had known this fact, perhaps he would nice place for a breakwater, and you must require a ligbt-
not have given this the prominence he did. In the early part bouse here-I do not eay be made any promises, but the
of the season fish were very low. Thon we found that we inference would be natura!. If the Minister of Marine,
had hardly a good catch. That was not, however, the im- instead of allowing his navy to bo employed in that way,
portant factor. The fisheries in St. Pierre-Miquelon, whicn would go along our coasts himself and judge of all these
had been so mach reduced the previous year, in spite of the questions, I think ho would bo in a much botter position to
ruinous bounty of 10 francs per quintal, were still further give an opinion. He would find there one thing lie would
reduced, and they did not send out one-half of the number find that our hardy fishermen are leaving us and going to
they sent out the previons year, and so reduced the catch of the United States, as I am sorry to say. Te heon. member
the previous season. The catch in Newfoundland was for Bruce (Mr. McNeill) would say that sentiment should
short, and it was almost a failure in Labrador; and thon keep them at home and let them starve. Sentiment is very
came the news that the great Norwegian fishery, one of the strong, but a man cannot live on sentiment alone, and, when
largeet in the world, counted by millions, hLd been a failure these hardy fishermen go out in one of our own vessels and
to a very great extent. When all this. was known in the fish by the side of au American vessel, and the American
consuming markets of Europe and elsewhere, of course there vessel takes 1,000 quintals of fish, and our vessel takes 1,00O
was an advance in fish, and our men to that extent realised quintals of fish, and our own mon are on board that American
an advantage; but we cannot hope to expect, and we do not vessel and go into an American port, and get 50 cents a
desire te see any such condition of affairs again. However, if quintal more than the man who lands his fish in Nova
it had not been for that condition of affairs, hadit not been for Scotia, I say that sentiment wili stand a very short time
the failure in all these places to which I have referred, the against such an argument as that. I know, from my own
fishing interest in Nova Seotia would bave been a very poor experience, that a large number of vessels last season were
affair last year. But what had it been for the few years prevented from going into the fishery because they could
previous ? If the hon, gentleman had been really interested not obtain the crews, because the men had all gone to the
in that question, he would have known that in the three United States. Go down to the Island of Cape Breton. My
previous years, instead of that industry bing productive hon. friends from Cape Breton here will bear me out-
at al, lthe men had barely made a living. Prices were so Gen. LAURIE. Hear, hear.
low, while the catches were large, and the -United States
maikets were closed to them, that our own people, as well as Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon, gentleman confirms my
those in Newfoundland, reduced their outfit and their catches statoment, as I know le would from bis frankues. But I
as well. But, give us acces to the United States market, say, go down to the Island of Cape Breton, and there yon
give us acess to the fifty or sixty millions of people along- will lind that almost all the population, a large number of
side of us, thon our fishing industry, with the millions and people there who used to be engaged la our shore dhery,
millions which are involved in it, would go forward with have gone to the United States.
leaps and boands, and there would be such an increase in
that branch of commerce as would give wealth to that part An hon. MEMBER. No.
of the country. The hon, gentleman asked as what was a Mr.JONES (ialifax). I know botter, for I am engaged
atural market ? And ho said that France,I n enes was to in that busiaeu myself. Yer ago we used to have tons of
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thousands of valuable shore fish brought to the Halifax mar-
ket and exported al] over the world; that branch of com-
merce, as far as regards the shore fishery, is a thing of
the past. Those men have gone banking, under the new
condition of affairs; and when they found that our fishing
vessels could not fish on as favorable terms as the Americans,
they emigrated to the States and engaged on board Ameri-
can vessels. When they go there they make acquaintances,
acquaintance leads to friendship, friendship lea ls to settle.
ment, and settlement generalhy lcads to marriage, and the
United States reaps the advantage we lose from their indus-
try. This operation bas been repeated from year to year, as
the years roll round. Now, Sir, the National Policy was
started, if I remem ber rightly-I do not wish to misreprescnt
the Government-with four objects. The first was to
encourage manufactures, secon to ircrease our trade with
England, third to reduce our tracde with the United States,
and fourth to secure reciprocity. Now, let us examine for
one moment how far these obja3ots have been secu'ed.
Take the manufactures' first. Certain manufactures, no
doubt, have been established in certain parts of the Domin-
ion, and certain manufacturers have made Jarge sums of
money. Thore were large manufactures before the National
Policy, which yielded a fair return. Take the city of Hali-
fax, which I represent-what did the National Policy lead
to there ? I venture to say that, so fur as the Province of
Nova Scotia is conceried, the operation of the National
Policy las been a curse instead of a blessing. What do we
see with reference to the Halifax sugar retinery; $400,000
were put in that refinery. It went on for a year or two,
but it lost all its capital, and owed the bank $250,000
besides. The bank sold out the property to the prosent
proprietors, minus $100,000 which they lost; therefore
there was just half a million dollars lost in the fialifax
sugar refiuery since it started. What it may do iu the future
I do not know, I only hope it may have a successful careor.
Thon, again, you take the sugar refinery across the harbor.
It was built by English capitalists at a cost of $700,000,
and was one of the most thorough refineries in the country.
It ran about twelve months and thon failed. It was taken
over by the bondholders for less than $300,000, and is now
starting under their management. Threrefore, taking these
two operations alone, i show you most conolusiveiy-no
man cau gainsay it-that in the City of Halifax alonc, there
has been one million dollars wasted, lost to the capitalists
of that country-let alone the cotton factory in Halifax,
the stock of which would not bring 50 cents in the market
to-day, costing $350,000. That is the beneficent effeet of
the National Policy so far as we are concerned. Well, Sir,
have they increaseid our trade with England,-and diminished
it with the United States, as they promisetd? We find that
our exporte to England, in i878, were $45,941,000; in 1887,
they amounted to $44,571,000, or $1,369,693 less in 1887
than in 1878. Then, take our exports to the United States.
We were not going to do any more business with the United
States, remember-; we were going to teach them a lesson
and bauild up a Chinese wall. Our exports eto the United States
in 1878 amounted to $26,244,898; in 1887, to $37,660,199, or
an increase of 812,415,0(10 during that time. Thon take the
aggregate. ln 1878, the aggregate with Great Britain was
88,372,279 ; in 1887, 889,ù34,079, or a gain of $6,162,760.
Then take the United States. The aggregate trade in 1878
was 873,876,437 ; in 18,,7, $82,767,265 or a gain of 88,890,-
728. Therefore, in this respect you will sec that so far
from the National Policy increasing our commercial rela-
tions witb England, it iias reduced them; and so far from
decreasing our trade with the United States it bas incroased
it; in these two respects it bas been a total failure. Now,
Sir, what we want below, as I said before, is free access to
our customers across the line. We are·here 4î millions of
people, speaking the same language, as haq- often been
observed, with the same natural tendenoies for trade, with

Mr. Jouza (Halitax).

the same industry, I hope, and with the same capability for
business, I believe. I-say, Sir, that if yon can bring these
two countries into closer commercial relations, and by
some arrangement acceptable to the people of the
United States, entered into at this favorable moment,
when the people of the United States seem to be conei-
dering this question, if the Government can make a
proposal to them which will bring about such a change as
1 have indicated, then I think we shall be fortunate indeed.
We want, moreover, in any arrangement made the coast-
ing trade froc to us from the Atlantic to San Francisco.
I magine, Mir. Speaker,what effectit would have upon the great
ship-building interests of the Lower Provinces, of the Pro-
vince of Qaebec, and, of course, of the western Provinces as
well. We are naturally situated for ship-bnilding all along
the Atlantic coast. There is not a harbor along that long
coast line, there is not a creek on the eastern or western
shores but whore you will see small vessels, and vessels of
very considerable tonnage, being built year by year. They
can be built more economically with us than in the United
States, because the wood is at our hands, and they are built
by our own people largely during the season when there is
no other employment or occupation. Imagine, I say, if
you throw open to the people of the Maritime Provinces that
great boon, the right to buy American ships or to soli our
vossels in their market, what an impetus it would give along
our sea coast. The Americans cannot compete with us as
regards the cost of vessels. I repeat that their wood is
more expensive, and there is a difforence in values
of about twenty-five or thirty per cent. This has
always given us a certain advantage in our fishing
oufits and enterprises, and if we had access to their
markets, from Maine to California, it would open up
a wide field for our sailors and fishermen, of which they
would immediately take advantage, and we would see
hundreds of vessels built along our coast for employment in
the coasting trade of the United States. In all thie matter
there is no one question greater than this: reciprocal
coasting trade and reciprocal registration of vessels. I
listened the other night, with a good deal of amusement, to
a quotation made by the Minister of the Interior from a
speech or document purporting to be written or spoken by
the late lamented Hon. George Brown. I thought that if
dead nen's bones could rattle in thoir graves, or if a voico
could come to us from the tombs, what maledictions would
we hear from that old Reformer, that any utterance of his
should ever be construed into an approval of the monstrous
policy under which this country is laboring at the present
moment. That old Reformer who devoted his whole lite to
freeing commerce from its shackles, to securing fnr as free
trade, and to promoting the good of his fellow man, would
have been the last man to have countenanced such a policy,
and ho would have scorned the idea that any sentiment that
ho ever uttered, or any word ho ever wrote, could be brought
forward in support of the policy of hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House. No, ho lived in different times
under different eircumstances. lie lived in times when
commerce was free ; when it was not necessary for a house-
holder to go hat in hand to ask a "combine " if ho might
buy so many pounds of sugar. He did not live in a time
when a housemaid on going to a grocery store had to ask
most humblyfrom the "ring," "combine," orguild, or what-
ever they cail it, whether she might buy a bottle of pickles.
He did not live in a time when a boy on going to a store
had humbly to ask permission to buy a box of matches
valued at two cents. All these are natural consequences of
"combines " and guilds. Does any man suppose the Hon.
George Brown would approve any such conditions and the
imposition of such bardons on the trade and commerce of
the country ? No; he lived in different times. Ho lived
in times such as are indioated by Tenuyson whon doscrib.
ing the glorious reign of her preent M.jesty, ho sid;
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"And statesmen at her conneil met

Who knew the sesons when to take
Oceasion by the hand, sud make
The bounds of freedom wider yet."

We in this matter are bound to go forward, and this quee-
tion bas come to stay. We are bound to carry it to a suo.
cessful conclusion. It may not be this year or next year,
but within a few years the hon. gentlemen opposite will rc-
member what I am telling them to-night, that publie
opinion in this country will not sustain the action which
tbey are going to adopt, that public opinion will be in bar.
mony with the sentiments proposed by the hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House and the policy embodied in the
resolution of the bon. nember from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Caetwright). We are going to make this the
great question of the country for some time to come. We
believe the people will approve our efforts; we believe,
when they are educated, they will see the vital importance
it is going to be to every industry in which they are con.
cerned, and they will come to our assistance. We are
going into the battle, and we are going to inscribo on our
banners as the watchword, as the motto, as the text of the
Liberal par ty, these noble sentiments, echoed by the Secre-
tary of State for the American Union, Mr. Bayard, who,
when writing to a friend a short time ago, said : "Provi-
dence has made us neigh bors, let wisdom make us friends."
Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I beg to move the following
amendment to the amendment:-

to be so disloyal, by him thought to be so in favor of senti.
ments of independence from the mother country, had re-
soived :

" That la the opinion of this House the intereots ae well of the British
Empire as of the Dominion sud of the severai Provinces of which it is
compoued vill be beot promoted by the maintenance sud consolidation
of the existing Union, and that this House counfidently trusts that due
attention to the interesta of the people of tLe whole Dominion and a
wise and jndicious course of legilation will result in the general ac-
ceptance of the Union tu the inhabitants of the Dominion and conduce
to the well-being and harmony of the whole country."

In support of that resolution he would have found the names
of gentlemen whom I hope it is not unparliamentary to
mention by name, and whioh I do for convenience sake, the
names of Cartwright, Makenzie and Mils-landmarks that
perhaps might have inducod him to steer clear of a point
such as the one ho had raised. I think the bon. gentlemen
in this House w Il have been amszed when they ref-iut that
before six o'clock the arguments of the hon. mem ber for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) were so few, that the arguments of the
hon. gentleman were so weak, that up to-that time ho had
hardly reached the resolution, and hon. gentleman will
be just as surprised that a gentleman oocupying the promi-
nent position that ho does in mercantile business in the
Province of Nova Scotia, and dealing as ho said himself
every day in the fish market, selling tish and buying fish,
that that hon. gentleman, acquainted as ho is with all the
different branches of trade, and knowing the circumstanoes
of our trade in that Province, has not attempted to deal

That in any arrangement botween Canada and the United States with the resolution before the House. S,) far as he touched
providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and the question of reciprocity ho argued for a long time (and
manufactured productions Of the other, it la highly desirable that it most of the members of the ouse agreed with him) inehould be provided that, during the continuance of an sncb arrange-
ment, the coasting trade of Uanada and of the United States should be favor of the Treaty of 1854. He went on to show that the
tbrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complote reci- intercharge of articles mentioned and enumorated in that
procal equality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States Treaty had been beneficial to both countries alike, and that
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and bei.
entitled to registry in either country and to aIl the benefits thereto lu the Maritime Provinces there waa strong wish for the
appertaining. renewal of that interchange. No man to-day attempts

Mr. TUPPER (Picton). I was somewhat surprised, Mr. to gainsay that statement. But when for a moment the
Speaker, this afternoon, after a statement made with suchb hon, gentleman did allude to the resolution before cthe
assurance and with such exultation by the bon. gentleman House he showed, as strongly as ho could show, the strength
who has led the other aide in this debate, that from the of the position of this side of the ouse on that question.
Maritime Provinces especially should corne a wail for Thon ho said if this contemplated move, this contemplated
unrestricted reciprocity. I was somewhat surprised, I say, turn of affairs, "change of front" I think ho called it,
Mr. Speaker, under those circumstances that when a question meant direct taxation, that ho for one would call " "stay
sait to be exciting such an amount of interest among the your band." Yet ho had the direct staterent made by his
business people of the Maritime Provinces was brought before leader in this debate, bu had a long and able argument before
us by a gentleman old in politice, a gentleman weIl acquainted him te show that direct taxation was net sncb a terrible thing,
with political strategy,'a member representing his party ie had before him the unmistakable utterances of the
from the Province of Nova Scotia, te see him travelling back hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that direct
te the dusty journals of ibis louse for 1867, in order te taxation would ensue from the passage of this resolution.
attempt te bring arguments te bear against the Liberal- Mr. CHARLTON. No.
Conservative party on a charge of having been at one time Mr. TUPPER (Picton). I quote his words to do himdisloyal to the interests of the Empire. It struck me as a .
curious commentary upon the boasted strength of their prin- justice:

ciples, initiated in bringing the main resolution before this "Can they afford for the uake of gainr a dvantages amountinq from
t n gi pfifteen to thirty millions to submit to a direct taxation of two mi lionsHouse, that an hon. gentleman holding the Position that the or three millions temporarily. I should say if the necessity existed the

hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Jones) the seBiOr mem- people would cheerfully submit to the impost."
ber from his county does, that ho thought it necessary,
and thought it wise, te labor, and hopelessly labor for some Mr. CHARLTON. Notwithstanding, I distinotly said
minutes before the Parliament ofCanada with an argument that it was my belief direct taxation would not be resorted
se puerile and se weak. The hon. gentleman devoted some te.
time teocalling the attention of the Bouse te what hie Mr. TUPPER (Picton). We have had the expression of
contention actually was, that contention being that the lan- the belief of those bon. gentlemen oftentime before. We
guage which he quoted from the mouth of Lord Elgin, have also the experience between 1874 and 1879 that no
representing the Crown in tbis country,conveyed sentiments calculation ever made by the financial leader of that party,
traitorous to the Crown and sentiments at variance to the in reference te cither the revenue or taxation, was ever
sentiment which brought about the connection of this coun- borne out by the facto, and that no prophecies ever made
try with the mother country, and wbich serves te this day to by him at any one time were ever ver ified by our expe-
maintain that connection, it seems straDge te me that the rience in fhose sad and tronblesome years. It did amuse
bon. gentleman had net read a little more diligently the me to-night, and I am sure it amused bon, gentlemen in
journals of 1867, since he turned his attention te old and this House generally, te hear some of the sentiments enun-
ancient literature, because on page 248 of the ame volume ciated by the senior member for Ilalifax (Mr. Jones). Se
he would bave found that that Parliament by him thought apparently, te use an oid phrase, came "cringingly " up te
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one issue that stared him in the face, and that was
that he had to take back a great many sentiments
and a great many principles propounded by him in
public in his own Province, and in this House, and in
the Chamber of Commerce of the city he represents. He
knew, and therefore feared that those utterances would be
brought against him, and he pretended to go over the whole
of them, stating some of them, and endeavoring to follow
his leader by spurning and treating with contempt any
charge of inconsistency. But it did amuse me, Mr. Speaker,
and it somewhat pleased me as a Canadian, to hear the
hon. gentleman, who, within this House, last Session, in-
dignantly denied that he was a Canadian in any other sense
than by an Act of Parliament which he abused and which
he villified, declare tc-night, after bis leader from Queen's,
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) that he was going to
follow the banner that had upon it the inscription " Lot us
consider the interests of Canada first," and not only
so, Mr. Speaker, but I remember that this hon. gentleman
fought under a banner only a year ago-bardly a 3 ear
ago-which had inscribed upon it " Nova Suotia foi the
Nova Scotians against Canada for the Canadians ";
under a banner upon which was inscuibed the words
" Don't forget that repeal means reciprocity ; only
by repeal eau we get reciprocity," and yet he adds
to this rew banner which he flaunts in the air tc-day the
words "reciprocity or repeadl," thus reversing all of the
mottoes and every old standard in that respect. No one
can blame him. His leader in this debate, the member foi
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has boldly annonncd
that there is a complote change of face, and that hit
party are to a unit upon the principle to which they
were diametrically opposed a short time ago. I ask you,
Mr. Speaker, in all earnestnese, and I a'.k through you the
people of this country, whether hon. gentlemen in this
House representing the interests of Canada, representing
the interesta of their constituents, oan so glibly go behind
a record ? I ask you, Mr. Speaker, if it is merely a char ge
of inconsistency with which they are now met ? In
my opinion the position of the Liberal party, as announced
in this House and in this debate, is of a far
more serious character than that whioh they suppose.
They cannot go behind the record in that manner. They
cannot say that what they thought a few years ago or a
year ago can be all upset now. The hon. member f r Sou.h
Oxford said he would not waste time over charges of incou-
sistency. I say that the charges standing against him
to-day, brought in this debate and still unanswered, are
charges of a gross breach of faith on the part of the great
politieal party for which he speaks-charges of a violation
of distinct and emphatic pledges made by the leaders of bis
party all over the country more than a year ago to capital
and tabor, which have embarked so much in this country
under those pledges. From 1867 alùiost down to 188-! evety
capitalist and laborer in Canada, from the Atlantic to the
Pacifie, had the right to believe that both political parties
in the country were pledged to reciprocity in the natural
products of the two countries, and no other. Not only by
the statements of their leader at Malvern, but by resolu-
tions moved in this louse, it is clear that both parties in
this Parliament had pledged to the manufacturing interests
that their money was safe.

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. TUPPER (Picton.) An hon. gentleman says " no,"
but he in hi position is bound to say " no " to any proposi-
tion propounded by us in this debate. Hon. gentlemen
opposite are in a desperate position, and they are safe to say
" no " when thei - late leader is on the other of the ocean. But
that leader, when he said ho spckenot only for himself, but
for the party he represented, and especially for Sir Richard
Cartwright-for he named him-that leader pledged his
W Mr. TIuprPa (Pictou.)

party not to play the bull in the China shop if they were
returned to power at the last election; but you have never
seen more furious bulls than the hon. gentlemen who have
attacked the manufacturers and the vested interests of this
country. They speak as if these men alone are guilty of
these horrible combinations in trade, although they know
that guilds have invaded other countries than Canada, even
England, the mother of free trade. But it is a serious
charge which I bring against these hon. gentlemen, and it
cannot be answered in a flippant manner, but must be
squarely met; and I will ask the House to listen to some
proofs which I will adduce in support of it. We had an
admitted organ of the Liberal party in 1880 using this
language:

" What ie the main promise of those who wish to detach the Dominion
from Great Britain in order to make the country a preserve for Yankee
manufacturers, who are totally unable to compete with British manufe-
tures on fair teims ? That the producers of our raw expoirte may gain
free admission to a market of 50,000,000 people. The inference which
it is hoped that ignorant people will draw is that the wiole American
people would straightway wiAh to purchase Canadian produce if a Zoll-
verein were established But f ee adnission to the markets of Califor-
nia, Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, Kansas,
Missouri, Kentucky, Arkansas, and dozens of other States would cause
about as much Canadian produce to be sold there as could be sold to
the inhabitants of the moon. Of the 50,000,000 people assumed to exist
in the United States how many live in a locality to trade with Canada ?
Parts of the half-dozen States lying east of longitude 90 and between
parallels of latitude 40Q and 450 contain the people with whom we are
asked to torm a commercial union, taking their manufactures at exorbi-
tant prices. Or e little corner of the 'maiket of 50,000,000 pf OpIce' is
offered to Canadians as the price of their national extinction ! Men who
advocate a base surrender of their country for money no not ceafe to be
diigneting theugh they become also ridiculous when it is evident they
are duped by their own sordid imagination "

I am reading from the Toronto Globe. Again on June 8,
that paper said :

" Who can name any great staple that does not command as high a
price in England as in the United States ? The American farmer gets
no more for his grain than his Canadian competitor, as is evident from
the fact that both send their produce to the Engliph market. It may be
eaid that Canadian barley would rise in price if admitted free to the
American market. How long would the enhanced priee be continued ?
Only tili a greater breadth of Canadian soil was devoted to raising the
grain."

Thon, again, the saine paper said:

" The average yearly value of fish exporte from Canada during the
seven years between the termination of the Reciprocity Treaty snd the
fiscal operation of the Treaty of Washington, from 1867 to 1873, was
$4,003,375, of which $1,137,839 worth was imported into the United
States, and I,2,865,535 worth was @bsorbed by other marke's Thus,
under a tariff meant tobe proh;bitive, 28 percent. was marketed in the
United States, and 72 per cent. in other countries. In the six years which
have transpired since the removal of duties under the Washington
Treaty, from !874 to 1879, these exporte have averaged $5,971,8b7, of
which $1,720,156 worth was imported into the United Statee, and
$1,251,731 worth found other markets. The percentage to the United
States was a trifle over 28, and that to other coun tries was a fraction
over 71. Whilst the annual increase of fish trade during this latter
period average $1,958,512, only $582,317 worth representa exports to
the United States, the business with other markets having increased to
the extent of $1,386,196 yearly average."

It went on to show that the Americans paid any duty
which they placed upon Canadian fish. That was the
position of the organ at that time, and it is perfectly reaoen-
able for hon, gentlemen to claim that they are not on every
occasion, perhaps not on any occasion, to be held bound by
the utterances of that paper. But, as I can show, that
paper voiced not only the opinions of the party, but of the
country in that most unmistakable manner. The senior
member for Halifax bas admitted that he has made state-
ment contrary in spirit to the arguments he now advanees,
and he does not hesitate to tell us that his political morality
is of that high order that, under the exigencies of the case, he
feit that it was justifiable that we should deceive tha
Americans-it was not right that we should stand up in the
face of day and tell the truth about the state of trade in
Canada, we had to mark carefully the effeot any utterances
of ours would have on the Americans ; and he fulminated
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charges against the leader of the Government and other
men in the Cabinet, bocause in discusing grave questions
in this House they had given expression to their thoughts.
And this politicau moralist confesses as much as that he ias
supported the statements 1 have made ; but whether he
confesses it or not, I will show from the record that it is
impossible for him to gainsay the fact. For instance,
when lthe Washington Treaty was before the House-and I
may say that this extract as wel as some others the lon.
gentleman took care not to read-the hon. gentleman said:

" He felt ai a representative from Nova Scotia that, however anxious
he miglht be for the establishment of reciprocal trade relations with the
Unite States on fair terms, hg was not willing to give the United States
everything that we had to offer as an inincement to reciprocity. If we
gave them permission to fish in our waters we put them in competition
with our own fihermen."

Again, the hon. gentleman said, when a resolution on this
suoject was before the Chamber of Commerce:

" That the Chambers of Commerce at Halifax unite with the Board of
Trade in St. John in requesting the Dominion Government to take
prompt and tffective steps to arrange a reciprocity treaty with the
United States and to make efforts to secure advantageous trade rela-
tions with the Spanish and British West Indian Islands."

The hon. gentleman, then a prominent member of that
board, and previously a member of the Dominion Govern.
ment, used the following language:-

"He thonght that too strong an expression of opinion might
injure our prospects. Be believed in the maxim : never bu too anxious
to make a trade. In speaking at a public meeting he referred to recipro-
city in the West Indies. That was the larger and more important
question."

And yet, Sir, you heard to-night the hon. gentleman de-
clare in loud, stentorian tones, that the American market
is the only market for those poor fishermen who lit their
lamps and went out to sea in their little boats in early
morning. To-day he tells us that the American market is
the only one for those fishermen, but he did not hesitate on
a former occasion, when it suited his parpose, to tell the
Chamber of Commerce in the city where he lives, that to
obtain control of the West Indian market was the impor.
tant question for the dshermen of the Maritime Provinces.
A gain he is reported, in his own organ, the Halifax Chronicle
to have said :

"B on. A G. Jones said he had come to listen rather than Io take
part in the diecnssion, but thought it was well to be careful liw we
proceeded in this matter. The cause migut be injured by being too
strong in expresbion. There was an old adage that it was not well to
be too aux:ons for a bargain. No person believed in reciproeity more
than he, but he thought the exercise of caution might be the wisest
course, that was all. He found that no one in the Dominion objected
to a reciprocity treaty with the United States on fair terms."

What was the hon. gentleman's object, may I ask to-night,
in indulging in the strong expressions he made use of as
to the absolute dependence of the Maritime Provinces in
the United States markets ? What was hie object in
taking this stand to-night, and calling on us to appear in
an abject manner before a rich and powerful country which
has in view many ambitions and far reaching projects. It
was not well, he said, before the Chamber of Commerce, to
be too anxious, but we should take a wiser course. He
then found that no one in the Daminion objected to a reci-
procity treaty on fair terme, and we have utterances by the
hundred of a similar character from hon. gentlemen oppo.
site up to the very time when, as now, it seemed probible
that wa would have reciprocity ultimately, that we would
have a reciprocal tariff on fair terme; up to the time when
all this seemed possible, as it does now, you had all these
hon. gentlemen, al over the country, declaring this was
not a political question, declaring that we were ail one on
the question of reciprocity with the United States. But the
change of base to-day iasuddeon. It comes after a genoral elec-
tio, when that party, driven to desperation, are now hant-

ing daily for a policy, and almost daily proposing a new one.
" For ways that are dark and tricks that are vain," that party
has proved itseolf most peculiar. The hon. gentleman telle
us to-night he did not believe in commercial union. He
read from his scrap book, wbat he said to some gentlemen
who visited him in his store at Halifax. Thot hon. gen-
tleman, as we all know, has a considerable influence with
the Halifax Morning Chronicle, which is supposed to be the
exponent of his views. He has told us: " I do not
believe in commeroial union, and neither party would, I
believe, agree to it "; but his organ, the Halifax Chronicle,
did not hesitate, time and again, to use language, which I
would not liko to use in reference to the hon. gentleman,
when it said that "the Canadian who opposes commercial
union is a natural-born sneak and coward." We know,
and I must mention it in justice to the writer of these
lines in the Chronicle, that an hon, gentleman on the back
benches had the temerity, was plucky enough, to intro-
duce a resolution, going the whole length of the
opinions of an hon. member who is more pliable, the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), a resolution
goingstraight for commercial union. How did hon. gentle-
men opposite treat this man, who, according to the ialifax
Chronicle, was not a natural-born sneak and coward. They
told him to withdraw his resolution, and go in for that senti.
ment which the organ of the senior member for Halifax has
characterised as that of a natural-born sneak and coward.
Language of that kind frum the friends of hon. gentlemen
opposite is, I think, unfair, and on their behalf I repudiate
it 1 1 do not think it is fair criticism I Now, we had a very
important utterance from the hon. momber for Queen's
(Mr. Davies), who spoke at some length on reciprocity the
other day, and who indulged in many argumonts which are
quite tenable by hon. members on this side, in vinlicating
the old Reciprocity Treaty, and dilating on the advantages
which the people of the Island derived under it of sending
their potatoes and other articles where they pleased.
That bon. gentleman representing the maritime contingent
in 1685, in this House, on the Liberal side, moulded together
all these expressions of opinion, blended together these
different views from the different Chambers of Commerce
throughout Canada in favor of the old Reociprocity Treaty,
and I would bring before the liouse the language the hon.
2ontleman uicd, in support of the point I am endeavoring
to make. Ilo alluded to the resolution of the Chamber of
Commerce which I have read, spoke of the desirability of a
ronewal of the Treaty of 1854, and strongly favored making
the fisheries a basis and measure for further commercial
relations, conc:uding an interesting speech and able argu-
ment with the folLowing resolution:-

'' In view of the early termination of the fisheries articles of the Treaty
of Washington, this House is of opinion that negotiations should be
opened with the United States of Amorica, as well for the renewal of
reciprocal relations accorded by that treaty to American citizens and
BritilI subjets repectively, as for the opening up of additional roei-
procal trade relations between Canada and the Unaited States, and that
i n the condnetofsuch negotiations oCanada should be direetly repre-
sented."

He cited, as I have said, the strong opinion in the Maritime
Provinces in favor of a renewal of the old Reciprocity
Treaty ; and later on, the ex-leader of hon.gentlemen oppo-
site, speaking for the whole party, stated that the policy of
his party was the policy of a tarif for revenue purposes
only. He contended that he was consistent, inasmuch as it
was no new departure, because this Government, through its
extravagance, had made it necessary to raise a certain sum
per year, and he could not see for the life of him, having
etudied the matter in every aspect, how that tarif could be
materially interfered with, and he pledged hie party at
Malvern, as strongly as any statement of bia could pledge
it, that even if hie party came into power, he would
not play the bull in the China ehop, but would
respect vested interets and only abolish the duty
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on coal and cornmeal. I ask again, how is it, after
these pledges to the people, after this declaration of
policy, rot only from the mouths of the statesmen of that
party, but by their resolutions in this Ilouse, they should
propose now this entirely new departure, as it is declared
to be by the senior member for Halifax. The question of
the tarif and of reciprocity was threshed out, as many
others raised in this debate have been threshed out, by the
people at the polls; and they understood, no matter how
oud demagogues might rant, that we could stand by the

National Policy and at the same time stand by the
interests of those concerned in the natural products of the
country, and that we could, with the consent of the people
and with their desire, as soon as possible, obtain reciprocity
mn natural produets with the United States. As a Canadian,
I blushed to hear the hou. gentleman who opened this
debate take the position, in support of bis resolution,
to induco the people of this country to favor unrestricted
reciprocity, that this country was in a state of retro-
gression, and that our position was not satisfactory.
Hie told us, it is true, that great economic changes had taken
place. lie attempted to justify this change of base, not by
argument, but by the statement that it was due to great
economic changes, and that, therefore, the charge of incon-
sistency was a weak one; but he alluded to the economic
changes which took place between 1867 and 1877; he
alluded to nore, he could cite no such changes between 1887
and 1868, and 1887 is the time when theso pledges were put
solernuly before the people. Unlike Mr. Wiman and Mr.
Butterworth, wtio have slbown mach more skill in maniaging
this question end who are endeavoring to persuade some of
our countrymen to get into the position into which thee
American manufacturers wish them to get, he argued by1
the hour to show that we were going metaphorically to the1
dogs in Canada and that the people would be benefited by
any change. I deny, and I deny emphatically, that the coun-
try is retrograding, and no hon. gentleman has been able
to maintain that position by any statistics which have been
laid before us. We have been told with what skill some
gentlemen can manipulate statistics, and that you can
prove unything by statistics. So you can. IL depends on
the honesty with which you use them. I will not weary
this flouse by showing the credit side in contrast to thc
aide of the account which those hon. entlemen have
placed before the people, to sickn them, to take the heartf
from them, to fill them with despondency and despair, and
to make them feel that any change would be a change for
the better. I will call before the House some hon. gentle.
men occupying official positions in this country, I will call
before the Bouse as witnesses hon. gentlemen from one end
of' the country to the other whose position cannot be queE-
tioned, statesmen occupying distinguished positions in this9
country, and I will cite their statements as to the conditione
of Canada. The testimony which I can produce is such as
will bring pride in the heart of any honest Canadian or any
true lover of his country. I will begin by a gentleman n
whose praises are often sung by hon. gentlemen, I will begin h
by citing the language of Mr. Mowat, the Premier of Ontario, C
who is, I take it, in full accord with these gentlemen in
their political schemes and who would do anything, I take
it, that lie could do, in any justifiable manner, to enable them
to obtain power; but, when he met the happy Canadians
lu another part of this country on that day in last J uly, r
which seems to be sueh a black and dark day to hon. gen-
tlemen opposite only in this debate, that hon. gentleman.
was able to say, and to say truthfully :a

ti
"If they compared their Dominion with the United States, they would e

find that they had nothing to be asbamed of. (Hear, hear ) A compari- t
son of the statistics of both countries for the past half century would
show that thLe percentage in every departai.nt wua «reater in Canada
than it is, on tie aggregate, in the United Statesasd aa"aaa hkad
prospered in the past, so she would in the fatre.'I

Mr. Tumrpja (Pictou).

Would you have heard the hon. gentlemen on that side of
the House using language of this kind in this debate with-
out thinking that there was mutiny in the ranks ? Would
you not have thought that any hon. gentleman who used
that language must have gone behind the member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and must be advocating. as
he is, some scheme different from that of the leader. Alla-
sion has been made to another gentleman, the Minister of
Education of the Province of Ontario, a well-informed man,
an able man, a man who is proud of his country, a man
with Canadian pluck and Canadian vim, and a man who is
enabled to look at Canadian affairs with hope and to take a
good view of what bas taken place in the past and of what
is probable for the luture. That hon. gentleman, whom 1
had the pleasure of meeting a short time ago, uttered then
the saine sentiments as those which I quote. They have
been alluded to before, but this evening I am bringing for-
ward the words of gentlemen who occupy a position in this
country which I bave not, gentlemen whose words cannot
be confuted by hon. gentleman opposite. This hon. gentle-
man, who sat for a long time in the House of Commons, and
who is now in an important position in the Government of
Ontario, was called face to face with Mr. Chamberlain
during the short stay which that gentleman made in Canada,
and, like all Canadians who are proud of their country, he
was able to make a good showing for Canada, and was able
to tell that distinguished gentleman from England that-

6 t ie Canadian enterprise that has made this country. It is a great
deal te have done that. Had he seen it fif ty or forty or, perhaps, thirty-
fie years aga, or thirty years ago, when our forests were unbroken,
when our industries were undeveloped, and when we had scarcely a
mile of railway, he would have said that net even the most enthusiastie
and sanguine expectations could have hoped for a condition of national
prosperity such as we have in Canada to-day."

ie also said :
" There l abroad a spirit-"

Ie it a spirit of despair, as theb on. gentleman would tell us,
a loss of national hope and a feeling of dependency upon our
neighbors? Not so, Ie says :

" There is abroad a spirit of enterprise which only waits the natural
growsuand devopment of ordinary opportuniies and time to produce
resuits whieh we eau scarcely dare even to imagine in eaue we should be
charged with exaggeration or perhaps something worse. There are
$L74,OOO,OOO in our savings banks, andofpaid-up capital ofrour railwaye
there are $623,000,000. We posseas ail the advantages of civiliiation,
and are surrounded by ail those influences which tend te make up a peace-
ful, happy and contented people. I am glad he has seen these things,
for it has sometimes struck intelligent Canadians, when they have been
visiting the old country, that among Englishmen-though not of
course among those of Birmingham (laughter)-there existe very erron-
eous ideas with regard to the civilisation and comforts and happiness of
the Canadian people."

And that is the larguage used in 1888, by a leader among
the gentlemen who stand up here and sing, as the hon.
gentleman who spoke last sang, mournful ditties in refer-
ence to the condition of our people. So in advocating this
commercial union, or unrestricted reciprocity, or anything
which may get our necks under the yoke of American ma.
nufacturers, Canada is refeired to by the gentleman who
has promoted it so much, in a pamphlet which is called
Commercial Pamphlet No. 4, in which he takes issue with
these hon. gentlenien :

" By a uniform tariff against ail nations, she bas ehown ber real and
complete commercial independence, and under this condition as made
a progress and attained a position of which every Canadian has good
eason to be proud."

Now, why do they not, like men, come and face the issue
and discuss it on the merits, and not oocupy the time of
his Chamber and the time of this country by abusing our
ountry, by minimieing its resources, by telliug us every.
hing is going wrong? Why do they not come up like
men, as Mr. Wiman bas done, and as I believe, as far as I
ave seen, Mr. Butterworth has done, and tell us plainly
hat the reason why we shouid join our doetiny with that
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of the United States is not on account of our poverty but
on account of our strength, and that, as enterprising mon
who have built up industries here, as Mr. Wiman says, and
have built up a position which should bring pride to every
Canadian heart, we will ho benefited by joining our desti-
vies with theirs, and marching on in the same lino with
them, of united prosperity. I could respect the argumenta of
the Liberal party in that line, but, instead of that, they take
up the whole time by keeping as far away from that resolu-
tion, as far away from the particulars of that resolution, as
far away from the tariff that would be framed under that
resolution, as far away from the condition of the revenue
which would result under that resolution as possible, and
by talking to us about our miserable and wretched state.
They know, Mr. Speaker, that their position is unsound,
and is opposed to the latest utterances of any of them when
speaking without strong feeling of partisanship. Now, I have
cited some evidence; and 1 would recall, too, the eloquent
language of the late leader of that party, a gentleman now
regaining health, I hope, on the other side of the world.
That hoa. gentleman was able to speak in the niost
elegant language at Edinburgh, when he met an old
colleague of Mr. Chamberlain's. He told Mr. Gladstone, and
was able to boast in Edinburgh, of the magnificent strides
in the path of progress made by his native Province of
Ontario. He used language that I wish to God we could hear
oftener from him and from his colleagues in this House. It
is the language used on this side of the House, it is lan.
guage that would give hope te the young men of this coun-
try, and would spur us on to greater endeavors in the futuro.
The hon gentleman who leads in ibs debate, on th. other
aide of the 1uoe, wh. n ho went to England to borrow
money, wuoni lie asked the Egl capitalists to invost
their money i this e.aiitry, did not harangue them
in the style, or upon the facts or matter, that ho has
done on this occasion. Every hon. gentleman is fami.
liar with the bright side of the shield that was shown,
then, and the honest aide, as well. I have given you,
Mr. Speaker, some testimony that I think ought te
carry weight as to the condition of affairs in this cour-
try, and to prove that the position taken by the hon.
gentleman is unsoun i. I wish to quote, also, the language
of the bon. member for South Oxtord when ho sat on this
aide of the House in 18i8, on an occasion when he visited
the Maritime Provinces, I am not now dealing with the
childish charge of inconsistency. In citing language pre-
viously used by the hon. gentlemen oppo.ste inconsistent
with the language used by them in this debate, I cite it
for the purpose of the argument contained therein, and I
cite it for the purpose of proving the insincerity of this
movement. At lalifax, on August 19, 1878, whon, as every
one knows, and as no one has denied, the condition of affaira
in Canaaa was far worse than it is to-day, when hon. gentle.
men were apologising, so to speak, ali over the country
for the condition of affaire, this hon. gentleman, who now
tells us that there is retrogression and that the country is
getting into a frightful condition, used this language:

" These men who tell you that it is impossible to exist as a com-
mercial people unless you have reciprocity might as well tell the United
8tates that if they want to drive you into the Union al they have to do
is to refuse you reciprocity for a certain number of years longer, which
ls the very beat way that can be adopted of inucing the American
people to enter into commercial relations with us. For my part I will
deny that we are dependent upon them in one way or another. No
Uanadian stateaman can do a worse service than to spread that ides
among a great number of his fellow-countrymen."
What is the hon. gentleman doing now, M.r. Speaker?
Uriven, as 1 ay, desperate by the serious reversais which
ho bas met with at the banda of the people, kept out of
office for so long a time, after having changed his political
faith in order to obtain of.e, that hon. gentleman is now
pursuing a course which he said no Canadian statesman
worthy of the name would pursu., and so afet a portion
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of his fellow-country mon. Well, we were particularly
referred to the Maritime Provinces. The hon. gentleman
seemed doubtful whether he could convince the splendid
yeomanry of this Province, of whom I now speak, with
wkom I have had the pleasure of conversing, and whose
condition I have examined, ho seemed doubtful whether ho
could convince them that they wore in this dependent, this
abject, this proverty-stricken condition. Bat with that
contempt for the MariLime Provincas which seemus, in this
debate, to have characterised the uttorancos to which [ am
abant to allude, ho tuirned around and said ho oxpected to
hearsomething from the Maritime Provinces. lo expected to
hear a wail of woe sounded from that quarter. Yet I will do
my bon. friend the bonior membor for Bl al ifix (Ur. Joncs) the
credit for saying that ho rather turnoi the table on his
leader for the nonce. He told him that down in the Maritime
Provinces the farmers-if I do not misreprosent bis
language-were not so badly off; it was tho mortgaged-
ridden farmer of Ontario that was srutlering, and so bis leader
might turn his attention to his noighb>rs and not treat the
Maritime Province.s with conemt. I think I can fancy
the reason of tho sincerity of't ie hon. imofnbor for Halifax.
I think I know why ho did not talkz about the drying up of
the citios by the sea. That is a groat phrase in the mouths
of the Roforrn leaders in the cast, thAt wo are drying up
in the Maritime Provinc3s, that we aro not as rich as we
used to be, that real property has gone down, that assess.
ment is low, &c. I think I know why the lion. gentleman
drove slowly over f he grourd; I think hu had rond tho words
put into the rmouth of lis lionor the Lieutenant-Governor
of Nova Soti:a, at the opening ho r ,et Sevi>n, where.
in bis own allies in Nova Scoti t politics, now snugly enscorc-
ed in office, Ltattd that thoy weoe happy down by the sea,
and that things wore not going wrong. This is the language
of the hon. gentleman's friend and ally, Mr. Fieiding, put
into the mouth of His Honor on the 23rd of February, 1888:

"1. In welcoming you to the scene of your legielative duties, I am glad
to be able to congratulate you on the ftr measure of prosperity enjoyed
by our Province during the past year. White in some quartera excep-
tional conditions have operated uafavorably, as a rule the labors of our
people, in the varions bran hes of industry, have been remunerative, aud
there has been an improvernent in bu3iiesï which, it le hoped, will, con-
tinue.

"2. I bave particular pleasure in calling attention to the activity that
prevailed in mining, an industry of great importance not only because
of the capital and labor engaged in it, but alto because of its value au a
contributor to our provincial revenues"

The hon. gentleman touchod a litt!o on another subjeot, the
effect of reciprocity on the coal trado, that branch of trade
that brings to the caffers of the Provincial Treasury such a
large proportion of its revenue. The hon. gentleman knows
that tbere are members in this fouse from the coal regions
of Nova Scotia, that could meet him upon any ground such
as that which ho took, only for the moment, from Mr. Lith.
gow. And en passant I may say that I was surprised, that
1 was amazod, at that hon. gentleman' attempting sncb a
weak thing, at his laying himself open to the emphatic
answer that he did. Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman who
formerly represented Digby in this House (Mr. Vail) read
this old letter of 1879 from fMr. Lithgow, and yet he was
answered in this House, and the hon. gentleman mst have
known what the answer wa, that Mr. Litbgow took it ail
back after experience. Mr. Lithgow prophesied that the
duty on coal would be of no advantage, h. wrote as the hon.
gentleman said ho did, but he was honest enough, and
sensible enough, after experience, to take back every word
that ho penned in that letter ; and h. sent it
to the press, but that is not kept in the scrap
book of the hon. gentleman opposite. They do not
keep the bright side of the sbield now-.-days, they
have turned that away in hopes that it will rust. Now,
the hon. gentleman ought to know that the statistios of
hie Provine are agait him, if h. attempted to stand up
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here and asperse too heavily the fair fame and oommercial
position of the Province of Nova Scotia. He knows well
enough that he and I had to pay, as taxpayers, for the pub-
lication of a document issued after the so-called repeal vie-
tory, when these men-I won't say demagogues; perhaps
it is not fair-but the word might be justifiable when
these men had the hardihood to go all over the Pro-
vince from one end to the other, and talk about Nova
Scotia as Ontario members here have not hesitated
to talk about Ontario. Those hon, gentlemen when they
found themselves in responsible positions holding the seals
of office, ambitions for a good record and a good showing
while public affairs were under their control, published at
the expense of the people of Nova Scotia an official doci-
ment to he circulated broadrat in the British Isles. And
what did they te! us of th e and tion of that country i g
years after th3 abr galion of reciproeity, twunty years after
Confederation, twenty years after tho tine when
we were thýreatenel with commercial annihilation ?
These sc-calle anti-confederates, th:o so called re)eal
ers, these so called secssionsts, thoqe an-
nexationists, were induced to confesýs to the world
that everything in tho Prov.rice of Nova S.tia was
lovely, that any man who bad braiis, that aiv f6rmer who
had industry couli obtain in a short tine a livehhood, in
possible to get, where ? In the moi her country alone ? N),
but in the American Unioa as well. They issued a docu-
ment, a copy of which I hold in iy band; it was issued by
the Government of Nova Scotia in 1888, and it gives the
names of the members of the Government. I wish to quote
from it somewhat at length to show tho holUow hypocrisy
of the partv that has taken part of the colors of our p4rty,
and paUched up a new flag at this time of day. I wish
to quote f rom this document also to bear out what I have
said. At page 16 we are told:

b There are plenty of farme already under cultivation which may be
bounght at very reasonablei ratec, and any practical fariner with a emali
capital may at once possess a good and comfirtable home."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, heur.

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). I am glad the hon, gentleman
is pleased.

" And by energy, indu3try and enterprise mqy make for himself a
fortune and position in Nova Scotia in a few years, such as ha could
not obtain in a lifetime in Great Britain."

Here we come to the poor workingman that hon.
gentlemen opposite are so fond of commiserating, and I
suppose the fishorman is included. The report says "he gets
very well paid in Nova Scotia,"-and this is twenty years
after the abrogation of reciprocity, and several years after
the introxduction of the accursed National Policy to which
the hon. gentleman has so eloquently referred. On
page 37-I like to stick to the record, and especially to the
record of the hon. gentleman-this is the statement:

IlBy modorate lndustry thé ewner of snob a pla.. efl..ar his famaiy,
on botter food probably than he could give ther in -41.ad, with the
same expenditure of capital and labor. And that is about al the average
Noya Scotia farmer attempts. Fe des not kanekle down to his work in
the severely continuons style that la practically compulsory in Englaad
&lad Scot"ad."

The hon. gentleman telle us the farmer barely ives;
but he does hve, and when the hon. gentleman's
friends were clothed with the responsibility of office they
did not hesitate to say that the farmer does not knuckle
down to work as the farmers in other countries do. The
report continues:

"If he had a reasonable rent to pay, as well as a living to earn, he
yould b. compelled to work harder, to cultivate leu aiuperfdoially, te
loiter leu around the country store, to do les riding in his buggy, to

t is woman folk to make more butter and les pastry, sud in short
digt of haying to make a struggle to esape evietion and bankrupty
would oftin land himéelf into a s f c m tive affiane. î
îil g lt .ah hape ot «Y uab Mu4t fi !NP YS

fumer." Y (o .
Mr. Typpu (Piotou.)

Tho Government add tbt this description is furnishod by
Mr. Imriq ; they add the following foot note:

"I r. Imrie'e description of the average Nova Scotian farmer is pretty
nearly torrect, bat in every couaty in the Provinse there are tarmers
who are pretty considerably above the average, who have placed them-
selves and their families in more than comfortable circumstanees, and
have by their industry and attention to business acq¶ired considerable
wealth. Such men aie second to noue in intelligence sud standing in
the Province."

What condition of affairs does my hon. friend now expect ?
Is ho looking for some Utopia where a farmer can obtain
more than that, where by honesty and industry he can obtain
more than a comfortable living in Nova Scotia ? Is ho to
roll in wealth without working; or what is the condition of
affairs to which the hon. gentleman would prefer we should
bring the people of the country ? Next, as regards shipping.
[bat hon. gentleman attempted to teach me, as one of the
inhabitants of Nova Scotia, some years ago, by his long
speeches that American shpping under the tariff of thp
United States and under their shipping regulations was
being swept off the sea, the condition of trade in the
United States and the condition of labor there was frightful
to behold. But the Government of the day in Nova Scotia,
in sympathy with, perhaps in council with the hon. gentle-
man, but at all events the Govern ment of the Liberal party
in Nova Scotia, said in 1866, in this report at page 17 :

" Nova Scotia owns more sbipping in proportion to the population
than any other country, and our vessels do a larger proportion of the
carrying trade of the world."

Mr. WELàSIH. When is that?

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou). In 1866.
Mr. WELSU. How is it now ?
Mr, TUPPER (Pictou).
" They may be found in every port of the habitable globe, loading and

discharging cargoes on our own and foreign account."

I knew the hon, gentleman would contradict me, but I did
hope he would not contradict the official organs and publi.
cations of his own party. Woli, thon, it is not unreasonable
for me to suppose that the hon, gentleman had some reason
for passing lightly over the condition of affairs in Nova
Sootia in supporting the resolution of the hn. member for
Sonth Oxford. I wish to complain of a habit in which the
hon. meaber for Sauth Orford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
indalges as a reprosentative statesman of this country. The
comparison which the hon. gentleman makes between the
condition of affairs in Canada and the United States is un-
fair to Canada and unworthy of him. I say that no com-
parison ho has made hua been fair-he has never acted as
any reasonable man would expect him to act, when making
a comparison. He compares our condition with the
condition of the United States when they have sixty
millions of people, at a time when they have startled the
world by the leaps and bounds by which they have gene
forward in the path of progress, at a time when they bave
reduced their national debt almost one-half, at a time when
everything in that country so f ar as matters affect us are
definitely settled. He compares our condition at a time
wben in the States all secession is gone, not at a time when,
as in Canada, small politicians are endeavoring to set Pro-
vince against Province. I say if the hon. gentleman were
fair, if he had the courage of hie convictions, if he were
strong in the faith ho preaches to this House and the coun-
try, he would compare our condition with that of the United
States when they had four or five millions of people and not
when they have fifty or sixty millions. We may not live-
perhaps we may-to see sixty millions of people in this-
country; but there are many men who have looked into
this matter, whose views can be accepted, who have not
hesitated to say that, judging from our put progress, our
future wiIi be even greater than that of eur neighbore tothe
nut. 1Lê giz» e you, % r Spo.ke, a fow Aatia*i0 lot
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many, te show and toexplain the unfairness ofthis argument.
For instance, ho speaks of the frigbtful and alarming
reductions in our aggregate trade, and ho takes for his
illustration two years. He takes the year 1873 and ho
takes the year 1887. He calls attention to the fact that
our aggregate trade has dropped from $217,000,000 in 1873
down to $202,000,000 in 1887, and ho tells us that is au
alarming state of affairs and that we must ponder over it.
Well this so-called reduction being admitted, I must remark
that ho did not tell us the other side of the story. When
that bon, gentleman took charge of affairs in 1875, when
h. refused to adopt the National Policy, when ho attempted
to hold our markets with a 17J per cent. reduction against
the American competitor, the letrogression began. In
1875 it dropped to $200,000,000, and in 1876, when that
hon. gentleman was in power, to S175,000,000, and in 1879
to 8 if3,000,000. That hon, gentleman, as an ex-Finarce
Minimter of the country, standing here to explain
honestly, and candidly, and fairly our financial condition,
tells the House and tell the country that we are in an
alarming state, and that there was an alarming redue-
tion in the volume of trade. I will read you when, in 1878,
this reduction was going on most rapidly, the statement
made by that hou. gentleman vindicating the position of
Canada, glorying in the position and b2asting of our com-
mercial strength, but ho told the Bouse thon something
ditferent to what ho tells it now. He told the flouse that
these wore not alarming features, although the volume of
trade was being reduced. When ho made his finance state-
ment in 1875 he did not hesitate to say :

"It is not necessary for me to spend any further time in reviewing
the volume of our exporte and importe."

It had dropped thon below the figure at which it now

to Halifax in 1878 to render an account of his stewardship;
ho came and ho admitted the exodus from Canada, which la
admitted by all sides and cannot be gainsaid, at a time
when the people were leaving the country in large num.
bers. The Minister of Militia said:--

" Why, we find those very people clamoring to get back to Canada.
What ist he reason for this It ls because those men, attracted for a
time by the high wages ofiered in the. States, now find themselves
tterly without the meanu of support, and are deoirous to come back to

this country of Oanada-titis wretched country of Canada."
We have, fortunately, statistios giving the condition of our
friends on the other side of the lino. Taking the States of
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Conueop
Licut and Rhode Island, and comparing them with the older
Provinces of Canada-Ontario, Quebec, New Branswick4
Nova Scotia and Prince Edward ILNand -the statistios show
that according to the census of 1830-31 there was a popula.
tion of 1,953,717; in 1881 4,010,206, showing an increase
in 50 years of 2,056,309; whereas the figures for the older
Provinces of Canada show, in 1830 and' 1831, 1,065,215;
under the last census 4,141,424, showing an increase of
.i,076,209. as against 2,000,000 in the States I have men-
tioned. Now, Mr. Speaker, one is almost forced when thp
argument, as far as the statistics are concerned, shows
difforent results, to think that the figures have been made
to suit a purpose. It reminds me of the story of the judge
long ago, who, in dealing with a case before him, asked the
counsel to explain where this land was situated in reference
to which there was a dispute. One counsel said: "My Lord
we lie on this side " (pointing to one place), and the other
counsel said : "And we, my Lord, lie on this," and the judge
wanted to know what on earth he could du in the matter.
The debate has shown that figures eau be used in reference
to the condition of the country in very false lights. For

stands. what purpose did those gentlemen ransack thoir brains an4
'I do not consider that it la any proof that a country like ours la devote their ingenuity in a most uafair manner to try and

retrograding in any way because there is a check to the exporta. llany show that a deplorable state of things exists in faver of aauthorities who are entitled to great respect are inclined te think that
we haye ratller overstepped the mark in our progress in this direction." couutry which we ail ought to try and advance iu every.

way possible. Now, the hon. gentleman came to tho
Now, Mr. Speaker, this, owstthee n idncoistency and question of inter-provincial trade; and as the Minister of
insmoerity of the bon. gentleman advancing an argumenitMarine has devoted considerable attention te that I do net
like that as compared with what ho advances to-day. I propose to go very closely into it, but I again appeal te the
shall ask the House to bear with me whiie I vindicate the record. I again ask the flouse te take some proof, inpoeition of our country as oompared with the United States support cf the Minister of Marine and Faheries, that an

compare the total brade, the volue-'cf trade, as the hon. inter-provincial trade existe. My friend from the Maritimegentleman calls it, of the United States, when they bad a Provinces will say that there i less inter-provincial tradepopulation of 17,000,000, with the condition of affairs and existing to-day than existed in 1878. Mr. Power, in his
the volume of trade in Canada, when we have five million. address te the electors of Halifax in 1878, said that theIn 1840, the aggregate trade of the United States, amounted quantities cf furniture, machinery, &c., sent into thes.
to $239,000,000 or about $14 per head of the population. Provinces from the upper Provinces were such that if theIn 1850 it still amounted te14 per head of the inhabitants, tariff be increatsed, as the Conservative leaders proposed andwho numbered thon 23,000,000. We have seen that, in as would be the case if tho Conservatives were returned te
Canada, during the year 1887, when the hon, gentleman power, those Provinces would be flooded with Canadian
says the volume of trade has decreased se alarmingly, that manufactures cf every description. The senior member
ib amounts te $20,000,000 on the figures which ho gives, and for Halifax (Mr. Jones) in the same year, when referring
that this represents 8$10 per head for every Canadian in te Nova Scotia being tho slaughter market for Canada, speak-this country from one end of it te another. I say the pur. ing te the people of Nova Scotia, said:
pose seoems to me suspicious when an hon. gentleman " But where does the com tition come from in regard to Novaof that gentleman's ability stoop, to an argument Scotia turers of which regret tosa lu harte N"
se unfair, and an argument so directed against mhave nt more ?"

the position and against the reputation of his own They were in a bad state in those days-
country. Then about the exodus, How ho delighted, and "It comes almost exclusively from the old Provinces of Canada."
how every year ho seems to delight, over the exodus which Then you will seo, Mr. Speaker, that the grievances of the
ho says is taking place from the older Provinces te the west hon. gentleman's allies in Nova Scotia are net against mana-
or te the western States. And ho thinks that those features facturers as manufacturers, but against manufacturers as
are alarming. Well, Mr. Speaker, we have his colleagues Canadian manufacturers, since Canadian manufacturers
on record with utterances on this point which will give us came from the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec. The
hope. We have, for instance, the senior member for party opposite is welcome to an ally of that descrip.
Halifax (M r. Jones), when it was bis business-it was bis- tion. The hon. gentleman endorsed the statement of
pleasure, I hope-to sound a different note in Canada, and Mr. Longley that even under the present condition of
when ho did not think it was necessary te rouse sectional affairs those dried up Provinces, those Provinces dependent
feeling, and to talk about the desire of the Provinces toget on the United States could get $10,000,000 from the States
away from Confederation. He cane as Minister of Militia overy year teosend to Quebec and Ontario for those mana.
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factures, Well, this is a happy condition of affairs, and
there is nothing to complain of in that. The hon. gentlemen
want the money from the United States and the hon. mem-
ber from Halifax says they can get it. Thon ho tells us
that this trade, which h-3 is forcel to admit does exist, is
not a natural trade, but a trade forced over the Intercolo.
nial Railway at great cost to the peoplo of Canada. Now, I
will answer the hon. gentleman by a letter he wrote a short
time ago, in which ho insisted that instead of that being a
cause for complaint, these ruinous rates of the Intercolonial
lRailway were actually too high and ought to b lowered.
Only a year or two ago, ho wrote to th press, saying :

" We did indeed complain of th rate on sugar being too high, both
for us and for them, as has been abundantly proved during this winter,
when all the suar for Montreal, instead of being landed here, as here-
tofore, has, hy the unwise and narrow policy cf the Dominion Govern-
ment, been diverted to New York.'

I call the attention of the House to his particular reference
te the rates on sugar and coal :

'' The Intercolonial was built to promote and accommodate the indus-
tries of the country, and to facilitate inter-communication at the lowest
possible rates. It was never expected to pay as au investment any
more than the canals of the west expected to pay interest on their cost
-and my complaint is that the rates have always been too high, and
that the department have not carried out the object for which the road
was constructed."

He says again:
"I repeat my contention, therefore, that the rates of sugar are and

always have been too high, both for the Montreal refiners and for us as
well."

The rate was then 18 cents-
'I am not disposed to fiad f ault with the Governmrent for making this

reduction in tolls, as I think it wise poliey that, so far as possible, our
publie works should be made the hand-maid of commerce, and on the
same grounds the rates on the Intercolonial Railway should be very
considerably reduced so that the object for which the road was con-
structed may be ocarried out and all parts of the Dominion receive thi
advantagef of it in that way."

Oould inconsistency go further ? Now, on the question of
fish the hon. gentleman, as was natural, dilated. fHe
endeavored to persuade this House-and he based the state-
ment on bis reputation as a dealer in that article-that we
pay the duty on fish, and from that argument the House
was callel to follow him through the rest of bis argument
to show that we pay the duties on the other articles we
export to the United States. Well, Sir, the day was when
the hon. gentleman would have spurned that proposition,
inconsistent as it is with the teaching of every tencher of
Free Trade. The day was when he did advocate a very
different theory -the true Free Trade theory, that the
Americans paid the duty on what they bought fromi us.
In August, 1878, when the senior member for Halifax was
not the free lance he is now, ready to fire a shot at is own
allies if by it he can gain an advantage in the Lower Pro-
vinces, when he was not ready to join any movement in the
hope of getting bis party into power-that hon. gentleman,
holding an official position, at a time when is utterances
were weighed more carefully than they are now, did not
hesitate te tell an audience in Halifax that:

" Fish are sent to the United States and the West Indies, and are not
affected in their value in any way by any regulation that may be im-
posed here or elsewhere."

I might go on quoting from the language of the hon.
gentleman. Time was when he found it necessary to
oppose a measure of reciprocity with the United States-
to oppose the Government for obtaining the concession of
free fish from the United States. To.night we bear a great
deal from him about the advantages of free fish in the
American market ; we are told that the poor fishermen pay
the duty te the American Government, and what a boom
it would be o them te have it taken off. But the hon.
gentleman opposed a measure to take the duty off in 1872,
when le belittled the whole Washington Treaty and all the
advantages that Canada was gaining under it, as many

Mr. Tuppia (Pictou.)

members of the opposite party have done, as the hon.
member for North Norfolk did as late as 1878, when his
own friends were charged with not having done much
in that direction. The senior member for Halifax at
that time said: "He bad found that under the Reciprocity
Treatv, only seven per cent. more of our fish went to
the United States than when the duty was imposed,"
and he said the paltry amount given to Canada only amount-
ed, in the year which ha took for the computation, to the
small sum of $94,000 on the quantity exported. But an
hon. gentleman in this louse, who holds perhaps a more
important position in his party, who does not fight them in
bis own Province, or abuse or villify them when ho tu-ne
bis back on them and leaves Ottawa-the hon member
for Queen's, who is an authority on fish, who played an
important part in the negotiations at Halifax and there
obtained some knowledge that he should now impart to the
minds of those hon. gentlemen who are so fierce about the
advantages of free fish-that hon. gerntleman, in my hearing
a few years ago, when speaking on another subject, said:

"I am not going into the great question of who pays the duty on the
mackerel, the consumer or the priducer. The general question has
been debated very often in this House, and it is not applicable to this
peculiar business The question in this case depends simply on whether
or not the home production at the time is equal to the home demand *
* *I acknowledge that in some years we have to pay the duty to
some extent, and [am now speaking, mark you, of only one species
of fish, mackerel, for which the Americans give us our sole market, but
ordinarily we do not pay the duty because they do not catch enough off
their own coast to supply the demands, and the price goes up sufficiently
to induce us to supply the deficiency."

And mark my words, if these hon. gentlemen discuss the
new treaty, that has been laid on the Table, yon will hear
them talk about the exhaustion of the fisheries on the
American couats, and then we shallh be able to form the
conclusion who pays the duty. It is true, the hon. member
for Queen's only referred to mackerel, but the hon, gentle-
man who buys fish every day and makes his money out of
them, did not hesitate to oppose the Washington Treaty,
and to tell this louse as a merchant that it was of nu ad-
vantage to the fishermen of the Maritime Provinces. I do
not intend to say whether he is right or wrong; I am not
taking that line; I am exposing-and I believe I have suc-
ceeded by the proofs I advanced-the hypocrisy of the
party, which in this eleventh hour, in its desperate position,
has nailed those false colors to its mast. Hon. gentlemen
opposite have expressed their love for the Amorican manu-
facturers, and if we adopt thoir ideas of what they consider
beneficial for the American manufacturera, and give up
what we consider beneficial for the Canadian manufacturers,
then we will go in and enjoy the benefits of this union,
which some call commercial union and others unrestricted
reciprocity; we will adopt some change or any change, su
long as it will excite a popular feeling which will bring
hon, gentlemen from that side of the House to this.
The real design of our American friends is shown by the
language of the advocate to which allusion las often been
made. What did Mr. Butterworth say in the United
States? Did he go through that country like a demagogue,
telling them they were all going to rin, that protection
had ruined their shipping and their farming industry, and
that trade combinations all over that country necessitated a
radical change? No, and this is, indeed, a curious coali-
tion which has been forced between Mr. Butterworth, an
out-and-out protectionist, and these mon who have been
baranguing all over the country in favor of free tiade. Mr.
Butterworth is consistent. Hie declares himself to be a
protectionist, he says he is always an American, and not one
of those mon who one day talks of tariff for revenue only
and another about free trade, and again hold out the policy
of unrestricted reciprocity. He says, I believe in protec-
tion; 1 believe the time is not ripe when we can safely
meet the manufacturera of Great Britain in another mar-
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ket; I believe if we can gain the Canadian market, we can
soell there eMr nrpinu produets and uawrfattres, ahd we
can relieve the congested state of our markets at the
expense of the Canadians. Of course this is my language.

An hon. EMBER. Hlear, hear.

Mr. TUPPER If the hon. gentleman wishes, I will
give him Mr. Butterworth's own words. In a letter which
he addresseà toa ai the members of Congress, ha uses the
following language with reference to Canada:-6

" The location of ber great highways of traSo, lakes, canais, rives,
railways, open up to us at once au exiautte5s smpp of 1%w matenti,
and a constantly growing market for our manufactured surplus."

Does the hon. gentleman doubt the statement that I made?
We are to be a slaughter market for the surplus manu-
factures ofthe United States-

" While correcting the inequalities in our tariff, we can, at the same
time, remote from the trade and commerce of our people every restÉil-
tion and burdenseme tai which la not essential to the proper protection
ot our home industdies, or neceary for the collection of needed public

"I see it stated in some of the public journals that in came the pro-
posed arrangement is oosummted, foreigu goodm will pour through
Canada into the United States. Wbether goode were entered et a Can-
adian port, or in the United States, would be of no consequence, since
the tariff would be the sarne on both aides of the line."

My bon. friend says ho knows they wiIl insist on that, but
that is not contemplated in the motion. What he sid at
Charlottetown, heo contends, is ail right, but he was refer-
ring to a tarif, as against other countries other than the
United States, being at our will and pleasure, and to expect
they would have unrestricted reciprocity with us under
this state of affairs was to suppose the Americans were
arrant fools. But Mr. Butterworth Le no arrant fool. He
says that the Americans shall hold our markets in the hol.
low of their hands and slaughter their goods as they pleame,
from one end of Canada to the other. Our people have had
a sample already of the slaughtering business that went on
before 1878, and it will take more than the arguments and
ingenuity of hon. gentlemen opposite to make them forget
how our trade thon suffered. MÊr. Butterworth proceeds to
give his record:

"I am a protectionist; but we will agree that protection properly
deia with the unequel conditions which exmt in dhfild of oompeti-
tion au between our manufactures and those of the old world. Woue
conditions, rltin¶1 in the matin to the cost of labor, and being o
largely in fvor or the plants of Europe, manufacturers there are in
certain linge of trade enabledu lathe absence of the inumace of our
protective system, to control'the markets at our very doors. But this
reason has no possible application to competition with Canada; and
the reaaen eseuing, the rue ceases with it."

Not contempt, mark you, when they tak of competition1
with the manufactares of Great Britain. No, they fear1
competition with the mauufatures of Great Britain, but-
they only feel contempt when apeaking of competition withi
Canadian manufactures. That is their opinion of thostageE
at which our industries have advanced; they have no fear1
of competition with us. Are hon. gentlemen opposited
prepared to fellow in the wake of a man whose designs are'
admitted, who is honest in his attacks againet Canadian4
independonce if you like, or Canadian commercial indepen-
dence. Let ne now deat with the other apostle of com-_
mercial union or unrestricted reciprocity, or anything that1
will ultimately lad to annexation. . Wiman has put1
himelf on record. Mr. Wiman says, as giving us some
idea of what is oontemplated when ths consummation is
brought about :

" The productions of Canad are s insignideant ai pared with
the total producte of the United States tht-for many they would
not mter into competitionio eay serions extent witAmeican pro.

What a grand thing for our farmers 1 We were told by thei
ex-leade of the Opposition, when the National Policy was
introduced, that it would bring about a few yearsof pros-j
perity. The peoplo took him at hIa word ad adopted thea'

policy which has since brought us continued prosperity;
and to-day the opponents of the lIational Policy now
bring forward a policy which will bring about the
consummation they appear to desire, when we will be able
no' longer to enter mto competition with the Ameri.
can producer or manufacturer, with any hope of suocess.
The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
told us in grand and forcible language of the magnifdeent
condition of our American neighbors. He dilated upon the
fact that they were the best fed, the bet living, and the

> best clad people in the world. Well, was it by cringing
for reciprocal relations with other countries that those
people beeame rich, happy and prosperous. Was it reci-
procal free trade that gave them their present oomfort,
independenoe and wealth? Was it by fawning and oring.
ing at the foet of other nations and asking for help, that
they became rich and prosperous ? Or was it not by the
adoption of the policy, which has been proved to he so
successful with them, that we adopted ourselves and
have followed in their wake ever since. But a new
inoentive is given for a change of policy. We are told
that reciprocai trade will rid us of monopolies and
combines. That, Sir, is very good clap-trap. I bave no wish
to use that term offesively, but it does seen ridiculous that
mon in their sober senses, in an enlightened country like
this, can argue that, under unrestrited reciprocity, com-
bines and monopolies would be out of the question. Why
every one knows that monopolies exist in Rgland, and the
United States, as well as in Canada; and every one would
rather, if he is to be subject to a monopoly, that he should
be subjectod to one that investe its capital in Canada rather
than be one which expends all its means in a foreign
country. Hon. gentlemen opposite have tried to briag
before the House an issue which has been fought ont long
ago, and which bas nothing to do with the question under
discussion, the issue of the National Policy. That i bebside
the question, in my opinion, entirely. Hou. g.ntlemen oppo-
site ought to know that at one time the great Paisley works
of Sootland hkld the monopoly of the thread trade in the
United States. The Americans plaoed a duty on thread, the
consequence of whioh was that the Paisleys were oompelled
to start works of the same character as their work in
Scotland in the United States, Involving tiihevestment of a
large amount of capital in the State of N in order
to retain control of the American trade, and the result was
that the Americans got their thread cheaper than they ever
did before, and American labor was soleiy employed in its
manufacture, The same cause has had te same effgeO in
ths country in other articles. The tobacco duty kUiWd a
New York monopoly which had control of our trade. The
McAlpin manufactory had a large amount of capital invested
in New York in the manufacture of tobacco wkich they
sold in our market. The duties were raised. The resuit
was a tranfer of half of the establishment with some 500
hands, who are now busy in the city of Toronto. Dosany
hon. gentleman suppose that Toronto and Canada did not
get te benefit of this transfer, and mo it would be totauy
undone with this unrestricted reeiprocity? Ad this is
only one instance out of many which I might dduee.
Do you suppose that the factory would remain in Toronto,
that the taxpayers of that city would be hIped by that
industry or by any similar industry in that ase? Coertainly
not. They would go back to t.he place whenoe they came;
they would g oiback to the large centres, se as tobe near,
as hon. gealtemen say, the largest marketa; and so they
would control our market just as the antiracite coal miners
are controlling Ontario since the duty was, I may say, at
the request of all aides, removed from anthracite coal. It
illustrates the strength of the National Policy when the
coal owners of Nova Scotia could afford to have that duty
taken off, and I have not heard that they have made mny
oomplaint on that sore, bat it has strengthened the
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National Policy in the minds of many when the result of
taking off that duty has been, not the reduction of the price
of coal, but the inclusion of Ontario in the district of Buffalo,
and the increase in the price of coal. Knowing the effect
of these rings, they want to rope in every Province under
the power of these rings in the United States. They are
against Canadian combinations, if you like, but they are in
favor of Americanicombinations to any extent. When I heard
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
tell us, as the eloquent and able gentleman from Bruce (Mr.
McNeill) mentioned to the House to-day, that we owed
little to old England, that old England had not done much
for us Canadians on this side of the Atlantic, and that we
had to look out for ourslves-that is virtually what he told
us-irrepective of the interests of the mother country, and
yet wind up by telling us that no one was to accuse him of
disloyalty, and reminded us that he was a Privy Councillor,
that he was a sworn adviser of the Queen and had been a
member of the Government, and that he was as loyal now
as ho was then, I was reminded very much of an old story
in reference to a counsel in an Ontario court, who was
pleading and was advoeating the cause of his client as best
he could, though he was not endowed with a superabund.
ance of ability. One of our American friends from Ogdens-
burg was present in the court, which I think was held at
Prescott, and he asked: " Who is that fellow?" He
was told : " That is a Queen's counsel." He said :
dDo you call that kind of a man a Queen's counsel ?
Then, from the bottom of my heart, and from my inmost
soul, I say for the first time in my life, God save the Queen."
And so may Canadians say under such circumstances as I
have referred to, God save the Queen. The senior member
for Halifax (lr. Jones) let the cat out of the bag, I think.
He told us that we ought not to say very much because Sir
Charles Tupper had gone as far as the hon. gentleman
wished to go, and it did not lie in our mouths to take any
position antagonistic to this resolution on that account.
That proves the position which I take, it exposes the hypo-
crisy of this movement, it shows that there is no sincerity
in it, but that it is a mere political trick brought to the
attention of the country ; but is it desirable that we should
seek to have a second slap in the face in the same year?
Everyone knows that that correspondence bears but one
sensible interpretation. It is in the hands of everyone, and
can be understood by everyone who can read, and whether
Sir Charles Tupper, or the Liberal-Conservative party, or
the Government, wanted the freest and most unrestricted
reciprocity or not, the statement was made there form-
ally and diplomatically, and was made to a gentleman
wbo, as they say, had asked that we should
treat on a commercial plan, it was made as broadly as any
hon. gentleman could desire, and that offer was met with
more than a point blank refusal, as these hon. gentlemen
say, with more than a statement, as they say, that they
had not power to treat. They have talked a great deal
about a letter which was written by Mr. Bayard in May,
and they make a great deal of the fact that Mr. Bayard did
not come to that commission armed, as he said he would
be, with the power to treat in relation to this matter. What
is the responsibility resting on this Government as to Mr.
Bayard's instructions, or Mr. Bayard's action, or Mr.
Bayard's commission ? The hon. member for West Ontario
(Mr. Edgar) read to-day the instructions which were given
to the British plenipotentiaries to go as far as they now
desire this Government to go. The offers which were made
by this Government show that they were authorised to
make the broadest offers for commercial privileges.

Mr. MILLS. (Bothwell). Hear, hear.

Mr. TUPPER. " Hear, hear." They made a proposition
to treat in the broadest manner. That is there in writing,
and nothing could be plainer.

Mr. TupPma (Pictou.)

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then it was not treason.
Mr. TUPPER. The interruption of the hon. gen-

tleman does not affect my argument that, no matter what
their intention was as to the tarif which would be ulti-
mately drawn, or as to the manner in which the industries
of the country were to be ultimately affected, they put the
proposition in plain, bold Anglo-Saxon : Will you make a
trade arrangement with Canada-any trade arrangement,
if you like ; we are ready to receive a proposition, we now
make a proposition that we arrive at an understanding on
reciprocal trade. No language could be plainer in order to
carry out that idea, and what was the answer? Not that
they were not then authorised, but a distinct, unequivocal
refusal. 1 see hon. gentlemen shaking their heads;
perhaps I do not understand the Queen's English. I will
read the letter, after I have given the purport of it, which
is not only that they were not authorised to enter into that
arrangement, not only that they would not accept the pro-
posal, but that they would not ask for power to consider it,
that they would not ask for the necessary instructions or
the necessary power to enable them to consider it.

Mr. LAURIER. They say they are prepared to renew
the proposals they made before, in the letter of the 27th
November, which is kept back.

Mr. TUPPER. I am referring to the official reply.
Mr. LAURIER. That is in the official reply.
Mr. TUPPER I am not referring to the correspondenoe

which preceded it.
Mr. LAURIBR. That in in the official reply.
Mr. TUTPPER. This is the official reply:
"While continuing their proposal-"

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. TUPPER. My hon. friends seemed to be ignorant

of that when they were disoussing the matter, and now
they want to have added to that the contents of a proposal
of a certain date. Surely they are not so barren of argu.
ment, surely they are not so weak in their contention, as
te add to the letter of Mr. Bayard, and to force the people
of Canada to suppose that we have refused to consider a
proposal which is not before the people, and is not in
writing. What does the hon. gentleman mean by saying
that this refers to a proposal made before that date ?

Mr. LAURIER. Ie says distinctly that the American
proposal was made en the 27th November, and that the
proposal of the British plenipotentiaries was made on the
4th December, and then that there was a reply on the 7th
December, and that is kept back.

Mr. TUPPER. Thon the hon. gentleman wishes the people
to imagine that that proposal was what ho thinks it was.
Is it not a little hasty on their part to ask the Hlouse to
vote want of confidence in the Government because they
imagine-and we know that they have imagined very
curions things-that a certain proposal was made ? What
form of denial does the hon, gentleman want? Does ho
charge this Government now with suppressing a document
relating to trade ? Does he charge this Government now
with doing a dishonorable, a foul, a cowardiy act? Does ho
seek to bring his party to vote on a charge like that ? I ask
the hon. gentleman does ho make that insinuation ?

Mr. LAURIER. I made no insinuation of any kind. The
papers have not been laid before us. But I say the hon.
gentleman has no right to say that they made such an offer
of unrestricted trade, when it is proven that the American
plenipotentiaries made an offer which was refused by the
Canadian commissioners.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman has been told
time and again that the whole proposal in relation to
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trade was now on the Table of the House, and the paper
which the hon. member for Pictou bas just read is to this
effect: while renewing our proposals of such a date we
deocline to consider any trade negotiations relating to the
fiaheries.

Mr. LAURIER Surely the hon, gentleman does not
mean to say that we have the proposals of the American
commissioners ? We have the proposals of the British
commissioners, and nothing more.

Mr. THOMPSON. I mean to say that the hon. gentle-
man was told time and again that Sir Charles Tupper had
asked the consent of the American plenipotentiaries and
of Sir Lionel West, to lay on the Table of the House every-
thing relating to proposals looking for trade relations
between the two countries, and he bas done so; and it is
disingennous then to contend that the proposal that is
referred to here, but which is not before the flouse, has
any relation to trade at all.

fr. TUPPER. I am glad I brought this subject up. I
am glad now to knew upon what material the hon. gentleman
is acting when he makes this sudden change of base upon an
entire supposition that has no foundation in fact. If he
does not take the statement made by the Canadian represen-
tative, perhaps he may be able to believe Mir. Angell,
one of the American commissioners, who makes a statement
in entire accordance with the statement just made, that that
proposition was refused absolutely. If my hon. friend had
allowed me to continue, I think I could have satisfied him
that no matter what theory might exist in referonoe to that
proposal there was nothing in it of the nattüre the hon.
gentleman imagines. The reasons for refusing the proposai
would be reasons that would prevent Mr. Bayard or any
representative of the American Executive from making such
a proposal as is contemplated. Now, what are the words.

"While 'eontinuing their proposal heretofore submitted-on the
301h ultimo>-and fully sharing the desire of Her Britannie Majesty's
plenipotentiaries to remove ail causes of difference in connection
with the fisheries; the Ameriean plenip otentiaries are constrained,
after careful consideration, to decline to as from the President authority
requisite. to consider the proposal couveyed to them on the 3rd int. a
a means to the desired end, because the greater freedom of commercial
intercourse so proposed would necessitate an adjustment of the present
tariff of the United States by Congressional action which adjustment
the American plenipotentiaries consider to be manitestly impracticable
of aecompliahment, through the medium of a treaty under the circum-
t&ass now ehioting."1
And with a reason like that, can my bon. friend seriously
press this theory, that in defiance of that rule, such a
proposal was ever made or conceived ? But if a further
answer were necessary, we have it in the American pleni.
potentiaries declining to admit:

" That such a mutual arrangement as is proposed by Her Majesty's
plenipotentiaries, could be accepted as constituting a sultable bais of
negotianon concerning the rights an& privileges claimed for American
fishing vessels. It stili appears to the American plenipotentiaries to be
possible to find an adjustment of differences by agreing to the interpre-
tation or modification of the Treaty of 1818, whiich wili be honorable to
both parties, sud remove the present causes of complaint, to which end

te now-as they have b.n from the beginning of ths conference-
raY te devote themeivue."

Well, Mr. Speaker, has it not been stated by hon. gentle-
men opposite that the fixed and stated policy of Congress
is now, and for some time has been, not to permit any such
arrangements to be mlade by the Executive ? Is not the
position taken in this debate that no authority outside of
Uongress can interfere with fiscal matters ? If that position
be correct, how can he suppose that, on the contrary, such
a proposal as is suggested, could have been made, or was
ever contemplated ? I will not weary the House by read-
ing, as I could, a resolution from Congrees, illustrative of
that. It has been admitted on the other side. The Judicial
Committee ofthe flouse of Representatives, in 1885, solemnly
deçided that no treaty oould be made by the Executive of

the American Government which in any way interfered
with the fiscal matters of the people of the United
States, that all changes in the tariff were to be discussed
openly in Congress; and that las been the reason,
as every one knows, why, since the Treaty of Wash-
ington, no snob arrangement bas been entered into by
any country in the world by the United States, and
that was a long time ago. Treaties had been made, but
no treaty touching fiscal matters ias been ratified by Con.
gres since that day. Therefore, it is unnecessary to argue
further to show how utterly impracticable is the step that
the other side ask us to take. i have gone on to show the
sinister object underlying their policy. But I wish to point
out, In addition, that these steps taken by hon. gentlemen
in this debate, the attitude adopted by them, are, accord-
ing to their own opinion, calculated to prevent our receiv-
ing the benefit of a certain amount of reciprooal trade with
the United States, and why ? Every one knows that this
party, the Government representing this party, is the only
party that ever obtained trade advantages from the United
States. They negotiated and obtained the Washington
Treaty. The negotiations for the Reciprocity Treaty
in old Canada, were made by the Conservatives. We have
the cause of irritation in reference to the fishery ques-
tion so far removed that we have identified ourselves,
our country, with the interests of a powerful and growing
party in the United States. We now see a measure intro.
duced into Congress in which nearly every article which we
deaire to be put on the free list-a great many of the articles
of the Treaty of 1854-are put on the free list, and when
we are moving in this direction, is it wise, is it statesman-
like, is it worthy the Canadian people, that we should fall
down and worship the Americans and tell them that if we
fall short in this matter, we are left in a state of dire extre-
mity ? If there is any way, and I have the opinion of hon.
gentlemen opposite to back me up, by which we might be
excluded from the advantages of reciprocal trade, it is that
pursued by hon, gentlemen opposite, which tends to drive
us into annexation with the American Union. I was not
astonished-some things did surprise me-that the finan-
cial exponent of the Opposition should take special care not
to give any details, or any scheme, or any definite statement
as to the way in which this unrestricted panacea business
would work, because that bon. gentleman years ago, used
to make a financial prophecy, ho used to come down to the
House and in the same emphatio and loud manner, tell Par-
liament and the country that they could mark bis words,
and that the imposition of certain duties would give a sur-
plus of so much, whereas the general result was a deficiency.
At Halifax, however, the hon. gentleman went fnrther.
He came there to enlighten the people by the sea, for whom
he has expressed unqualified contempt that emboldened him
to use language which I was sorry to hear from the lips of
any man in the Canadian House of Commons. The hon.
gentleman came to Halifax, as Minister of Finance, to on-
deavor to rally his party in that Province. He talked a
little about direct taxation there. He tells us, in his opinion
now, that there is no danger of direct taxation, but, even if
there is, it would be a very good thing for the people. He
went on to show it was the correct way of taxing the people,
that it would make them more careful as to how the money
was spent, and for a long time lie argued in its favor. How-
ever, in 1878, the hon. gentleman, knowing then a good
deal more, perhaps, of finance and the working of the revenue
than h does now, because lie las been long out ef office,
said:

"If yon deprive youraelves of your prebent Oustoms tarif (17J per
cent.) yon will have to resort to some method of direct taxation, and
that efa very formidable kind."

I ask that hon. gentleman now how is it that in 1878 it was
a dangerous thing to interfere with the 17* per cent. tariff for
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fear of being met with direct taxation of a most formidable
kind, when now, as we well know, when the needs are euch
that a larger amount of revenue is required, he tells us, he
doe not hesitate to say that though yeu interfere with the 25
per eent. tarif, as it bas been called all round, there is no
danger of our having to resort to direct taxation ? The
bon. gentleman cannot explain this I feel confident. But
he was more definite. He went into figures and, knowing
how ho has failed to acoomplish the results lie predicted
formerly, I am not surprised that ho comes to such a
eonlusion now. In that summer, as reported in the Halifax
Chroniele, the hon. gentleman said :

" The National Policy was .a lose of ten milliens of Oustomu duties
which would have to be made up by direct taxation, equal to au income
tax of 20 per cent."

I always felt a certain amount of comfort in the hon.
gentleman's prophecies of gloom. I stated on a previous
oceasion to this Rouse that, having studied the on. gentle-
man's career with some interest, I had come to the conclu-
sion that when h. declared the condition of affaire in the
country were very much down, they would be very much
up, and I find as I live and grow older-and theb hon.
gentleman reminded me last year that I was very young-
I have good reason to hold that opinion of him. The hon.
gentleman told us then that, with the slightest interference
with the existing trade of that day, direct taxation stared us
in the face; and the hon. gentleman who site behind him,
who est quietly in his seat while bis Province was maligned,
said that if there was the slightest chance of direct taxation
he would cry: "Stay your hands." Let as see if the hon. gen-
tleman has the courage of his convictions. The hon. member
for South Oxford, from whom I have quoted already, and the
stitement from the old speech Of the late Minister of Finance
of the Mackenzie Government, lead to the same conclusion,
that there is considerable danger of direct taxation. I want
now to deal with the charge of corruption, and I may say
that the senior member for balifax (Mr. Jones) ean ho
excused for going so often into this, because I have noticed of
late years that he seems to burden his mind with all the
charges that so disgrace the political hustings in Canada.
Now, that hon. gentleman heard the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), charge as one of the
serious da agers threatening Confederation, one of the causes
of the threatened disruption of Canada, the bribery of Nova
Scotia. H did not say, in so many words, that it was
bribery under what is known as "better terme," but h
alluded to the transaction known as theI "Act for botter
Terms." Ho .harged that, as the Toronto Globe charges it, as
a bribe paid to Nova Scotia to keep her in Confederation,
and naturally he thinks that the men who gave that bribe
are worthy of condemnation. He indicted thm, he ocharged
it only Vthe men who gave the money as bribers, but the

Province generally as being bribed, and he declared that
it was that reason alone that kept Nova Scotia in Con.
federation. Will ho be surprised to learn that, on the huat.
ings at Halifax, the leader of the secessioniats, the leader of
one wing of the party in this bouse, said to the people that
he ws the man to whom the people of Nova Scotia owed
the credit of the bribe, that he was the man most instru.
mental in obtaining botter terme for Nova Scotia. He
basted of it; yet ho sits quietly and takes that frightful
slap over the face from his leader without uttering a singLe
word. I have something more to say in regard to it, be.
cause there is no hon. gentleman who could keep quiet on
such a subject. The hon.gentleman hoard the hon. membet
for South Oxford asperse and malign a leader Inder whom
they wee at one time proud to serve. Instead of our being
guilty of the bribery-the party to which I have the ho-nor
t.0 belong-what would the hon. member for SouthO xford
tJiak Of tI?" If h. believes the statement made by the
senior member foi- Halifax (Mr. Joues) uùder lis own hand,

Mr. TUPPER (Pictou.)

in a letter he wrote to the press in 1872, when the subjoet was
much discused-and thon I thought it was discussd for
the last time-the hon. gentlemen who follows his leader
tells him that he was the person who proffered and gave
the bribe. The senior member for Halifax said :

i What slake and gackenzie wanted was that the indrease to our
subldy should be made as on the basis of our debt and publie works,
and had their advice been followed we should have had 4A0,Os per
annum for ever instead of $160,000 as at present, $85.000 of that beng
only for ten years, five of which have already expired."

Ie the Liberal party to be charged with being guilty of
high crimes, misdemeanors, and corruption, because that
party offered only one-half the amount with which hon.
gentlemen opposite would have bribed the Province ? But
then the hon. member for South Oxford sd the senior
member for Halifax are accustumed to hold up their bands
in holy horror in regard to bribes in the shape of subsidies.
The railway subsidy they declare to be a corrupt expenditure;
and I would remind the House that we have been told over
and over again by hon. gentlemen opposite the same old
story that the granting of snob large bonuses would inevit
ably lead to direct taxation. The senior member for Hali-
fax denies that they would cut off the subsidies. That is
too dear to him; it is not the policy he desires; but I am
afraid hig influence is on the wane when ho has to sit and
listen to attacks made on Nova Scotia by his allies, and
stands up and assails the interests of Ontario and Quebec as
he has doue this evening. But the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) says that this retrenchment is
to be based upon the stoppage of all the railway
subsidies. " We can save," says the hon. member,
"l the railways subsidies and avoid any repetition of such
little scenes as occurred in No. 8 a few years ago; we can
save by putting an end to the system of bribery in giving
grants to railway lines of $3,200 a mile; we can cut off the
whole thing with advantage to our Treasury, advantage to
our markets, advantage to our country, advantage to our
hopes in the future, not only in this world but in the world
to oome." Now, will the hon. gentleman resign his future
in the world to come for the sake of getting on those
Treasury benches ? We have had a taste of the qualities of
the hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Joues) ; we have
heard his speeches in Opposition, and we have heard hi@
speeches when he was in power. Why, there was not a
more liberal, large-minded man when he wa in power in
his professions as to what he would spend if he got hold of
the public money. When he was in power the same hon.
gentleman who advises retrenchment to-day (it is nt prmis-
sible, I know, to allade to a past debate, but some of t hon.
gentleman's mostearnest addresses have lately been in refer-
emce to the advocacy of an inerease of expenditure rather than
to the decrease), in 1878, when rnnning for an office, or run.
ning an election, at any rate, in the City of Halifax, thore
olaimed oredit not only for the agitation for better term,
but when a Minister of the Orown this mild and ubseriient
follower of the hon. gentleman who has defamed and villified
both hi& Province and mine, villified him ai d myself and
every man from that Province, this hon. gentleman went
down to Ralifax as a Minister of the Crown in Auguet,
187,1, and as a reason for support elaimed on the public
hustings "that the present Government," that is, the iberal
Government, "have expended $1,250,000 in Nova Scotia, dur-
ing five years, more than the late Government expended in
seve." IBut now it L a terrible thing for a Liberal-C onser.
vative candidate to make promises. You muet not say,
according to the new code of morale laid down, that when
you get to Parliament you will advocate the granting of a
subsidy for a railway in your county, nor hould you advocate
the expenditure of publio money upon post offices! Post
offices and public worke generally were alluded to as having
been promised the electors in Prince Edward count. This
is a terrible thing, but now we see that, in 1878, a Minister
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of the Crown and the Ministsr of Iilitia of tht day, the
senior member for Haifax of to-day, said to the electors
from the hustings at a political election: "that if ho were
elocted ho would use hie influence to get the Government
to extend the Intercolonial Railway to Wert's wharf. It is
wrorg for us to promise that the Government will spend
money upon publie works, but it is all right for the hon.
gentlemen opposite. It is all right for them to talk about
retrenchment when in Opposition, but it was quite a differ-
ont thing for them to practice it when they held the public
purse. The same hon. gentleman further said, on this
question of publie expenditure:

" That during the time the late Government were in power "-

" The late Government " was the extravagant and the cor-
rupt Government now in power-
"l they had only spent on an average thrue millions a year on publie
works, but during the time the present Government "-

Those hon. gentlemen who preached retrenchment and
reform from 1867 down to 1874-
" they have spent on an average of six millions a year. That is the est
evidence of the way the money is being expended by this Administra-
tion."
They gloried in the expenditure thon, and of course my
hon. friend would not go back upon the policy of aiding
railways and local subsidies, because ho knows that having
regard to this question of bribery, ho knows that ho
claimed the Govern ment ought to do more than it bas done
in that Province of Nova Scotia. H. knows that ho and
his party have wrnng the changes from one end of Nova
Scotia to the other, to the effect that we have been neglected
sinoe Confederation in regard to railway expenditure, and
that the Government ought to have built those railways
long ago which they promised to build and I say they
are carrying out thoir promise in this respect as they
have in aIl others. I thought the question of bribery
wa settled lat year, when the late leader of the Oppoei.
tion disoussed the matter with the present Minister of
Finance, and when the present Minister of Finance was
able to read the language of that gentleman and that party's
lieutenant in Nova Scotia, when hé came down to a public
meeting and promised there a far larger expenditure on
railways to the Province of Nova Scotia if they would only
support the Liberal party. I thought that matter of bribery
was threshed ont then. It does seem extraordinary
that this hon. gentleman's allies down in the Province
ahould have blamed as at public meetings for not spending
enough money, and thon formulate an indietment against
ms in the ouse for having spent so much. I thinik, Mr.
Speaker, that this discussion will not be fruitful; that it will
not aid us, at least with the United States, to obtain un-
restricted reciprocity by washing this dirty linon of Nova
Scotia, which the hon. gentleman has brought before thé
House of Commons of Canada, and which witl bring neither
credit to him nor to the people who sent him here. Now
we have the record of the speech delivered by the hon.
member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton). He took up a large
portion of the time of this House by telling us the other
night about the effect this duty had upon our barley, and
about our dependence upon the American market and that
we had to pay a duty on all the products which we sund
into tha market. Whon the late Government was in power
that Government which spent their money with such a
lavish hand-when they oocupied the Treasury benches,
when also the late George Brown had failed to negotiate
a roeiproeity treaty with the United States the bhon. gentlc-
man's opinion was of another kind. At Sincoe in
February, 1878, ho made a speech, and I ask the attention
of the House to this, for the argument answers the very
weak and diaingenuous argument he addressed on the
other aide of the question during this debate. The hon.
gentleman said :

"I muy be claimed that the agricultural intéerst hu been Interested
by the abrogationo ofthe Reciprocityreuty. With on eungle exception
the average priées v. hie recel Ted since the abrogation of that treaty
have been higher than they vere when th treaty was in force. In
1875 we exported 5,400,000 bushels of barley and imported les than
e,000 bushels. Our buiniss ài n 1he exportation cf barley ; it m be
that thé"American duty redued the amount exportd omewha ut,
of course, ve cannot help that as we do not make that 'treaty and eau.
net rede it, but that tate of thin wili not oontieue longer. We
havi openid up a great expote tr ade obarley with Ençland and Ho¶.
land will take our whole crop. W.e Sn say to the United étales *
yo pay u the same price for this barley leu the oost of transportation
whichEngland pays yenumay have itl."

He oontinued to point out that in referenoe to pesa, beans
and other article@, it was the American that paid the duty
and not the Canadian. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, coming
again to that speech that was addressed to us to--night by
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), I would like to
call attention to the authority he has brought before the
House on the question of the assessment of property in
Nova Scotia. I think the hon. gentleman is bold. I think
the hon. gentleman proved his boldness by quoting, in sup-
port of his argument on the coal trade, a letter quoted by
the hon. the late member for Digby, whioh was answered
by that gentleman's own letter; but hé is a far bolder man
when he qnotes this statement of James Thomson, of the
city of lalifax, in reference to statistics. Mr. Thomson
is the man that came, in 1878, under the lash of the
hon. the member for Halifax (Mr. Jones). That bon.
gentleman held this same James Thomson up to ridicule
in the city of Halifax; that hon. gentleman amused his
audience by picturing this man as a comical statistican
and that hon. gentleman christened him "Baron Statistics."
Now "Baron Statistice " is the hon. gentleman's authori ty to-
night. James Thomson, when hé wrote this article was
against the bon. gentleman ; he bas turned I have no doubt
to his side, and having turned and made a somersault on
unrestricted reciprocity the hon. gentleman takes him up
and quotes his etatistios. On that occasion the hon, gentle.
man-and it would have been a help to our side of the dis-
cussion if he had repeated his argument-was also reported
to have said :

" He went into the question thoroughly ehowing thlt the bemnefit of
protection would be for the manufacturers of Ontario and Quebec."

Does the hon. gentleman repudiate that argument now ?
Does he say that protection is not a benefit for the Provinces
of Ontario andl Q ibec ? As to Mr. Thomson, here is one
extract from the Ukronicle:

* "r. James Thomson was dealt with In a mannue that vould have
stirred the people to indignation against him, if they had not bien over-
corne by thé luodirous aspect of thé case."

They ridiculed him as a candidate for a judgeahip; they
ridiculed him for the manner in which he handled igures
and called him " Baron Statistics "; and yet the hon. gentle-
man ask the House to taire bis statements as to asess-
monte. M y hon. friend knows well, that in referene to that
statement of Mr. Thomson's, two things an be said. If it
be true, according to the assessment roll of Nova Sootia,
that propert y happens to have had a lower value in 1884
than it had in 1868, the hon. gentleman knows that the
berning question in local polities in that Province is, how
to get a fair and rational and sensible aseosment, how to
get the property assessed at its proper and true value; and
he knows that that argument is puerile snd weak, whether
it came fromI "Baron Statistics' or any other baron. He
knows that property in Nova Scotia reached a boom value
immediately after Confederation. He knows that the pro-
mises which he held up to ridicule as deluding the people as
to the wonderful prosperity that was going to come to them,
raised the value of property to an abnormal value in 1868,
and the value has no doubt since gone down to its proper
snd normal level. But the hon, gentleman knows that the
statimties I afe to-wiglt froi the authorised ibieltons of
Sthe repea Governtment give a fl Md om sower as
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to whether the Province is poorer or richer than it was
before. Now, I have taken up cons'derable time, Mr.
Speaker. I have carried my remarks further than I
intended; but young as I am, and mmdful of the rebuke
I received in this House a Session ago that when a
member, authorised by the people of Nova Scotia, should
speak, and when he sbould not, should be gauged by
the years of that member, and yet remembering the lib-
eral sentiment which pervades this House, I felt justified in
taking up some time in quoting from the months of these
hon. gentlemen and their friends throughont the country,
to show that this movement, first of commercial union, now
of unrestricted reciprocity, vague, indefinite, meaningless,
about which hon. gentlemen on the other side are now
squabbling and disagreeing among themselves, was nothing
more nor less than a small and petty dodge of a very des-
perate and hopelessly beaten political party in the
Dominion of Canada. These hon. gentlemen have made
specious promises before; but I will tell thein that in all
these political wiles, as some one has said: "You can fool
some of th people all the time, you can fool all the people
some of the time, but you cannot fool a majority of the
people ali the time."

Mr. RINFRET moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House adjourned at 11:45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUzaDAY, 20th March, 1888.

The pmt*rR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaATIBUs.

MEMBER INTRODUCED.

HuanT 1Cour, Esq, Member for the Electoral Distrist of the West
Ridin of Hastings, introduced by Sir John A. Macdonald and Hon. Mr.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 50) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg
and New York Railway and Bridge Company.-(Mr.
Hickey.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Federal Bank of Canada.-
(Mr. Cookburn.)

Bill (No. 52) to amend the Act incorporating the Mas-
kinongé and Nipissing Railway Company-(&fr. Coulombe.)

Bill (No. 53) to make further provision respecting the
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Railway Company.
-(Mr. Patterson, Brant.)

Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the South-Western Railway
Company.-(Mr. Hall.)

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. DAVIN. I wculd ask permission of the House to
make a personal explanation. In the BEmning Telegram,
March 19, there is an article which professes to give the
exact words that I used, when speaking the other night,
and the words are between quotation marks so as to show
more pointedly that they were those I made use of. They
are as follow:-

" Goldwin Smith ho characterised 'as astudent blowig bubbIles n
his library.' He went on: 'The Anglo-5axon, the Oel, penetrated our

Mr. Turrpa (Pietou).

virgin forests, tilled our virgin soil ; our land will never suu8r them to
lapse from its memory; all our river sud stresms mingle with their
fame for evermore. Who, then, shall speak of geographical obstaoles?
Goldwin Smith, forsooth.' "
Now, I desire merely to say that I did not use that language.
It would be disrespectful to a distinguished man, a man
whom, however we may differ with him, we aIl honor for
his great literary attainmonts, and 1 thank the louse
for permitting me to say here that I did not use the lang-
uage attributed to me.

THE FISHERIES COMMISSION.

Mr. E DGAR. Yesterday I enquired from the Govern-
ment as to bringing down the instructions of Lord Salis-
bury to the Fisheries Commission, and the hon. the Kinister
of Public Works said he would speak to the First Minister
about it. Has he done so?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I mentioned the matter to
my colleague. He will be here shortly, and I will mention
the matter to him again.

KENT (ONT.) ELECTION.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Some time ago we had the
matter of the Kent eleetion before us. I believe, Sir, that
you were preparel to issue the writ for that election, but
the gentlemen on the Treasury benches took a different
view, and the matter was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections. In cases where a writ is not issued,
and it is alleged that corrupt practicos generally prevailed,
the law imposes a certain duty on the inister of Justice.
That duty has, to some extent, been shifted to the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections. The committee ordered the
evidence to be printed. It has not hitherto been found noces-
sary to delay the proceedings of the committee for any
length of time in consequence of the printing of any evi-
dence necessary to be brought before it, buton this occasion
nearly a fortnight has elapsed since the order was given
for the printing, and up to this moment, so far as I know,
the evidence has not been printed, the committee has not
been called, and this large district is deprived of the repre-
sentation to which iL is entitled. Hon. gentlemen on the
Treasury benches ought to be in a position to inf:)rm the
House why all this delay has occurred, and why whatever
steps may b. required to be taken have not been taken to
issue the writ for the holding of an election in the county
of Kent. I mentioned in the committee that rumors were
abroad that it was the intention of the Government to se-
cure delay, and everything so far certainly pointa in that
direction.

Sir HBCTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon. gentleman
would believe all the rumors ho hears, he would
have a great deal of work to do. I do not think
that the rumor ho mentions is well founded. The
hon. gentleman may remnember that, when the oom-
mittee ordered the other day that the evidence in this case
should be printed, the chairman was directed to have that
done and promised that ho would do so, and I have no
doubt that he gave the necessary orders. Uniortunately,
the chairman has been away for two or three days and I
understand he will be back to-morrow, and I have no
doubt that, on his return, ho will take the necessary stops
to have the committee called together and to have the evi-
dence put in the hands of members. However, I will ascer-
tain whether the evidence bas been printed, in order that
there may be no delay in the consideration of the question,
but at the present time it bas been left to the chairman of
the committee, as it is in every case of this kind.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The volume of evidence which
was sent to the committee is not a r eter document than
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we recoive bore almost every day, and more than a fort-
night has gone by since the order was given for the print-
ing of the evidenoe. I think it is a breach of the privileges
of the Hous. that such a delay should have existed.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the propoeed resolu-
tion of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly deuirable that the largest possible freedom of eom-
mercial intercourue should obtain between the Dominion of Canada and
the United Mâates, and that it is expedient that aIl articles manufaotured
in, or the natural products of either of the said counatries should be
admitted free of daty into the ports of the other (articles subjeet to
duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted). That it is
furtber expedient that the Government of the Dominion should take
steps, at au early date, to ascertain on what terms and eonditions ar-
rangements can be efbeted with the United States for the purpose of
seouring full and unrestricted reciprooity of trade therewith.

And the motion of Mr, Foster in amendment:

That (Janada in the future, as in the put, in desirons of cultivating
and xtending Trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various interests and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and han since
received in no marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment:

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country of the nattiral and
manufactured productions of the other, it in highly desirable that it
should be provided that during the contiauance of any such arrange-
ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should be
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complote reci-
prooal equality, and that vessels of ail kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citisens of the other and
be entitled to registry in either country and to aIl the beneits thereto
appertaining.

Mr. RINFRET. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, the bon.
members who have already spoken against the motion of
my hon. friend the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), have all urged the same argument which they
regard as very powerful in support of the Government's
policy-that prosperity exista in Canada. The evidence of
this faot does not strike me as clearly as the light of the sun,
bocause, to establish it, or, rather, to make the electors of
Canada believe it, there is need of so great a display of
eloquence, so many long speeches, backed by false presenta-
tion of facts, and founded on concluotions unjustified by any
principle of sound political economy. Canada is thriving,
they exclaim, and hence it is well governed. It goes with-
ont saying that the hon. members at the right of the Speaker
take unto themselves all the merit of this fancied prosperity,
and attribute the same to the fiscal laws established by them,
some years ago, with the view of raising a large inoome to
meet their extravagant administration and favor a few
individaals in order to secure their assistance, in times of
election, Canada, Mir. Speaker, does not flourish enough.
It has not reached that degree of prosperity to which it
would be entitled, if we calculate its immense mining re-
sources, the fruitfulness of its soil, in a vast portion of its
territory, and the splendid advantages which it offers to
navigation and business. This fact has been proven, to my
mind, with absolute clearness, by the speakers who have
preceded me in supporting the motion of the hon. member
for South Oxford. My purpose is not so much to prove
that the stand taken by our adversaries is a mistaken one,
and that our prosperity is not so great as they make it out,
inasmuch as I Bleave it to every educated and intelligent
elector to judge for himself, by what h. sees about him, how
much truth there is in the proposition. I had rather com-
pare our present situation with that which it would be,
with a sound fiscal system, laws which would yield justice
to all classes of society, and commercial treaties which
would open to us all the markets of the world.
The divergence of views on this point between our

opponents and ourselves may be summed up in a nut-
shelL The Government have adopted a restricted policy,
and we plead for a polioy of commercial expansion.
Nine years ago, Mr. Speaker, in 1879, when we inaugurated
against the Conservatives the campaign wbich still con-
tinues, the favorite charge of our adversaries was that we
were Utopian, and that our theories and principles could
receive no practical application in a country like Canada,
which, according to these gentlemen, for ail sorts of
reasons, could not be brought under the influence of the
general principles of political economy. This was an
absurd argument, as facts have abundantly proven. What
are t b reauIts of this policy on the general interests of
Canada? The first result has been the unequal distribution
of the public fortune in enriching the rich and impoverish-
ing the poor. The second result has been to enrich certain
privileged classes at the expense of the remainder of the
population. The third result bas been to ruin certain
industries which formerly contributed to the prosperity
of Canada, in rendering impossible the exportation of
their products abroad, and furthermore, to impose on the
people taxes heavy enough to affect sensibly the
incomes of individuals, and drain, for the behoof of the
public exchequer and of certain favorites of the
Government our national resources. There is not a man of
good sense, Mr. Speaker, who does not admit to-day that
this policy of restriction bas tended to paralyse our general
commerce, which has remained at a standstill these ten
yoars back and has hampered our farming interests-the
chief source of our revenue-by the enormous taxes on farm
utensils and articlas of prime necessity and not opening to
our farmers the markets necessary to the exportation and
sale of their produee. But one of the worst results of such
commercial restriction, in a moral as well as an economic
point of view, is the establishment of monopolies exclusively
due to this anti-national policy; monopolies for manufactu-
ring companies and monopolies stili more disastrous granted
to railway companies. There is one principle that guides
business and is founded on natural right, that is, that
prices should be >ettled by the generai laws of supply
and demand. When the demand is not sufficient to
maintain a manufacture of itself, it is clear that there is
an end of its usefulness, and it is a great mistake
to maintain it by legislation at the public expense. But
what shall we say of a law which allows a certain
number of manufacturera, in a same industrial branch, to
oalesce against the interests of the public and forma three.
fold combmnation, as the sugar refiners did with the whole-
sale and retail dealers in this staple article of consumption ?
We know what took place. The sugar manufacturera
made a covenant together to settle the selling price of this
commodity to wholesale dealers. The latter made a like
agreement to fix the wholesale price among themselves and
the retail price with aIl the retail vendors of the same article.
The objection of this understanding is to maintain a price
above normal price of sugar, and to make the consumer pay
a cent or two more a pound on the retail price which be is
not lawfully bound to pay. But, Mr. Speaker, the refiners
are not the sole monopolists. We may add to the catalogue
manufacturera of cotton, woollena, india rubber, dealers
in whiskey, in coals and a host of other articles.
How is it possible that such combinations can be got to-
gether? For the most part, the manufacturera who thus
coalesce against the interesta of the people, with the view of
amassing large fortunes in a few years, are favorites with
the Government, who, for more or less legitimate resons,
have obtained a special protection for their respective
industries. The Government of Canada have closed the
entrance of foreign products by the imposition of a tax of
30, 40 and even 50 cents in the dollar on articles manufac-
tured by these favorites. These heavy duties, by forestail-
ing ail foreign competition, allow these manufacturers to
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8.l at their own price, provided only they can succeed in have often maintained that the duties we impose on
understanding each other to despoil consmers, or, in oter the natural products of the United States are a protection
words, the people of Canada. A law which allows such a on our produets of the same claqs. Nothing cold be more
state of things is a law that legalises theft, and a political erro teos thaA this statement. Nay, in a1most every case,
party permitting the same is unwo thy of publio iL is the Caadian farmers and consumers who pay the duty
coufidence. The Government, by adopting the motion of not only on the natural products which they are obliged to
my hon. friend the member for South Oxford (Sir import, but *çea en those whieh they export to the United
Richard Cartwright), would mwep away at onoe aIl suoh States. My hon. friend, the member for Kamouraska
ruinons eombinations. They would etrike a mortal blow at (Mr. Dessaint) gave a conclusive example of this, the other
ail manner of monopolies. By the same token, they would evening, in speaking of the horse trade. As is well known,
cause a decrease in what consumers purchase and would Amnrican deoee purchase a number of horses from m every
favor, in addiion, in a sensible manner, all the. great iadîE- year, at our regular market prices, and pay a duty o 20 per
tries of the country, by opening up the markets of over cent. ad valrem, to sell them with profit on the American
60,0,000 of people, and make the immense capital of the market. This at onee proves that the price of horses is
neighboring reprblie abound in Canada, for the develop- higher in the United States by at least 20 or 30 per cent.
ment of the, natural resources which our country has at ber Now,Jlt us see what wouldhappen if ths daty wore swept
disposition. I do not think I could be charged with exag. away. lIt is elear that if the number of horses is the same,
geration, Mr. Speaker, when I state that we probably hsve the American market il net be afected. Prices will
in Canada the finest and the moet powerful water power in stand as they are, and, as a result, the oniy effect wiil be to
the whole world. There is oearcely a county on the ehores imcrease by 20 per cent. the price of Canadian horses. The
of the St. Lawrence, and of thei great laes, which ie not price of every artile ie determined by the generaf law of
crossed in every direction by streame ftowing into the great supply -ad demand. It follows then that if we export the
river, and fit to propel hundrede, and even thousand off same nuaiber of horses to-day, this general law not being
nls ef evwy description. Why are suoh mille not built ? affected, the prites, all other things being equal, Will romain
Fer two reseens: first beeause we have not the requisite. the same. But admitting that, for a few years, the abalition
capital, and secondly, the necoesary markets are laoking fer of the duty and the rise in prices tend to increase notably
the numerous pmducts whioh might be mannfaturadý 1he production and exportation of horses, it wili be possible
there. Commercial reciprocity would give ns thie double thon that this mirplus should have soma effect on the law
advantage-capital for construction and markets for of sapply anddemmd, and that the pricesahould dealine in
exportation. And our countrymen, who leave by thous- a like propertion, but this decrease annot amount to much
ands every year for the United States, would stop in view of our population, Which is only ,000,000, while
with as, finding here allI. the advantages held out to them that of the Tnited States is 12 times greater, or 64,i0,000.
by th. neighboring republic. They would have the same In that case, the surplus of prod«uction Must eomterbalance
work te do, the same wagee to earn, they would share in -,any pssÛile Iessening in prices. 'There is positiVy no
the general prosperity, without having to bear the regrets question, at all events, that if this duty were set aside at
of banishment and- centinuing to enjoy all the civil and onoe, the Canadian farmer would sol 20 per ont. deaver,
politial rights denied thema in a foreign land. It is the a fact which further proves that it is ho who pays the duty.
fariner themselves who should derive enormous benefit On the other hand, it is equally certain that, even in the
frem oommeroial reciprocity with the United Stats. It future, the abolition of this duty cannot have any other re-
were idie to recall the fat that the present fiscal laws sult than that of vastly favoring Canadian horee breeders.
whieh ought te afford protection to everybody, have not What is true of horses, applies with like force to th" expor-
only not pmtected farmeois but have hurt them instsad, by -tatian ofcattle,eep, potatana. hay, butter and other arti-
increasing their burden of ta&es without raising by a single clos. We export yearly a considerable amount of potatoes
cent, the prices of agrieultural produce. But what is par- to the &merican market, in spi te of the enormous duty of
ticularly injurious to.them ae the dutim levied by anada W1cents a bushel which we have to pay. Clear away that
on the one hand, and by the United States on the other en duty and, at once, not only wili the price increase by 15
the-natusal produce of bothb countries. We are severed per cent, but the production will be doubled. The duties
frein our neighbors by a merely fanoiful ine, but unfoc-tu- cnhay arû$3 a tan, wholly paid for by the producer.
nately, this separation has been made reai by the imposi- lhiieaact established by the American courts in a case
tion of Customs duties raising a Ghinese wall beLween the- tried, a year or two ago, between the exporters of the
two peoples. If this barrier did not stand theseywe should oanties of Maakinongé and others on the north shore of the
have twice as mach business as we have to-day in the St. Lawrenceand the United- Sttes Govirnment. The latter
natural products of both countries, and there would hea was persuaded to remita portion of the duties or over-
notable rise in the price of oar farming produce. The, chargo levied by the Amarican Cstoms. This is the
farmers' national market, promisedtun by the4ramers of thue mont oncliave prouf possible that these duties are borne
protective tariff of 1879, has sinoe-beome alaugingsteck. by the'Oanadian farmerand not by the American consumer.
If we had the national market onlyfor the produce of our 'hedatieston butter are 4 cents a pound, and another cool
agriculture, the bulk of our corn and grain woukd mild.w l's, for them enadian produmcrs, as the price of butter ie
in our barns, and those staples, along with hay,andanimals alwaysmucihAigher in the United States than here. I
oftall kinde, would commnd-only anominai price. Canada could multiply examples, if I did not fear to prolong my
is-first and foremosta farming oountry, and sh. reqires remarks beyond m uasue. The practical conclusions tbe
markets for the exportation of the surplus of her immense' drawn from thesefacts are easy. In- the district of Quebec,
produce. For a certain number of these produets, the mont whero is situiated the county which I reprosent, thefarmers
natural becanuse the nearest market is, thatef the United shavo oenp"Itay changed their plan of farming in late years.
State. They are aimxSt the only marketfor ourhorsesmnd The raising of grain and erealstdiminishes every year, and
other animal ; poultry,_ barley, hay, potatoes, battr, eggs makes room for the guowth of hay, the improvement of
and naumerousoherarticles. On these goods we pay duties pasturaga fhr cattle and the manufacture of butter and
varying from.20 to 30 per cent. The abrogation of th.ee che. It is quite clear tha the growth of wheat, for the
duties could not only raise the selling price of thse pro- present and fer many years to come, cannot vie with the
duete, but result, farthemore within a few years,,in mate. grand productions of the North.West, of the American
rially improvi ntheir pueduction and etimulating their Wet, of Britsh India, of Australia, and other countries,
emportation Ion. supporters o! the Govermnaet which eau prodeoe ohoaper, both on :account of their
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phenomenal fertility, as is the case with the American
West and North-West, and the low price of labor in
British India, joined to the incredible fecundity of those
States and of Australia. The production increases in the
ratio of millions of bushels annually, and the glut that
follows naturally brings with it a lowering of prices and
the impossibility of competition from the farmers of my
district. The price of wheat has some influence on the price
of grain and cereals, rendering their cultivation a little less
profitable than it formerly was. It is my duty, Mr. Speaker,
as one of the representatives of that district, to foster any
policy that tends to promote a new system of farming
which necessity has imposed on those whom I have the
honor of representing. Commercial reciprocity alone can
afford this protection, because for hay, cattle, horses, butter,
poultry and eggs by far the most advantageous market
is that of the United States. It is there we seli our
horses and our animals of all kinds, with our poultry,
and there, but for the imposition of duties, we ought to sell
our butter, our cheese, and our surplus of hay. The profits
would thus be raised by 15 to 20 per cent., or, in other words,
doubled. Indeed, there is no need to prove, because every
body admits, that if we set aside all the cost of tillage, and
expenses of feeding, raising and fattening stock, the net
profits do not average 15 to 20 per cent. Hence, I shall
not be said to exaggerate when I state that the net profils
would be doubled, and even more than doubled, if the
American Customs duties on such articles wcre done away
with. Commercial union, Mr. Speaker, will likewise facili.
tate the grain trade in certain parts of the country, although,
speaking generally, it cannot have a marked etfect on the
rise or fall of prices. The price of wheat, oats, peas, and
of grain and cereals in general, with the possible exception
of barley and peas, is settled for Canada and the United
States by the Liverpool market. This is universally under-
stood and admitted. The reason is the simple one that,
here and in the United States, there is a surplus of all
grains and cereals to be transported to an immense market
which cannot be affected, much less controlled, by any
legislation or combination on this side of the Atlantic.
This proposition is true and just in so far as it regards the
general trade of Canada. lence, the reason why we have
opposed as puerile the imposition of taxes on grain coming
trom the United States, with the object of creating a
national market. We witness to-day the results of this
absurd fiscal policy. The price of grain has not risen at
all; it has even been steadily less since 1879 than the
average of the previons decade, and if we go to the
trouble of comparing the quotations here, in the United
States and in England, for the past 15 or 20 years. We
shall conclude that these taxes on agricultural products
have only clogged the grain trade without any counter-
acting assistance to the farmer. Now, I go further. In
some cases, these taxes have become burdensome, as, for
instance, that on certain grades of flour, of which we do not
produce enough for consumption, and which we import
from the United States; and low-priced flour used mostly
in the Maritime Provinces and certain portions of the
Province of Quebec, and the tax on Indian corn which has
been proven directly injurious to the farmer, and a dead-
weight on the poorest class of the people. The abrogation
of duties on grain and cereals not only would harm no one,
but would prove a source of benefit to the farmer. It
would be the end of an unjust and annoying tax on an
article of staple necessity, and would result in opening the
channels of commerce, by giving through free trade between
certain portions of Canada and certain parts of the United
States touching each other, and which would gather a
natural profit in exchanging their goods. But, Mr. Speaker,
it is the wheat growers of the North-West who would derive
enormous advantages from this abolition of duties, inasmuoh
as it would enable them to get rid of that Pacifie Railway
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monopoly which burdens them with inflated tarifs. During
the last session, the hon. member for Marquette (Mr.
Watson) drew the attention of the House to the vast mis.
chief which the monopoly of the Pacific Railway inflicts on
the farmers of the North-West. And only lately, I was
reading in a newspaper, the comparative prices for the
transfer of grain between St. Paul and New York, and
between Manitoba and Montreal. Thus, in June last, the
Manitoba farmers paid for the freight of grain from Winni-
peg to Montreal 50 cents per 100 pounds-a distance 1,423
miles. From St. Paul to New York, a distance of 1,420
miles, the price was only 32J cents per 100 pounds, or a
difference of 17J cents per 100 pounds in favor of the
Dakota and Minnesota farmer. This fact alone is sufficient
to explain why it is that immigrants will not settle in the
North-West, and why they almost all go across the border.
And, anfortunately there is to be added to all this the en-
ormous duties in farm implements, and the bad general
policy adoted by the Government for the colonisation of
the North-West. We have spent millions upon millions for
the colonisation of the North-West and the building of the
Pacific Railway. We have herein contracted an immense
debt which should be paid back by the sale of federal lands
and by the increase of the public income that ought to
augment in proportion as our population increases by immi-
gration in the vast territories of the North-West. I regret
to have to say that the hopes of our rulers have been
illusionary up to date, and that it is daily becoming plainer
that we can no longer rely on that boundless territory, so
long as the Government do not abandon that policy of mon-
opolies and of commercial restriction to which they are bound
hand and foot. There is nothing to be gained, Mr. Speaker,
in altering our fiscal laws. Let us make the experiment
of reciprocity. We had it once before for 12 years-1854
to 1866-and they who were then in Parliament, as my hon.
friend for St. Johns (Mr. Bourassa) will remember that never
did Canadian farmers enjoy greater prosperity. Oats sold at
60 cents a bushel; barley reached the almost fabulous
price of 81.50 to 81.00 a bushel; grain and cereals of all
kinds, potatoes, and cattle, not only sold at high prices, but
were literally carried off our markets for the American
trade. Our commerce had expanded almost boundlessly.
In 1860 it had doubled; and almost tripled in 1865. I cite
the following passage from Mr. Turcotte's work " Canada
under the Union," page 527:-

" This treaty had been of advantage to both parties. It had consi-
derably favored the Western States which had got their building tim-
ber from the Oanadian market and taken advantage of our cauals for
the transportation of tteir roduts. It further gave some Eastern
States great revenues, and t e people of these States worked hard to
have the treaty maintained, but they were lu a minority. The treaty
had also contributed to the material advantage of Canadians, giving
them the facilities of working off their surplus on the American market,
and of buying in that market, under favorable conditions, the articles
tbey required for conumption and for the material of their manufac-
tures. Ouring the treaty of reciprocity, the import sud export trades
had grown almost threefold. In 1854, the figures stood at $24,000,000
and the fiscal year 1864 showed $69,150,000.'

These remarks of Mr. Turcotte cannot be regarded as parti-
ean, in the liberal sense, as it is well known that the author
leaned in politices to the side of our adversaries,
as hie history abundantly proves. Of course, the
present condition of the country is not quite the sate
as it was then. We could not work for a large
increase in the transit trade on our canals, unless we im-
proved then and gave the ports of Montreal and Quebec, as
well as the canals, facilities which would enable them to
cope for the transpartation of tbe produce of the west, with
the American water-ways and especially the Erie Canal.
There may be obstacles in the way of realising this great
measure of public interest, but one thing no man can call in
question and that is, the enormous influence which reci-
procity would exercise on the prosperity of farmers and the
development of agriculture throughout the country. Can-
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ada, Mr, Speaker, is a farming country, and it is by agricul- procity ? I do net contend, Mr. Speaker, that the inteutions
ture that it may expect to occupy some day a high position of the Liberals are not patriotio. They may have in view
among the nations of the earth. We have in Manitoba and the best interests of the country, but, to my mind, by avoer.
the North-West a boundless area of fertile land, rightly ing unrestricted reciprocity they are committing an error,
accounted among the most prolific on the face of the globe. the consequences of which will be highly detrimental to
We muet develop this immense territory. Nor it alone. the interests of the Dominion. The lut speaker said that
In the Province of Ontario and in the Province of Quebec the farming community would be highly benefsted by
there are tracts of vast richness which would double in unrestricted reciprocity. That hon. gentleman 8hould
value if properly opened out for their products. And what remember that the circumstances to-day are quite different
better market can we look for than the United States lying from what tbey were under the old Reciprocity Treaty.
at our doors and requiring ail that we can spare for their over- What contributed largely to make the American market,
flowing population of 60,000,000 souls. Our old Provinces, during the old Reciprocity Treaty, so advantageous to our
Mr. Speaker, are deserted and devastated by the plague of farmers was the American war. That war bas terminated.
emigration. Every year whole families leave for the United Since the end of that war the Americans have devoted a
States, and, among these, multitudes of young people that large portion of their energy and intelligence towards de-
are the flower of our nation. Why do they go ? To find veloping their agricultural resources, building at the same
work with the stranger, to make money for the payment of time in their fertile North-West new railways for the eheap
their debts. They go to the United States bocause that is and rapid shipment of their agricultural produce. The.
a prosperous country, where there is more employment for resait of that policy bas been that the agrieultural produe.
them than at home. There is more business, more work, tion of the United States has enormouely increased. We
more manufactures of all kinds. We count in the United see, according to the Trade and Navigation Returne of the
States, at the present time, over one million of Canadians, United States for 1887, that in 1861 the Americans exported
that is, nearly 20 to 25 per cent. of our whole population, cattle, sheep and hogs to the value of $254,930, while in
and before long, Mr. Speaker, if things go on as they do, 1887 they exported the same articles to the value of $9,991,-
there will be as many Canadians in the United States as in 614; in 1861 our neighbors exported breadstuffs te the
Canada. It is a grave matter, this unceasing and steady value of $72,152,366, while in 1887 the value exported
and increasing exodus of the children of Canada; and the was 8165,768,662. In 1861, during the old Recipro-
Government should take it into serious consideration. It is city Treaty, they exported provisions, meate and dairy
their duty to find a remedy for this social pestilence, unless products to the value of $22,000,000, while in 1887
they wish to see the total depopulation of the Piovince the value reached $92,000,000, or an increase of more than
within a few years. The hon. member for South Oxford $70,000,000. So the hon. gentleman who laist addressed the
(Sir Richard Cartwright) in the magnificent speech which House should not have lost sight of the fact that the cir-
le delivered the other day, drew the attention of the House camstances in the United States have so greatly changed
to the large emigration of our people to the United States, that that market is far from being as beneficial to our farm-
especially from the Province of Ontario. le quoted statis- ers to-day as it was during the old Reciprocity Treaty. We
tics to show that, not only has the population of can ascertain that fact, also, by the decrease in the importe
Ontario not increased, but that it is likely less than of agrieultural produce by the United States. Au allusion
it was some years since. I regret, Mr. Speaker, having bas been made to hay. During the last three years there
to confirm this alarming state of things in res- has been a constant decrease in the importation of that ar-
pect of the county which I have the honor of repre- ticle by the United States. In 1885 Our neighbors imported
senting. There, in the last few years, certain parishes hay to the value of $1,517,883; in 1886, $1,035,408; in
have remained stationary, while others-the poorest ones- 1887, $791,686; so that if we compare 1885 with last year
have lost their population. I repeat, Sir, that it is pitiful to we ascertain that there was a decrease of more than 8700,000
see our fellow-countrymen emiigrating to the United States in the importation of that article by the United States.
to pay their debts. And I deem it my duty to state to the They also imported last year less breadstuffs and less
Government that the sole means, according to my judgment, provisions than in 1885. That decrease in imports by the
to check this tide of emigration would be to adopt com- United States, has been ascertained not only by myself, but
mereial reciproeity with the United States. In this way also by a member of the Liberal party, who, in 1878, pro-
the prosperity of Canada would be assured and an avenue posed to impose a duty on corn and oats coming from the
would b. open for the inpouring of American capital that United States to Canada. That member of the Liberal party
would go to develop the national wealth of the country and said:
establish manufactures of every description. Commercial &"The ciroumatanoes are changing in the 'United States. We are ncw
reclprocity, by throwing open the immense markets of the far from exporting to the United States au large a quantity of oats as we
Umted States to the producis of our forests, our mines, and formerly exported, and even the Uaited Statu export to canada more
our agriculture, would impart to Canada an unprecedented oatu than we export to the states."

prosperity, give labor and high wages, and keep in our That Liberal member also said in his speech that we im-
midet those who are compelled to emigrate. For al which ported from the United States in 1876, 62 ý',368 bushels of
resons, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the motion of the hon. oats; in 1877, 672,834 bushels; while we exported in 1877,
member for South Oxford, on the ground that I believe it only 7,378 bushels to the United States; and that Liberal
to be in the interests of the electors whom I represent and member stated at the same time that our exportation of oats
the general intrest of the country. would go on deereasing, from the fact that the farmers of

the western States during the last few years had been grow-
Mr. GIGAULT. Mr. Speaker, after the speech made ing that product very extensively, and that already they

during the last electoral campaign by Mr. Blake, the ex- provided a sufcient quantity to supply the United States
leader of the Liberal party, I had ho d that the National market, and had a surplus to ship to foreign markets.
Policy would have been accepted by oth politioal parties, The United States export the surplus of their agricultural
but I am sorry to find that I was mistaken. After having products not only to Europe, but also to Canada. Lut year
fought a protective tarif the Liberals now combat even a we imported, chiefly from our neighbors, a large quantity
revenue tariff, whiich acording to them was sufficient to of agricultural products, on whieh we collected a duty of
foster our manufacturing industries. If a revenue tarif 8668,107, and that amount would be lost to the revenue if we
was absolutely neoeSary to foster our manufacturing adopted unrestricted reciprocity. We imported live animale
industries, why should the Liberals adopt unrestricted reoi. to the value of $268,400 ; grain of aIl krds for 8931,517;

Mr. RrINRT.
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four and meal of all kinds, $958,740; butter, cheese, lard and
meats for $1,187,108; vegetables, $201,684; in all, we im-
ported agricultural products to the value of $3,547,449.
The compiler of the Trade and Navigation Returns of the
United States sys in his report to Congres :

" The United States bave to export their surplus of agrioaltural pro-
ducts to countries which have a deficiency."
That is the right thoory. We must expect to send our
agricultural productions, not to countries which have a sur-
plus, but to countries which have a deficiency of agri-
cultural produce. That is the reson why I agreed with
the member for Quoen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), when heosid
that the price of our agricultural produce was regulated,
not by the Aperican market, but by the Liverpool market.
That hon. member showed, by stating so, that the natural
market for our agricultural produce was not in the United
States, but ia England. Last year we exported agricul-
tural produce to the latter country for $25,000,000, and to
the United States for 815,000,000. But I may say immedi-
ately that I have always bean, and am still in favor of a
reciprocity treaty for the natural productions of Canada.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Why?
Mr. GIGAULT. Why? Well, it has always been the

policy I have supported, and that policy was included in
the Statute-book of 1879. We said thon that, as soon as
the Americans were willing to give accoes to our agricul-
tural produce, we were willing to admit their agricultural
produce free of duty into our country; but there is a thing
which I am not ready to do in order to obtain that recipro-
city treaty for the natural productions, and that sacrifice
which I am not ready to make is the sacrifice of our manu-
facturing industries and of our home market. That is the
reason why I am in favor of a reciprocity treaty for natu-
ral productions, and am not in favor of unrestricted recipro-
oity. If in reciprooity there would be certain advantages,
we must consider aleo what would be the disadvantages of
that unrestricted reciprocity; and I believe that, after
we have considered the disadvantages, we muet come
to the conclusion that such a policy would be much
more detrimental than boneficial to the interests of this
country. First of all, we would lose a large portion of our
revenue from customs, and would be obligod to reaort to
direct taxation. I know it has been contended by our
Canadian free traders that it would not be necessary to
resort to direct taxation on account of the loss of revenue
which would follow unrestricted reciproity; but I do not
see how such an opinion eau be upheld. We would lose
certainly more than $7,000,000 on the importe which
would come from the United States; our importe from
other countries would certainly also decrease, and I think I
may safely say that we would lose more than ton or twelve
millions of revenue by the adoption of unrestricted recipro-
city. And, for that lose of revenue, what advantage would
we have ? We sell to the Americans, our neighbors, agricul-
turai produce for the sum of 115,000,000. Well, in order to
ell agricultural produce to that amount, we would be obliged

to resort to direct taxation for ton or twolve millions. We pay
now about 20 por cent. uponour agricultural produce exported
to the Unit States, but, if we adopt unrestricted recipro-
city, we would perhaps pay 30 or 40 per cent. on account of
direct taxation upon property in Canada, so that, instead of
decreasing the duty, we would increase it upon the exporte
of agricultural produce which we would soel to the United
States. The hon. member for Lotbinière (Mr. Rinfret) has
attacked the National Policy, and has contended that the
National Polioy has a detrimental effect upon the condition
of Canada. HIe apeaks of the high prioe of the manufactured
goode which are made in our manufactories, as if a protec-
tive tarif had the effeot of increasing the priee of manu-
fatued gopd& What do wej e in the United State ?

The American Returne of Commerce and Navigation for
the year 1887, give the prices of the different commodi-
ties manufactured in that country. We see that in 1847
the price for standard sheetings, per yard was 8 conte, and
that in 1886 it was only 6 cents. We find that the price of
standard drillings, per yard, was 8. conte in 1847, and in
1886, 6 cents; that the price of bloached shoeting per
yard, in 1847 was 14 conte, and in 1886 it was only 10
conta; that the price of standard printe in 1847 was 11 conta,
and in 1886 only 6 cents; that the price of printed cloth, 66 by
66 inches, per yard,was, in 1847, 6 cents, and in 1886, 3 contai
That is the way that the price of those manufactured goods
bas been increased by a protective tarif in the United
States; while hore in Canada we ascortain by facts that the
prices of almost all the mannfactured goods of Canada have
been reduced since the adoption of a protective tarif. But
there is another thing which should not be lost sight
of by our farmers: unrestricted rociprocity would almoet
deutroy, or greatly diminish, the importanoe of our
home market. Let the free traders say what they
like, I know that in the county of Rouville, and, in
its vicinity, a protective tarif has produced a very good
effect. Our farmers are increasing their deposits every year
in the banks. In the cities of St. Hyacinthe and Montreal,
the number of consumers of agricultural produce is largely
increased. Every week our farmers resort to those markets;
every week traders go over our rural districts buying
eggs, poultry, animale, fruit and other articles of farm pro-
duce. And where do these articles go, and in a much
targer quantity than in the past? They go to the markets
of St. Hyacinthe and Montreal, whore there is a much
larger number of consumers than there was in the past.
Destroy, by unrestricted reciprocity, the manufacturing
industries of those two cities, throw out of employment the
thousands of workingmon who gain their living in those
manufactories, and what would be tho result ? Our market
for agricultural produce would lose its importance; that
would be the sad result of unrestricted reciprocity. The
hon. member for Lotbinière (Mr. Rinfret) has alluded to our
magnificoent water powers, and ho seems to believe that,

nder unrestricted reciprocity, the Amorioan manufac-
turers would leave thoir own country and corne here to
build up manufactures in Canada. Such a thing cannot
happen, Mr. Speaker. When our doors are thrown open to
the trade of the United States, it will not be neoessary for
the manufacturera to come and settle in Canada. They
will have free accoes to our country, they will make it a
slaughter market for the surplus of their manufactured
goos as they did before 1879. In England, in Franoe, in
the United States public mon have always folt it to be thoir
duty to protect equally the manufacturers and the farmera.
They believe that they should be equally prosperous, that
alongside of the farmers there abould b. mechanics and
workingmen in order to consume the agricultural producte.
Napoleon I, whose genius was admir by all nations, not
only endeavored to favor agriculture, but also made great
afforts to encourage and foster manufacturgg industries.
Near the fields covered with abundant harvests, ho wanted
to have thrifty villages and cities inhabited by numerous
workingmen in easy circumstances. Ho did not rely
upon ore ner Vo create a home market and home
industries 'u France; he rolied upon himeolf and upon the
intelligence and energy of his fellow-countrymen. That
is the lino of conduct that we should follow; and if we do
so, we will continue to encourage our manufacturing
industries as we have done in the past. We have no reason
to be despondent. Our North-West is developing itseolf
rapidly, our deposits in the savings banks are increasing,
our manufacturing industries are growing, and I believe
that, under present circumstances, Ganadians an croate for
themealves a most enviable position.
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Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). In rising to perform the

task which now becomes my duty, I muet compliment the
hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigault) on the speech he
has just made, for the manly, upright and honorable way
in which ho has presented his case. I never object to
any individual entertaining opinions contrary to my own,
because if I have a right to hold opinions, another gentle-
man has an equal right to hold different opinions, as long
as he places them before the House and the country in a
gentlemanly and straightforward manner. I have very
great pleasure indeed in complimenting the hon. member
who has just taken his seat for the remarks he has made,
not that I agree with his arguments, nor with the dedue-
tions he has drawn from his statistics; that does not nees-
sarily follow. But to my mind hie speech was very re-
freshing, because of its contrast to the harangue of person-
alities which we had to submit to last night, for three hours,
and which appeared to be the crowning effort of the day's
work. In fact I was so sick yesterday of the personalities
that were fliang from one side of the House to the other
that I felt as if I would like to be out of the House
altogether. I think that, as representatives of the people,
we sheuld deal as seriously as we can with the great issue
before us. I muet express it as my candid opinion that
there has not been such a great issue before the Canadian
Parliament since the Provinces were united into a Con-
federation. I do not believe that there ever was a question
that attracted more attention throughout the length and
breadth of Canada than the question which has been dis-
cussed during the last few days. But I assure you, Mr.
Speaker, that when the intelligent men outside read a dis-
cussion containing so many personalities, they will be
anxious to get down to the real question that is under dis-
cussion, and will give credit to those who discuse facts
apart and free from personalities, which are undignified
and ungentlemanly. We were told during this discussion
that the Reciprocity Treaty which lasted from 1854 to
1866 was not a success; we were told by others
that it was a comparative success, and we were
told by others still that it was a great success. Indeed, Sir,
it appears to me there is a difference of opinion among hon.
g entiomen opposite as to whether it was a success or not.
t will therefore devolve upon me, as rapidly as I can, to

prove by statistics and otherwise that the Reciprocity Treaty
which we had in Canada from 1854 to 1866 was largely in
the interests of the people of Canada, largely in the interests
of the products of the great industries of the country, and
contributing largely to their success. It was stated the other
evening, by the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Porter),
that there were attendant circamstances, that other events
occurred during those years which rendered Canada more
uccessful than it otherwise would have been. He stated

that the Grand Trnnk Railway was built during those years,
forgetting the faot that the Grand Trunk Railway
was commenced about five years before we had reci-
procity, and a large proportion of the money that
was spent on account of that railway was spent
before we had the benefit of the Reciprocity Treaty.
He also told us that we had a war in Europe, which gave
large prices to farmers for their products. It was true
there was a war, but the war was nearly over when this
treaty went into operation in the United States, for
the treaty went nto operation in March, 1855. But the
hon. gentleman did not give this House to understand that,
on account of the excessive prices that prevailed for a
number of years previously, never did more distress prevail
in this country than in 1857, and that there was such a
depreciation in the money markets of this country that
caused a great number of insolvencies. There was never a
period in Canadian history wben we recovered more rapidly
from depression than we did in 1857, and this was on
account of the impetus given to the trade of the country on

Mr. eIGAUL T,

account of the operation of the treaty. We are told again
that the Civil War in the United States had given a great
impetus to the trade of Canada. Now, if the hon. gentle-
man who made that statement will look up statistices upon
that matter, lie will find that our trade did not increase very
rapidly during the Americau war; he will find, also, that a
large proportion of the Americans were cut off from the
markets of Canada by that very war. The South was block.
aded and 10,000,000 of people could not be reached during
the war, and the result was that Canada, which formerly
supplied largely te the southern States, was cut off from
trading with them, so that, by the blockade of the southern
portions of the American Union, we lost more than we
gained by the impetus of trade with the north.. The statis-
tics of the trade of this country with the Americans will
show that the Reciprocity Treaty was a great advantage to
Canada. We have it from Government figures that, in 1854,
the export from this country to the American Union was a
little less than $9,000,000, and in 1866, or about twelve years
afterwards, our export was $54,000,000. That proves with-
out a doubt or a contradiction, that a great trade had
sprung up between this country and the United States tinder
the operations of the treaty. It muet be remembered,
upon the other side, that we had the advantage under
the provisions of that treaty. Our trade grew from
*9,000,000 to $54,000,000, while their trade only rose from
$23,000,000 to $29,000,000 in the same number of years.
Our trade rose 500 per cent. and their trade only 24 per
cent. It is perfectly clear from these facts that we in this
country derived great advantage from having the United
States markets open to our products, and thus giving the
lumbermen, fishermen and miners of this country an open
market in which they could sell the products of their toil.
To show you, Mr. Speaker, the extraordinary bounds which
trade reached between the two countries during this period,
allow me to give you a few figures which bear upon the point.
We take first Canada-that is, old Canada, Upper and Lower
Canada as it is now called. The export trade, in 1854, to
the United States was $8,649,002. It increased in the
twelve years to $34,770,251, so that the increase of the
export trade in those Provinces was 300 per cent. in
twelve yLars. Nova Scotia had an export trade, in 1854,
of $1,593,428, and her trade increased to 83,228,550 in
this period, or 100 per cent. in the twelve years. New
Brunswick had an export trade, in 1854, of $489,650,
and her export trade, in 1866, rose to $1,855,944, or
280 per cent. Prince Edward Island, of which we have
heard so much and in such eloquent terme, had an
export trade, in 1854, of $81,782; under the auspices of the
Reciprocity Treaty which existed during those twelve years
she increased her export trade to 81,058,612, or during the
treaty period of an increase of 1200 per cent This proves
beyond a doubt that the Reciprocity Treaty had a great
effect in stimulating trade in those eastern Provinces. Now,
Sir, if we compare the increase of export trade during those
twelve years with the increase from 1866 to 1887, it will
show a large increase in the former period over the
latter period. As I have shown, we had in Upper and
Lower Canada an increase of 300 per cent.in the firet period
and only 70 per cent. in the last twenty years, or 300 per
cent. for twelve years as against 70 per cent. in twenty
years. In Nova Scotia we had, during the firet period to
which I have alluded, an increase of 100 per cent., while
during the last twenty years we had only 158 per cent in-
crease, or quite a considerable percentage less, taking the
number of years into consideration. In New Brunswick
we had an increase, in the former period, of 280 per cent.
for twelve years, and in the same Province during the latter
period an increase of 160 per cent. for twenty years. Now
coming to Prince Edward Island the increase during the
twelve y cars of the Reciprocity Treaty was 1200 per cent.,
but for the latter period of twenty years it was only 20

276



1888. COMMONS DEBATES. 27?
per cent., or one per cent. per annum. Those facta go to show treaty after it was abrogated in 1866. The hon. leader of
that the Reciprocity Treaty had a tremendously beneficial the Government had a high appreciation of its advantages,
effect upon the export trade of the eastern Provinces, during because ho never gave up the prospect of obtaining freer
the period of reeiprooity. Now, take the shipping of trade relations with the American Union until this so-called
those Provinces: Nova Scotia, in 1868, built 3:,038 tons National Policy was established in 1879, by which the com.
of shipping, and in 1887 she only built 15,932 tons. bines and monopolies and manufactories in the country, by
New Brunswick built in 1868, 24,919 tons of shipping, and their influence and money, have been enabled to keep him
in 1887 only 6,817 tons. In 1868 Prince Edward Island built in power. Then ho forgot what ho had stated in those for.
26,041 tons, and her shipbuilding industry bas been nearly mer years, which were tbe years of greater prosperity than
wiped out altogether, for she only built this year 1,686 tons as the present.
against 26,041 tons ton years ago. Does not this prove Mr. SPROULE. la your resolution for the same kind ofthat the shipping industry has been prejudicially affected a treaty now ?by the operation of this protective or restrictive system
which has been adopted in this country ? Sir, I want Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). My dear Sir, our resolu-
to point out another fact in connection with this matter. tion is in principle the same. We, on this aide of the House,
As I said before, the total export trade of this country to are perfectly willing to accept the Reciprocity Treaty upon
the United States was $8,931,904 in 1854, and $54,704,909 the same terms as before; but you know very well, if you
in 1886, an increase of 600 per cent. The imports know anything at all about it, that the United States will
from the United States during those years only inereased not grant the same priviloges that we had before. Are we,
12 per cent., showing that we had the advantage of then, Sir, to deny the great boon to the industrial classes of
that trade during the reciprocity year. Was there a this country, because the United States will not give it,
difference of opinion in this country as to the advan. unless we give up the special protection to the manufac-
tages derived from the Reciprocity Treaty when the turera of this country ? Are we going to neglect the
United States in 1864 gave notice of the abrogation of the farmers, the fishermen, the lumbermen and the minera, to
treaty ? We see there was not. There was consternation whom it has been a great boon, becanse, forsooth, a number
throughout the length and breadth of the Dominion, and of manufacturers say it will interfere with their interests and
the Executive Council, the Government of the day, met for deprive them of some of the profits that the hard-working
the purpose of memorialising the English Government to people of thiî country contribute out of their earnings ? If
take steps to prevent suoh a calamity falling upon the Can- the hon. momber will get it, I am sure the Liberal party
adian people. In order that I may give the exact words, will hail with gladness a reciprocity treaty identical with
allow me to read yon the report of that committee made that which we had from 1854 to 1866. But we had at that
in 1864. The report waa made the 19th February, 1864, time the best end of the stick, and they will not give it to us
and reads as follows:- again. But we are willing to go further to-day to get the other

« The Committee of the Executive Council deem it to be their duty to great boon ; and I say, if it should injure the manufacturera,
represent to Your Excellency, that the recent procoedings inthe Oongress their interests must be sacrificed for the interesta of the
of the United States, respecting the Reciprocity Treaty, have excited great body of the people of this country. It is a principle
the deepest concern in the minds of the people of this Province.

" Those proceedings have had for their avowed object the abrogation of all Governments to sacrifice, if necessary, the interests
cf the treaty at the earileat moment, consistent with the stipulations of of a few for the purpose of securing benefits for the great
the instrument iteelf. majority of the people.

« Although no formai action, indicative of the strength of the party
hostile to the continuance of the treaty bas yet taken place; Information Mr. SPRO ULE. That was not what your leader promised
of an authentic character, as to the opinions and purposes of infinential at the last general election.
men in the United States, has forced upon the Committee the Conviction
that there is imminent danger of ita poody abrogation, unless prompt Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The hon. the present
and vigorous stops be taken by Her Majesty's Imperial advisers to avert leader of the Government was favorable to a renewal of thewhat would b. generally regarded, by the people of Oanada, as a Reciprocity Treaty. Nay, more, ho pronounced himself agreat calamity."1
If la those days the abrogation cf that treaty would b free trader on the public platformà of this country. Let
sidered a great calamity to the peepie cf Canada, would neot me read some of the expressions ho made use of. Probably
the return of that treaty be considered a great blessing for the hon, gentleman w o has been disturbing me does not
the people of Canada ? If the loes of anything is a great remember se far back as that; probably he did net read
calamity, to recoive that same thing must b a great blese-hhs. Proalye la qietead ore
ing. Nor, Sir, was this all. There was a convention held placent in hie mnd when ho does net read what took place
in 1864, for the pose cf bringing te bear on the Ame. in hie own party. You will remember that 1877 was the
cn pe6,eprlempurp gf as po .beawion the gi year in which it was decided by tho Conservative partycan people as much influence as possible with the view of that the great National Policy should be made the issueobtaining a continuance of the treaty. You will no doubt before the country in the ensuing general election. Theyremember that great convention which took place in the went up and down through the country preaching thecity of Detroit, and whieh was attended by many delegates great benefits tht this so-called National policyi as tofrom this country, for the purpose of discussing this ques. secure. But didthhey go to the people, and say : We aretion; and you will remember the great speech made on gng to change this into a protective country aNo, theythat occasion by the great father of Nova Scotia to whom goin te the ope We a eeti nfrye o get
every Nova Scotian looks back with pride and honor-I reciprocity treaty from the United 8tates, and they refusemean the Hon. Joseph Howe-that speech, in which he set to give it to us; in consequence of thatrefusal, we areforth the desirability for wider and freer trade with the going to adopt a high protective tariff, and force them toAmerican Union than we should have if the abrogation of come to our tarmis, and give us the great boon we have beenthat treaty took place, and in which, with unusual eloquence, asking for. I ask hon. gentlemen if that was not the case.ho brought forward argument after argument to prove that Now, listen to what was said at that time by the hon. leaderit would be advantageous, not only to Canada, but to the of the Government, thon leader of the Opposition, which hoUnited States as well, to continue in the new relationehip will likely be again after the next general election. Thewhich existed for twelve years. Now, Sir, all these facts hon. gentleman, at Napanee, on September 11th, said:go to prove that that treaty was a great blessing to the
people of this country; and it was considered by the people «He was a free trader If ho could got free trado."
of this country to be a great blessing, beooase there were That is just what we are to-day, and if we cannot get full
efforte made year after yur to obtain a renewal of the free trade, with the Amorican Union, we are willing to
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take partial trade. We are willing to go in for reoiprocal
free trade and are, therefore, standing on the @ame platforai
the hon. leader of the Government stood upon when ho
delivered that celebrated speech. At Cobourg, on August
29th, he said:

I'The Canadian farmer would raise his barley for say $1 s bushel,
and ii wuuldnet b he i breyer who wosld psy the. Li conts; bé
paid $1 niaor hiebarley, ne matter where it wa fSm or from whom i as
bought, but the duty came out of the pocket of the Canadian farmer."
Now, I think this principle the Tory party deny at the
present time. When hon, gentlemen on this aide were
setting forth the amount of money we lose in consequence
of the duty on the barley we send to the United States, it
was thrown back t.hat it was not the Caadian farmaer, but
the American consumera who lost iL. But lot me read
what the hon. leader of the Government said at Newmar-
ket, on Septembor 14th, 187ý:

"[f we «anot get reciprocity of trade, we muast get reciprocity of
taXMiY"

I hope theb on. membere will remember this language.
The protective tariff was ony put forward as an aiterna-
tive to what was wanted-if we cannot get reciprocity of
trade, thon we muet get reeiprocity of tariff, but he pre-
ferred reciproeity of trade. At Hamilton, on October I'Ith,
the hon. gentleman mid:

"I vant the Canadians to say te the Americans: We will have free
trade, fair trade, or reciprocal trade if you lik, but if you will net
have any of these, we wii have a reciproéty of tarif."
That proves beyond any cavil that the present leader of
the GovernmuSt was favorable to unlimited reciproeity up to
1878, when he fell into the trap of the National Policy; and
ever since h. got into that large strong trap, the combines
and monopolists and manulacturers have put their foot so
strngty cu the spring that theb hon. gentleman has never
beenme toget out of it. Hbe hasmade up his mind to.
die in that trap, and his followers are determined to keep
him there. But I understand there are still among the
Conservative party, and even among the hon, gentlemen on
the Treasury benches, gentlemen who are in favor of reci.
procity in a wider degree of trade between this country and
the United States; and I believe one of these is the bon,
gentleman who, I am sorry to say, has beon compelled to
be absent for many days on account of ilness. Ibelieve
the hon. the finance Minister bas enlarged views on this
question, and I believe this from many eircumstauces. I
am, therefore, sorry he ha. been unable to attend this debate,
sf as to give us the expression of his own opinions in
this matter; for I am of opinion that had he been abie to
do so, he would have tbrown a bombshell into the Govern.
ment ranks.The right hon. the leader of the Governmont has
often totd as that Providence comes tohis assistance in time
of need. He once, indeed, stated that Providenoe made,
the wheat grow as soon as his party came into power;
and I am sure that Providence has come to his assiet.
ance during the last few days, by opportunely shunt-
ing off from the track a gentleman of g' eat ability and
great lorce, while the great car of unrestricted reciprocity
was being driven acrose the House. But I sincerely hope
that the hon, gentleman will bu bere before the close of
this debate, to give his views on this subject. I wish to
make a few remarks with regard to those papers of which
we have heard so much. Among the papers placed at our
disposal, is a letter written by the Hon. Secretary Bayard
to the Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, to whom I refer now in
his capacity as one of the plenipotentiaries. Prom this
letter, I learn that a desire was ezpresséd on the part of
Secretary Bayard to have the commercial relationship
between the two countries settled. We are told that
Mr. Bayard wrote his letter, with his own hand and
unofficially. Anyeue whe knows the position Mr. Bayard
oeampies i the Washington Cabinet, knows well that

Wuaterer ks P with Jis *wn und, een M aeiay,
Xr, M.aQDOnn»D (Huron).

my obe aken assa indication of the policy of the Ameri-
can Governmient. Now, what has that hon. gentleman
penned? e has penned the following words:-

4 The immediate difficulty to be settled is found in the Treaty of 1818
between the Ukited Stases and Great Britain, which has ben a queatio
*ezsa *ver sinee it was comcladed."

That is the inmediate question which the plenipotentiaries
are supposed to meet to decide. But hoesays further:

" I am eandeut ve both seek to obtain a just and permanent settle-
ment-and there is but one wato procure it-and that is by a
straightforward reatment, on a l and statesmanlike plan, of the
entie umei ai rlaions of the two countries."
You see the fore. of the word "entire," and his pointed use
of it. He does net mean a relationship between the farm-
ers of both countries, or between a particular clams in each
country. No, ho evidently embraces all the indu8trial
classes of the United States and the Dominion, and you see
how careful he was to explain himself:

" I ssy commercial, because I do not propose to include, however
indirectly, or by any intendment, however partial or oblique, the poli-
tical relations f Oanada and the United »tates, nor to affect the
legislative independence of either country."
Now, whore is there any reference to commercial union in
this lIgage ? In the first place, Mr. Bayard pointed ont
that hie plan was not intended to affeet the political relation-
shipofeithereonatry; aed hegoes further, and adds: "It is
not to afeot te iegislative independer.ce of eithercountry."
Now, commercial nion will affect the legislative independ-
ene of this onuttry, because aeder it we mut have equal
customs laws with those of the United States. There must
be an arrangement betweon ourselves and the United
States as to the customs laws, which must be the same in
both countries, and any alteration in these laws, in years to
come, would bae to be based on an agreement botweon the
two Giovermects. Therefore, independenoe of legislation
under commerpial union would be affected. But Mr. Bay-
&rd eays it is not to be affected, and we must conclude from
this thatemmercial union was not in hie mind at all. Sir
Charles Tupper agreed with the sentiment to which Mr.
Bayard gave expression. Any of you who have read these
papers aril slweewbo he words correspond, oven in their
verbal ehiacter. The language used by both hon. gentle-
men is almost identical. Sir Charles Tupper replied:

"I entirely concur in yoeu statement that v. bot eek to a«ain a
jnst and permanent settlement,-and that la by a straightforward treat-
nent on a liberal and statesmaulike plan of the entire commercial rela-
tions of the two countries. '
1Mr. Bayard's objeot was to cal Sir Charles Tapper's
attention to the mathod which ho proposed, by which the
whole commercial relations of the two countries would be
brought under the consideration of a commission, on the
supposition that, in al probability, the Government of Can.
ada would refer the matter to the Government of Bngland,
and hat powor weald be girhn he commission to-4ake
into oQnederaion all these qiuestions. But.such power was
not granted. Now, let me show ye huow the powers were
ganed in ungland. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr.

pper) brought up a question last night-to which I wish
to draw his attention-in order to show that this proposi-
tion with regard to enlarging the trade botween Canada
and the tU iodStates was a buncombe proposition. If you
turn to the powers granted by ler Majesty Queen Victoria
to her plenipotentiaries. you will find the following:-

" Whesse for the pprpo of c.nsidering and adjusting in a triendly
spirit with pleipotntiares to be appointed on the part of our good
frienda the Unid States of America, ail or any questions relating to
rights of the fiubery . t.h seau adjacent to British North America and
Newfoundiand, which are in dispute between our Government and that
of au aaid good friesdo, and any other questions that may ariae which
the respective pteuipotentUaries may be authorised "-

Not " authoried," mark you, but "may be authorised," if
an authorisation is requird-
"r *ur seenere oroeraM to 0 uider and adist."
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Now, that authorisation and power was given to the British
plenipotentiaries on the 24th of October, 1881. Powers
were not granted to the American plenipotentiaries until
the 18th of the following month, and the President, of
course, granted the United States plenipotentiaries exaetly
the same powers. What were the powers granted ?

'To mest and confer with plenipotentiaries representing the Government
of Her Britannie Majesty for the purpose of considering and adjusting
in a friendly spirit ail or any questions relating to righte of fishoery in the
mess adjacent to Brit.ish North Ameries and Newfôundlsnd whick ane M
dispute between the Goverments of the United States and that of Ber
Britannie Majesty, and any other question which may arise and which
they may b authoried by their respective Goveruments to consider
aid adjust."1

Now, these are the powers that were given. You see
that the powers given to each were exactly the same,
couched in the same words. Then when this proposition
was made by Sir Charles Tupper, in regard to the widening
of our commercial relationship with the United States,
what did the American plenipotentiaries say in reply ? They
said: We have no power to consider such a proposition at
all; we must first obtain authority from the President. I
want to ask the House if the American plenipotentiaries
had no power to consider the proposition of Sir Charles
Tupper, how had the other plenipotentiaries the power to
make such a proposition ? They were vested with the same
powers from their respective Goveinments, and if one was
not able to receive it, the other was not able to make it,
and I believe the whole thing was done in order to lead
the Canadian people astray, as the hon. member for Pictou
(Mr. Tupper) attempted to lead them astray last night.
He said we were favorable to it; did not our plenipotentiaries
at Washington attempt to obtain it ? And then ho read
the American denial. Could they accept it at all ? We
were told by the plenipotentiary himseolf in this House that
discussion took place and continued for weeks, over what ?
Over the trade question ? Probably it did. Was that dis-
cussion inside or outside of their powers ? It was a disons.
sion that took place around the table in a personal way.
Rach one, speaking on his own responsibility, laid down a
line of action, and others laid down another line of action,
and our plenipotentiary expected that these propositions
and counter-propositions should be laid upon th e table
in connection with the protocols. But it was ruled
out of the protocole. Why? Because neither the one
party ror the other had power to consider these proposi-
tions, and it was absurd to expect that these would come
into a public document entirely of a different character.
That proves to my mind that this proposition made at
Washington was only made for a sham, and was brought
before the Canadian people to lead them to believe that an
offer had been made; and I am satisfied that on the
public platforme in western Ontario I shall hear that the
Canad an plenipotentiary, Sir Charles Tuppr, laid a propo.
sition for extended trade on the table at Washington, and
that the Americans would not consider the subject at all.
How could Canada bring it about when the Unmted States
plenipotentiaries would not consider it ? That is what they
will say; and I want to say here in my place in this House
that the English plenipotentiaries must have known that
that could not be carried out, when they knew pei fectly well
that they had not been invested with the power to do It
I believe that a public trade policy muet be based upon
the linos along which the strongest capabilities of any
oountry lie, just as il you, Mr. Speaker, or I, had a
son whom we wished to educate; we would study hi
abilities and capacities, and, after learning what they
were, we would educate him along the lines of his
strongest abilities; and, as that is the true and proper
policy in the education of a son, it is just as true in the de-
velopment cf a country. What are the great iatural
souroes of wealth in this country ? The trot is the farming
industries. They stand pre-eminently higher than any

other in the Oommunity. We have a large quantity of
magnigent lands, we have the hardy and sturdy pioneers
who have gone to these lande and are working te develop
them. There are 600,000 farmers in the Dominion of
Canada. They are the largest investors in property, the
largest employers of labor, and the largest consumers of
what is imported, and the demand is made that this House
should adopt a policy which is in their interest, and which
the Government have shown in the past they were favor-
able to in the intereets of the farmers. It has been repeat.
edly stated in this debate that the farmers are well off. 1
live in an agrioultural county ; I live in one of the finest
sections for agriculture that you can find In Canada, and I
am satisfied that the farmers are not well of. They have
large and heavy debte upon them; and this brings me to a
question which was brought up by the hon. the Minister of
te Interior the other night. Be tried to show that the
farmers of Ontario and cf Canada were not in debt, and to
prove that he took the returns of the loan societies of this
country, and showed that according to their report there
are not so very many mortgages on the farme. Did not
the hon. gentleman know that there is not one mortgage in
five owned by the loan companies ? Does he not know
that the farmers have become so sick of the shaving and
cheating principles of the loan companies that they will hardly
accept any money from them ? They are, of uourse, not
all of that kind, but the farmers would rather pay a much
larger rate for money obtained from other sources ; and
I believe that for every one mortgage which the loan
companies have, other parties, outside of those conpanies,
have three or four. So his argument falls entirely to the
ground, because the premises upon which h. built the argu-
ment was entirely at variance with the truth. I may ask,
how is a free trae policy to favor the farmers ? We have
been told by a good many hon. members on the other side
that free trade with the United States will not afford any
relief to the farmers, that it will not give them an enlarged
market. If that is so the etatistics which are placed at our
disposal by the Government of the country do not tell the
trutb. We were told that on account of the United States
exporting large quantities of the articles we had to send
there, therefore the American markets were not ours. The
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Porter) brought out that
argument very strongly. He said the American market
is now filled. The Americans export a large number of
horses and cattle and other animals, as well as cereals of the
country, and, therefore, is not a market for Canadian pro-
duce. Let me give you what the Trade and Navigation
Returne show in regard to our export. Of our exportation
of hores, 97 per cent. goes to the 'United States and lîw per
cent goes to Iingland; of horned cattle, 39 per cent. goes to
the United States and 54 per cent. to England.

An hon. MBBER. Hear, hear.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The hon, gentleman says
hear, hear."
An hon. MEMBER. What is the value?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Let me answer one at a
time.

An hon. MEMBER. Answer the question.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Which ? That as to the
value ï There is a large number of horses tha go to England
that are superior to many that go to the United States,
and, if the hon. gentleman knew anything about buying
and selling horses, h. would know that we send to the
United 8tates a great many that are not very valuable, and
eonsequently the prices are low. Last year we sent 826
hors to egland and 18,225 to the United States. The
average prime for th.., as given in th Trade and Navi-
gation Beturns, was $16 for those ent to Enlanid, and
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8121 for those sent to the United States. How is that ?
I challenge the contradiction of these figures, and the very
gentleman who bas asked this question wilI, I hope, look
up the Trade and Navigation Returns, and show me if I
have made a mistake when he speaks on this question.

Mr. MASSON. The question of values refers to cattle.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). There is a gentleman

who wants to know something about cattle. If that hon.
gentleman is a farmer-

An hon. MEMBER. He is a lawyer.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I thought he was not a

farmer. I do not think he would ask such a question if
he was a farmer, because every farmer here knows why our
cattle fetoh less prices in the United States than they do in
England. Our best and fattest cattle go to the English
market for beef; it is our stalkers from the grass field that
go to the United States. Does the hon, gentleman suppose
that the stalkers would fetch the same price as those cattle
which have been fattened and fed upon corn and oats for
beef in the English market? There are many farmers
around me, and I do not wish them to shield me one iota if
I do not state what they know to be true. I think, if you
study a little less law and more common sense, you would
not ask such questions. Rere is a list of several articles of
export, showing the proportion going to the United States,
and the proportion going to England:

Horses......................
Hlorned canttle........

f3heep..........
Poultry ...............
Eggu..........-. .........
potatoes ...... ....... ..
Vegetable..".. .... .......
Straw................
Hay .......................
Barley.........................
Beaus...................
Apples, green............
Wool .......... .....,.... .........

To the
United States.
97 per cent.
39 g

92
Il9904

100
90 "

S"

92 1
91 "

To
Great Britain.
117« per cent.

54 'i

q "
Noue.

of1
?of 1

None.
e of 1 "

73 'g

1 of 1

Now, in the face of these facts I would ask hon. gentlemen
opposite, I would ask those who said that the United States
was not a market for Canadian products, to consider these
figures. They are not my figures; they are the figures

t into the Trade and Navigation Returns for our use,
here are the men now who say that the United States is

not the market for ns? It does not matter to us whether
they export these articles again, so long as they pay the
highest price to us. If we have to send them there
paying a duty, the farmers in this country will not
realise the full beneit of having that market; but if, on
the other hand, the duty is removed, then we would have
a market where we would realise a higher sum for those
articles than we are realising now. There is an hon, gen-
tleman yonder, who, by his face, I should say, wants some
information; he looks as though he could hold a good deal.

Mr. MoNEILL. May I ask the bon. gentleman if I under-
stood him correctly to say that nine-tenths of the vegetables
go into the United States and only one-tenth to England ?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Yes, our exporte.
Mr. MoNEILL. I am asking for information on that

point-with regard to vegetables.
Mr. LANDERKIN. He will forget it, it is no use.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). He may put it in his

pocket. Some men have more room in their pockets than
in their heads. Here are the figures I gave: 81J per cent.
of our potatoes go to the United States, and tof 1 per
cent. go to England. Of other vegetables 90 per cent go to
the American market and ?W of 1 per cent. to the English
market.

Mr. MAODoZUALD (Huron).

Mr. MoNEILL. What about our own home market?
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh 1 oh I

Mr. MoNEILL. That is amusing to hon, gentlemen op-
posite. They do not realise the value of that at all.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I suppose I could not
please the hon. gentleman if I tried. I suppose, if I told
him about the home market, ho would ask something about
the foreign market, and here he would keep me running
around after him, first into one corner, then into another.
I do not think the bird is worth the powder, or the shot.
Now, I want to make a few remarks upon some of those
articles. We send to the American market 18,225 horses.
Now, it is Eaid that we would not realise any higher price
for horses. In the American market they require 2,500,000
horses a year. They require 300,000 horses to keep up
the supply; we only send them 18,225, which is about one
horse out of every 140 which the American market re-
quires; therefore we are not in a position, by our present
exportati:n, to dilate the - American market to any
marked degree, and, therefore, we command the price
in the Ameriean market on account of the demand
in that market. Very well; accepting that doctrine
as the true one, if we send twice 18,000 horses, still
we would not dilute the American market so as to affect
the price. Then, acknowledging that point, the Canadian
exporter will make all the duty. For instance, if a horse is
purchased here and crosses the lino, and bas to pay $20
duty, and goes to the American market and is sold there, he
is sold at the same price as an American horse. If the duty
is removed, and if we cannot affect the price in the Ameri-
can market by dilution, then we make exactly $20, or,
according to the price of horses last year, $24.30 on the
value of each horse; the farmer makes that profit on every
horse he sells on the other side. But if, on the other hand,
we were to send any such large number to the American
market as appreciably to dilute it, then that would increase
the supply a little above the demand, and the result would
be a depreciation in the price, and the Canadian farmer
would not realise as much as ho otherwise would. But if
we cannot alter the price by the number we send in, the
Canadian fariner makes every dollar of the duty. The
same principle is truc in respect to everything else we send
in. Now, last year the duties paid on horses amonnted to
$443,000; that sum would have gone into the pockets of
the Canadian farmer if the duty was removed, ac.
cording to the principle I have laid down. There
was $195,000 collected in duties on sheep that went
into the United States. There was $9,900 collected on
poultry that we sent in to feed those people over there who
wanted our poultry. $199,521 were paid in duty on pota-
toes ; and I would ask my hon. friend who is looking me
in the face, to consider the fact that in his own Province, that
experts over a million busheis of potetes, and pays 15 cents
a bushel duty, the tarif takes that sum ont ofyhe pckets t
the farmers of Prince idward Island to-day. Then we export
a large amount of hay principally from the eastern Provinces,
and we paid last year $139,000 duty on hay. On barley,which
the Americans take from us to such a large extent-in fact
they take it all-we paid $994,000 in duty. And just one
or two worde about barley. It is impossible to dilate the
American market with barley. We have a special kind of
barley that the Americans muet have. We have the bard,
white barley that they do not grow, and that is considered
the best for malting purposes, and, therefore, the brewers
demand that barley. The Canadian farmer cannot put hie
barley on the United States market without paying 10
cents per bushel duty.

Mr. TAYLOR. They must have it and they muet pay
the duty. If they want the barley they muet pay the dnty
on it.
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Mr. MAODONALD (Huron). I know that hon. gentle-

man has been a Conservative ail the days of bis life, and I
suppose ho will be so the balance of it. I juist want te
answer him by the leader of that party, a party that would
have gone tu wreck, head and beels, long ago, if it had not
him to guide it. He was the builder of it, he bas put
the bulwarks around it, ho holds it together, and when he
dies I believe the party will resolve itself into its original
elements of individial eatiies. Now, Sir, if I answered that
hon. gentleman in my own words he would, no doubt, on
account of my being on this side of the House, declare that
I was not sufficient authority, but whea I place in oppo-
sition to his stittement the opinion of bis own leader, surely,
as a loyai falower of the hon. gentleman, ho would accept
the testimony of the Firt Minister. Would you not ?

Mr. TAYLOR. No.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Does the hon. gentleman

Bay no ?

Mr. TAYLOR. IL is not necesary to acept it if it is
not correct. You gentlemen on that side of the Hlouse
accept it.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). On the 29th of Angust,
1877, the present leader of the Government addressed a
large audience, and in the course of his speech he went on
to prove that the Canadian farmer, and not the United
tates brewer, pays the duty of 15 cents per bushel on barley

that is sent into the United Statcs. He said:
" The Oanalian farmer would raise bis barley for, say $1 a bushel.

It would not be the brewer, who would pay the 15 cents; ho paid $1 for
hie barley, no matter where it was from, but the duty came out of the
pocket of the Qanadian farmer."
Surely the hon. gentleman is satisfied now. I am sure,
rather than have bis testimony placed in opposition to
that of bis leader, ho will have the manlinesa to stand up
in the House, beg pardon, and withdraw his opposition.
There is another point to which I wish to direct the atten-
tion of the House, and it is this, that notwithstanding a
duty of 10 cents per pound is imposed on Canadian wool
going into the Unitel States, 91J per cent. of our wool enters
tho American market. Will any one believe that if tho
duty upon wool was removed a larger price would not be
paid in this country, and that instead of our woot selling at
20 cents per pound, at which it has been sold for a number
of years under the auspices of the National Policy, and this
for wool which bas bi onght in the United States 30 cents per
pound, a larger price would be obtained bere, and the 10
cents per pound duty paid on exported wool at present
would be retained in the pockets of ourfarmers in the shape
of profits, in addition to the present profits they obtain,
which amount to very little ? On the articles I have enu.
merated $2,268,97 duty was paid last year, and if I were
to eunmerate a large number of the other articles which
paid duty, I could show that our people have to pay a very
largasumn, and that it behoves our farmers, who are at pre-
sent suffering, to bring ail possible influence to bear upon
the Governmnent in, order to obtain treaty relations with the
United States, so that our agricultRristis might be able to
keep these profits thenmelves. There is another large in-
dustry to which I beg te draw the attention of hon. mtem-
bera bore, and of the people i& ther country, and that is the
large lumber interest. That is a source of weslth that re.
quires development, but it is a source ot wealth that canot
be advantageoualy atilised until the wood is converted into,
cash. We have 5,500 mils in tbis-eoantry,whioè isavery
smaU namber compared with ous- extensive foreMt. We hae.
45,000 men engaged iu the lamber ind.stry ie those urilla,
and in addition we have the men employed in the forests cut-
ting down the trees, bringing the logs to the river and raft-
ing them to the mills to be cut into l "ber; ad -a nember of
mon employed in shipping them te the markets of the

s6

United States. On every thousand feet of lumber ohipped
to the American market there is a payment of 83 duty to
he made, and this bears heavily on manufacturers of iumber
in this country aud those having timber limita. I desire to
give the House the opinion of a gentleman largoly engaged
in this indus4try for a great many years. Mr. A. H. Camp-
bell, of Toronto, Prosident of the Lumbermen's Association
cf Ontario, said: that ho himself, ont of his own pocket, had
paid dnring the last ninoteen years 8350,000 to have the
products of his own industry placed in the American
market. That sum was paid by a siigle individual, and if
tbe a-nount paid by the trade throughout the country wero
ag.regated, the amount paid would be very extraordinary

Mr. SPROULE. Are the lumbermen suffeoring badly
now, too ?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The bon, gentleman saya
the lumbermen are suffering badly.

Mr. SPROULE, I said, are they ?
An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. MACDONALD, ([luron,) They are suffering more

than they would suffer if we had a free trad3 policy with
the United State. I suppose that is a sufficient answer to
the hon. gentleman. They suffer to the extent of about $2
a thousand on all lumber exported; that is the amount of
the suffering at the present time. There is another draw.
back which I desire to mention If we had a free tradeo
policy with the United Stqtes in lumber the resnIt would be
that there would be a large number of planing mills estab-
lished throughout the lumbering districts. Under the
present tariff no finished lumber, no planed lumber eau
enter the United States without paying e5 per cent. duty,
and that is almost a prohibitive duty; but if the duty were
removed, thon our lumber woul'i pass froely into the
United States and increased profita w)uld be obtained by
our lumbermen, planing mills would be established
in this country, increased employment would be given
to skilled hands in those factories, and the result
would be a "boom" in connection w;th our lumbering
interest. Then, again, thore would b an advantage
because Ibo ma'-hinery usd in thoe rmills and planing
factories is largely brought from the United States. I am
sorry to say it, but I am compelled and constrained to say,
that the machinery for such mill work produoed in this
country is not equal, and not nearly equal, to the
machinery brought here from the other side, and lum-
bermen would sooner pay the duty on the superior
machinery than buy Canadian machinery at a much re-
duced price. That is the testimony of nearly all the mill
owners and manufacturers of the country. Another
advantage would be this, that our lumbermen would
be able to send to the United States a larger portion of
their rough lumber than they are able to send now. The
duty of 82 per thonsand acts alinost prohibitory in this
repect, and only the best lumber is sent to the American
market, while the rougher lumber is consumzed here.
Another advantage that would follow, if this frae trade
policy were adopted, would be, that a larger number of
people would be engaged in this particular business and
thoir wants oirld be supplied at a cheaper rate. Nearly
every lumberman bas te be a merchant; ho has to
suppky the men with clothee, boots, ehains, hook, with
everything necosary for the work. Under a fiee trade
poilicy ho coeld purchase to better advantago to him4elf and
sei more in the interest of his employés. Now, as I have
said, in order to deveinp our natural resources succesfully,
we must develop them aionig the rig4t 4aes. Asother great
source of weaih we pasess is the miniroe interest. I cavl
the attention ci the House to tis fact, tiuht the Finanee Min-
ister delivered last year one of the most ekoeqent speeches
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on the Budget that he as delivered for a long time. Ie the great markets as they have. We have not the consum-
dilated very largely upon the extent of ore and the minirng ing markets in which we can sell, and the result is that
capabilities of this country, notwithstanding that we see our mines are lying dormant and not a single effort has
there is not a single blast furnace in operation to-day in been made to develop them, while on the other Bide there is
the Dominion of Canada. Take the iron industry in Nova every effort and every energy put forth to develop them to
Scotis. We bave the best iron in the world. There is no the extent which I have stated. In connection with mining
iron superior to it. It is purer than any iron thrown on there is anotber industry which might be developed in this
the American market, because it contains less phosphorus; country. We bave nickel, and nickel is a very scarce metal
and we have iron in Lower Canada, containing a pro. on the continent of America. There is only one small
portion of chromine, which is the best iron in the world for nickel mine in the United States, and that is owned
making steel, and only one iron can compare with it in this by a single individusl down in Philadelphia. We bave
respect, that is, the Swedish iron. We bave the coal lying abundance of nickel in the north, and there is no
side by side with the iron. We have the limestone in the attempt to develop it. It is selling on the United States
same neighborhood which is put with the iron and coal for market for $1.3d a pound, and competent men say that
the purpose of smelting the iron with greater facility ; yet it can be put on the market for 30 cents a pound, yet
how is it that our industries are languishing while those on we have no investors in our country to work our rich
the other side of the line are prospering ? nickel mines. From the extraordinary and valuable nickel

An hon. MEMBER The National Policy. we have to the north of us we have sufficient to make
all the implements of war required by the States and

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The National Policy. England; but this great storehouse of wealth lies idle,
Come with me to the iron mines south of Lake Superior basause, according to the restrictive policy of the United
and you will see that they have no coal or flux there, and States, we have to pay 10 cents a pound on every pound
that they have to take the iron ore 1,000 miles down to which is sent to the American Union, and which is a pro-
Pittsburg to the coal in the Ohio Valley, still they can put hibitory tariff. Thon there is another great industry to
that iron on the market and more than compete with us, which I will refer for a short time -our fisbing industry.
notwitbetanding our facilities. We bave a[[ the commercial We have wealth in the sea of an extraordinary and
facilities to take our iron into the foreign markets. The almost illimitible character, and we should seek to bring
railroads are passing the mountains of iron in the eastern that wealth out by giving to the fishermen an open
section of the country, and we have boats and ships lying market in whiQh to sell the products of their toil, and
within sight of those mines. E,7ery facility and advantage by which they can realise a larger return for their labor than
lie at our doors ; yet our mming industries lie dormant, they have done in the past. If we had tbis open market
while those not haif so well circumstanced in the United more wealth and more competonce would come to the poor
S:ates a-e prospering? I cannot understand it in any way, fishermen than they have under the present restrictive
noither have I heard arguments that would prove it on any policy. They could go to the United States market and
other grounds than this: that our market is so limited that sell their fish and buy those articles which they and
it does not pay for the investment of those large sume their families required at home, and bring them back far
required to operate the iron industry. We cannot get into more cheaply than by going to the Amorican market as
the American market with our pig iron without paying now selling under a protective duty, coming home with
$6.72 per ton, which is a prohibitory duty. Look at the money, and going west to Montreal or some other city
copper industries of the country. I may say again that we and buying what they require for their families,
have the best and richest mines of copper on the continent Such a policy increases the expenses both to themselves
of America. We have a larger proportion of copper to and to their families. I want to draw the attention of
the ore than they have in auy other place on the continent. the House to our geographical difficulties. Hon. members
We have it mrwe conveniently situated to the coal opposite say that we have no geographical difficulties of any
mines of Ohio and Pennsylva.nia than they have on consequence in this country to prevent an inter-provincial
the south shore of Lake Superior. Look at the Hecla and trade. Thoy say that those difficulties can be easily over-
Calumet Mine, on the south shore of Lake Superior, and you come by the ingenuity of man in the present inventive
will find that this mine gives a livirg to nearly 10,000 age. There is nothing, they say, to prevent them fram
people and furns out 2, .00 tons a day. Tow, if you ploase, overcoming those difficulties I maintain, Sir, that those
come with me to the mines at Sudbury Junction; where the difficulties can never be overcome to the fuli extent.
Canadian Pacifie Railway touches on the copper district, and Ttey rmay, it is true, be overcome to some extent,-but
not a sound of a hammer is heard. We have mines there the enormous expense required to overcome them eate
with a larger proportion of copper to the ore than the A meri- up the profits of the parties who send their goods
can ore possesses. WilL any gentleman take a note of this aicross them. Those difficulties will always hold. Take the
and explain the reason why our ore, being richer in Province of British Columbia- and there are a number of
copper than theirs, and we having botter facilities than British Columbians hore supporters of the Government,
they, how is it that they are mining 2,r00 tons a day while but if they are supporters of the Government they are not
our mines are standing idle ? The reason is because we supporters of the interests of that great Province-that
have no market in Canada for the copper manufactured in Province contains I suppose more natural wealth than any
our country. When we send copper ore into the United Province of its size in the Dominion of Canada. What is
States we have to pay two and a halt cents per pound on this great wealth comprised of? British Columbia bas rich
the copper in the ore, and for the copper itself three cents fisheries; it has immense limits of timber and has rich
per pound which is almost a prohibitory duty. The result of mines of iron and coal. I would ask those bon. gentlemen
this is that the industry lies languishing and not a sound of a from that fair Province with the finest climate in Canada,
hammer or a pick is to be heard, while the busy hum of in- where do they purpose, in the future, to send the produets
dustry is found in the mines of the United States. le it the of their forests, the products of their mines, the products of
lake between the two countries that makes the difforence ? their seas ? Will they send the products of those great
Is it because the Canadian people are not as smart as the natural resources across the mountain i over these topogra-
Americans, or is it because we have not the same ambition phical difficulties to the North-West Territories and Mani-
or enterprise that they have ? One Canadian is equal to an to ba ?
American, at any time, perhaps better, but the reason of this
sad state of affairs is because we have not the facilities of An hon. MEMBER. Yes.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).
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Mir. MACDONALD (Hurou). Very well, we will sec. somothing about their owu far west country, for it is evi-
That man says "yes." I will bear that in mind for a few dent that I knew a great deat more about the trade of that
moments and deal with it when I come to it. We find that country than they do. I believe, Sir, if they knew a littie
out of an export trade of $3,000,000 in British Columbia more than they do about the interests cf British Columbia,
over $2,250,000 goes te the United States. The exporta- they would not support the present policy of the Govuru.
tion of their coal, which is the best coal on the continent of ment. I betieve it would bo welt for ther te duvetheir
America, not even excepting that of Nova Scotia, must have energies and thuir luisure hours tobtaining seme informa-
a market somewhere. Will it corne across the mountains tien, so that they wiit bu at lunst prupared to diseuse intel-
into the North-West Territories ? Have they not coal in the iigently tho interests and the trade relations cf the littie
North-West Territories to supply that country and to spare? Province freinwhich they cerne; ad when an eastern
Have they not coalu at Banff? Have they not coal on the man who bas neyer seon tht eunny cime beyond the
Saskatcheawan ? Have they not coal on the Souris? Have Rooky Mountains, speaks of their trade relations, they
they not limittess quantities of coal in various parts of the sbould net interfère with hlm whon ho teile theinwhat
North-West country ? And then, to think that British Col- tbey don't know about their ewn Province.
umbia will send its coal hundreds of miles across the conti- I being six 'clock, the Speaker loft the Chair.
nent-it is an absurdity. Will they send their fish across the
Rocky Mountains to the North-West Territories ? The people
of the North-West have in that country all the fish they
want. Great Bear Lake, Slave Lake, Lake Winnipeg, Lake Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). When you loft the Chair,
Winnipegosis, the Lake of the Woods and Hudson's Bay are Sir, ut six o'clock, I was sp2aking of the resourous of the
teeming with fish which they can more easily obtain than groat Province cf British Columbia. I had spokon of the vast
the fiîh of British Columbia. XiII the B, itish Columbians tronsures of watth to bc found in its tumbar districts; I
sen)d their iron across the mountains te the North-Wet Ter. had spoken of the vast storwhouses of weatth that are found
ritories? They cannot. Will they send thuir timber? in the waters surrounding that Province; I had spoknof

Somehon. MEMcBERS. Yes. the immense qudntity cf minerais that wre ound in ite
soit; and 1 had begun to speak cf its truasurus cf coni.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Nom; they cannot send Britih Columbia possesses, as I have said, thtBbest coal
their tituber; they 3annot send their ceai ; they cannot on the continent of' Arnerica, not evon exccpting the g ccd
send thuir fish with profit ever these topogpraphictl diffi- ceya of the Maritime Provinces. The United Sate War
ouies, aven if Manitoba and the Nort.Wes t constituted aDepartment, a few years go, mde a test e th edifforent
market for these produets, which they do net. cens found on the Pacifie stope. They found that 1,800

An hon. ME'tBER. They do it now. iob sof Vancouvr eIlan beal producod a certain pressure

Mr. CBISHOLM. WiIl the bon. gentleman allow me Iocfgsteam; nd that e procure a sireilar pressure, i ttok

Prov0ince fo whlifor they ,0 obe and whegon c, eaen

expaain that, as far as the fish buwiness in BritiCoumbiar a se o nd
R c2,400 ib.f Washingt n Territory cei. That test etabished

bavoneren eng1 aen tht buwsine.I wishbot tat t rIbeyond dirspute the fiiet that British Columbia cou will 0cm-haedontsuton ae cf buies. tethUit Shotate tsand nthe mirketsfer the southor nterritories, mnd that the
weilo sema ie Cnadaand ofiso t utraUibtdtutprinipaduty of 75 cents impoed on i, under the National Poiiy,
partcfor h g dee as te Egand W epeta, bout e orincipal Mr M D ADxact(y tbeHsrn Wethatnmuetb y paid by thoe Cwho
000aort offish foer thet cfic we findtaoutark,00t'.r arc devclopng theI ca mine in that Province te enter
00g0nworh r it fornuhesdrt f cwettiendamtgePtinice UnitedoStatfs markts. Olt f an output ket year ofcfthe ishnofBriti SCoumih il uth Bitisonth Columbas ru326,000 tons, 27,0 tons went te themarkdtricfthe
sevther UidastahisanteteonothesT a spenoState a snotes tha o294000 duty was paid
Ritori? hytsenather srproducer te plice that cai upon thu

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, Itdesirhitemakn q t cor- Aiyerioan mfmkes. Were it noer thaerty that $20t,000
rection. would have gene into the peakets of the ceas minerso cf

Sm Mhon.MEMLBERS. Order. British Columbia, It is Ividunt that if you have an article

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman i8 ont of order. which is su perler te a similar article possscdJ by your
nighbeors, th freer yercan get thatint ecompetition with

Mr. MAC DONALiD (Huron). tkow some gentlemen thirs tho botter it wil Pb for yn. If this dty on ceai
are never in thu habitob fteling the truth themeelves, and were rem ved, the consequenc would be that the vast cea
they form the opinion tbat others do net. I think the on, ragions f oritish Columbia woud bu developd te a
memb r for North Perth (Mr. Heso) is cf that character, mucl greater extent, thuo giving empcyment t a mucr
jdging from bis unmannrly interruptions, aliwe al larger numb n f bande, ndcauses greter invetment of
mo.th g.nerally. capital. A itfrmwith coal, s bi s j withiron; there ara

Mr. ESSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish tb riseh tolpint very large quatitiosf the very bet irn tes ebfound

cf crer. The Iho gentleman shold take that back. in British Columbia, within 20 miles cf thoa rich
coat mines, with the strearncf the Bay f Georgia

Some on. MEMBERS. Order, Ordr. intervening between the two, p that they are
Mr. MACDONALD (ug uron). If I nderxtood tho hon, armet in juxtposten with eah other, and, thrfre, the

memb r frm Brittsh Columbin, ho told the fouse tat western Provinces cf our Dominion, lu a few years, woutd
they did net expert any foshfte the United State.wYep supply the great western coastspcf the United Statue, down
wii finth on page 736 cf the Trade and Navigation Rturn en far as Mexico, widh that particular mineral which is e
for 1887, under the h.adG f fisheries, the following state- iargely rquired in those mrkets, nd is net posseed by
ment: oxport te the nited Statweoufdfish frein ritish thu Statas te the sonth in the saine abundance and wit
Columbia in 1887, $186,774 worth. the saine facitities for iLs manufactura. Luaving British

Mr. CHISHOLM. Will y Oalow m te explain? Clumbia wts coma te the great North-W ast Territries and
Manitoba, and tha question arises, what are the great

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is out of order. natural rasources of trat cnntry? Tno owht elements o f
Hae will have te wait forhis trn te rply. natural wealt is the onergy and bthethkillaf the peopleaof

thr.m CDOinAL. (Huron). [woutd have thought that that country te appliedri o as tlbdevulop its varlons in-
h. membeor for Britih Colsmbia would have understood tere t eand encourage thus emigration which w alse much
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desire ? The natural elements of strength in that country are caught in our North-West Territories and Manitoba,
are the following: cattle raising, farming, mining, and and the same remark applies to the other States lying
fishing. I would ask the hon, gentlemen who are in favor adjacent to that territory. And in this way a policy
of a restrictive policy, if they will be kind enough to point of reciprocity, or a policy of free trade is applicable
ont the markets in which the products of those industries to every one of these national sources of wealth which
can be sold to esuch advantage as they can be in the markets are possessed by that country. Then, again, there is a
immediately to the south. If our eoal mines of the North- long stretch of rough country between Manitoba and
West Territories are developed, they will certainly require Ontario which will continue to be rough for all time to
markets in which the products can be sold; and unless come. Notwithstanding the efforts which have been
they are developed the employment in developing them made to overcome these topographical and geographical
that would be given to the people, will be so much lost difficulties, and they have been successful to a certain
to that country, and the mines might as well have no extent, these difficulties will always continue to exist,
existence there. But we are looking forward to the time, and that adds to the charges made by the railway
which i hope is not far distant, when the people of that every time a train goes over that section; and the exiEt-
country will get an open market in the United States, ence of that long section of rough country, which will
which they do not poseess tc-day, and which is to them prevent to a great extent the inter-provincial trade which
an absolute necessity. The States of Michigan, Dakota would otherwise take place, is another reason why a south-
and Montana, do not posseu coal. Is it not reasonable to orn outlet should be given to that country. If we come to
say that theraeis a good outlet to those places which Provi- Ontario and Quebec, we know that our relationohip to the
dence has not blessed with this natural wealth ? le it pos. American Union is far more intimate than our relationship
sible that the coal mines at Banff, Saskatchewan, and on to any other portion of the world, and, if that country
the Souris, are forever to be restricted to supplying the gives us a market, as it does, for a large portion of
home market. They cover an area of several hundred our export, it is evident to every thinking man
square miles, and only wait for their development by that that is our proper and natural market. da order
the exercise of the intelligence and perseverance eof the to show how large a market Ontario finds in that country,
people of this country, and be sent south to the neigh- I may staite that the total exports of Ontario last year
boring States. Again our North-West is destined to pro wore $28,218,471, and that Octario exported to Britain
duce a large num ber of cattle. Its rich pasturage is 5,157,273 worth, and to the American markets $23,061,198.
specially adapted for that purpose, but unlers a market That fact, which is taken from the Trade and Navi.
je farnished to the south of the lino, these caitli wji gation Returns, which i presume are correct, proves to a
have to be sent over long distances to the ess:ern coast demonstration that the southern market, at least to
and thence to the markets of thec ld world, tho long dis- Ontario, is the great market where the produce of that
tance and heavy freights cutting away a large portion of the Province is sold, and, therefore, that the more freely we can
profits that ought to go into the hands of the producer. It get into that market, the more facilities that we can give
may, however, be urged with some plausibility-although in that direction, the greater will be the advantage to those
that bas no effect on ibe matter- that there is no market who export te that country, and the more prosperons will
for those cattle in the country to the south. But you know, the people be made as compared with the present condition.
Sir, that if we allow those cattle of high grades of breed to In the Maritime Provinces yen fini the same condition of
pass through and go into competition with the cattle in the things, that the United States is the market for that part
American States, they wili find a market there, and the of the country. The total exports of Prince Edward
American cattle will have to pass through to ie shipped to Island last year were $1,266,577. Of that, Prince Edward
foreign countries. We have, in the northern part of this Island exported te Great Britain 8384,700, but te the
continent, the best cattle, in all particulars. We have United States, her natural market, notwithstanding the
cattle far superior to cattle in the Indian Territory and high restrictive tariff imposed on ail articles crossing the
the Territories further south, and entering into compe. lino, she exportel $667,580 worth, or $2823,880 worth more
tition with the American cattie in the markets of Chicago to the Anerican than to the British market. That also
and St. Louis and the other markets, the consequence proves to a demonstration that, as far as Prince Edward
will be that the Americans will pick out from the eastern lsland is concerned, the Lnited States is ber natural
bound trade the cattle moet suitable te their own wants, market. Then again, Nova Scotia exported last year
and will allow the others to pass through, so that our hords $8,370,82. worth all told. She exported to Great Britain
will find a market there to the exclusion of tho Ainorican $2,478.128, and to the American maikot 83,733,930, or
cattle. Again, the cereals grown in Manitoba and the S355,862 more to the United States than she did to the
North-West are said to be ahead of any grown elsewhere ; English market. Dies not this also prove to a demonstra-
and it is a cause of a great deal of discontent in th0 t Liou that the United States is the largest and best market
country now, that the farmers have not a market for for the eastern Provinces. New Brunswick exported last
their cereals in the country to the south. it is expensive year a total of $1,787,798 worth. To the English market
for then to send their cereals to the eastern markets on she exported *2,403,37u worth of timber, much more than
account of the distance and of the high rates charged on she sold to the Americans, but outside of the timber, her
the Canadian Pacific Railway which eat up all the profit, so whole trade with England ouly amounted te $t)00,000-that
that there is no encouragement to the farmers thore to put is, all the natural prodnets of that country, consisting of
forth the energies and the abilities they possess. The con. hay, potatoes, oats and many other things of that kind-
soquence is that a great many of them arc reting on their while that Province exported of those articles of produce to
oars, and their productive energy bas been, to a large ex- the United States $1,200,000 worth, or six times as much
tent, thwarted by the restrictive policy of this Governmont. as she exported to Great Britain. That clearly proves that
Another large and natural source of wealth of that country that is her natural market. As the Hon. Joseph Howe
is its fish. That fish, which is caught in the various rivera said at one time, when ho was asked to come into Confedor.
and lakes that abound so -extensively in the North-WeEt ation: No; if we do, we will lose our markets to the south of
Territories and Manitoba, would be sent direcLly south to the us; and,-standing and pointing with his finger, as it may
people in the American States, who do not possess these be supposed, over the Bay of Fandy to the New
natural advantages to the extent they do, were il not for England States, ho said : There i our market for our
the National Policy. It is well known that in.Dakota, the| hay, there is our market for oar potatoe, there i our
people have not the advantage of having such fine fih as imarket for our ema fruits, ther is our market for

Kr. MACDONALD (Huron). ,



1888 -0OMMONS DEBAPES. 285
nearly everything the Nova geotians produce, -and, if 1 apples are allowed to go in free to the United States ; but
come into Confederation, duties will be imposed and we instead of being consistent, instead of acting a manly part,
will lose the markets which appear to be, as it were, only as the Canadian Government should have done, they have
across the street. That was the statement niade by allowed apples to be charged 40 cents on each barrel thet
that eminent etatesman from Nova Saotia, and, now that the oomes into Canada from the United S'ates. Those coming
question bas been solved by the tementation of the Prov- from the United States are charged the usual duties by
inces, that is the statement that the Nova Scotians will the Canadian Governmont, while those going from Canaia
make to-day. They will say, there is our market, and that into the United States go in fre. 1884, 'e5, 'd and '87
notwithstanding the restrictions which bave been imposed have passed, and the Government that were so patriotiu,
by the National Policy for the last few years. This policy so devoted to the people of this country, whon they
bas not brought prosperity to the people of Nova Scotia, wanted to maintain themtselves in power, have not moved
but it has engendered a feeling of restlessness and a desire a finger to reciprocate w th the Amoricans in removing
to go out of the Union into which that Province was brought the duty imposed on these articles. I challenge con-
by false solicitation several years ego. Now, [ have ahown tradiction on this matter, and if I am right, the Cana-
you that this system of policy, which we on ibis side of the dian Government should removo these duties and place
Rouse put forth as the best policy, is applicable to every these articles in tho samIe position as they pronised te do
industry in the country and to the condition of every when they mude that offer. Thore is anot.her reason why I
Province. I have pointed ont how it will benefit the far- believo the United States arc propared. In 186 thero was
mers, who are three out of every five of the inhabitants of a resoluLion passed in the United States Congress and it re-
Canada. I have pointed out how it will benefit the lum- coived two readings. That res lutionî bore particularly
berers by giving them a fre mîarket to the south. I have upon this question, and was considerod sufficieuntly impor-
pointed out bow it will bonefit tbo mining interests of the tant to attract tho attention of th Engish ambassador at
country by providing also a larger market for their pro- Washington. The ambassador, Sir Lionel West, got a
ducts. I have shown aiso how it will benefit the fishermen copy ot that resolution ard sont it to theo Canadian Govern.
by giving them the market which they want for their fish. ment for their eonsideratiori. Tnat resolution found its way
I have shown how it would benefit Briti'-h Columbia on te the English Gover rnent, and, notwithstanding ail that,
account ofb er geographical relationships with the there was no attempt mado to open up negotiations. This
neighboring States. I have also shown how it would resolution received its two readings, and was roferred te the
advance the interests of Manitoba and the North-West Committee on Foreign Affairs But some one will Rav:
Territories in aiding the development of their natural Wel, it was killed there. (irtâinly il was kilied there. Do
resources. I have shown that it is the market you snmîoso tue Uoited Statcs :îro LO tarry th-ough
for Ontario and Quebec I have, therefGre, proved that a Bi , and corne te the Canadian Government and say
this is a principLi ieh is appleabo, nrt as the National Wo sue for îecip:oca1 h-ado? No, thoy wait for the Cana-
Policy is te one panic r industry, but is applicable te all dians te take thetirst shep, aud il is right that they should,
the groat industries of this country, and applicable, not because we are the weaker and the omallor nation, and we
only to the great industries of this country, but to the par- are the nation that will receive the greater advantage fron
ticular interests of each Province forming part of this a treaty of that kind. This resolution las net linn reforrad
Dominion, and, therefore, I think that efforts should bcote bofore as indicatig the willingne88 ef the United Stats
made by this Government to bring this matter before the to nogotiate in ihis matter. (Xithe 5th January, 188,
United States Government in such a way that we may Ibis j >it ie8olution was road twico and referred te the
know the terms and conditions on which they will enter Committeo on Fercign Affairs:
into reciprocal trade if they will. The resolution which IlRs3îved by the Snate and Houae cf R8rrfentvdives cf Urultrd
is before the Ilouso doues not commit us to any particular States of Âmurica, in Conzrea ptssc bIei, tius t or;gre>s vuuid
line of action, and does not commit us to accept aiy Con- look wih favor ad approyal tpon uny action tken by the exeutive,
ditions the United States may seek to impose apon us, but dependent upen the Governmert, tenIing 10 a rcnrwal of aegotiationu
it simply expresses the view that we think it would ho in "th the Britih Possession& in North America, by compact or treaty,simply aving in view the reciprocal interesta of butb nations
the interests of the country to have reciprocal trade, aud
that it would be expedient that the Government should That was never taken notice ef farther than te placa it in
take stops to ascertain if the Americans are prepared te the rubliecorrespendence that took place betwsou the two
enter into reciprocal trade with us. Io there unything Governinonts. In the fhhry coi-r(spondonco wo find that
more roasonable? and still it is objucted to. It may be said, resolution placed beforo the tanadian publie, butrota
and it will be said, in the couatry, that the United States single rovo was made, ne power was giron le tho piani-
will not accept of reiiprocal f roc trade, that they bave been potentiaries te negotiate a îroaty 0f that kind. Thon, we
approached on that subject several Limes, and bave shown are led ta believo that tbc Amnrians are prepared eause
that they wiil not accept of it. I have five or six not very long ige the Prosident, lu bis mesage to Gongre,
reasons te give why I believe that the United States stated that ho bulieved il would bu te the advantagof bath
are more willing now to enter into this arrangement nations and contribute te piomote a feeling of lriondship
than they ever were before. The first reason is on. betwoon them, if reoiprocai trado was entered labo. Thon,
which will show the consistency ot the Amorican Govern- again, thc National Board et Trade unimously passed a
ment and the inconDsisteney of the Canadian Government. resolution, not very long azo, in tbccty of WaAhington, in
Yon wdl remember that, in 1879, there was an offer placed fàvor of roiprocat trade with the Dominion of Canada.
upon the Statutc-book, an offer to the United States that, Thesa l'atshow te the country et large tbat the
if they permitted certain articles te go in free, or at a less United Stateo, almost with open arme, are inviting
duty than was thon charged, the Canadian Government us te appoint a commission and send it down te
would allow similar articles to cone in free or at a less adjuies-te uponthe wbole question of commercial rela-
duty than the rate of tariff. The United States in 1883, tiens betwen the twe countries, and unite upon a
in an Act passed in the 45th Congres@, in the 2nd Session reasenabte and equitable arrangement wbich would b.
of that Congres, bat chapter 121, placed upon the froc list a advantageous te the people et botheountrios, end contribato
aamber of the very articles contained in the soiednle -of lrgely te the prosperity of Canada. Now, ibissid by hon.
or Act of 1879, and up to the present day the Cadian members opposite that t National Policy foers t
Govenment has not riroatd. Thy placd fruitrioit outry.Th aremy

Iftoushras, TOU ld UfSa ti Ira lBillooand foeto the anadian Goernmtand s~.a
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favorable to reciprocal trade with the United States. John
Campbell, of London, a large manufacturer of waggons and
carriages, says so. Mr. Waterous, of Brantford, a large manu-
facturer of steam engines, says ho is prepared for reciprocal
trade, and is able to compote with the Americans on equal
terms. Then again, Mr. Raymond, manufacturer of sewing
machines, says so, and this is one of the industries that it
was promised would be fostered by the National Policy.
Mr. Raymond says: " I am prepared, yes, I am more than
prepared to meet them in open market. I can sell equally
as cheap, and I can sell a great many more, because the
markets are large." And so I might go on from one to the
other. Now, I come to an interest that is specially iden-
tified with my county, I mean the sait interest. That
interest in my county, is the largest sait interest in the
Dominion of Canada. Its exportation reaches within a few
barrels of the entire salt exportation from Canada. Now, Sir,
the National Policy has been the cause of almost entirely
crushing out that interest. I know that those who are at the
head of it in our county, who have been strong Con-
servatives, and have supported the party in power in ail
political meetings, and in every election that has taken
place, say now that the National Policy has been the cause
of the depreciation of the value of their property. In 1875
the price of sait in this county was from 86 to 95 cents
per barrel ; in 1887 the price was 50 cents per barrel.
The Syracuse sait producers, on the American side, tried
the orushing out process for some time, and sent sait into
Canada and charged a certain price, and the price was the
smaller the further away it was from the seat of produc-
tion. The result was that our sait men competed in the
United States with their sait men, and sold a large number
of barrels, bushels and sacks of salt. But a ftw years ago
salt depreciated in value over there, and now the restriction
placed upon salt is such that it is impassible for our salt
interest to send one bushel there. Twelve cents a hundred
is charged upon salt going into the United States in sacks,
and 8 cents is charged upon every 100 pounds that is sent
in bulk, and the result is equal to a prohibitory duty, and
our producers are blocked out of the United States market
altogether. Now, lot me show what the policy of this
Government is doing for the salt industries. No less than
two hundred and eight million pounds of sa t, free of duty,
were brought last year from England. It was brought
acrose the ocean almost for nothing. It has been sent west
as far as the city of Montreal, and distributed through the
eastern part of the coantry, and all the territory that our
sait men have is the Province of Ontario. The consequence
is that the sait wells that a few years ago were in full blast
and paying large sums of money in wages to workingmen.
and paying a profit to those who had invested their money,
have depreciated in value, and a large number have gone
ont of the business, and a number have failed. S> it will
be seen that the free trade policy of the Canadian
Government respecting English sait in the east, and the
American restrictive policy in the weet, has almost de-
stroyed the sait interest in Ontario. Now lot me give this
House and the country the opinion of one of the oldest sait
zuanufa-turers In our county. He is an intelligent man, a
man shrewd in business and one who knows exactly the ins
and outs of the salt industry, and with ail that he is an
intelligent Conservative, a man who supported the party in
power for many years. He has gone upon public platforms
to support the National Policy; and hear now what ho
says in regard to the salt interests under the National Policy.
I speak of Dr. Coleman, of Seaforth, in the South Riding of
Huron. He says:

" The salt industry of Ontario is in a very bsd condition, indeed; in
fact, its condition could not well be much worse. There have been
many withdrawals fromn the business, and some bankruptcies. Most of
our properties would sell at a low price, and some would not be taken
off our hands as a gift. Most of the owaers engaged in the salt industry
worked and fought for the National Policy. Bat for years the National

Mr. MAODOXALD (Huron).

Policy did nothing for us, and when it did attempt to do something it
only gave s legislation without any substantial benefit."

He further says:
"The assessment of salt property in this town was once over $30,000

per annum. To-day it would not be assessed at half that amount."

That is the condition cf the salt interest in the town where
that gentleman is one of the principal sait men. He goes
on to show the other side of the shield. He has shown
what the National Policy did not do, and if it did not foster
his industry it certainly did the opposite. That intelligent
man goes on to say:

" We have several railroad lines. Their rates of carriage are not uni-
form, and they will not interchange rates of mileage. We use a great
deal of iron for pans, tubing, nails, grate bars, shafting, &a. On aIl
these the duty, being very heavy, materially increases ,he cost of pro-
duction. The same is true of belting, rubber and leather. 1 purchased
nails in the eastern States in November last laid down bere in Seaforth
at 7j cents per pound. Similar nails from Oanadian firms cost me
invariably 13J cents per pound."

Now, will hon. gentlemen opposite say that things are
as cheap in Canada, under the National Policy, as in the
United States? Here is one of their own supporters, a
Conservative, and who would probably support hon. gen-
tlemen at this time, and yet he gives them the lie in their
teeth because he is a practical man and understands what
lie says. This is one testimony; but if you go a few miles
further to the west you come to the town of Clinton. We
find there an intelligent man, Mr. John Ransforth, a Con-
servative, who supported the Conservative party with the
intelligence and vim characteristie of the man in every
department of life. Be is prepared to accept reciprocal
free trade because the National Policy has destroyed his
work. He says:

" It will thus be eamily seen that to open the United States market to
Canadian salt makers will not result in the extinction of the Canadian
sait industry. On the contrary, we claim it will have the effect of
developing it to an almost indefinite extent. The reason is obvious.
The present condition of the salt trade is most deplorable. If means
hai been carefully devised to ruin the salt makers and supply C anadians
with English salt, no more effectual way could have been found than
by the National Policy."

Here is Sterry Hant's analysis of salts : Canadian sait, j of
1 per cent. impurity; English sait, 1-69 per cent; Spanish salt,
1-45 per cent; Saginaw, U.S., salt, 2 per cent; Syracuse,
U.S, salt, 1-15 per cent. Of all those salts, the Canadian
is the purest. Supposing Canadian sait producers were at
liberty, under a reciprocity treaty with the United States, to
compote with Michigan sait on one side and Syracuse sait
on the other, they having a purer article would be able to
compote successfully with the American producers. Is it
right and proper for the Canadian Gavernment to prevent
Canadians placing a better article on the American market?
But when we have to pay 12 cents per 100 pounds
in sack and 8 cents per 100 pounds in bulk on all sait
going into the American market it is almost impossible,
even with our superior article, to compote against the
inferior article of the United States. Yet, in the face of
these facts, the hon. gentleman who represents that section of
country, I am sorry to say, considers the interests of other
persons above the interests of the farmers and the sait pro-
ducers. Salt is the principal industry in Goderich, and it
is one of the principal industries in Cinton, which forms
part of the hon. gentleman's constituency, bia constituents
being for the most part farmers, who have admitted on every
side they would be benefited by a free trade policy; and
notwithstanding that fact he rose the other night and made
a long speech, flowery and eloquent no doubt, but we have
often seen a great deal of wind without much rain.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I am very much pleased

that hon. gentlemen opposite saw the wind too the other
night. As I have said, the hon. gentleman did not take the
part of those interest which are the most important in hie
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county. He quoted some figures which ho said I used here
and ho deelared that the farmers of the district were doing
exceedingly well. He said according to my statement of
prices the average products of the farm would reach 8620
in a year. But ho made a little mistake in that, because I
have gone over the calculation and I fcund that instead of
$620 it was $658, call it $660. Let us see if a farmer could
make any money out of that. A farmer owning 100 acres
of land worth $d,000, and I want to call the hon. gentle.
man's attention to these figures becanse ho was a farmer
once himself.

An hon. MEMBER. A very poor one.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Perhaps ho was like a
man I heard of. A stranger was walking along a road and
he saw a man on the fonce. The stranger was astonished
at the poor condition of the farm, and the man on the fonce,
afraid ho would think ho was the owner of the farm, said:
"Sir, I r m not so poor as to be owner of that property."
Perhaps the hon. gentleman would Eay something of that
kind too, if ho were sitting on a fonce and a stranger were
passing his farm. Let me go on with the statement I was
making. I want the hon. gentleman to note my figures to
see. how much the farmer makes out of an output of $60.
The hon. gentleman said I did not mention the sale of
horses, cattle or sheep. If ho was a practical mari ho would
know that if a farmer Eold the prcduce of the lanJ ho could
nnt ford horses, cattle or sheep, because he pioduce iiu.L
be in one form or another, either in hay, straw or ceoreals
or in cattle and horses. Ore man's labor on the farm would
cortainly be worth $250 a year, a team with feed $140,
interest on 86,000 at 4 per cent. $?41, wear and tear of
implements, blackimith's wor k. &c, $50, seed grain for the
farm $30, threshirg and twine $16, taxes on the farm $30.
We will now see how much the farmer will have. not includ-
ing his own work. Those amounts come to $756, and tak-
ing the produce of the farm at an average of suveral years
during a number of which prices were exceedingly high,
wbeat at 99 cents. this would leave a defilit of 890 aftar
paying the necessary expenses and 4 per cent. on his
investment. The hon, geotleman stated that that was a
very fair showing fir the county of Huron. If ho is
satisfied with that showing I am sure that we are not. I
can explain very well why the hon. gentleman took that
position, I can explain why ho did not refer to the sait
interest, because it comes under the Natiotal Policy. I
can tell the reason why he did not refer to the farming
interests of that county; and ho las a reason which
pobably you do not ail know. They are about improving
the harbor of Goderich, and about building a new post office
and a new custom house in Goderich. You do not ail know
that, and some of the hon. members sitting beside him do
not know it either. According to the Estimates we find
that there are figures down there of 818,000 for these
purposes, and I ask you how could the hon. member for
West Huron oppose the genial leader of the Government,
who is about to spend $18,000 in the town of Goderich,
which bas supported the hon. gentleman so well. The
farming and salt industries could not expect seo much from
buman nature, could tbey ? But ho must remember this,
that if ho goes back again to that county, ho will have to
go to the town of Clinton, the town which elected him last
general election. He will find some person there who will
say to the hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Porter) :
"Why, Sir, you made a speech at Ottawa last winter."
"Yes, Sir." 'lBut my interests were never touched by you,
I complained to you that my iLterests were neglec'ed, the
sait interest in which I am egaged was neglected. You
k iow very well I have worked hard for you, and that i
have gone from door to door to colleet supporters for you,
but when you went to Ottawa you forgot ail about me,
bocause you were about to get $18,000 for the town of*

, Goderich." That is the position in which the hon. gentle.
rman for West Huron (Mr. Porter) is placed. But, Sir, I
f will not detain the louse much longer.

Some hon. MEUBERS. Hear, hear.

f Mr. MACDONALD (Huron.) Hon. gentlemen on the
other side sayI" hear, hear." Of course we all know and i

s often felt it myself that when I was getting the worst of it
[ was very anxious that my opponents should oit down, and
I think probably what is human nature on my side would
pi obably bo a good criterion to judge the gentleinen by on
the other aide. But, Sir, I want to say now a word or two
in regard to the annexation and loyalty cries. I tell you,
L r. Speaker, without any boating whatever, that I am as
loyal to the Crown of Brituin as any ruan who sits on the
other side of th llouse. I tell those hon. gentlemen
that I love my Queen ani reiere her namo just as much as
they can. 1 admire that stately Queen who sits with
sueh great dignity upon the Btitish throne and who in-
stead of the British Crown reflecting honor on ber, she
reflects honor on it. I bt lieve, Sir, we are as strongly attached
to the mother country as any people eau be, but at the
same time, although I am strongly attauhed to the country
from which my forefathers came, the country which has
given us our literature, the country to whose history we
can turn with pride, I am more strongly attached to our
own rny native land. I bolieve, Sir, that in this country of
Canada we have the best foirm and system ot government
that is to-day to be found in the world. We have every-
thing that is firm in the monarchial form of govern-
ment, we h-.vc evcerthinag thl:.t is ;ibeatl and progressive
in the republican forn of goverrinment, and we have new
principles added to these by the genius and political wis-
dom of the Canadian people. So that we are bound to say
we possess the best government in the world. As for
our jud:ciary, it is by far the purest that ever existed
among mon ; its purity is not only above impeachment,
but beyond question. When we consider how much
the security of our proporty ard the safety of our lives
dopend on a just and proper administration of the law, the
Canadian people have reason to bo proud of the purity of
the judiciary of Canada. We do not a.k to jnin our fate with
the Americans. Not at all. W uni te with ihem as friendti;
we give what we have to them whon they buy from us, and
we want to buy from them what we need. Therefore this
principle which we advocate does not alienate our affections
from the crown of England. There are a great many posai-
bilities, and I might go on for a long time discussing them.
This question is so wide that one would hardly know where
to stop. We know the great possibilities cf this great
Dominion of ours, and standing here, as we do, and looking
forward through the years Lhat are to come, who can fore.
tell what the energy, the industry, the perseverance and
the skill of the Uanadian people is able to accomplish
in the future. This is a great ibeatre of action, and who,
looking forward through the long vista of the years to
come, can foretell the great aehievements under a wise and
liberal trade policy, the cnergy, the industry, the perse-
verance and skill of the Canadian people are yet to accom-
plish. Long may this count ry, Sir, be a home and a refuge
to thousands of the super abundant numbers which the
genius of Britain and other countries may send forth to
inhabit, fertilise and civilise the unternanted portions of our
vast dominions. Long may Canada bo the Kob-i-noor in the
bright galaxy of gems that adorn the British Crown. Long
may this country be a land of liberty, loyalty and enter-
prise, ever increasing in wealth and population. Long
may ibat happy connection between Great Britain and this
Dominion in the bonds of mutual affection be an unfailing
source of profit and advantage to both, and long may
Canada rejoice in aiding and upholdirg the grandeur, the
might and the intogrity of the British Empire.

1888. 287



COMMONS DEBATES. MARCH 2e,
Er. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman who

ha just. taken his seat ventured te make the remark, when
a certain amount of applause proceeded from the (hfimber,
that ho fancied and always had faneied during bis experi,
ence in public affairs, that when bis opponents were get-
ting the worst of it they desired that he should stop. I
think I may very well say that the Rou-e has had the
worst of it in connection with bis speech, and that the
country has had the worst of it too. lu oponing my
remarks upon this question, let me tell a story, apropos
of the hon. gentleman's speech. A gentleman who was
speaking at a political meeting in Michigan spoke for
some two hours, and after the meeting h said to his uncle:
" I spoke to-nigh t." His uncle said: "I hoard you." "I
spoke for two hours," said the man. "I timod you," said the
uncle. "What did yon think of my speech ?" said the man.
And his uncle replied : "A sensible man woald have said it
in ton minutes, and a very sensible man would not have said
it at all." But, Mr. Speaker, it is very amusing to hear the
hon, gentleman lecture hon. gentlamen in this House on
the amenities of debate, particularly after the experience
we have had in the remarks he made to this House.
Let me give him a bit of advice across the floor of
this House, and that is: "Dloctor cure thyself.." Now,
in the course of the remarks of the hon. gentleman,
he dwelt on a question, and I took down a few of his obser-
vations -n order to prevent mistakes. He drew attention
to the fact that a large amount of canned salmon or pickled
salmon was sont from British Columbia to the United
States, and ho used that as an argument why it would be
best for the people of British Colambia to bavu unrestricted
trade with the United States, in order that they might
gain the advantage. I state here as a merchant, knowing
what I am saying and knowing what I am talking about,
that the canned fish of British Columbia is an article of
commerce which is not to be bought in the United States.
I make that statement deliberately, and I defy contradic-
tion.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Take off the daty.
Mr. BROWN. I do not care; take it off if yon like. I

say the statement made that $186,000 of British Columbia
fish wre exported to the United States and paid duty is
not correct. I challenge any man on that side of the House
to sand up and dispu.e waat I say. They are silent. It
is because they are unable to p-ove the hon. gentleman's
assertion. They make these wild statements and let them
go to the country, and when they are brought to book
twenty minutes afterwards they are unable to substantiate
them. Now, Sir, if all the statements which have been
made by the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat are
as valuable as the one I have just effectually disposed of, thon
I think the country will know how to value his speech. The
honý gentleman las sneered at the National Policy, and has
talked of the poverty of the farmers of Canada. He as
told us that the records of the number of farm rnmortgages
hold against the farmers of Ontario are incorrect, becaer
ho says there are three or four private mortgages against
them to every one that is recorded against them in public
companies. I tell the hon. gentleman that ho cannot stand
up in his own county and say that. I tell him more-if he
goes before hie constituents in East Huron-and I know
that county pretty nearly as well as ho does-and even
winks at annexation, they will send bim where ho ought to
have been sent before, not to the Parliament of Canada to
advoeate annexation-to advocate a policy which in the end
will result in nothing else than the annexation of this
Dominion to the United States, but to the boson of bis
family. I have done with that hon. gentleman for the pre-
sent, simply because I have heavier metal to fight. When
the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
opened this debate, ho threw aeross the floor of the House, in

Mr. MAODONALD (Huron).

a voice of sweet melody, the challenge that if hon. gentle.
men on this side had the courage of their convictions, they
would express those convictions in favor of the resolution
which he proposed to move. Well, I have the courage of my
convictions, and I am here to express what they are; and
I know that in doing so I am backed up not only by the
people who sent me bore, but by the vast majority of the
people of this D>Yminion. Theb hon. gentleman in opening
bis remarks dealt largely with figures. I do not propose
to weary the House to-night with figures, but I am obliged.
to use one table simply to correct a very wrong impression
which bas been conveyed by the speech of that hon. gentie-
man. The hon. member for South Oxford drew as usual a
dolefol picturo of Canada. He bas not done anytbing else
for a great many years; it would be unnatural for him to
do anything else, considering the manner in which he has
spoken of the progress or want of progress in the country.
The hon. gentleman spoke ofour small total trade, and made
a comparison between the years 1873 and 1887, showing a
very small difference, and asked the House to look on this
picture and then on that, and to declare with him that the
country was not progressing, I bope the hon, gentleman
did not intentionally omit the information which I am now
going to give to the House and the country. Did he not
know that in all the world from 1873 to 1887 in every
department of trade, in every article that la grown o
manufactured, there has been a great depreciation of value ?

Mr. MACDONA LD (Huron.) I would like to make an
explanation regarding what I said about the exportation of
fish from British Columbia. I want to read frm the Trade
and Navigation Returns to show that I was perfectly right.
On page 736, under the hoading "Fisheries," will be found
the statement that there was exported to Great Britain
$664,139 worth and to the United Sates $186,774 worth of
fiash from British Columbia.

Mr. BROWN. I am glad, Mr. Speaker, that the hon.
gentleman has got up and held up hie book. I do not
hesitate to say that when I challenged hon. gentlemen op-
posite to contradict my statement, I set a trap for them,
and have caught the hon. gentleman in that trap like a rat.
[ say that those fih were not sent to the United States for
comumption ; they were sent there in transit to, other
eountries. Now, Sir, bore is a book which I will hold
up as high as the ion. gentleman did lis. This is a
volume of the Official Records of the United States
for 1887, containing statistics of the foreign commerce
and navigation of the United States. The people of
the United States have all the salmon they require in their
own rivers, and do not noed to buy any from us, and
they never do buy any unless it may be to supply
some slight shortage, or for a pic-nic or something of
that kind. I find by this book that the imports of salmon,
for consumption into the United States, from British
Columbia for the year 1887, consisted of one package
oof lhe value of $4. Now, theb on. gentleman for South
Oxford drew attention to the fact that the total trade
of this country in 1187 was very little greater than
it was in 1813. We knew very weli that it was not
the same amouint ; anybody could tell that ; but it was the
duty of the hon. gentleman as a statesman to have stated
the quantities produced in the two years. If the prices in
1887 had been the same as they were in 1873, the exports
from tbis country of agricultural articles alone, instoad of
being $18,000,000, would have been $26,000,000. That is
a fair statement of the case to put before the country. The
hon. gentleman, by hie language and manner, conveyed the
idea that Canada was not progressing, that we were not
raising more grain and cattle than we did in former years.
Way, Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite know we are, and they
must know aiso that aIl over the world there is a shrinkage
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in the values of all products, and Canada is not an exception
to the general rule.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And you claim that
for the National Policy.

Mr. BROWN. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies) if I did not misunderstand him, spoke of the provision
in our Custome Act, for reciprocal trade in natural products
with the United States, and in hie usual smiling way he said
that it was a delusion and a snare.

Mr. DAVIES. Iear, hear.
Mr. BROWN. Exactly; that is what they say. I pro-

pose to show it is not a delusion and a snare. The provi-
sion in our Customs Act that we are ready to unite with
the Americans. in an interchange of natural products is so
great a delusion and a snare, that we import from the
United States articles amounting in value to 810,000,000,
upon which the duty amounts to $2,000,000, and the Ameri-
cane receive from ue articles upon which they pay the duties
to the extent of 84,000,000. What an absurdity to seek to
convey to the country the impression that an interchange
of natural products with the United States, which, in the
leading articles, represents a duty on both sides of $6,000,000,
is a delusion and a enare. The following is a schedule of
the various articles:

United States
Imports.

Animals of all kinds........$4,373,999
Hay................ton78,722
Barley................ ....bushels 10,851,W
Fish.....................
Lumber ........... ............... .....
Vegetables............ ....... .......
0al.............. ...............
Peu and bns ... ..............

Total duty.............. ...............

United States
Duty Levied.
$ 874,800

156,510
1,035,184

314,919
1,117,920

193,451
248,706
59,774

$4,146,092
The great burden of all the speeches made by hon. gentle-
men opposite during this debate, delivered in different
strains and moods, is, from first to last: poor Canada going
backwards, and everything indicating that unless hon.
gentlemen opposite attain office this country is no place
for anybody to live in. I have not the least doubt that, at
this moment, the words of these hon. gentlemen are flying
over the telegraph wires, and that the mon who control
American railways, and who have American railway lands
to sell, are using these words on the other side of the
Atlantic to induce people to settle in their country rather
than to take up their abode in such a woe-begone
place as Canada. We have it on the best authority
that not a few of the dupes who have been carried
over to Dakota in the years gone by, through the
glowing pictures given of that country as compared with
ours, are coming back to Canada where they can obtain
botter homes and have botter prospects of success. Not a
few of the dupes who have gone into Dakota, and have been
compelled to burn Dakota grass in their stoves to keep
them from freezing, now regret that they ever placed any
confidence in the statements, baEed, in many instances, on
the doleful utterances of hon. gentlemen opposite. It is
only right, therefore, that on occasions like this men should
come forward and give expression to what they really be.
lieve and what the people behind them believe, and that Le
what I am endeavoring to do to-night. Hon. gentlemen
opposite have spoken of the lack of progress of this country.
Why, there is no country under heaven that has made such
progress in the last forty or fifty years as Canada bas;
there ie no people, indeed, who enjoy greater bleseings and
privileges than do the Canadian people, and if you look
back to history, yon will find a constant and steady pro-
gressive movement has taken place in the advancement of
the people. It is disheartening to hear hon. gentlemen,who
pretend to be Canadian in sentiment, undertaking to convey
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to the people of the world the idea that this country is going
backwards, and is not a place in which men can be
successful. What is the position of the United States
as compared with this country, since 1837? Business here
has increased thirteen times in volume, and property has
increased fourfold in value. Had the United States grown
in the same proportion as we have in the last fifty years,
comparing the ages of both countries, their population to-
day would be 4,000,000 or 5,OJO,000 more than it is. We
have more than kept pace with them. Fifty years ago all
that was known of Canada was about 450,000 square miles;
to-day we have 3,470,000 square miles, Fifty years ago,
we had only 4,000,000 acres of land under cultivation;
to-day we have 30,000,000 under cultivation. Fifty years
ago we had invested in banks only 83,000,000; to-day our
banks hold deposit receipts for $110,000,000. Fifty years
ago, the total circulation, including Governmenit notes,
amounted to 81,750,000 ; to-day it is nearly $50,000,000. In
1837, we had 375 post offices; now we have 7,534 and 52,000
miles of public mail route and travel. To-day we have,
perhaps, the finest system of education on this con-
tinent. The problem of education bas been solved in
this country, as it has been in no country in the
world. Do hon. gentlemen opposite tell the people that
in their speeches ? Do they tell them that this is a place
where an emigrant can have his children well educated ?
Not they. Every section of our country is dotted with
establishments of education and with temples of wor-
ship, and people coming from older countries can here
worship their Maker according to their conscience as freely
as they cau in their own homes. Hon. gentlemen opposite
do not dilate on these advantages. On the contrary; their
whole policy consiste in decrying the country. Before 1878
what did they do? They talk a great deal about the exodus
from Canada, but I challenge them to.night to deny the fact
that during the years before 1878, the first exodus from
Canada of hungry men-starving men-who had to leave
this country to get work and send money baok te feed their
families took place, and it was caused by the maaterly inac-
tivity of hon, gentlemen opposite who were thon in power.
When the distinguished leader of the Government
brought before the country a cure that relieved the land,
instead of hon. gentleman being gratified to see that the
evils from which the country was suffering had been re-
moved, they growled and they grumbled, and they have
done nothing else ever since. They have been snarling at
everything which ias been doue. Notwithttanding that this
policy bas done good to the country, they have proposed this
nostrum and that nostrum, and I feel sometimes that some
of them must despise themoelves for the laek of eincerity
they have shown in offering to the country supposed re-
moies under what they cal[ their policy. Nothing was
ever like a policy in what they submitted. They have been
grasping at every straw and seeking to catch the votes of
the people by side winds. I may be permitted to say that
the people are not so easily gulled. A great deal has been
said of the farmers. I consider the farmer the leat
gullible man in this country, and there is nobody who

nows botter than the farmer, and none botter than the
farmers of that hon. gentleman's county, that the National
Policy has been a grand thing for Canada; and nobody
knows botter than the farmer how to see through the
misty mazes of the hon. gentlemen when they seek by
catch votes to secure the approbation of the country. When
they come forward and move a resolution in support
of temperance, they put it in a shape so that the
best friends of temperanee-and the best friends of tom-
perance in Canada have the honor to ait upon this side of
the House -feel that they have to rebuke the mockery, to
rebuke the hypocrisy, and to vote as one man, though they
are sound and solid on the temperanoe question, against a
resolution whioh, on th face of it, bas the appearance of
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supporting the tempei-anc priciple. Do tho ho. ggntle- doing here ?" "Well said 6h, *downà o our ranbli the
men imagine for a a oment tlit 4he pSae of Osad do grub is not vory good, and I thought I Would change. The
not see throgli-a tling like that? Tly do se t houg' it, pay is not very g od either. Bat when thby cme down to
and they *l1 se ti ough this soheme too. But the hon. flhp-jacks and scenery, it was not very comfortabLê for me."
gentlemen have drie nothing for years but parade this After a time another man came aloug, and he was asked
sort of thing before the country. They are alwayà telling what was the màtter, th4t ail thé.rihe Boys1e3-e oiing
the people of t ie at blessings thy will enjoy, the great dlong; asd, gay# ho: "It 5a0 a ll v r * l o hein *e had
progress they wil have, that ever ig will be turned flap-jatke and scenery, but, **du they étopped the fap-
couleur de rose, tb we lere in Cano4a will be able to ma] e je.cks and left nothihg but the scenery, by JerusàIeI,
a living withiout labo, as it were ;Q al tlät is necessarg to do I had to get, and I have got, and hér I am." Befbre
is to conei into this commercial unioe, or uprestrjted reci- 1878 there was no work to do hore, and mon had to
rocity, and they will get 2 à pair for broilers. Thi tbing- go away to get employment in order to Bond money

that theyhave been átter|pting: tq make the people of 'back to foed their fàtnilies. .It is well knbwn tilat, in the
Canada blieve it would be good for them to adot, re- large cities of Montreal, Kibgston, Toronto, IHtamilton and
minds me of the story which was put into rhymet hdý elsewhere, there were mon who wei»e not only unable to
which did us good service in the last election: feed their familieg, but .*ere utiable to educate their child-

aren, ind had to také them from school; Nowthings are
Toka rdeac tecfa lfer angëd, and yet hon, gentlemen dec this plicydtta

Who returned fromn the ride tiey think they are right in their vibwà or that they think
With th lady insidef htho country is sufering from this policy, but simply becauseAnd% antile on the foe of the tiger. it is anotiher of the straws they are graaping at, and they

If this scheme were carried out, the Americans would be hope they may catch some favoring wind and gbt back to
the tiger, and we would be inside. The hon. gentlemen this side of the Houge. But it is not very likely that they
opposite, one and all, in the course of their observations, wili com back to this side of the House for a lbng time,
have had a sly dab at the National Policy. They have unless they mend their manners toward the people. Those
been all the tinie saying that the public, that the farmers, hon. gentlemen seem to think that it is time there should be
that the long-suffering conmunity, would be relieved from a change i'n this gloriona Confederation of ours, and that we
the burdens of the dreadful taxation which the National should seek with the United States a reciprooal alliance,
Pôlicy has imposed upon tliem. They know perfectly well which no one in the world can look at for five minutes
that, since the introduction of that measure, the farming without being satisfied that it is the entering wedge to
cominunity of Canada have been able to get larger prices annexation. I will read Mr. itt's resolution that was
for their goods, because of the increased centres of labor. introduced into Congress at Washington:
Speaking for the manufacturing city from which 1 core- "The Rouie Committee on Foreign Relations unanimously voted to-
and in speaking of that I speak of the whole country-I day tb report favorably Mr. Hitt's resointion to promote commercial
know perfectly well that, before 1878, when ail the inter. union with Canada. It provides that whenever Canada declares a
esta wer sufferîing, the farmers in our neighborhood woe desire to estbàlish a commertial union having a unifbrm revenue system

by which internal taxes will be collected and like import duties upon
suffering, as they had no market ; but, since thon, when artioles from other nations, witi no duties between the United States
these factories have ben busy, and we have had our own and Canada, the President shal appoint three coinmik lioners to meet
Market to ourselves, and we have had mouths to feed, the asimilar commIs-ion from Canada and prepare a'pIn for themaiiiia-

. tion of import duties and revenue taxes of the two countrieus snd an
farmers, in the neighborhood have gt good prices for their equitable division of the receipts in commercial union."
atüft. Corplainte have been made of the sanall imports I will venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that should such a
into this couittry during the last fow years, Why, that ia measure as this pas, in six monthe afterwards we
one of the blessings whibh has come froni the National would not know whether we were Americans or Canadians;
Policy, We Wantto import less manufacturçs and to make we wold rather be inclined, even in that short period, to
more here. If our impört aro so many million dollars lèse say : Woi, we are becoming Amerioanised pretty quickly.
than they were, that difference goes into the pocketè of,
the workingmeîi of Canada for the labôr expendd ou.
that. The hli. geitieen, ever sinbe- the National Mr.. BROWN. Well, I an a British sabjet, and I hope
Polioy has beenintroduced, have attacked the polioy in that I will always contihue to be so. NöW, hon. gentie-
the vilest mannor. Thy have notonIg attacked thepoliy, rmen opposite have madè degre1iation of thi oðuntry the
but they have attiked the honored leàder of the Gofër- burdei of their song, and in ail thei. spieëòhes they have
ment, who guidbà the de«tinieé of thia .ouitry, aM the Mi prepared the way for iearibg froin this sid.e f thé Rouse of
who first iiangurlted tie Nätional Policy. Thöy have our devotion to our connoetig4, witl Great Bfltgin.
attacked him a~s Wel1 as. tue polie, but in hioc41 i tTey have sneered at sentimert Whttliey cáll sentiment,
character lias been ahield against tIeir. càluimny, d the. e n this sid of the Blouse chl loyalty. The ion. niih-
suocess of the p eici i iW' best vindiéation agaiiist ber for Huron (i'r. McMillan) who spoke the otier night,
all thie attaöké whidh tios lion gerntleniën 'ay mike. declaréd that there was a r'-h iri his do ity-I thiik ho
Vitli the coùntig pröpeling, the eopie lap2 y, and' r'o saîd that h i*aa one of a grbat *a-who was verily Of

complaining in our sroe.s, wlhat more do e want ? We opiiion *tat unless we could get reciproia l trade with the
oannot have c.htihtiida prooperity. t'ere will e istaides United States we* should have to got annexatibn, that
of 4epreuion iii busigfsa, thre will b'e lull ln tradd, the e w. must ask to hae taken into thé Unitéd Stateè. 7éry
will be chaDgas ui tli O e rl run f bâiiûesé, but tht *111 well, I duild say to thé bon. member fi»- HÉ n, ptt
hagpen uridle y ciratimätrifteés. But'let us rikimber thii that fkr*ied of his on thie list, and if' hg9 las tiuclidiiatiîn'of
day.s bofoje 1 8, whhi tiese siilermeni wer· prepariMg that eort himsoe lt him stik hirsèelf on the list. lfItbpr
théi. euodus, *heri, b>y their policy, be their materly inac- will ho miased by the people of Canada in connoction with
tivityt and b' their rfusil to db ahthiig to relieve the this great questioi. I tell yon, Sir, that *hen *6 lse
oqntry froM tie stat into whiôh it had comle, people weire saétimrent ln thin country, we lse the gi-andeèt thitig we
obihged to go a#ày. That remi'ds uie of the incident of the have got in it. When bon. gentlenen corne forward here
rahelie man iii tho Notti-West, 'whô came fi-m a rariche in and try to mystify the House With figures, *hen they sncer
the Ûnited Site. Évoi•ytii WÀ rOt couleur de rose thei-. at sentiment, which we call devotou to our country as
Ue carde to a lue ne1w t#i lood àsorvë. Sràe of the 'm nt the almighty dollar, I sa thöt-e are Mon ih this
fellows 3kn iin, sud sid: "eoJatk, what rb öyu iuouse, utry, th'odsiuidh afdh tBasEds
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of them, that will p er talergte apy goh çqmputat4on Mr. DAVIZS (P.E.I.) .Il te irqu nd steel they re-
of the question at a. Sentiint, Sir, has made 4his co- quire ?
try as great as it is; sentiment bas made the country fromn Mr. BROWN. They eau, if 4bey do not do it.
which we spru-g, great; gentiment, which you choose to
sneer at, crowate the h t of Alm; the sentiment that Some hon. MEBERS. Oh h
wa taught at atou and Rugby, that was instilled into the Mr. BROWN. The hon. gentleman may laugh, bat I
boys there, won Watprloo; gentiment that you choose to sneer tell him they can.
at, was wat nadoethe volunteers of Canada jumpat the call Ur. DAVIES (P..I.) Why do they not ?of duty, and take that journey, at an inclement season of the
year, to maintain the msjesty of the law. Sneer at senti- Mr. BROWN. Every4hing is not done in a miute. I
ment if you will. I tell you, Sir, that there is a band want to tell the hon. gentleman that he is in just a littlO too
of mon in Canada who will never surrender that sentiment, great a hurry, when he expects the *hole iron industry of
which is ore of the proudeet and grandest tbin,gs that Canada to ho developed into full bloom when it bas only
belQng to us. I noticedin the speeches of hon. get1glemen, Iad peoper protOu Jor «o year.
opposite, in this debat, the great care they took to sail Mr. KIRK. Nine or ten years.
close by the wiDd, eo that we mnight not exaotly oatMb their
meaning, and so be able to pin them down; they triQd to Mr. BRWN. Why, the policy, the only pusotical p.-
manifest i n i, 4 e s i rence i licy that was ever pvt çn the St4tute-book bere to deve-
Canada, under whioh flag we sail; there is only one desire .lop the nron aairy wa th of l.asSøsscin, whiAh wsp t
on the part of the people of Canade, exoept a miser- 'top "one of the National Polioy. Giv. time >d you will
able minority, ad t4at is a desire to continue to sail see the results. Hon. gttlen o> pite wilt rem n4br
and to live under the stainless flag of which we t, .aeu .the Act was passd, the o romi 1n its gene-
are so proud, the flag of our ancestors. And I tel! rosiy and in its faiees to tii imper4ee of th onutwy
you that whenever there is any attempt on the part of gave two months to admit the whole of the iron that
the public mon in this country to haul down that fiag and Aas being brought fromn ths o1th aide ,or AlpI hp
to replace it with another, 50,000 to one will be there to brought out. That resulted lu en ie qn
run it up again, and unfurl it mant high once more to mark of iron being brought here. That obeoked the ope-
their devotion to their country. Hon. gentlemen opposite iiaion of he iron wor4s af the oquntry, a.nd tp notps
always wind up their speeches by expressing devoted loy- extent, probably, that s4hereasonwhy.Br k act kep 4
ah y to their country, yet at the same time the burden of movement to ereot more furnace. But that stook of is-
theýr speechee throughout bas been that they will gtadly porod rrp is abopt used up nuw. As hop. genttemenou
go do any arrangement of a commercial =haracter with to ben formed of the situation of the l4«r, I bvo an
the United States that will, as they must know, resuit in a oare to fortify myseI with lettera fom many of the large
political connection. No mnu living wishes to live in a ny iap-tr pe in th.e iontry, end I wtlt read tery uati pur-
greater feeling of âmity with the United States than I do. tigos from hemo nd with t e pnon of the I oe And
They are a great people. The true American is as âme a wih the dsie to shorten 4&e d. , I will hiabd thom to
man as you will nd on the earth, and they are a people the Rasaîrd rporters. I have letters her f*om the Ham-
with whom we ought to live in the closet and most amiea - ton Brdge Company, Hatniop Forg» 0ompayCdensde
ble relations. I do not think there are any people in the Pipe Company and Ontario Rolling Compan, andall these
world who respect Rer Majesty Queen Victoria more highly tes saythis: That they appeve of the wons tari#, th
than the true American people-I am speaking of those tho e Ars g l8rgely of as ian iron tbat tbey pfoider
who are descendants of the early British colonists. I am it rat-ei is igqality, and tat they loo * imaqr4 t Uþ
Most sincere when I say that the Americans are a people tai pase iast Session as the mseans of un sel deve-
with whom we should live in the greatest amity, with oping the iron industry cf Cagde and tuse p of e erec-
whom we should have the freeest commercial relations, 0 tion of furnaces so as te 4o41e the present output,
long as these do not affect the status Of this country as Part Mr. MULOCK. Before the hon. gentleman passes from
and paroel of the British Empire. We propos now to have he subject, I desire to say a word iii case he éuld desire
the colosest possible relations with the people of the United to refei more fully t the p"rs i hi poseuion esd test
States, and our Government have put in the Gastoms Act ie should not get themo o roerd. rI gy # eg
a standing ofer to inte"change with the United l .Stt i, h has the wily s te ky
natural produets; but beyond that this country should not Do bt.escommittee, or that the ommittee wOWi4 to
and wili not go. e hon. gentleman who just preceded t. In faut, I gin it would 4 ry bod pr e te
me ep9 el elirp i919 ùq þas country, and said that e ust leagthy deame4s sii a the i. gePUO-
there was a lack of furnaces ÏGanada for the development man n ianid be handed is tethe rsporteuua
of the. in traq. Hoe ned in g mg terms to the
prosperity ofthe irn inust of h 'United States. The #r, BROWN. Thon I will read them. Mybonlydesie
hon. member for erflk (Ut. Oharlton) last Session, when we tolprten the 4"0e A.4 4 s it, lrjp$pt 1haysY
I was advocating an increase of the tarif on iron in order them on record I will reZ them. gq ia lø$r fr8emt1
to 4 e.p thet igègtry in i Qos u try, drew a doleful jiamilton Bridge Gompany:
picture'of the iron inustry in the United States, and asid "H4Tg 11th 1tbruary, 188.
that we in Oanada would deih the same position. Ilow- We use iron of local manutacture ver l4rgely, end lad It of at
eyVr, py #on. frpi"d fFOm ugro says to-nigbt that the!et egual gasqey to tat nspered, a >t l * $ fM P oar e-
1. atrs tho e f iedSt te ar sucesssful. Does the pemies goïs i. tessonable ad atfa hig& a il emai f a.iamome
hon. gentleman know why; if h. does not, I will tell him. d a t* ®"rrant;aeaaoahaveta grtst a*Bga et efdWiD* s 0

Ty are successful in conseguence of the fostering care cfacke we matr o djthatt an etarit a ià$at pIMasete tadThey nvn w nlag ockii W. art con rice btt.tifiStpua tad
the American Toyifnnept in the tarif thsy have plaaed is a ise and far reashing mwasues, and one whih has aes. as im-
upon iron. Thore was a time when not one bar wa muade mediate result by causing the Xt ofasterial to be dubaissd in this
in the United States, when every bar came froin abroad, cu ? yjnse, oenremie at t sy enPtdd
and to-day by the fostering care of the United States, during soi ook elnewhere for work.Yoyney rtemaber that the irez bridoe
a course of years, they are not only making all the iron and basineen is the diret grewth et oer proteeIÀe .yss.m, It has bad t"b

steel t4hey rguixp in the country, but they are becoming p ®/** °o "mfaiiotel, israwam'he aubeotwel gu.1 euW
shippers. eaabad, which we s0 mer ha babeed fore enum p4Ps .
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placin and renewing, and which had been erected in Canada previons
to the ational Policy advent.

"HAMILTON BRIDGE & TOOL 00.,
"CPer 0. TuIPER.

Mr. MULOCK. What Bridge Company is it ?
Mr. BROWN. Hamilton Bridge Company. That com-

pany is erecting some of the grandest structures in Canada
-on the Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific, and almost
every railway in the Dominion. The demands upon the
company are so great that it is almost impossible for the
comr any to overtake their orders. Here is a letter from
the amilton Forge Company:

"HRAMILTON, 2lst January, 1888.
"ADAM BRowN, Esq., M.P., Hamilton.

" Du"n Si,-We now very cheerfully comply with the request made
by you in reference to the general effect of the tarif changes in iron
inaugurated last May.

" In the first place we respectfully submit that the extension of time
given to importers by the Government enabled them to bring into the
country a large quantity of the finished article, that otherwise would
have been made in Canada, thereby increaaing the stocks then held, and
to-day this iron las not all gone into consumption; but w6 are assured
the spring will largely reduce, if not wipe out altogether said stocks ;
we find even now a considerable number of orders coming from men who
have refused in the past to buy at home choosing ratIer the imported
article; but they are finding out that iron can be made in Canada equal
in quality and finish to any foreign make.

'In our own business we have felt the good effects of the wise and
judicious policy of the Government, notably during the past four month,
having largely increased our output by running our force full time, both
night and day, and within the past few days have started another fur-
nace in our establishment with all the necessary equipment, capable of
turning out about one car load more of finished bar iron per da y, this
will give active employment to twelve skilled men, besides da la orers.
We have also increased the capital stock of our company for the purpose
of further developiug the business, and in the near future we propose
placing another miii plant with a capacity 6,000 tons per year.

"In conclusion we have much pleasure in stating that we have neyer
heard a consumer of iron complain of the tarif changes; moreover we
desire to place on record the general feelings of satisfaction expressed by
them in having their wants supplied promptly at home, without having
as in the past to purchase abroad, and carry large stocks, and pay cash
for them, they can now secure iron within a reasonable time, that at
once goes into legitimate consumption, thereby giving a hearty and
vigorous tone to business.

4 The continuation of an iron policy, wise in its inception and having
for its object the development of the mineral resources of this country,
covering the whole Dominion of Canada, meets with our hearty approval,
and must eventually lay a foundation broad and endnring, that will be
materially helpful to every clas of man living between tIe Atlantie and
Pacific Oceans.

"We beg to remain, yours respectfully,
" HAMILTON IRON FORGING 00.,

"CTHos. D. BaDao, Manager."
The Canada Pipe Company writes:

" The immediate result has been that my factory has been steadily
employed during the past season, and will soon necessitate the increase
to double its present capacity.

" I may aay that another foundry for the same roduct is being bult
at the Londonderry Works in Nova Scotia, in whch it is proposed to
produce about double my capasity.

" The effect on the consumers las occasioned a small inerease in
price, but it has beenmy policy (and I also think that of others) not to
ask the addition to the ful extent of the increase in tariff, as what we
want la steady work at a moderate profit, rather than the full advance
iurice.

Of course, the extension of the time for admitting gocds until the
30th June lat year affected our business somewhat, but I could not see
how that coul be well avoided.

"Your respectfully,
"ALEX. GARTSHORE."

The Ontario Rolling Mill Company writes :
" We have not felt at aIl fully the effects, as yet, owing to the large

amoants of material brought in under privilege to July lat last; how-
ever, we knew lat summer that we muat expect this and governed
ourselves accordingly.

" W. are now beginning to feel the beneficial effets, and expect that by
pring we sall be calle don to make far more iron than ever before.

l Tfeeling justifies us in making many improvements in the way of
increased capacity here. We may say that we shall be able to turn
out by spring nearly double the tonnage we ever made here. We are
also arranging toe start up the mill we have in London, either there or
elsewhere, so that by ay we eau, if necessary, make in that mill
about thirty-five tons per day. As we have explained to you, before
our increased capacity, with that of the Forge Company and mills east,
will enable Canadian manufacturera of bar iron to turn out more iron
per year than las been used lu Canada.

Mr. BaowN.

" We took the position last spring that under the advanced prise of
foreign iron made so by increased tarif, that it would tend to lessen
the dissatisfaction of some importers and consumera; if we put our
selling price down to a fair profit instead of holding it up to aIl the
tarif permittd, and, also, show those who had before imported all
their iron and disparaged our product in comparison with foreign iron,
that we were disposei to forget aIl that, and treat them liberally as
possible.

" We may say this policy has been followed out by uS and the result is
satisfactory, so far as we know. While this state of affaire has been
brought about, as explained aboye, we hope the conditions existing
between makers, jobbers and consumera, will not be disarranged by
further changes. We mention this, as we heard last fall that an effort
would be made to have the duty increased on acrap iron this coming
Bession.

" If that were done, it would necessitate our adding the increase to
our price of finished iron, and that would raise a general howl over
the country. We are firmly of the opinion that the tarif, as it applies
to manufacturera of iron, should not be disturbed.

" We may say that it ia impossible for us to make finished bars out of
imported and domestic puddled bare, and sell, without loas, in compe-
tition with foreign bars.

" Should there be any further information that you wish, please let us
know. We have not changed our opinion as to the wisdom of the
policy of the Goverument on the iron question.

"We are, yours truly,
"ONTARIO ROLLING MILLS."

Now, Sir, to show you the opinion of those interested in
industries there, in which, probably, I suppose there are not
less than $5,000,000 invested and which is being increased
every day, and to show you that they are satisfied with the
poliey o tbe Government on the development of the iron
industry, that they believe the policy to be the right one, and
to show you that we can get in time al[ the iron we want in
Canada, I will quote some of those expressions cf opinion.
The hon. gentleman said there was lots of iron in the bowels
of the earth, and I need not point out that the object of the
National Policy is to uneaith it. We know very well that
hitherto the policy of our Government bas been to do all
that it eould to promote immigration of the proper kind to
this country. I believe, with the hon. gentleman, that the
farmer is at the bottom of the success of our country, and I
advocate the bringing of all the farmers that we can, of the
right sort, to this country, bringing them in to plough the
furrows, to sow the seed, and to reap the golden harvest
which will be sent to the rest of the world. That is what
we want in this country, and I wish to see as much of it as
we can have. Let no man try to guli the country and to
gull the farmers by telling them that the National Policy
is not a benefit to them. 1 have bore a number of telegrams
which I have received from Hamilton, and from those inter-
ested in different industries there, which are all against
unrestricted reciprooity or commercial union, and which are
after this style.

" Commercial union would kill our forge and preside at the funeral
of our rolling mills. As loyal Canadians, we protest against the possibil-
ity of our tarif being arranged for us at Wasnington.

" T. D. BEDDOE.
"Jfgr. Hamilton Iron and Forging Co."

"If commercial union should be adopted, It would utterly destroy
the pipe industry and certainly lead to annexation. Don't let Wasbing-
ton dictate our tariff.

"ALEI. GARTSHORE,
"Canada Pipe Worka."

"Under commercial union we would have to shut down onr works
entirely. "ONTARIO ROLLING MIL18 00."

"Commercial union would destroy our business in carriage and
saddlery hardware and scales, and would seriously damage stove
business.

"BURROW, STEWART MILNE."

"Unrestricted reciprocity would effectually close the cannin g industry.
In most cases farmers receive for their products twice the price paid in
the United States, particularly for tomatoes.

"J. W. CUY KENDALL & CO.,
"lAND RisisG Sui CANNISG AND PICILING Co."

"Unrestricted reciprocity -evuld close every sewer pipe factory in
Canada.

"CANADA SEWER PIPE 00."
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" The furniture trade would be severe suferers, more particularlylthe

manufacturers, for the following resons:-The Amerioan factories are
now nearly aIl large stock companies with large capital, and bave all the
advantages in purchasing that capital givea. Prom their large output
they have the division of labor no fine that the cost of production would
be and is much less than we can hope to arrive at her with a limited
production and output. Our manufactures are only now getting nicely
on their feet. The large concerna oould vipe them out belore we could
change our style of business to the change of market.

"J. HOODLESS SON."

"Unrestricted reciprocipty would be hurtful to the country and ruin-
ous to our business.

"OSBORNE-KILLEY MANUFAOpURING MAOBINISTS 00."

"We consider that commercial union would be moet disastrous to our
interests.

"HAMILTON COTTON 00."

The managers of the Wheel Works, who employ a large
number of people, say :

" After considering the question of commercial union ln all its differ-
ent bearings, political, commercial and social, we are of the decided

pnion that it is not for the interest of this country to entertain the
idea. It is but the stepping atone to annexation. Asfar as our particu-
lar business is concerned, we are positive it would injuriously affect it,
if not altogether destroy it.

"Y. W. HORN & BON."

"Consider risk far too great; can make as cheap, but would have to
make New York the chief distributing point for selling; can make fair
living now, and no money consideration would make me give up our
Canadian independence. When the Canadians show that they have no
brains to make living without foreign assistance, by all means let them
annex, and wipe themselves out as a miserable race.

"JAS. WATSON,
IStrathroy Knitting Co."

"We believe it would destroy the manufacturing part of it, and
resolve us into traders or agents for western houses. Am writing.

"F. W. FEARMAN,
"Pork, Bacon and Lard Packer."

"We should have to share the market bere with little prospect of
entering the &merican market. The effect would be ruinons.

"B. GREENING & 00,
" Wire Workers."

" Were unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union to come in force
we would at once remove our business to United States.

"D. MORTON & 8ON,
"4Boapmakr."-

Now, I have a telegram from the Bridge Company, a com-
pany that we are proud of, and a company whose structures
have excited the admiration of ail experts in bridge build-
ing in this country. Not only this Bridge Company,
but the companies in Montreal, Lachine and elsewhere,
are entirely an outcome of the National Policy. And yet
hon. gentlemen on the other side of the House, as if it were
a mere nothing, and a matter of no importance to the
company, wish to have this industry wiped away. Here
is what the President of the Bridge Company tolegraphis
me on this question:

" Unrestricted Reeiprocity would destroy our bridge business. Am-
erican bridge shops are generally attached to iron works where tbey
have raw material at their hand, and bave large capital and an unlimit-
ed field, but competition vith them is uch that few pay dividende.
A large part of raw material usoed by us is imported from Europe, but
we use ail we can get made in Canada. Our work is preferred to
either Englieh or American.

" W>. ENDRIE,
"Preident Ramilton Bridge Company'

There is another point I would like to refer to, and I regret
that the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) is not in bis se:.t, as I made a special memorandum
for him on this question. Hle represents a constituency in
which the article of cheese is the great staple of the
country. Canadian cheese has worked its way up from a
very small beginning until to-day it ecoupiesa positionOn
the British market superior to the American cheese.

Hon. gentlemen will be astonished when I tell them that I
can remember when there was not a man in Canada who
made boxes to hold cheese. I believe, Sir, that I saw the
first box that was turned out to hold cheese, and to-day the
export of cheese from Canada alone to foreign markets, to
say nothing of the home consumption, exceeds $7,000,000.
Now, the point I want to make is, and on which my hon.
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) will
have a little difficulty in explaining himself to his constitu-
ents, is that unrestricted reciprocity will put Canadian
cheese on the same level with inferior American iheese,
snd, therefore, it will bi ing no better price to the Canadians
than to Americans. Hon. gentlemen on the other side may
laugh, but I tell yon there is no doubt about it and it is a
proper propoeition to make and a good argument to use.

Some hon. MEUBERS. Oh! oh I
Mr. BROWN. What is the use of talking. I have here

a telegram from the president of the largett cheese concern
in Canada on this question.

Mr. PATBRSON (Brant). That i's equal to saying the
Canadians do not know cheese.

Mr. BROWN. Some of you on the opposite side
do not know beans. I asked the gentleman if ie was
president of the Cheese Associatior, as I wanted to have the
highest authority. He answered:

"Yes, I am president of the association. No fixed prices can be given
for cheese, as il depends on the supply and demand abroad. Think
unrestricted reciprocity would not beneIt us. Our cheese at present
leads the market in price and quality, and any interference in the
present mode of shipment that would be the means of our cheese being
sent into the Englih market as American cheese would interfmre witti
our high prestige againet us."

That is the highest authority. This is from a man that
leade the cheese organisation in the west.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) What is the name ?
Mr. BROWN. His name is E. Caswell, he lives in

Ingersoll, and he will sec anybody from 7 o'clock in
the morning till 9 at night ; he is always at his
business. Ron. gentlemen seem to have been a good
deal mixed in the last three or four weeks, and it is
only nov that they are getting the tangle taken out.
Their opinions respecting this unrestricted reciprocity and
commercial union have appeared in various forms through
the press ; but they seem now to be pretty well whipped
into line, and I suppose before this debate is concluded they
will all be of one mind as to what unrestricted reciprocity
is and what commercial union is. But they seem to have
a woeful forgetfulness of what they used to think, many of
them, of the noble consummation effected by the Fathers of
Confederation, which is making our country great, and
which has already commanded the admiration of the world.
Perhaps there is no country that has prospered so much, or
that has made snch satistactory progrese, as Canada has
since the time Cenfederation was accomplished. I would
just like to read an extract written at the conclusion of the
first decade of Confederation :

" The Dominion of Canada has now completed the first decade, and
eau with pardonable pride review the himtory ot thome ton yearm, while the
future can be looked forward to with hopefulness and confidence. Every
one acknowledges that Canadian Confederation has been a great suc-
cees, and thoso who had the greatest doubts about the venture are now
ready to contesu that the plan was a wise one, and that the resuit has
been ail the mot sanguine could have anticipated."

" Ten years have corne and one, and what do we oee.? Canada
stretches from ocean to ocean, and in ail her wide domains there lu not
a section of the inhabitants that iu not loyal to ber Government and
deliberately and enlightenedly attached to her constitution. The idea
of annexation is dead. The desire for it is to-day not spoken of as a
factor in the polities of the continent. Its discussion Iu not thought of
even in juveile debating clubs when 'questions' are at a premium and
there il a desire to have something that will 1draw.' Nover was there
a time in all the pat when there was more neighborly cordiality be-
tween Canada and the United 8tates, and at the ame time les thought
of or deoire for a nearer political relatiouship than existe at present.
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Both go on their way with mutual respect and with a growing convic-
tion that each has a divergent destiny, with different habits, different
national peculiarities, special modes of thought, and special civilisa-
tions which may have their own particular ercellencies and their own
sbhortcomings, but can never be amalgamated without mutual injury
and loss.

"tWhile the material progress of Canada bas during these last ten
years been very marked, her educational and religions progress bas not
been less noticeable. In every respect we have cause, not for boasting,
but for commends ble satisfaction. The past is full of encouragement.
The future is full of hope. We may all address ourselves with renew-
ed energy and alacrity each to our own proper work, with the full con-
viction that, individually, we eau all belp to make Canada flourish
more than more in all which really characterises a free and prosperous
people, and that as each nd and cultivate what is really true, manly,
moral, intelligent and religions, so will Canada Ilouris , and flourish
long and ever progressively, sharing as she does and will the glorious,
and helping to accomplish the destiny, of the mighty empire which
after centuries of trial, and triumph is found to have nothing about it of
age, but its matured wisdom; its gathered experience ; its prudence
without a touch of feebleness;and its true conservatism which is ever
found in rational progrees and timely improvement and reform."

This splendid extract I have made from the Toronto
Globe. Yet hon. gentlemen opposite have for the last ten
years sought to disturb this great Confederation which has
been the hope of the people of Canada, and wbich is full of
inspiration for the young men of our country-something
for them to live for, something for them to work for. But
hon, gentlemen opposite and their friends have sought to
neutralise all our hopes in the future of this country ; they
declare that there is no prosperity in store for Canada
under its present rule and its present institutions. They
declare that we must have our whole fiscal policy changed,
no matter if the result may be that we must change the
institutions of our country and seek for sustenance and
support by giving allegiance to those of another. Hon gen-
tlemen opposite, as I have said, have had their nostrums now
and again. They have sought to excite ill-will among the
people towards the administration of this country. One
cannot help being reminded of the scene of the witches in
Macbeth, with all their toil and trouble, their boil and bubble,
as they were mixing up the various ingredients in their
caldron and say to each other,

"Round about the caldron go,
In the poisoned entrails throw."

The policy of hon. gentlemen opposite, since 1878, has been
as strange a mixture of heterogeneous compounds as that'
of the witches' broth, described by Shakespeare, into which
they put: "Fillet of a fenny anake,

In the caldron boil and bake;
Eye of newt, and toe of frog,
Wool of bat, sud tougue of deg,
Adder's fork,and b.iud-worm'd sting,
Lizard's leg, and owlet's wing-

In these changes they have sought-
"For a charm of powerful trouble,

Like a hell-broth, boil and bubble,"
Which after aIl has produced for them nothing but-

"Double, double toil and trouble,
Fire burn and caldron bubble ;"

And if they continue long the same kind of cookery, the
people of the country will get tired of both them and
their brotb. We have a country well worth living for. I
consider the people of the United States about the grandest
neighbors anybody could possibly have, and we ought to
cultivate the closest relationship with them. They spring
from the same blood, and inherit the same laws-the best
laws under heaven which have been transmitted to us by
the beat blood of our forefathers.

Mr. LISTER. And foremothers.

Mr. BROWN. Yes, foremothers; and your foremother
would not be proud of you if she knew the company you
are keeping. We should cultivate the best relations
between the two peoples, and we are doing it ; and,
I hope the day will never corne whon there will be any

Mr. BRoWN.

rivalry between that oontry and S, kWt tW 4 ai»1ry
which will produce the greatgoodfor rnma 't. I hope
that the avenues of commierce þt n iqtw countres
will be held sacred iu .theii ter,0feqfpao 4ri4 oqpm@ee.
Imay, with pride, quote to you the wordaofadistiguihed
statesm"n, one who hi sid iitre upQn Ie e r i ttus
country, one who h i dors . biatory
refer to LQrd DufforÃ. In hie great speech at Winnipeg.
çeaking of the United States and of the propriety of keep-
ing on the beet terme with that Sountry, hesaid:

"But of 110nMMrer ceoin doM hP Ott 14.-I , QÎ4wpl4 r,secluded fro al extrneoî n n fa f r
Majestic mother Canada dreams her dream, and forebodes her destiny-a
dream of ever broadeþnig gniirvt.s, atiplipg g»
"d expanding paîture.; of constîtati elf-gvmn an -
fpderated Kmpice; of A4r page of honorable history, added'air
contribution to the annais oTthe mother country and to the glories of
the British race, of a per .uation for aIl e pne tr
that teMperate and we al-banced system of goverument »hi co bindi
it one mighty whole as the eternal poseasaion"of all n t alb.
brilliaut hiotor.y sdîtrsdi o~if ýhî put ,eit.h tlI 4"Mp .04ilpm'
uutramuelledylberty oeo In tf.

I will not detain the ffpuse taay iffpr bt I wi lop
My remarks by asking the House if 1oortld g ie any htr
advice to the pqople of Canada or to the hon. gentlemen
opposite, i2n our discussions of.il matters connected with
our country, thaýn to raejIat .the words of tgttt pdig-
guished nobleman when, fo1lowing up the a-rit f ià
address to the peoplo of Manitoba, ho used t foowing
language which should be written in lttgre of d, and
be taught in the schools of Our esountry:

er Love your ountry, believe in her, honor her, work for her, live for
ber, die for her."1

Mr. CHOQUETTE. (Teanslation.) I do not meas, Kr.
Speaker, to inflict a lon g speech on the Rose, partiou.
liarly in a tongue whiéfi, unfotunafely, is not understood
by a large number of my hon. friends. But I make
it a specil point to ooççrd rn¯yiewse .og i 9  r
subject before th.e floug, ys rpreggtig p 5~I
farming counuty, whic* is deeply interested in having Its
opinions known through my instrumentality in this House
and throughout the country. 1[desire to state my way of
thinking on this question, obieAy to repndiat e he propo-
sitions set forth by the hon. the Minister of tiIn-
terior, who led the debate on the other side of the Hoise,
and the -observations made by a number of other members,
chief among whom is the hon. gentleman wbO haf j ua
taken hie seat (Mr. Brown), al to the o6øet thiit th'
matter of reciprocity never went hafore th #oSutry, and
was not submitted to the people at the last genural øeet6ion.
I do not know precisely what was don in otAer oosUtin
but in mine I may say that the question was partiOUrly
discussed, and that it was uone of the pi2cp pin4t QR
which the election hinged. One specil rgs'en which 1
had to mawke that subjpet a princpal mns., was Ata en
oppQnent profesed to be independmnt st the Mme, ied
declared that he did iot differ with me au UM patioi*l
question, wbic4 Wa hff riiPg þ BgvipJQ Qf
Quebec. And to prove his adopend pes b 4 l , *

yself, he had gpde theGaerment for its Nrth-
West poicy. T1huI OrCgQ gP xs y s
reduced to the narrower conânes of t 4*49 4pt 9 qç
tion and recipropity . p4h the United tates. W&, ;ir,
say that tiie question wa debated with us, and the beat
proof that it Wias undestood'by The'electors of Montmagny
county, is the verdict whieh they repdered. Tu 83, t#
discussion turned on the same tapie, and *e #bgt of
protection came in incidentally, whes M lon&pgpY acpty
-rightly or wrongly-wrongly, of oourse, ooprding p ne
-declined my humble services and elqoted qpg adverasrpr
by a majority of 120. At the laat esotiqk, rqwever, it
turned in my favor and chose me as ti. r g
its genuine intereste in thiisihaber4by a «4Rrity f ary
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. £W;b,-lbt n dpëee that this question had not gone
te thé publie, hd not been submitted to the electorate,
ôW d thé hôn. gentlemen on the other side blame us there.
fbrI Have wenot thëd right to bring up this question
bIMà*e the HoD i adface of othor general elections ?
heve *6 not tMe rigt to put forward iii this Honse, and
beitre thb dombry, our =idbaâ upon which the electors

bdht deid lbItt d rfly them ? And if we have not
sat ghft, eatiue- pay atpresent ocupying the Minis.
terial' benfthd meke it Matter of reptoach ? When these
getisame impëd'Oonfedbtion on the country, did that
4tiod9> go bM0 the people? So fer from it that, when
t ut came tbpronbti e on the question, to approve or
tb dolidehiti it, vwholePMvint stood up against it, and yet
f9onfedbrbtion wuascarièd. When these hon. gentlemen
brôught beiie the HeNous th Franolilse Bill, which, so to
dpeàk, alter-ed the represeutation, and changed in a number
dt the Pro*iteoS the represeetative system, did they fear
that we should blaie them for not consulting the people
be*brehand1 And when they flang millions to the Pacific,
aid are about t6 throw more, did they go before the people
to asfr th$ sbiotn of their poliey? Rence, Mr. Speaker,
oIt dn suppose thdt the question has not been discussed,
although I hold that so ft as I am oôncerned, it was dis.
edted; anr. a vetdiet rendered upon the issue, have we not
th uaght to corne before the House and expose our views,
and later, demund a confirraâtion of the same from the
pdop11? i say that *e have the right, and feel oonvinced
that, in tim, we shal u'reiYd the support of the electorate.
As to the ttbject of protection, with which we are engaged,
has that been submitted to the people as it stands to day ?
IHave the counties had a chance to pronounce fairly
and squarely on this tariff of 30, 35 and 40 per cent.? I say
they have not, and will prove it. In 1877 and 1878, when
the hon. gentiemeh filling the Tremsury benches were in
Oppdsition, they wanted to place before the louse and
corntry resdlations tending to sanction the policy of pro.
tection. Did-they de so? Did they really submit their
polidg' te the people? Did they tell the people, through
the IHbuse and through the press, that they would set up a
Chinese wiill between Canada and the United States, and
impose a tariff of 30 and 35 per cent. ? No, Sir. The right
hoù. tiue F¶rst Mihister, then leader of the Opposition, pro.
posed in 187, t.he following resolution:-

"That this House regrets that His Excellency the Governor General
wa flot advided to recommend a reconstruction of the tariff with the
view not only of making le sensible the stagnation which is deplored
in the graciou dpeech from the Throne, but also of offering encourage-

eirt and the erotatioz necasary to the suoering manufactures and
industrii e w!as to the agriculturel people of the country.-

We11, was the policy which the Goverument meant to be
establishedj intinated in this motion ? Does it state what
propositionwaê to be before the people ? Were the latter
told that the wre to put up with a tariff as high as the
one whieh' nu* 'exits? Certainly not1 Take the resolm-
tion- of 1877, the hon. the First Minister proposed at that
date-:

" That tis Hou*regots that the fiancial policy of the Goverument
inorense thebrden gftAe taxes on the people, without procuring, as
oompensatide, adransage to Ganadian manufactures, and, further-
more, tlut hn disId* opinion that the deficit in the revenue should
be met q , d-rq4ution, dC penses-and by means of a reconstruction of
the tariN protecting a d favoring the agricultural, mining ad manu-
fe*urinrinteioth df-Osnmaa."-

This resolution of 18Ñ is pretty mach the same as that of
1876. The wording.is changed, but thtpeople are not yet
instructed in -wha wanted of them. Wecome now to the
Session of 1878. Ire is the resolution then proposed by
tbe right hon. the Frst Minister:

" Be it resolved that Ibis ouse is of opinion that the prosperity of
Jaaadequirote é adopio of a National Policy which, by a readjuit-

ment cof trig 'iel bomfat and fayo Ute agricultural, mining and

Well, Sir, I hold that there was nothing here before the
,louse or the country showing that these gentlemen wanted
to impose the enormous charges which now exist. I hold

i that, coming before the people with these resolutions, get-
ting elected on the strength thereof, and thon imposing the
enormous tarif in force to-day, they obtainud the popular

a suffrage under faise pretences. 1 declare that the hon.
Lmembers of the Opposition would not reveal their views to

-the people for fear that the truth would work thom harm.
LIence, if they would not honestly expose their objot, I state
that they deceived the people and rode into power under
faise colors. And I will say further. During the elec-
tion campaign, a certain Mr. Boyd telegraphed the hon.
leader of the Opposition of that time, in the following lan.
guage:-

" The Ministerial proue here affirma that you propose raising the
tarif generally to 35 per cent. May I contradict it ?

What did the present leader of the Government reply ?
Here is his despatch :

"To Mr. JoHN BoYD, St. John, N.B.
" It is anu absurd story. Neither in London nor elsewhese did I go

beyond the resolution proposed by me in Parliament. I did not speak
of an increase of tarif, but of a reconstruction."

There were thro resolutions put before the House during
three different Sessions, and in the ensuing electoral contest,
when the Mackenzie Government were uider trial, and
charged with not overhauling the tariff, for the protection
of our farming and inining industries ; while the Govern-
ment were virtually accused of treachery to the country,
the onquiry was as to what their adversaries would do ?
Would they incroase the tariff, if they -ached power ?
And the present head of the Government replied that it
was an absurd story, that he had never droamed of increas-
ing the tariff beyond the meaning of his resolution, although
these resolutions said not a word about the tariff. I repeat,
Sir, that votes wcre thon obtained under false colore, and
to-day theb hon. members on the other side of the House
cannot state, without violating the truth, that they obtained
power under the auspices of protection. Now, as they
wanted only a reconstruction, not an increase of the tardlf,
several members on the othor ide hava said, during this
debate, that protection was a settled question, the people
having pronounced on it three different times, in
1878, 1882 and 1887, and the Giovernmont had carried
the day. Hence thcy argue that protection must b. main-
tained in the country. I objoet to that argument, Mr.
Speaker, and say that neither the Govornment, nor the
hon. members on the right have reamon to hold before
the House what they assert to-day. In 1878 the protective
system, as it stands to-day, was not discussed before the
people, and hence the latter could not bave pronounced upon
it. lu 1882, the people were approached and ibis famous
protection had to be explained to them, contradicting their
despatches, their speeches, their motions set forth in public
books, and the position which the Government held to be
defended. What did the Government thon do? IKnowing
that they would bo condemned by the people, they passed
the Gerrymander BIl before the elections, and when the
elections did come off, the people could not pronounce
on theq uestion, for the counties had been so haudled that
the Liberal majorities were swept away and transformed
into Conservative majorities. Consequently, not more in
1882 than in 1878, was the question of protection placed
before the peole on its true merits. And in 1887, what
took place ? Was this same question presented to the
public? Did the Government submit it to the sane body of
electors ? Did the Governmeit ask the same electors to
ratify its policy ? In 1887, was it the same people who
were called upon to approve or condemn the Government's
policy. No, Mr. Speaker, for there again, with the object
of carrying the electionethey passed that famous Franchise
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Bill, and through it, were enabled to maintain themFelves turers, and at the next Session they declare that the latter
in power. Irepeat, therefore, that the people gave no have formed a "combine" and must be opposed. The
pronouncement on this question in 1878, nor in 1882, nor in proper mode of opposing thom would be to allow compe.
1887. Reciprocity is the subject for the next elections. On tition, remove the enormous duties in favor of manu ac-
cur Ride we take the lead, and mean that there shall be no turers which force the poorer class and the agricultural
false or side issues. We want the electors to be enabled to class to buy from them, and at their own price. This
decide whether they desire protection or not. This is why question of protection, Mr. Speaker, is not as new as some
I uphold the present motion, and I approve the opportune. would have us imagine. Certainly, the hon. members on
neas of its presentation now in order that, at the next elec- the other side of the House have not always been of that
tion, it should be thoroughly understood of the electors who mind. It is not so long since they took up protection.
shall have to pronounce thereupon. Now, is the system of They were in want of a watchword to captivate the public
protection, actually in vogue and in force among us, trust, and in 1878, under false pretences, they hit upon this
satisfactory to the wants of the country, as is pretended ? word, with the result which we all know, Numerous
Io it a policy which the people in general, without documents have been read to the House since the opening
difference of class, can sanction, on the score that it of this controversy, and especially last evening by the hon.
operates for the general interests of the country ? member for Pictou (Mr. Tupper) in a speech more fragrant
And is it truly in the general interests of the in fiowers than tasteful in fruit. Many quotations were
country? I say not, Sir. The word protection is the made in the attempt to show contradiction in the view of
synonym of tax and it means that where a tax exists it the Opposition leaders, to prove our inconsistency, to
cannot be in the interest of the country, because a tax exista demonstrate that the Liberal party never had a settled
always at the expense of the consumer. They who have policy, and that to-day this term was seized upon because
read Bastiat, or other writers on political economy, will be capital might be made of it. Sir, this recalling of the past
easily convinced of this. It will bo quite enough to take can work both ways. It is a two-edged weapon this charge
up the authors that teach protection; the Englhsh writers of inconsistency against hon. members on our aide of the
who hold that a protective tariff should be adopted, because House, and the taunt of entertaining contrary views to.day
it is the best, and who have adduced reasons repeated by from those held a decade ago. But did not hon. gentle-
hon. members opposite in favor of it. I may cite, among men opposite have leaders whom they respected, and with
others, "Sedgwick's Political Economy," page 489: reason-for the leaders of the past were as honorable and

Il Of course auch a duty-f neededaud effective-imposesa ondistinguished as those of our time-and did not these
the consumer of tke articlea protected." c - o taxOn leaders also ahift their opinions ? Did they not emit

an opinion contrary to that held to-day ? Did they not
As a matter of principle, I assert that a protective tariff say, some eighteen or twenty years ago, that to set
is the imposition of a tax; that when a tariff is raised, up protection would be the entering wedge destined to do.
the taxes are also raised at the expense of the con- stroy our natural industries ? In 18l4, was not Sir Charles
sumers or purchasers, and, at the same time, this tax Tupper, for one, driven to say that thing after being obliged
is imposed to the profit of the producers who are rep- to vote for taxes imposed by himself in 1870 on bacon, po-
resented by the great manufacturers. I was not sur- tatoes, coals, wheat and other staples ? What said the
prised tW hear, a moment ago, the hon. member for great spirit of these, Sir George Cartier ? In January, 1871,
Hamilton (gr. Brown) read to the House a multitude at a grand banquet given to the henor of this distinguished
of telegrams and letters from all sorts of manufacturers, leader at Quebec, he was called on for an outline of politi-
who profess their satisfaction with the protective tariff. cal policy, in view of the elections to be held in a fe w years,
Bat did he read a single despatch or a single letter from a or even much earlier, and in reply ho made a noteworthy
farmer or a workingman, or, in a word from a consumer? speech, specially remarkable in that it flatly contradicted
No. Ho read despatches and letters from men who are that policy of protection so much lauded to-day, and which
benefited by the protective tariff. I do not blame the is still steadily maintained, almost under false auspices.
hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) nor his corres- The great Conservative said the following, and I regret that
pondents, for, if I were a manufacturer, I should likely do the majority opposite do not understand French, or that
the same thing. But we who are here to defend the general those who upbraid us for having altered our stand cannot
interests of the country and not to favor a class who appreciate the language of the late Conservative statesman.
represent the great majority of consumers, if we are good This is what Sir George Etienne Cartier said in 1871, ut
citizens-and I hold that they are good citizens who desire Quebec, in that essentially Liberal city, a division of which
the good of the greatest number-our duty is to protect the enjoys the honor of being represented in this House by our
greatest number, those who purchase and consume, by distinguished chief, who, as we fondly hope, will always
removing their taxes. Hence, the letters just read by the espouse the cause of the farmer class, the poor class and the
hon. member may have their meaning, from the stand- class of consumers. These are Sir George Cartier's words :
point of manufacturing interests ; but I dofy anyone "Kanufacturers demand protective duties. This is absurd. Jf you
to place before the House missives from. farmers push protection too far yeu kili your foreign trade, as has been the
or from consumers-from the poor or farming class. case with the Americans, and you must fall back on direct taxation.
If it is only the producers and manufacturera who derive We shall be guilty of no such folly. We have adopted the policy ofmposing a fiscal duty, but nota protective duty. W e are asked for a
profit from these protective duties, the poor classes and the protective tarif. But if you protect manufacturers, you limit the sale
farmer classes are the sufferers, and it becomes our duty to of your produce to your own people. If the United States do not export
supply a remedy. The remeiy lies in a reciprocity treaty. more it is because protection raises the price of goods overmuch.'
The puorer classes may then buy where tbey like and This, Mr. Speaker, is what Sir George Cartier said at Que-
where they find the cheapest bargains. I repeat once more, bec. The adoption of a protective tariff is a folly, an
Mr. Speaker, that the duties imposed to protect manufac. absurdity, and we must not think of it. And yet, when ho
tures are a tax, and I do not understand the consistency of has gone, and they who profess to represent and continue
gentlemen opposite who, after establishing the protective bis policy, following in his footsteps, come and speak to the
tariff, rise from their seats and ask for enquiries into the contrary, I shall not say that it is a folly, nor an absur-
combinations entered into by manufacturera as inevitable dity-for I believe them to be sincere and really solicitois
results of the protective system. They remind one of of the good of the country ; but if it was unwise in 1871, it
Saturn, who, at the birth of his children, proceeded to cannot be anything botter at the present date. Tlmes do
devour them. They impose a duty to protect manufac- not alter 0 fast. With the centuries changes may take

Mr. CàoquETTE.
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place, but not within ten years can a foolisb thing be con-
verted into a reasoable meaure. Hence these hon.
gentlemen are wrong in twitting us with inconsistency.
Our leaders were never inconsistent on this score.
They may have modified their views, as every one
is free to do. Every one knows that times, cir-
cumstances, and the wants of the country can
temper opinion on the fiscal policy of a people, especially a
young nation such as ours. But it lies not with the gentle-
men opposite to accuse us of inconsistency in the promises.
Mr. Speaker, according to myself and according to the
great Conservative leader, protection is an evil thing, if
there be another financial system that is good. Tbore must
be another system to manage the business of the country
and ensure its prosperity. That system is reciprocity. Nor
is the system novel, Mr. Speaker. Here, too, the hon
members on the right ot the Chair contradict thomselves
in their speeches, writings, and even in the amendment
actually set before the House. Lot us see whether this
reciprocity is a gool measure. And if it woro good when
the nation was young, when its population was small, when
its resources were weak, why should it not be good to-day ?
Why not adopt it now, when we see from the public
documents, and from history, that it was advocated
by the Conservatives, not long since, as a remedy for
ail the ills of a country. Is it bad because put for-
ward by the Liberal party? I maintain that the
member voting on this question through p!irty spirit
would be worthy of the position which ho occupies.
1 do not act thus for the peasure of fault-finding, buing
woll disposed toward the Government, and although I
oppose the policy of the Government in this regard, I do
not do so in a partisan spirit. The people have put in their
hands the reins of power, and we cheertully submit. We
shall keep all we can, but when their policy turns to
mischief, we shall oppose thom as we do now. In 1847,
there was a question of a reciprocal treaty, under the Sher-
wood-Daly Administration, to which the present First
Minister belonged as Receiver General. At page £4 of the
Constitutional Listory by Turcotte, a Conservative writer,
this is what we read about reciprocity:

" The Province was about to enter into competition with nations
wealthier and more progressive thau herself, but to carry on the rivalry
with advantage it was necessary to set aside all the obstacles likely to
thwart her commerce, and grant free entry into Oanadian porte to al
foreign veasels."

Thus, in 1847, under a Conservative Government, of
which the present Prime Ministor was a member, it was
hold that the sole means of forwarding the interests of the
country, and rendering it great and prosperous, was by
opoing the gates wide to American commerce, and free
its ports to all foreign craft. lIn 1854, under another Con-
servative Cabinet, we find the following on page 251 of the
same work :-

I Trade took a further expansion, which commercial reciprocity with
the United States was about to increase still more. Already, in 1854,
trade, forth and back, attained the figure of about $50,000,000.'

Hence, Mr. Speaker, in 1847 reciprocity was preached,
in 1854 it was demanded, and in 1865, when there was
question of forming the Coalition Ministry-Taché-Macdon-
ald-Brown-a treaty of reciprocity with the United States
was set down as a special article of the programme, and for
the purpose of engiging the Provinces to adopt the scheme
of Confederation which was about t o einaugurated. And,
further, one of the motives that operated in favor of Con-
federation was that the United Provinces might have a
widespread commerce. Well, Sir, if by uniting the
Provinces and doing away with the several tariffs
existing among theim, and staying their progress,
business was likely to improve, I hold that by remov-
ing the commercial barrier standing to-day between
Canada and the United States, the saie happy result would
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ensue. But there is oven more, Mr. Speaker. Under the
McNab.Morin Administration, to which I made reference just
above, and to which the prosent First Minister was attached,
the discovery was made that business was in a very bad way ;
that emigration from the country was large, and that
Canada was backsliding instead of stepping on. A special
committee on emigration was then formed, au account of
which I find in "Canadian Pamphlet," No. 25. This coin-
mitteaeof a Conservative Government was made up of Con.
servative members. On page 2 these are the reasons
given for the formation of the committee:

" When au ancient nation, by the excees of its population compared
to the extent and limita of its territory, feels cramnped andils at ease on
its native soil, the emigration of a portion of its inhabitants Io a source
of relief, a benefit not only unto itself, but also for the new land to
which they repair, as well as to humanity. But a people etill young,
but numerous, sober and plucky, oceupy a vast territory, whose surface,
wzth the fertility of the soil, are amply sufficient to hold freely and feed
plentifully a population fifty times greater, thon emigration of its sons
is a misfortune, a genuine public ealamity. Sach an emigration, not
being justified by any lawful causes, can only be the result and souse-
quence of some radical vice whicb society should discover at once so as
to lose no time in applying remedies adequate to the situation."

Those were the reasons given for the appointment of the
committee. There was in the country a radical misohief
which hindored the sproad of business in all the departments
of our resources, population, fertility of soil, mines and
forests. And on the 10th page of the same report the
committee says:-

" The opinion ot the majority of the publie men of the day seems
to be so much in favor of free trade that any contrary demonstration
would appear unjustifiable and opposed to the prosperity of the coun-
try."

Thus, in 1857, Consorvative members in oommittee assera-
bled, stated that public opinion was so strongly in favor of
freo trade that it would bo absurd, and even an act of trea-
son, to set forth another policy. The country was young,
the population sparse, and yet at that epoch, everybody
wanted free trade and reciprocity. Thore must, therefore,
have been somothing good in it, since it was foreseen that
the country could thrive only beneath the folds of that
banner. On page 11 of the committee's report, we also
find this:

" Your committee is therefore of opinion that it lu of the utmost im-
portance for the prosperity of the country, that reciprocty in duties, au
well as in free trade, ought to exist between the Provinces and the
United States; that beforehand every article imported from the United
States should bear the duties imposed on articles of the same character
exported from auy part of Oanada ;-that our tariff should be so modiled
as to ensure to the manufacturer that lawful protection which it has
received and still receives l other coantries where its position lu about
the same as that which it occupies to-day in ours."

Thus the committee recommended, in 1857, thorough
free trade with the United States. And its naturai and
very sensible conclusion was that if reciprocity could not
be had, something at least should be attempted for the
manufactures and to check emigration. But mark that,
in the first place, not protection was demanded, but thorough
reciprocity. Now, there ais a lesson here, Mr. Speaker. If
we may usefully use the past in foreeasting the future, it
strikes me that they who, from 1847 to 1878, proolaimed
the absolute need of a reciprocity treaty with the United
States, thereby declared that protection is a folly, I say,
therefore, that we stand in the same position, or even in a
botter than they, inasmuch as our country is now larger,
our resources vaster, and if this reciprocal policy
was worthy of aloption thon, I do not see why we
should not embrace it at present. Anothor preothat
reciprocity is a benefit, with reasons drawn from the
report of the said committee, is that one of the causes of
the country's stationary condition and the slow growth of
colonisation lies in the fact that large landed proprietors
monopolised the public domain and sold lots at exorbi-
tant rates, or that they allowed the lands too be cleared and
tilled by bond fid settliers, and afterwards took them over to
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thomselves. To this is, indeed, they traced the ause of emi.
gration. Page 6, of the report:
" 2. One of the chief causes of the emigration flows from the concessions

ofva.t stretohes of land, formerly made to au individuàl or to eom-
panis.'
History repeats itsolf. In former days, the large land owners
put the smaller holders under their heel, and toaday, the
great manufacturers have the people, the farmers and con-
sumers generally, in their grasp, thus preventing the growth
of the country and the extension of its trade. Another
objection urged against the motion before the House is that
if this policy were.adopted, annexation would.be the inevit-
able result. No one in this House has spoken a word
for apnexation, although a large nuiber of members,
myself among the number-do not look upon annewation
as a seare-crow. We are.very well as we are, and we may
stop there, and I do not se. why we should shift our alle-
giance. But if, for onereason or another, thecoastitution
were altered, in aconetitutional manner, I fail to under-
stand why we should peedlessly experience any apprehen-
sion. This point is not before us, however, and cannot be
used as a bugbear. And I may add here that the remarks
put forth by the bon. member for North Perth (Mr.
Hesson), that the Canadians dwelling in the United States
are no botter than hewers of wood and drawers of water, is
neither more nor less than an outrage flung in the face of
our brothers beyond the lines, It is well known that many
of them have acquired distinction and occupy municipal
and other positions of trust among our neighbors, some of
them being members of different State Legislature. I,
presume that the hon. gentleman who put forth this
insult measured our fellow-ountrymen by his own foot-
rule, and that if ho went to the States ho would be no more
than a hewer of wood ad a drawer of water himself. And'
I might say the same thing of bis electors, for, if he
were fit for anything else, they would not have sent
him here to abuse his countrymen. But once more,
Mr. Speaker, there is no question of annexation.
The solitary proposition hefore the House is a
modification of the tarif, and the conclusion of a reciprocal
treaty which shall favor our interests, promote the pros-
p *y ofour cwuntry aod ensure protection not only to
manufacturers, but to farmer. as well, and to the poorer
elasses. I say that ailthese considerations adduced.against
the ,motion of the hon. membar for. South Oxford (Sir Rich-
ard;Oartwright) are contradictory. They have said that
they wanted reciprocity. The same was repeated in the
proposition made duri g the conferenLce.,of the Fiseries
Commission. Now, if we require reciprocity for the fisher-
ies, when we are more prosperous than the United States,
when our fishery tradeis larger and more flourishing than
that of the United States, we ehould need it, with stronger
reasons, for our other produce. I take the Fisheries Treaty
as a further proof in support of-the measure which we pro-
pose and which we should do welI to adopt, Eeeing that it.
is ochoed in the amendment of the hon. the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, which asks for the removal of the
barrier preventing the exchange of our fiheries; and yet I
find in a pamphlet written by the hon. member fgr
Gaspé (Mr. Joncas), whoa seconded the address in reply to
the Speech from the Throne, that our fiahermen earn 812
more every year, per bead, than English fishermen,
and 818 more than American fishermen. Now, if
we are so fIourishing as that, and desirous of having a
reciprocity treaty, it is because w. feel that our prosperity
and our trade would grow; that we should widen the circle
of our business connections, and render our people easier
and more copifortable. Why, thon, should we not reap the
same advantages on our agricultural producta and all that
we sell and buy? Consequently, I repeat that, in discus-
sing this question the hon. members on the right of
the Chair have admitted in the past and sdmit-today,-

Mr, CHoquzTTZ.

they do discuse it only from a party esandpoint, and not
in view of the interests of the country, and I eay-that the
proposition before the House is neither more nor less
than the adoption of the proposal made by the hon. the
Minister of Finance at the Washington Conference. Thence,
thorefore, a vote registered against this proposition is tanta-
mount to a vote of want of confidence in that hon.
gentleman. There is another reason, Kr. Spemaer, alleged
in support of the position taken by the menibers of
the other side, that our revenue would sufer decrease.
I admit that. I allow that" we may lose an income
of six or seven millions. But if our revenues lessen,
it is because taxes will lessen ; because the consumer
will have less to disburse. If the public exchequer
is a suferer by seven millions, it is seven millions less
which the buyers in the country will put, in the shape of
taxes, into the public chest. W. are further told that
recourse will have to be ad to direct taxation and other
means of meeting this state of things. There is no need of
direct taxation, but we shall do what the hon. First Minister
used to tell us, while in Opposition-we shall have to ourtail
expenses. I remember tiat a former Finance Minister,
'while in Opposition, Sir Leonard Tilley, said that we
should not spend beyond $22,500,000 or $23;000,000, and
that ho, being in such official capacity, would go further
than that, and he charged the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), thon Finance Minister in
the Mackenzie Government, with being an extravagant
man, who spent too much money. Admitting, Sir, that an
income tax will decrease $7,000,000, we are asked for
$35,000,000 this year, and if bon. Ministers can manage
with $22,000,000 or $23,000,000, as they boasted when in
Opposition, they ought to be able to get along with
$28,000,000 in administering the affairs of the country.
Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to detain the House any
longer, and I shahl close these few remarks by saying that,
so far as I am concerned, this reciprocity question has been
,debated in my county, and even more effectively-put before
the electors, and vietory turned in favour of the measure.
Rence I do not hesitate to take my stand at ones, and say
that if called upon- to renew the campaign in my onunty,
I should be returnod, not by 200, but by 400 or 5U00
majority. I shall repeat once more that a treaty of
reciprocity with the United States las begu advocated at
ali times, when we were in a much more inferior position
than that which we occupy at present, and, if it was found
well formerly, it ought to be the same to-day. When I rise
in this House, to support the motion now submitted to us, I
repeat that I do not do so through partisanship. I will not
decry either my Province or my country and I support the
proposition because I believe that it is inthe interest of the
agricultural classes and of consumers. I am one of the
youngest members of the House.; I represent t.he youthful
generation and, like our elders, we love our country and
our Sovereign. I do not wish tt, on its atioptioi, the
words of the pont to be J»Lied-to me;

Ceux qui jeunes encoxe sont froids pour le paye,
Quand ils deviendront vieux seront m enems.

This is the reason, Mr. Speaker, wby I labor for ita
rogres sand its prosperity. And when I shall ho no more,
would like to have it said of me thaýt, when young, I loyed

my country, and worked for its advanucement, and, when
old, worshipped it, enjoying its hppinesasand thrift.

Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). I shall not attempt to
reply to the admirable-speech whieh ha. been delivered by
the hon. gentleman who bas just st down. So far sa Inam
concerned, at all events, the speech of the hon. gentleman
is perfectly unanswerable. Bat I shall ask the indul-
gence of the House while I offer a few-ob.ervations on the
very important -matter which is now under consideration.
The discussion which bas now-aken place upon -tis ques-
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tion differs in one important respect, at least, from the dis
eussions to which we have been accustomed to listen in
other Sessions. I have heard every Session, since I have
had the honor of a seat in this louse, the condition of this
country described by hon. gentlemen opposite in very
much the same language and the sarne way that they have
described it on this occasion. I have heard the poverty of
the country referred to; I have heard it also alleged that
the burden of taxation was so great that the people of this
country were obliged to leave it and flnd homes for them-
selves in the United States. On former occasions, how-
ever, hon. gentlemen opposite suggested no remedy for this
state of thinge. They informed us that while a Conservative
Government was in power in this country,it was impossible
for Canada to make progress or prosper, but they never
told us how a change of government would afford any relief.
They never told us what policy they would adopt if they
were entrusted with the reins of power, whieh would bring
about a better condition of affairs in this country. It is in
this respect that this discussion offurs a striking contrast
to the discussions to which I have reforred. They have
discovered now that it is unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States that we require; they have discovered that
if this policy should be adopted in this country, it would
remove every cause of complaint, and, I presume,
satisfy the wants and aspirations of us all. I feel that
it is to be regretted, at least for the credit of hon, gen-
tlemen opposite, that tbis particular remedy was not dis-
covered at some time when they could have fairly claimed
to have been the originators of this movement. It
is a matter of surprise, to many of us at least, who sit on
this side of the House, that the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) who introduced this res-
olution, did not discover at some former time that this was
the roal and only remedy for the evils under whioh we
labor, considering the very close investigation which he is
every year acoustomed to give the financial condition of
this country. It is a matter of surprise, too, that this bas
never been the result of the philosophical searches of the
hon. momber for Bothwell (Mr. Milîs). It is a matter of
still groater surprise that the hon. gentleman who, at the
present time, leads the party opposite in this House, not
very long ago, I believo, should have doubta as w the advisa-
bility of adopting this policy; it is a matter of surprise
that the hon. member for North Norfolk (bir. Charlton) not
very long ago should have feit a preference for commercial
union rather than unrestricted reciprocity, and that
the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) when
addressing his constituents in Charlottetown, should
have pronounced unrestricted reciprocity-a scheme
which, if it is not entirely analogous, is, at leat, very
nearly akin to the scheme which is now under considera-
tion-as wholly impracticable. In some manner or by some
process, whioh is unknown to us on tnis side of the House,
these hon. gentlemen, apparently, since this Session cor-
menced, have harmonised their views upon this subject. It
is a mystery to those of ns who are on this side of the
House how this has been accomplished; and I assume that
it will romain a mystery unless ome hon. gentleman who is
in the secrets of the party shall hereafter enlighten the
country, and make himself lamous by writing the history of
the rise, and progress, and collapse of this extraordinary
movement.

An hon. MEMBER. Especially the collapse.
Mr. WOOD (Westmoreland). Especially the collapse

To give honor to whom honor is due, I assume we may
fairly attribute the origin of this movement to Mr. Erastus
Wiman, the advocate of commercial union. Kr. Wiman, as
we ail know, is a gentleman of very distinguished abilities.
If I a« correctly informed, he was a native of Canada, but
for some years back has taken up his residence in the

- United States. He has evidently formed the opinions ho
now entertains, in regard to the conditions and wants of his

) native country, as the result of the ideas which he has
3 imbibed and the influences by which he has been surrounded

in the land of his adoption. Mr. Wiman has more advanced
views on this question than hon. gentlemen op ite. Ho
advooates a scheme of commercial union, e not only
desires free trade, but he desires that all custome restric-
tions should be removed, and that a uniform tarif should be
adopted, and the grosa oustoms receipts should be divided
betw'een the two countries on the bauis of p<ipulatdon,
or on mone other basis that may be agrod upon.
Hon. gentlemen opposite are not prepared to
go that far. They dra the line at inrestricted
reciprocity; and, while they desire free trade, they desire
that each country shah have the privilege of regulating its
own tariff as it chooses. It is not difnult, Of curge, to
acconut for this difference in the opinions of Mr. Wiman
and hon. gentlemen opposite, for these gentlemen have ýnot
enjoyed the same advantages as Mr. Wiman has ; they have
not hîved in New York, tbey have not-been surrounded by
the influences by which he has been surrounded, and they
have not had the same opportunity of having their minds
enlightened':and their views enlarged *pon this subject. I
expected, and I think the country and this Parliameunt
expected, that these gentlemen would have pointed out mome
reason why we should prefer unrestricted reciproetty to
comtnercial union. For my own part, I have beei utiable
to discover what advantages we, as Canadians, would have
under unrestricted reciprocity that we would net have
under commercial union. I cau a66 many disadvahtàges to
Canada under oither system. In the first place, as bas been
pointed out already, the effeot upon our revenue would be
very serious indeed. The direct losa, as has been stated,
would amount to upwards of even millions of dollars. The
indirect loss would beeven greater than this, and it is impos-
sible accurately to estimate it, because we cannot form a cet
rect estimate of the extent to which our foreignimports would
be reduced if this policy were adopted. One thing, how-
ever, I think, muet be evident te any person who takes even
a superficial view of this question, and that is that Canada
would be in a better position under.commercial union than
she would be under unrestricted reciprocity, at all events
as far as revenue is eoncerned; for we must all admit that,
if a fair tariff were maintained and we had a fair division
of the revenues of the two countries, we would have a larger
amount of money to provide for carrying on the govern-
ment of the country, and to provide for our public expen-
ditures, than we would have under any sheme of unre-
stricted rociprocity. Then, there is the disastrous effeot of
this policy upon our manufacturing industries, which has
been already referred to. I shall not dwell at any length
upon thibseraâehof the subject. Hon. çentlm en o O
admit that it will injure our mahnfa ttht indýùtra t
they make this admission in the milàest manner poseihble.
They tel us that it may be expected that some of the manu-
facturing industries of this country may be in'uriously
aifected if this policy is adopted. Why, Mr. Speakr, oul
manufactures would not simply be injured; they wonkd
be prectically annihilated; for everyôe' kné*s thit
the manufactureraof the United States, with thoir enormous
wealth, with the capital they bave at their command, with
their long experience, with the skill they have aequired,
with the great influence-almost amounting to control-
which they are enabled to exercise, not only là the markets
at home but in the markets abroad, and oven, to ome ex-
tent, over the means of transportation, places them to-day
in such a position that they oau bid deffance to any compe.
tition tbat the manufacturers of this country could possibly
offer them. The hon. member for North Nofolk (Mr.
Charlton), in the course of his remarks, usd a most extra-
ordinary argument in connetion wi this braoh of the
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subject. The argument was very ingenious, but it was
equally fallacious. That hon. gentleman referred to the
growth of manufactures in the United States and he made
a comparison between the growth of the manufactures in
some of the newer States and in some of the older States.
He instanced Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Illinois, Iowa, Min-
nesota and California on the one hand, and Massachusetts,
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania on
the other hand, and as the result of that comparison he says :

" Taking the old manufacturing States which produce more than one-
haf the goods produced in the whole Union, the States of Massachu-
setti, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, I fmnd that
the increase during the sane period [the period referred to was
from 1870 to 1880] was $315,000,000, or about $50,000,000 less than
in the eight new States I have mentioned, and that the ratio of
increase was 21-6 per cent., against 64 per cent. in the new States.
This is a striking result, and it demonstrates that the ratio of increase
in manufacturing is more than as rapid again in those new States,
and the newer they are the more rapid the inerease; the most rapid
increase was in Minnesota, 228 per cent., the increase in Illinois was
over 100 per cent., and in California over 74 per cent."

HE goes on further and refera to seveval cities in the west-
ern State8,' Buffalo, Detroit, Cincinnati, Cleveland, aud
several others, and goes on to say:

" Statisties show that the ratio of increase is many times more rapid
in these cities of the west than it is in the older cities of the east. In
view of these facts, I think that we are needlessly alarmed, that there is
no ground for the alarm that exista in the minds of some men, that the
manufacturera of the Dominion are not capable of competing with those
old manufacturing centres in the eastern States. The results in the
western States give the lie to such assertion. We may disabuse our
minds of any fears as to our abilities to compete with those centres and
to successfully maintain and sustain our manufacturing intereste. The
fact of it is, I(r. Speaker, that our manufacturers, as well as our lumber-
men, our farmers, our fishermen and mine owners, need the blessings of
continental free trade.''"

Now, Mr. Spehker, if that argument proves anything it'
proves this: that it is no disadvantage to a new country to
have free trade with a country where older manufacturing

industries are established; and, if that argument is sound,
if there is no disadvantage for the newer cities and States
to have free trade with the older manufacturing States of
the Union, it would have been no disadvantage to them to
have free trade with Great Britain and free trade with
the world. If the principle the hon. gentleman lays
down is sound, the United States have not built up their
manufacturing interests by the policy of protection which
was adopted in that country, because those interests would
have grown as rapidly, if net more rapidly, if they had
maintained from the first a policy of free trade with Great
Britain and the world. That is simply an argument in
favor of free trade, and I cannot botter answer the argu-
ment of the bon. gentleman than by using the language
which he usedin this louse in 1876. The hon, gentleman
on that occasion said :

" It may be safely assumed that no country bas attained to greatness
lu manufactures without havimg in the course of its history inposed
exactions sud restrictions. This has notably been the case with Great
Britain herself, and I think the assertion that the development of varions
industriesla necessary to the cultivation of the self-defensive power of
the nation, ls incontrovertible. We have had an illustra tion of this in
the United States. '* *The United States have adopted a protec-
tive policy under which their industries have been fostered and promoted
until in 1870 their producti reached 4,253 million dollars, giving employ-
ment to 2 million operatives, and disbursing over 775 million dollars,"

The opinions which the bhon. gentleman held in 1876 were
sound., I can congratulate him upon the soundness ofi
those opinions, but I cannot so beartily congratulate him
upon his change of opinion since. But since the hon.
gentlemàn bas lost confidence in his former opinions, I
could refer him to the opinions of another hon.
gentleman, th very able leader of the- party on
that aide of the ouse, in whose opinions he should,
at all events, have a great degree of confidence. Ii
would refer himh to thé celebrated Malvern speech, which
has already been' refrrred to in this debate. The leaderi
of the Oppositir, n " 'that docesion, acknowledged that

Mr. WEoD (Westmoreland).

the protective policy which had been adopted in Canada,
had resulted in bringing into existence new manufacturing
industries. He admitted that these industries owed their
continued exitstence to the continuance of that policy, and,
as the leader of the party, he gave his pledge, and that
plodg'e was not only for himself but for the party which ho
led, that the manufacturers, at all events, had nothing to
fear from that party, that if they were entrasted with the
control of the goverinment of this county, no radical
change would take place in our fiscal policy; in any reduc-
tions which they made in the tariff, they would have a due
regard for the manufacturing interests of this country. It
appcars that the hon. gentleman bas not only lost confidence
in his opinions, but both ho and all the gentlemen with
whom ho is associated on that side of the House, have lost
all respect for the solemn pledges of their leader made a
little more than a year ago; for every person knows that if
this poliey were adopted, the manufacturers which owe their
very existence, in this country, to the adoption of a protec-
tive policy, would be utterly destroyod, for they cau only be
continued in existence by maintainiing a protective policy
against the United States as well as against the world. Now,
Sir, this policy of unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States will not only be disastrous to our manufacturing in.
dustries, it will be equally disastrous to the trade of this
country. This has already been referred to-indeed, every
branch of this subject bas been discussed at so great longth
that it is needless to dwell much upon it now. 1 wish to
confine my remaiks, on this branch of the subject, almost
exclusively to the foreign trade of this country. One of
the objects of the National Policy has been to extend anl
develop our foreign trade, and that bas been done to a large
extent. It is specially exemplified in the sugar trade. In
1878, as we all know, we imported but 6 per cent. of the
sugar consumed in this country froi the country of growth
and production. In 1887 this condition of things was en.
tirely changed, for we now import upwards of 90 per cent.
of the sugar consumed in this country, direct from the coun-
try of growth and production. And when we recollect that
the consumption of sugar in this country last year amounted
to upwards of 230 million pounds, the importance of this
trade will be apparent to every one. Thon take
another leading article of commerce, the article of
tea. Before the introduction of the National Policy,
we purchased our tea largely in the United States. LaSL
year we imported into Canada direct from China and Japau,
and other tea-producing countries, upwards of eleven
million pounds, and from the United States only half a
million pounds. Now, I cannot conceive it possible that
under any system of unrestrictod reciprocity or commercial
union that discriminating duty of 10 per cent. could bo
maintained; and if it is not maintained, we hand back the
tea trade of this country largely to the wholesale in 'ortin.
houses of New York and Boston. Then, in 18S7, we im-
ported of woollen manufactured goods from Great Briain
upwards of eleven million dollars worth, and of cottoa
manufactured goods, upwards of four au. haif millions.
if unrestricted reciprocihy weie adop'ed, ibis trade would
nearly all, if not entirely, bo transfirred to the United
States. Indeod, Sir, without en umerating further, we may say
that our entire foreign trade would bo gone. When we con-
sider the value of this !rade, when we consider the im-
portant influence it bas in building up our maritime cities,
in furnishing traffic for our railways, in furnishing empioy-
ment for both capital aud labor in this country, we can
form somo coxception of the enormous losses which
would be incurred if this policy were adopted. For
my own part, i can sce no adrantagcs sufficient to
compensate us for this enormous loss. lion. gentlemen
have endeavored t isupport their position in vari.
ous ways. They have referred to our geographical
position, to the proximity of the United States, to thieir
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large population of 60,000,000, and to theirtenormous trade.
But this point does not really touch the question. The
real question under consideration now is whether these
60,000,000 of people are our customers, or our competitors ?
'With regard to our geographical position, that branoh of
the subject bas been so ably dealt with, and the arguments
so fully and so saccessfully met by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, that it is not necessary to refer to it further.
It bas been said that we need the United States as a market
for our agricultural products, that the United States is the
natural market for the farmers of this country. low, Mr.i
Speaker, that is a position which hou. gentlemen caunot
successfully maintain. Why, the United States are, and
have beon for years, the competitors oftthe Canadian farmer
in very many leading classes of agricultural products in ouri
own Canadian market. In bcef and pork, in wheat, rye, peas
and beans, in live stock, butter, lard and cbeese, they are
the competitors of the Canadian farmers to-day in the
market% of Great Britain and in every other foreign market
to which these exports are shipped. With regard to other
classes of agricultural products to which reference bas been
made-horses, barley, hay, sheep and wool-the imports at
the present time are utterly insignificant, and, as the bon.1
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) stated, thei
imports are so small that they do not affect, to any appre-i
ciable extent, the value of these articles in the markets of
the United States. That reciprocal trade with the United1
States in Iarm products would b an advantage, no one can1
deny; but this is due to this cause: that agricultural pro.1
dicte especially are affected by local and exoeptional causes.j
A drought in any particular year may enhance the vale of4
particular classes of agricultural produce; the failure of a
crop may have the same effect; the movement of popula.
tion, the growth of cities, the establishment of new miningj
or manufacturing industries may, for any particular period1
of time and in certain localities, give enhanced value to
agricultural produce; and to that extent, and to that extentt
alone, it would b. advantageous to the farmers of Canada to
have free access to the markets of the United States. But itt
is contrary to e'very principle that governs trade and com.
merce, to assume that while the United States are exporting1
cvery year, and exporting every year in larger quantities, a-1
Imlst every ciass of agricultural produce,they eau offer to thei
frmers ot Canada a certain permanent or profitable mar-r
ket, while everything we sell must simply go to swell theê
volume of their exports to foreign countries. The bon.c
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) bas referred to
our mineral wealth. He told us that if the barriers of
trade were thrown dowr- American capitalists would comer
into this county, that our iron and copper mines would bet
developed, that new lines of railway would be built, and in1
a short time we would become large exporters of iron andc
copper ore to the United States. I doubt very much the1
conclusions at which the bon. gentleman bas arrived. I.
do not for one believe that the results he anticipates wouldt
follow if his policy were adopted. But, even supposing, forr
the sake of argument, that the hou. gentleman is right in
this anticipation, if he pretends to assert that it is in thati
way that the mineral wealth of this country can be devel.P
oped to the greatest advantage of the people, I take direct d
issue with him on that point. I claim that the mineral wealthV
of this country ahould b. used for the benefit of the peopliofk
this country, that by a moderate protective tariff we should'
offer every induq ecment to foreign capitalits to come bore and 8
establish new manufacturing industries, to furnish emiploy- E
ment for our own people and enlarge the home market for v
our farmers, and we all know the home market is the most
profitable market they can have. This, Sir, is the policy
which the present Government have adopted in thepast.
It has been succesaful se far, and it promises to be far more 8
succeseful in the fature than it bas been in the past. Then
bon. gentleman has also referred to the growth of trade dur- a

ring the existenee of the old Reciproeity Treaty, which ex-
isted from Ip54 to 186. Now, it must be apparent to
every one that that can in no way be taken a au index of
the probah!e results of 'oeireoeity at the present tihne. It
must be remembered that that was an exceptionat period in
the history of the country. It must be remembered that
during the existence of that treaty the people of the
United States were for five yeare engaged In oivil war,
that during that time upwards of two millions of their
people were taken away from agricultural and industrial pur-
suite and forced to do duty on the fieldiof battle, that the
ordinary business of the country was negiected and the
regular growth and development ofr the country was
arrested. It must be remembered, too, that the. values ot
all commodities were undnly inflated, that especially the
prices of the exporte from Canada to the United States
were enormonsly enhanced, and the large profits which the
people of this country gained by having free trade with the,
United States during that period could not be realleed again
except under similar ciroumstances. To-day; thecondition
of thinge is entirely changed. During that period the Uni-
ted States were importera of coal. In 1866 they puroha ed
from Nova Scotia some halt million tons of ooal. Last year,
such bas been the development of the coal mininginterests
of the United States, that they not obly sapplied their own
wants, but exported to the Province o Ontario alone 1,130,-
000 tons of coal, andlthat in the face of theduty'of 60 cents
par ton. If that duty were removed to-day, it we had frée
trade in coal with the United States to-iay, it would be a dis&
advantage instead of being an advantage to the peopleof
Canada, for the coal mine owners tof Nova eSo.tia
would flod that coal from Ponnsylvani, and Ohio, and
Illinois not only had full possession of the j eastera
markets of the ,United States, but they would fini,
I fear, that they, the Nova Scotians, would b.
kept out of the markets of Ontario and Quebec. Then
the development of the agricultural resourees of the United
States bas been wonderful since the close of the war. Smoe
that time in the United States the people bave built long
lines of railway connecting the east with the wot; they
have carried into the rich agricultural districts of the west
handredsuand thousands of settlers, they have placed in
their hands the best and most improved agrieultural imple.
ments and machinery, they have furnished thom-withýeasyi
speedy and rapid commuuication between the agricultural
districts in the west and the centres of population in the
eat and the seaports on the Atlantic coast. The develope
ment of their agricultural resources bas been far more
rapid than the demand of the home market warrants, and
the exportetof the country are every year increasing.
In Canada, too, the condition of things has entirely
changed. We, too, have built long lines of railway. We
have deepened our canals, improved our water com-
munication, and to.day we have commenication- btr
tWeen the different sections of this Dominion- which is
not excelled, even if it can be equalled in any country in
the world. We have, too, opened for ourselves new
markets, we have established 1iow means of communication
with those markets, and if we continue to igo on In the
direction In whith we are going, the time'is not faie distamt
when the people of Canada will have easy accesste all the
narkets of the world *here our products an' be sold, or
where any demand for, thom existe. Under these circum-
stances, while we are not as dependent upon the United
States for the sale of our produots aswe formerly wore,
while reciprocal trade with the United States may be voy
desirable, it is no longer necessary to our progress and

oEperty. I am not opposed t reociprooal trade. I should
very glad if our commercial relations with the United

States were very mueh extended, I -sbould be very glad if
many of the restrictions which now exist ware renoved, I
should be very glad if we otuld have free- aces to their
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markets for the proJaets of our farina, of our fisheries, of
our mines and of -our forests, I should be very glad too if
we could have the advantage of the coasting trade, and I
believe the Govprnment of the country would be fullyjustified
in making any reasonable concessions to obtain those advant-
ages. But while I am in favor of a reciprocal treaty or a treaty
for reciprocal trade, which is fair in its terme, which can be
honorably obtained, which is mutually advantageous to both
countries interested, I for one can never give my consent to
a proposition such as that now before the House. It
involves the toss of our foreign trade, the destruction of our
manufaotures, it would practically compel us te purchase
almost everything we require in the markets of the United
States, and finally it would make us dependent upon them
for a market for our products. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) in the course of his
remarks referred to the present position of the finances of
the United States, He told us that the Secretary of the
Treasury if he had the authority of Congress might provide
for the reqaired expenses in three différent modes. Each of
the.medes which the hon. gentleman proposed involved a
very large reduction of the tarif and very large additions to
the free trade list. Now, I am very much inclined to agree
with the hon. gentleman's opinions and I believe that
there are good grounde for entertaining those opinions.
A measure has been introduced into Congress during
its present session, which, tr-gether with the remarks
of the Président of the United States, would indicate
that legislation in that direction may be looked for
at no distant date. But, Sir, there is no reasonable man who
will not admit that if the free trade list is enlargei in
the United States it will be enlarged in the direction of the
admission of all the natural products of Canada, and of
everything which, under any circumstances, we could sell to
the people of the United States. If that opinion is well
founded no governmnént can be justified in purchasing those
advantages at so great a cost as is proposed in this resolu-
tion; when the United States will be compelled by force of
circumstances and with no concessions on our part to open
their markets in the no distant future not only to Canada
but te the whole world. Then, Sir, there is another view
of this question and a very important one to which I wish
to refer, and that is the practicability of the proposition
now before the House. Sir, I believe that the hon. gentle-
man would be obliged to demonstrate far more clearly than
he has done in the course of this debate that this proposi-
tion is practicable before it will receive a very serious con-
sideration from this House or from the country. I do not
believe, Sir, that it can be shown to be practicable, and
the hietory of our trade negotiations with the United
States fully justifies this opinion. The treaty which
existed from L854 to 1866 was terminated not by the
désire of the (anadian people but as a result of the
action of the Anerican Congress, and that action has
sinoe apparently met with the full approval of the people
of that country. When the Hon. George Brown, in 1874,
wentto Washiegton to negotiate a treaty for reciprocal
trade, hé was prepared to make large concessions, hé was
prepared to offer mauch more advantageous terme than they
had under the former treaty, and yet his proposal did net
receive even respectful consideration. There bas been an
Act upon our Statute-book since 1879 providing for, and
giving the government of this country authority to remove,
the duties from importe to the United States on the natural
products of this country, if reciprocal privileges were
granted tW Canada. To that invitation for reciprocal trade
we have had no response. Il we need any further proof
to establish this point we have it, Sir, in what took
plaée in the course of the recent negotiations at Wash-
ington, when the representatives of Canada and the
représentatives of Great Britain were given to under-
staad in plain and unmitakable terme that no such I

Mr. Woo (Westmoreland),

treaty oeuld be entertain4, and that thereresetatives
of the United-States would not evea así lorauthority to
negotiate for a treaty which involved any change in the
existing tarif of the United States,or which interfereid with
the power of the Congress of. the, United States to regulate
and alter their tarif at any time thly chose. Now, Sir, if we
were going to Washington to-maorrow to propose a treaty for
recipro3al trade with the, United States the propaition
which is now under consideration is the one -of al others
which would be leat likely te find acceptanee. This is
a proposal to establish free trade between the two countries,
not only in products and manufactured goods, but at the
same time it proposes that each country should befre to
regulate its own tarif as it may choose. Look for one
moment at the effect of such an arrangement upøn the trade
of the United States. Take for instance thé efect ,upon the
sugar trade. If under such an arrangement as that, the
Parliament of Canada chose to reduce the duties onraw
sugar or remove them altogether our refiners cowld import
raw sugar into this country, they could refine it in Canada
and they could seil it in the markets of the United States.
The only way the people or the Government of the United
States oond prevent that resuit would be te reduce the duties
on raw sugar until they corresponded with the duties that
prevailed in this Dominion. The same principle applies to
every class of importe used in oar manufacturing industries
which can be broughtf rom forcign countries either in-their
raw or partially manufactured state. And, Sir, to suppose
that the people of the United States would place themselves
in a position where they might be at any time required to
alter or reduce their tariff, in consequence of any action
which might be taken by the Parliament of this Dominion,
is to my mind simply preposterous. Itis utterly inconsistent
with the dignity, and independence, and self respect, of an
intelligent, and proud, and prosperous people. The hon. menm-
ber for Queen's, P. E,. (Kr. Davies) expressed soand opinions,
I believe, when he addressed his ele3tors in Charlottetown
last fail. The same pruiiple precisely applies te the pro.
position whieh is now before the House that apply to the
proposition of unrestricted reciprooity which he was thon
considering, as hé has explaimed it. I do not know, Sir, of
any better way to express my view upon this questien than
to refer again te the language which he admits hé used with
regard to the proposition there. He then said: " Unrestricted
reciprocity is something the people of the United States are
not such arrant fools as to accept; it is impraeticable." Unre.
strioted reoiprocity Mr. Speaker, can mean butone of two
things. It means eitler free trade with the world or political
annexation with the United States. If adopted it must lead
either te one or the otherof those two results. It is atter folly
to assume that while we remain a portion of the British Em-
pire, we can maintain against Great Britain a discriminat-
ing tarif. There would be no advantage whatever in
closing our market against British manufacturers if w
opened them free to the manufaoturers of the United
S-ates. There would be no addition te our revenue and
there would be no commercial advantage. It would be
simply maintaininga discriminating tarif for which we
could give no excuse or justification. If w. grant thiis
privilege te one, #e muet in common justice grantit to the
other. Free trade with the United&ates meansfre4rade
with Great Britain, and free trade with these two countries
mneans free trade with-the world, and free trade with the
world means direct taxation. We w.nat, Sir, accept that as
the inevitable resmit of unrestricted reciprocity with the
United States, or we muet accept the other alternative-
political union; for it is equally against common reason
and common sense te assert that we can maintain an
unjust and unnecessary discriminating tarif against Great
Britain, and that the people and Governmeat of that cou-
try will at the same time entertain the same friendly rota-
ions and feelings towards ns whiqh existat the presnt timé
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With, Sir, aI4,NgItmmsteso closely identifded and allied
with those of the United States, annexation muet follow
s an inevitable result; and if the results which were pre-
dioted by the hon. member for South Oxford should be
rsalised-if the afect of this policy should be, as h. said it
would' b, to open up Oanad as a field for Amorican enter-
prise-if weare to bring American oitizens her, people
with American sympathies-and with a strong preferenoe
for Amerieau institutionsand the American form of govern-
ment, it must'be evident to any remsonable man that poli-
tical union with that oountry can be but for a very short
time delayed. Now, Sir, when this scheme comes to be
studied and to be thoroughly understood by the people of
this country, it will be seen to ho not only subversive of the
best interests of the people of Canada, but repugnant te
their feelings. The people ofCanada, Sir, are loyal British
subjects. We belong to different races and different creeda,
for we have sprung from different nationalities; but
whether it is Norman or Anglo&Ssxon blood that flows in
our veins-whether we are of those who have crossed
the Atlantie to find a home in this western world,
or-whether we are the desoendants of those who more
than a hundred years ago crossed the border line and
laid the foundations Of St. John, Toronto and other cities
along the American frontier, we bve chosen Canada for
our home largely because we have a preference for British
institutions, because we desire to enjoy the protection of
the British flag, and beuses we are willing to do our
part to maintain a united British Empire. Thie feeling,
.believe, ie universal in this country, with but few excep-
tions. The bon. member for St. John (gr. Ellis) not long
ago delaredýhimself to be in favor of annexation; but when
ho made that declaration, ho found no sympathy from
either politioal party in the city ho represents. Those
who supported him, as well as those who opposed him,
ceneured and rebuked him for hie conduct. He was even
Wlled upon by those who had elected him to resign his seat
in this House, because he was told that ho did not represent
the feelings or the sentiments of hie constituency. But, Sir,
I have this to say for the bhon. gentleman, that his advocacy
of annexation is frank, candid, and consistent ; and I
believe that if a man does believe in annexation,
and desires to see it accomplished, it is botter for him
to go about it in that way than to advucate it under
the guise of commercial union or unrestricted reci-
procity. Now, Mr. Speaker, this has been said to be
more sentiment. It has been referred to by several hon.
gentlemen in the course of this debate, and some of the
leading members of this House have told us that
we should regard this question simply from a busi-
ness standpoint. I for one do not concur in that opinion.
It it true, Sir, this sentiment of loyalty is a more
Fentiment, but it is a sentiment which has a firm and
strong hold on the people of this country, and it is one
which will laigely influence their decision in the present
indtance. It isa sentiment, Sir, which has been fully
recognised by both political parties in this country, and it
in a sentiment towhich I believe we have in this case not
merely a right, but to which it ie our duty to appeal. The
National:Polidy-had for one of its objecte the fostering and
strengthening of a loyal sentiment in this ceuntry. That
policy has tbeen successfal in establishing new industries, in
developing our-resources, and in extending our trade; but
it ha- done more-than this. The National Policy bas made
the people of this country self-reliant. It has given them a
confidence in their own country and in its future growth
and greatres. It bas led us to appreciate at their true
value the vast resources which this country possesses, and
it bas given us a true appreciation of the powers we possess
to -provide for their development. This policy, Sir, has
bean the means 'of resting a national ustiment iu this

sentuy, a feteling of ntknal poide; Md while it has
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brought prosperity, itihs at the sane time attached un
more strongly to the land in which we live, -and also
etrengthened the bonds that unite us to the mother
country. I am, Sir, but expressing my own per-
sonal convictions; but I desire to say that , for
on, believe that the veteran leader of the Oon-
servative party in this House owes, in a very large
degree, the popularity which h. enjoys, and the suc-
ces which bas attended his political career, to the fact
that in aIl his acte and utteranoes, and in ail his pub.
lie policy, ho bas shown himself to b. thoroughly and
honestly in sympathy with this sentiment which eostrongly
predominates among ail classes in this country. I believe,
too, that while those who oppose him in this House bave no
better policy to ofer, while they bave no better claim to
power, while they have no better proposition to submit for
the consideration of this Parliament or this country, than
a commercial treaty with a foreign power, which would in
volve the loss of ail we have gained in the last ton years-
aye, which asks that we shall yield up that full freedom of
self-government, which is our pride and boast as a portion
of the British Empire, which asks us to terminate our
national existence, which, though young, i full of vigor
and vitality, which bas beei happy and prosperous in the
past, and is full of hope and promise in the future-when
their policy is one that involves the loss of ourvery identity
as a Canadian people, and our ultimate absorption into the
American Republic, in my opinion at least they can have
no hope whatever of gaining the confidence or support of
the people of this country.

Mr. BARRON moved the adjournment of the debate.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I hope the bon. gentleman

will not move the adjournment of the debate. We have
been adjouriting rather early the last few nights, and if we
realiy want to bring this debate to an end some day or
another, I think we must sit longer. The bon. gentleman,
I have no doubt, will have time to make bis speeeh now,
and I hope ho wili not make bis motion.

Mr. JONES. I understood that there was an under-
standing arrived at between the hon. gentleman who is
leading the House and the leader of Opposition that the
question was not to go on after half past eleven or the
neighborhood of 12 o'clock.

Sir HBCTOR LANGEVIN. Not this evening.
Mr. JONES. The hon. leader of the Opposition bas left

the House under that impression.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The hon. gentleman is

mistaken about that. There was no snob understanding
this evening. There was an understanding last night,
which was kept, but this evening ther eis time for another
speech, and I hope the hon, gentleman will go on.

Mr. BARRON. I did not intend to speak to-night, when
I rose to my feet, but simply to move the adjournment,
in consequence of what I understood te be the understanding
between the leader of the Opposition and the Government.
The leader of the Opposition certainly gave me to under
stand that the hon. gentleman, who is now acting as leader
on the opposite side of the House, agreed that after 11.80
the debate would be adjourned, but if the hon. gentleman
insiste on my going on, of ocurse I muet aecede to his
wishes. But 1 hope, however, the hour being very late
indeed, that the House will be as indulgent with me as pos-
sible, because I know how tedious it is to have to liâten to
speeches on a subject which bas been pretty well threshed out
already. Ilitherto the ail important question before the House
has been dealt with almost completely from a Dominion or
Federal standpoint, ex3ept in one or two notable instancoes:
I refer to the singular speech of my hon. friendifor Pictou
(Kr. Tupper), the other might, in avswer to tel senor mem-
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bpr for Halifax (Mr. Jones). I did expect that hon. gentle-
man would have delivered a speech from which wa.
could learn something, but it did seern to me,
that the hon., gentleman was actuated throughout his sp3ech1
more by some personal political motive than by any other.
I will make another singular exception, and, that is the.
speech of the hon.. member for Hamilton (Kr. Brown), who
charged against the hon. member for East Huron (Kr. Mac.
donald) that ho was pretty well mixed. But I will leave
it to this House to judge as to which of the two was most
mixed. I do not propose to deal with the .subjeot before us
altogether from a Dominion orFederal standpoiRt, becaguse,
I think it is better, from this time forward, at ail events
on the, part of junior members, that they should deal
with thiw *all-important question from a local or prc-
vineial standpoint as it affects local interests. When I
remember that my constituency bas, as much as any,
and probably more than many of the constituencies
represented in this House, a deep interest in the motion
under discussion, I feel it is my boanden duty to rise on
this occasion and give my reasons for supporting the motion
of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright).:I Theraeis also. another reason ,why I think it is
my dçity, on this occsion te speak to this motion, even.
at this late hour, and that is this : Since the last
Mesion of Ahis Parliament, I have taken great pains to as-
certain the views and wishes of my own people on this
gneat trade question, and I was gratified to find that by
givingmy vote as I intend to give it, when the time comes,
I shall be thoroughly in accord with the great majQrity of
the people in my own riding. I was not only pleased, but
I confess, I was a little alarmed, to find the extent to which
some of the farmers were willing to go, in my riding, to
ga n access to the American markets. Another reason
why I consider it my bounden duty to address the House
on this subject is that my own eonstituency is very much
intereated.inýthis subject. The people there being almost
exclusively engaged in the two great leading interests,
namely, that of farming and lumbering. I want first
to draw the attention of, this House for a little while to
the importance of this subject, sQ far as the farmei s are
concerned. i understand the issue before the House tobe
this, as embodied in the motion ,of the ,hox. member for
South Oxford, the grcatost gool to the greatest number;
while that presented by the amendment moved by the
hon. theMinister of Marine and Fisheries is, the greatest
good to the fewer number. Now, if we start out with that
proposition, and I think it is a true propositio, we F hould try
to ascertain who compose the greater number in this coun.
try. I think we can come to no other conclusion, at alt
events so far as Ontario is concerned, than that the farming
population is the greatest in number and in wealth. The
hon. member for West Huron (Mr. Macdonald), I think,
etated this afternoon, in his very able speech, that there
were mome 600,000 farmers in the Dominion. Will the
louse spare me a little time while I make .a comparison
between the farmersand all other.classes, as regards num ber
and wealth, in the Province of Ontario. In that Province
more people are engaged in the.farming industry than are
engaged in all the other industries put ,together. Thoe4aet
figures are these: Inl 1886 the farming population ofOntario
was 1,144,520, and the number of peoplein ail other lines of
life, 674,506, leaving amajority of.near half a million engaged
in or dependent upon the larming indastries over other
industries in Ontario. I have found on segeral occasions that
the argument Ias been.ued, that while :it is quite true the
farming population in Ontario is numerically very muchi
greater than all the other people put together, yet the
wealth of the manufacturing industry has to be c>nsidered.
Before dealing with that, however, let me say that in the
county I have the honor to represent the farming population
is 21,568, or 13,7more thai the entire population ongaged

Mr. BEARoN.

In other industries. Now, as to the question of value, I
find that in Ontario the value of farm lands, buildings,
implements and live stock, foot up to the enormous sum of

I8989,497,911ior ten times greater in value than the manu.
faotgr ipg indnstry in that Province. It is only fair tha4t
I should say here, because I desire to be accurate, that I have
no aecurate statisties as to the real value of the manufactur-
ing industries in Ontario, but I find that, in 1881, the
value of manufactures throughout the entire Dominion
ïwas about 8160,000,000. Taking $60,000,000 from that,
and , allowing $100,000,000 as the value of the
manufaeturing industries in Cntario, I find that the value
of the farminqg industry is a little less than ten times as
great as that of the manufacturing industry, and yet we
find hon. gentlemen opposite bowing down and worship.
ping their God and Mammon and forgetting the interests of
the most vsluable industry in the Dominion, the farming
industry.. I will refer to another industry in which I am
not interested personally, but as a representative of the
people, and that is the lumber interest. i have no accurate
ktatisties as to the value of the lumber interests, but I find
that we exported to the United States up to the 30th June,
1887, for .the year prior to that, the immense value of
$9,165,987, upon which, as I wll explain in a moment, Sir,
we paid the enormous amount in dnty, based on the average
duty imposed for the year ending June, 1886, of over
$1,678,292,21. It must be admitted, therefore, that the
removal of the American duty would give an impetus to
that trade. When we consider the two great industries,
farmiÀig and lumbering, I do not see how it is possible for
any hon. gentleman to vote against the motion of the hon.
member for South Oxford, which is calculated to prornoto
these iuterests, and to vote instead for the amendment
whichis calculated to help the vastly smaller industry-
that of the manufacturers. Let me ay here, and I will be
as rapid as I possibly can, I do think the interest of the
farmer is served by the amendment of the hon, the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries. Take the case of barley. As has
been stated to-night already, we exported last year
9,437,717 bashels, the value of which was about $5,245,000;
but I ask hon. gentlemen, did the farmers get that five and
a quarter millions ? They did not, because they haid to
pay i4i duty, $943,771.70.

Mr..RYKERT. Who paid the duty ?
Mr. BARRON. That was answered this afternoon out

of the mouth of the leader of the hon. gentleman who inter-
rapts me. If.the hon. gentleman had been in his seat this
afternoon,, I think he would not have interrupted me now,
because it was shown that the leader of the Government
stated in Cobourg, in 1878, when he was trying to deceive
the people with his National Policy, that it was the farmer
in this country who paid the duty.

Mr. RYKE RT. What do you say ?
Mr. BAR RON. I say h. does, and for this reason--
Mr, JOffS (Halifax). What do you say, Rykert ?
Mr. RYKERT. I will tell you by.and-bye.

Mr..BARRON. So I find that the farmer loses on that
item $943,000. Then, take beans. We exported an amount
valued at $206,000 to the United States. The farmer had
to pay in duty no less than $19,000. The value of the
export of peas was $331,349, but the farmer did not get
that. Ie reccived that less ithe sum of about $40,000, whieh
he paid In, duties. Rye was the same, and wheat the same,
and hay the came.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). He got the rye in drinks.

Mr. BARRON. No, the farmer is not so fond of taking
drinks as my hon. fiiend who has just interrupted me.
Take the case of horses, and I refer to that, because it shows
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how foofish it is to attempt to foree a trade in a wrong
channel. Last year we exported to the United States the
enormous number of 18,225 horses, of whieh the value was
82,214,.3R, but the farmer bal to pay in duties *412,67,
and the comparatively small balance of a million and a

afa as ail be gbt. Froin Ontario alone, last year, we
exported 8,154 hores, the value of which was $1.136,039,
but the duty w'hich the O'ntario farmers paid was $27,207,
so that ail they got for their horsei was 89i)8,831. But
hon. gentlerneYi oppoite Ray that we should endeavor to
cultivate the trade in borses with Great Britain. Any one
who takes an interest in horsefd oh knows that Great Britain
never *auts for cavalry purposes m>re than 4,000 horses
in afny one year. If that is so, w bat is to become of the
balance of the borses whieh we want to export ? Are thcse
hor. gentlemen aware that the whole number of horses that
we sent to Great Britain last year was only 329, with a value
of $38.000? In other words, the Ontario farmers paid in duty
on the horses they exported to the United States eleven
and a half time> more into the Amorican Treasury than they
received for ail the horses they sold to Great Britain. I
think that is a serious matter, and, when hon. gentlemen
opposite wish, by thoir policy, to make the farmer oeli to
the wrong party, I think that is an unanswerable argument
to show the absurdity and gross injustice of the attempt. I
shall not waste the time of the flouse by going into the
question of horned cattle, but I may say that I find that
Ontario last year sent to the United States, 45,765 horned
cattle, the value of which was $887,000, the duty on which
was $177,00d. Again the farmers did not get the value
because they lost this amount, 8177,'00, in duty.

Mr. BOWELL. Does the hon, gentleman say that that
quantity of cattle was sent to the United States for con-
sumption ?

Mr. ËARRON. I ssy that number of cattle was sent to the
United States. If th'ey went in bond, they would not pay
duty, and on the cattle I speak of this duty was paid. I say
again, in regard to sheep, of whieh 363,000 were exported
Isgt yeaf, thie 1alue was 8974,000, but the farm-r only
received $779,000, because he had to pay the enormous sum
of $194,000 in duties. I will summarise and will not go
ito detail, and I am sorry that I was asked to speak at ihis
late bour, because I feel that I e mnot do mysef justice or
do the snbject justice; but, in fine, we find that, in lumber,
barley, beans, peas, hay, horses, horned cattie, and sheep
and sEo on, we paid last year $3,672,845 in duties, or a
littie over $2 a head for every man, woman and child in the
Province of Ontario. I say this i a very serious thing
ifldeed.

Mr. SPROULE. I would ask if the hon. gentleman takes
the amount of duty off the price of the article exported,
because he seems to have done it ail along ?

Mr. BARRON. I listened to the MiÉister of Mariibe with
àg reat deat of attention-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Answer the questioi.
Mr. BARRON. I admit that 1 did not listen %ith vry

nfùch attenti<n to the interruption of my lion. friend, but 

he says it will whfn le thinks of the item of eggs. i fnd,
Mr, Speaker, that Canada exported of egge last year nearly
13,000,000 dozen, valued at 81,821,364. Now, 1 wAntagain
to point out, from an Ontario tiandpo:nt, the #ètiUnàPortance,
at ail evetts, to the farmer, of unrestricted recipraoity. I dnd
that Onterio exported to the United States, of that nearly
18,000,000 dozen eggs, the enor mous amount of 9,228,096
dozen, the value of which was 81,305,6 0. There was no duty
on eggs, and that accounts for it. Why, the vaine wai more
thatn the export value, to the United States, of beans, peas,
rye, wheat and hay altogether, by ovor $300.0 '0. The
erport value in eggs was more tan tho export value of
h'>rned cattle; it was more than the export value of sheep
to the United States; it was nearly as much as the export
valueof horses. Now, I said a mment ago thatexperience
teaches, and it would ho unfair tor me to put forward this
argument un[ess I drew a comparison. It will be in the
recollection of hon. gentlemen in this House that on the lst
January, 1871, the duty of 10 per cent. on eggs, on the
other side, was removed. Well, Sir, I find that for the last
six months of the existence of that duty upon eggs, the
export value from Canada to the United States was the
smail sum of $5,403; but the very moment that duty was
removed, the export of eggs increased with such enormous
rapidity that during the first six months after the 1st Jan.
uary, 1870, the value reached $290.820, and since the
removal of that duty the export value of eggs bas steadily
increased until, in 1887, it is 337 timos greater than
it was in 1870 under the 10 per cent. duty. Now, I
do think that this small item of eggs, the little
article generally given as pin monoy by the farmera
to their wives, affords a complete answer to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, and is suffloient to show, to my mind,
at all events, that if we adopted the polioy of the hon.
member for South Oxford and secured unrestricted trade
with the United States, a very great increase will be
brought about in the export of all our agriculturall products,
Remove the duty on barley. In 196, if the export value
of barley increased in the same ratio that the export value
of eggs as increased, the value will amount to the enormos
sum of $13,114,920, in place of the tive million odd dollars
in 1886 87. Renove the duty on horses, and the export
value in 1896, at the same ratio of ircrea-P e aiook p lee in
the case of eggs, will reaeh the sun of d5,5 0,840, in place
of ho two million odd dollars in 18ý6-7 IRmvo the duty
on horned cattie going into the States, and in 1896, at the
éame ratio, the value will be two million odd dollars in
place of $887,000. Remove the duty on sheep, and in 1896,
at the sane ratio, the export value will b3 nearly two
million dollars in place of 8974,482 in 1886-87. Now, what
does this mean ? Why, the very moment we get unre-
stricted trade, the magic wand of prosperity will touch our
land, and I undertake to say that the value of our farm
lands will immediately increase by 30, or 40, or 50 per
cent. Now, sir, remove the daty on lumber. I sec hon.
gentlemen in this flouse who arc engaged in that business,
and though I only know of it professionally, I deff them
to deny that the removal of the duty on lumber would be à
great benefit to the lumber trade in this oountry.

did limten to my Éon. friend the Minister eof Marine. I. r. SPROU LE. They propose to reónove it now.
liÉten to speakers on both sides of the louse in order to Mr. BARRO N. The hon. gentleman used to tlearn all I can, and the hon. inister said, if I understood would be a bad thig, butuew whe ho secs the oth
him, that it was perfect nonsensé for te hô. meoiiber for
South Oxford (Sir Ricbard Cartwright) to advocate sach a ar golrg ta do IL he says it would be a good thing.
taetion as he did, b€ause h e did nft fbIIb it up by proving Mr. SPROU LP. No, I did dot. I sdid that thethat it would be advantageous i bits hotioi w" iitrodaéed om
and carried ont lu this country. I ask if experience does posed te removc tbi duty.
not prove something, and I ask thé bon. gentleman how he Mr. BARRON. Well, if he does not éay it woul
can ay that unrestricted reciprocity, such as aimhed at good thing I am astonishied at his ignorAnce. Remb
by the motion of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir I duty on lumber and the erport vaie thereof would
Rtclard Cartwright), will not bring about the good resultes1 1896, twenty million odd dollars, in place of the nine ra
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odd dollars in 1887. Now, have I any justification for this
prophecy ?

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. BARRON. Some hon, gentleman says " no." All

I can tell him is that ho had better read the history of
Canada under the Reciprocity Treaty. Does ho not know
that the volume of trade between Canada and the United
States, from 1854 to 1866, increased from over $20,000,000
to something like $84,000,000.

Mr. SPROULE. During the American war.

Mr. BARRON. There ho is again. The American war
broke out in 1860. But to satisfy the hon. gentleman, I
will make a comparison prior to the time the American war
broke out. I suppose the hon. gentleman will not say that
the war broke ont before we had the Reciprocity Treaty.
Well, comparing the five years before reciprocity with the
five years after, I find that our export trade to the United
States increased after that date by 124 per cent., and the
import trade increased by 85 per cent., and the increase in
the average volume of trade by 100 per cent. Now, I want
to draw the attention of the Ontario members to this fact:
that of the entire exports to the United States of over
832,000,000, Ontario exported $20,000,000 of that amount,
sbowing I think, that byreason of ber contiguity to the
United States, the Province of Ontario is deeply interested
in cultivating trade with that country. I was going to touch
upon some other items, but by reason of the lateness of the
hour I shall have to forbear ; but I shall ask the Iouse
to bear with me while I endeavor to answer one or two
of the arguments made by the Minister of the Interior.
First of all, lot me say that I believe the farmer is not as
prosperous in Ontario as he was a short time ago. I find
that the prices ho has been getting have been from year
to year becoming less. I find that, in 1883, fall wheat was
$1.05; ithas been gradually decreasing until 1886 when the
price had fallen to 73-6 cents. I find that spring wheat in
1883 was $1.07. It too has been falling, until in !86 it had
reached the small sum of 72-5 cents. I find in the case of
barley the price in 1882 was 57 cents per bushel, while it had
fallen in 1886 to 51-3 cents. lu the same year, 1883, oats
were 38 cents, in 1886 they had fallen to 32 cents. Rye in
1883 was 62 cents, in 1886, 52 cents.

Mr. SPROULE. I have been paying 40 cents a buhel
for oats all winter.

Mr. BAR RON. Then the hon, gentleman knows better
than the books. Peas in 1883 were 71 cents, in 1886 they
had dropped to 52 cents. Since 1883 there has been a
falling off in fall wheat of 30 per cent., in spring wheat of
32f per cent., and in barley of 10 per cent. Let me make
a comparison. Let me state what the total value of theose
crops was in 1886 and what the total value was in 1882.
I find in the last year, 1882, the total value of these crops,
fall wheat, spring wheat, barley, cats, rye and peas, was
$89,682,065, wheroas in 1886 it lad fallen to $58,000,000
odd. I take my own county because that is what I am
interested in.

Some HON. MEMBERS. Oh 1 oh 1
Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I think hon. gentlemen should

keep order, as I do not think it is very courteous to the Ion.
gentleman.

Mr. BARRON. I do not think it is very courteous on

the value of all field crops in my county in 1886 was
$2,585,647, but the average for the five years between 1882
and 1886, was $2,710,144. So far as my own county is con-
cerned, I am sorry to say the value of the various crops has
declined under the National Policy. I will take.the case of
farm land. In my own county in 1886 the value of farm
lands was $12,464,595. That was less than it was in 1885,
w'hen it was 812,582,876. Whereas, in 1885, the value was
$2:1.27 per acre, in the year following 1886 it had fallen
to $22.11 per acre, the average for the five years from
1882 to 1884, being $23.15, and so on, with regard to
farm buildings. I will not enlarge on'the figures for the
reason I have mentioned, The total value of land, buildings,
implements, live stock, &.,, in my county as compared with
the different periods was as follows: 1886, $18,428,136;
1885, $18,642,995, or $R2 99 in 1895 as compared with $32 69
in 18S6. Next, take the assessed value, in regard to which
I desire to make a comparison, because the Minister of the
Interior the other night tried to make a point, and he did
apparently make a point, although he received a Roland
for his Oliver from the hon. member for Queen's (Mr.
Davies), when ho stated that Mr Blue's book showed the
value of the farm lands had increased in Ontario by twenty
million dollars in 1886 over 1885. I have no doubt that so
far as ho went the hon. gentlemen cited tbcse figures cor-
rectly, but if ho had studied them a little further he would
have found that the increased value was nearly altogether
made up by the fact that the Ontario Govern ment had opened
out new districts, Algoma, Nipissing and Parry Sound, and
the fact that settlers had taken up farms there would
explain the large apparent increase. Lot me take the case
of the assessed value of rural property. In 1873 it was
was $195,387,274; 1878, 8368,910,409, or an increase during
the Mackenzie régime of $73,523,135. Now, what las been
the increase during the time hon. gentlemen opposite have
held the reigns of power? Take from 1880 to 1885, and I
take this period because I have taken five years under the
Mackenzie régime. In 1880 the assessed value of rural
property was $374.774,517; 1885, 8416,515,457, or an
increase of $41,740,940, while under the Mackenzie régime
the increase was 873,000,000; or in other words under the
régime of Mr. Mackenzie tho rural proporty increased by
$31,000,000 odd more than it increased from 1880 to 1885
under the régime of hon. gentlemen opposite. But bon.
gentlemen opposite are in the habit of saying, I think the
Minister of Interior did paint it in very glowing colors,
that Toronto had increased its assessed value and Montreal
also, and the hon. gentleman asked, what did that mean ?
le said, increased population. Let me take the two together,
rural and urban, and make a comparison. I find that
between 1873 and 1878, under the Mackenzie Administra-
tion, the increase was the enormous sum of 8224,560,925;
but under hon. gentlemen opposite between 1880 and 1885
iù only increased $77,271,991. In other words, under the
Mackenzie régime the increase in the assessed property in
Ontario, taking city, town, village and farm altogether, was
$147,288,931 more than it was between 1880 and 1885
under the régime of hon. gentlemen opposite.

Mr. WHITE (Jardwell). Will the hon gentleman re-
peat the first figures respecting the value of real property.
I understood him to say that the increase under the Con-
servative régime was only $42,000,000.

Mr. BARRON. $41,000,000 odd.
the part of hon. gentlemen opposite. They forget the fact Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). What was the urban aud
that I am, practically speaking, a young member, and the rural incroase, was it 873,000,000?
further fact that I was forced to continue this debate when
I did not wish to speak-when I desired to speak on another Mr. BARBON. 877,271,000.
occasion, when I would not be so hurried; and when the
House would be more inclined to listen to me than it is at Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) The remarkable fact is that
present, on account of the lateness of the hour. I find that Toronto &[one increaseddnringthat poriod about $46,000,000,

Mrr. BABROR7.
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Mr. BARRON. But, in other places'there were decreass; 2,300 tous of ore-if one mine turned out that, and

and Toronto, as the hon. gentleman well knows, has taken no more, it would supply, as hon. gentlemen can see, the
in suburban places. I propose now to take up the question whole demand for the Dominion of Canada for any one
of population. I find, Sir, that the number of ratepayers year. And if one mine did supply the whole demand, then,
between 1873 and 1878, under Mr. Mackenzie, increased by I would ask, how are other mines to be worked in other
36,864 in the Province of Ontario. Betwuen the years 1880 portions of the Dominion of Canada? JHow are the iron
and 1885 they increased only by 12,666. The ratepayers, mines of my riding to be worked if the Londonderry Mines
therefore, in our Province increased three times as many down in Nova Scotia can supply the whole annual demand
under Mr. Mackenzie as they did under hon. gentlemen op- for the Dominion of Canada ? I am not alono, Mr. Speaker,
posite from the years 1880 to 1885. They may say that the in my want of faith in the prophecy of the hon. the Minister
ratepayers of the cities and so forth increased faster under of Finance. The bon. gentlemen opposite must be aware
their Administration than under that of Mr. Mackenzie. that the rank and file of their own frionds have not
If they will allow me, I will give a few figures from the emphatic belief in the policy of that hon, gentleman. Why,
book quoted by my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior Sir, we sethem going now to Mr. Mowat and asking him
himself. In 1873, un.der Mr. Mackenzie, the urban rate- to initiate a poliey which the hon, gentleman hure has
paying population was 112,065, and in 1878 it was 117,164, failed to do. They have gone to Mr. Mowat andasked hirn
or an increase of 35,099. I find, Sir, that undor hon. gen- to bonus mining in order tn ustablish an iron industry.
tlemen opposite, frorm 1880 to 1885, in 1880thorate-paîying Let me read a rosolution of the Board of Trade in Lindsay
urban population was 151,6S0, and in 1885, 182,191, or an tho otherday. The Presidentof tho Board of Trado, a rost
increase only of S0,511, whereas undor Mr. Mackozie it worthy man, who is tho President also of the Conservativo
increased by 35,099. Now, Sir, I will show, I think, from Association for South Victoria, is a Conservative, the Vice-
statistics, and allow me to say in this connection that IPresident 1 find also is a Conservative, the mover of the
found the Statistical Record a imost useful book that the rosolution is a Conservative, the seconder of the resolution je
population of Ontario bas decreased since 1881. The popu- a Conservative also, and, having no confidence in the hon.
lation of Ontario., according to that book, in 1881, was 1,)25,- gentlemen opposite, they go to Mr. Mowat and say to him
228. I have no means of finding out from the Dominion in so many words: I We have tried tho hon. the Minister
returns, at all events, what the population was in 1886, but Icf Finance in bis poliey, aud xv find that policy wanting
dofind, from looking at Mr. Blue's book, quoted by my. hon. and now we core to you." The resolution 1 reler to as
friend the Minister o tbe Interior, that in 1886 the population passed by the Lindsay Board of Trade is as followe
was 1,819,026, or a decrease, taking the figures of the hon. 61esolved, that the Board of 1rade of the town of Lindsay hereby
gentleman opposite for the year 1881, and comparing thom
with Mr. Blue's figzures in 1886, of 104,202. ance by way of grants ofhardwood lands to any parties who wiII undýr-

ttte t erct nd pcrtesmelting works for thie redaction of' the ores
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Do you believe that ? ofi r mttaisa will aid in the permanent development of
Mr. BARON. Do I bliev it ? Mr. Speaker, mining and reduction ores in the Proin, wth such rstrictionasadmit that I have not the opportunity f knowing my be deemed noces3ary in the publicinterests. And reolved furtheradmit ~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~that av cophypprtntyofkofn thatacp fiis resolution be sent by the secretary to the honorable

otherwise than I have proven, and if I bad I would take the Minister of Orown Lands
means, the hon, gentleman opposite do not take, to stop Not only do we flnd the rank aud file going to Mr. Mowat
the exodus. I can tell you that judging from my owu in this respect, but we find the first lieutenant in Ontario of
county that I can believe it, because I do know, as was the hon. the Premier, asking Mr. Mowat across the floor of
said here by some hon. gentleman in this House, that young the Ontario Legislature to bonus the iron indust-y in order
men have left my riding and gone to the United States to bring ircu t'.) thq surface aud to work that industry. Now
where they earned money and sent it home to pay for their 1 shah hurry on and very soon finish.
farms. The Tory organ in Lindsay last week told us that a
gentleman who went to the Nortl-West and distinguished Au hon. MEMBER. Oh! oh!
bimself, a gentleman who wears the Queen's uniform, and a
young man, bas left the town of Lindsay to take up his Mr. BARRON. I find my hon. friand crows over thera,
residence in St. Paul. I can tell bon. gentlemen though but I will not dotain the fouse long. I want te refer to
they may not believe it, but at all evonts I conscientiously oue matter. W' have again aud again been told that hon.
believe it, that the population in the Province of Ontario is gentlemen opposite are aIl the time willing and auzios
not keeping up to its proper amount, and that it is not fbr rociprocal tradu. We sou it stated in the public press,
keeping up to the natural increase of the population. I sue and espeially in the commercial papers, that thora is a
my hon. friend the Ministerof the Interior laughing. I hope statutuon our bocks inviting the Americans to give us
he will be good enough to bear with me a little while as 1 reciprocity. Now, Sir, if thora i8 onu thing which is a
will finish soon, and I do not like to very much longer monument more lssting than brass to the lugislative main.
detain the House unnecessarily. Referring, Sir, to the eerity of hou, gentlemen opposite, it muet bu this statute.
iron industry, I must say that it lies undeveloped in What doe it say? That any or al of the following things,
my own riding. We can remember the speech of the that is to say, animale of alI kinds, grains, fruit, hay, straw,
hon. the Minister of Finance last year, when b spoke of bran, sueds of ail kinds, vugetablua, plants, trues and obrube,
the large iron deposits in the township of Snowdon &c,-I shaîl not waste the tine of the fouse in reading the
which is in my riding. We recollect that on that whole section-may bu admittud frue. Although they put
occasion, that by reason of the increased duty which ho that on the Statute-book in 1879,sud although these arti.
then proposed that the iron industry would become pro- oes have bes going iuto the United States free, hon. gen-
gressive and would bu a valuable industry in our country. tlemen oppoeite have maintainud a tarif whureby the
lias tis been the case ? No. low is it possible that an peoplu of this country psy on treos valned at$41,921, a
import duty can increase the output from our mines in this cuty cf 8l0,179, and on seeds valued at 852,759, a duty of
Canada of ours ? The hon. the Minister of Finance said 85411. The total value of ail thuse articles enumeratod in
last Session that the total annual consamption of iron in this statutu which are inported into this country le $744,-
Canada was not more than 350,000 tons, which, he said, 181, on which tuepeople have puid lu duties the enormous
would require about 750,000 tons of iron ore. Now, Sir, sum of $133,471-articles which hou, gentlemen by statute
suppose one of our mines turns out the same quantity declared shonld bu admitted free isto this country when
s oe mine dos in Iiiohigan, whioh would b. daily about the omritans rmovd h. dutie from themn.
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Mr. W IITE (Cardwell). Do I understand the hon.

gentleman to say that the people of this country pay that
daty ?

Mr. BARRON. Yes.
Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). Thon hqw does the producer

on the other side pay the duty as well ?
Mr. BARRON. There is no duty on the other aide on

these things; they are allowed in free. I did not say that
th-y paid the duty on the other side. The point I desired
to m*ke was this: that bon, gentlemen are imposing a duty
on articles coming into this country which are admitted
free into the United States, contrary to what tbey agreed
to in their own statute.

Mr. BOWELL. Would the hon. gentleman kindly inform
me whether, in quoting the figures in reference to our ex-
portation of cattle, he took them from our returns or from
the American returns.

Mr. BARRON. From our returns.
Mr. BOWELL Then I would like to know how he

could know that they paid the duty.
Mr. BARRO N. Now, a great deal has been said to-night

ab>ut the effect ihis policy would have on our relations
wah Great Britain 1 do not believe Great Britain would
object to it at al. WiIl you let me read a letter which was
written by Mn% John Bright to Mr. Aspinail in reponse to
an invitation from the latter gentlemen to attend a roci
procity convention at .Dotroit in 18S5. M1r. Brigh - said :

" The project of your convention gives me great pleasure. I hope it
will lead to a tenewal ot commercial intercourse with the British North
American Provinces, for it will be a miserable thing if, bcause they are
in connection with the British Orown, and you acknowledge as your
Chief Magistrate, your President at Washington, there should not be
a commercial intercourse between them and you as free, as if you were
one people living under one government."

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 have very dear and aectionate tiea
with the old land, and I should he sorry indeed if the day
should ever come when the interests of the two countries
would conflict; but I do not think I would be doing my duty
to the people whom I have the honor to represent here if I
regarded my own private feelings and convictions, and for-
got my duty to my people. Though I should be sorry indeed
if such a day should ever corne, at the same time if it should
comle, when the interest of the two countries should conflict,
the interest that I should vote for would be the interest ol
Canada. We have heard a great neai about 1oyalty-yes,
lip loyalty. I bow to no man in my ftalty and allogiance
to the Britisb Crown, but I confess I have no sympathy
with the loyalty of some hon. gentlemen oppoeite, such, for
instance, as was displayed the other night by the hon.
member for West Assiniboia (Uir. Davin). I must say
that I have no sympathy with that kind of loyalty wbieb
is always coneidering the interebts of the few and forgetting
the interest of the many-that kind of loyalty which is
always looking after the interosts of the manufacturers,
as emphasised in the amendme.t whicb has been nve:l
by the hon. Minister of f.arine, and forg4tting the interests
of the vast mass of the peaple. I Qoufess I have no sym.
pathy with that kind of loyal.ty which is always affecting
peculiar zeal ior the prerogavives of the Crowu and ever
forgeinttig tho liberty of the subjct, Bef >re c 1 ose I wish
to say a f'w words regaiding the reply of the boa. nember
for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) to the hon. merbrLr for Eust
EIuron (Air. Macdonald). Iam sorry to have to charge thati
hon. gentleman with not dealing fairly with the hon. member
for East Huron. I do ot know what hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say of a person who is found oly to tell half the story,
It will be remembered that the hon, member far.East Huron,
referring to the exporte of fLsh from British Columbia
to the United States, cited the value as given in the Tredo
and Navigation Ratarnf, at #1#,74, Tn# ho , zweher for

Mr. B13ARRoN.

Hamilton got up and ci.ted what ? lie cited the Commerce
and Navigation roturnas of the United States. i do not
know, Sir, whether that was a very loyal thing for hia to
do, to refuse ta take the Trade and Navigation Returne of
oar own coantry, made up by hon. gentlemen opposite, and
to prefer to take those of the United Statea. But even ii
doing that, it would have been fuir a.nd preper in that hon.
gentieman to have read all and not a portion only. Did ho
not say in answer to whbat the bon. member for Est Huron
said that the export of fish from British Ooldmbia to the
United States waa ouly one barrel ?

Mr. BOWE LL. He did not say so.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, worth $4.

Mr. BOWELL. Salmon.
Mr. BARRON. Well, I take salmon, does not the hon.

member for Uontreal East thiik it would have been fair in
him to have said, also 820,458 worth of other kinds of fish.
I do think that the hon. gentleman, when ho quoted at ail,
should, in justice to the hon. member for East Huron have
gone a little further and given us exactly what the book
ho was readirg from did really contain.

An hon. ME.BER. Suppressio vero.

Mr. BARRON. My hon. friend says suppressio vero. I
suppose hon. gentlemen opposite know what that is.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. BARRON. If the hon. gentleman does not Inow I

will tell him, It is suppression of the truth.

Mr. CURRAN. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will allow
me to tell him that it is suppressio veri.

Mr. BARRON. I told the hon. gentleman what the
meaning of the phraae is.

Mr. HICKEY. It was Prince Edward Island led him
astray again.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Prince Edward Island did not
lead him astray. He understands a little more classics than
you do.

Mr. HICKEY. le did not quote it correctly.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E .) I made the quotation eorrectly.
You did not know if it was correct or not.

Mr. BARRON. I will close my remarks because I know
you are all tired. I desire to say that we should take the
example in England in more respecte than one. It will be
in the recollection of some hon. gentlemen-especially the
hon. Ministor of Custos-in mine, as a matter of history,
that in the year 1843 England imposed a discriminating
duty in favor of the British colonies, and that in the year
1l4S that discriminating duty was removed, and ail importa
ioto that country-, foreign or colonial, were placed on the
same footing. It will bein the knowedge of hon. gentlemen
that compiaints were thon made in Canada from ail
Bources-rom the Governors in Council, and from the
differeut boards of trade, and what was the answer made
by Mr. Gladatone ? I refer to his answer, because I think
it expresses the sentiment we should recognise to day, of
Canada for the Canadians. ie said:

'' The interests of aanada have occupied the place to which they are
juatly entitled in the deliberations of Ber Majeety'îe Government upon
this important eubject ed upon others which are akin to it At the
same tiumeI need hardly point out to your Lordship that there are
matters in which considerations immediately connected with the supply
of food for the people of this country and with the employment or its
population must be paramount."

Just as Mr. Gladstone said thon, in answer to the protest
of Canada, so aay I now that no matter what the effect may
be-though I stiould be sorry indeed that it should have
any prejudicial effeut on the trade o Great Britain-still,
no matter wihat the efetin " that diêo1on my b., if it 1à
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in the intereet of Canada that we should have 3sreWriuted
recipro"ity such au is pointed at by the motion of the hon
member for South Oxford, I believe, ia al earnestuess and
sineerity, that we should legislate solely for the intenests of
Canada, ne matter whether stich conficts with the isteress
of Great Britain or not.

Some bon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. BARRON. I say yes, and I say that I believe our
axiom should b. that whiuh the right hon. the first Minister
gave to us in 1878, of " Canada for the Canadiins." I say
that, while we must always remember the rose, the sham-
rock, the thistle, and the fleur de lis, we must not forget
that upon our land there grows a noble forest tree, and upon
the branches of that ti ee there grows a maple leaf, em ble-
matic of a truc people who believe in the truost sentiment
of loyalty, that is loyalty to the truc interests of the people.

Mr. CURRAN moved the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1 o'clcek a.m.
(Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 21st March, 1888.

The Szarcaa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

CONT ROVE'RTED ELEýCfIONS.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have the honor to inform the House
that I have received from the Registrar of the Supreme
Court of Canada, certified copies Of the judgments of the
court in the following cases:-

County of Quebec, wherein O'Brien and others were appellants, and
the Bon. Sir Adolphe Garon was respondeut, the appeal being quashed
for want of jiris:iction.

Quebec West, wherein M. A. Heara was appellant, and the Hon. Thos.
McGreevy wa respondent, the appeal being dismissed.

Montmagny, wherein P. A. Choquette was appellant, and Laberge et
ai respondents. In this case the hppeal allowed, the ,judgment of the
lower court wa? reversed, the preliminary objectioas being allowed and
the election petition dismised.

Mr. SPEAKER also informed the Bouse that ho had
received from the judges sclected for the trial of elcotion
petitions, pursuant to the Duminion Controverted Eleotions
Act, certificates relating to the clections in the Electoral
Districts of Brome, Missisquoi, Shefford, and the East Rid-
ing of Elgin, respectively, in ahl of which the petitions were
disrmissed, and the sitting members declared duly elected.

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the Clerk of the
louse had received from the Clerk of tbe Crown in Chancery

a certifiste of the eootion and retura of William Froderick
Rouome, Esq., to represent the Electoral District of the West
Riding of the Coanty of Middlesex.

KENT ELECTION.

Mr. GIROUARD. In answer to the enquiry made by
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) yesterday, as to
whei the papers in the County of Kent election case would
b. printed, every effort has been made to have them printed,
and it is Only this moment they have been given to us.
They will be distributed at 9»o. and the committee will be
nallad fW Fridsy.

REPRESENTATION ACT AMENDIENT.

Mr. BAKER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 55)
to amend "The Representation Act," as respects certain con-
stitu.neies in British 0o1umbia.

Some hon. ME BIE RS. Explain.

Mr. BAKER. This is the same Bill that I introduced la4t
year and in the Sesaion before last, aud, as there is sapposed
to be leek in odd numbers, I thought I would introdnee it
the third time in the hope of carrying it. The object of
the Bill is to place certain islands, which I conceive to be in
the constituencv of Victoria, in thtt constitucucy, for at
present a doubt exists, though the Minister of Justice hu
given a decision that the islands belong to the district of
Vancouver. The object of this Bill is to remove any doniti
as to the constituency in which these islande are aetamiy
situated.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. BAKER moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 56)
to amend the Dominion Eleetions Act. He said: The only
reason for the introduction of this Bill is that the neoessity
for any particular distinction being made between the elec-
toral districts in British Columbia and those in any other
part of the Dominion, bas passed. Thore is no louger any
nocessity for uny extended period of time botwoen the date
of issuing the proclamation and the date of nomination, or
between the date of nomination and the date of election, and
there are simply thirce clauses to expunge anything which
makes an exooption in favor of British Columbia, The
Bill does not in any way affeot Gaspé, Obioutimi or Sag-
uenay. I leave those districts to take care of themselves.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

SUPREME AND EXCH EQUER COURTS ACT
ANIgNgDHENT.

Mr. BAKER moved for leave to intro luco Bill (No. 57)
further to amend "The Supreme and Exchoquer Courts Act,'
obapter 135 of the Revised Statutes.

Sir IIEC)R LANGEVIN. PerLaps the bon. gentxema
will explain the purport of the Bill.

Mr. BAKER. This is simply to extend to the Province
of British Columbia the same right or privilege whicb bas
been extended to the Maritime Provinces, so that, in cases
arising either in the County Court or Supremo Court, where
the amount exceeds $0O, whother it arises in the County
Court or in the Supreme Court of the Provin ce, tho parties
may have the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of
Canada.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PURSE SEINE FISHING.

Mir. Kt RK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 58) to
make further provision respecting Fisheries and Fishing.

Somo bon. MEMBE RS. Explain.

Mr. KIRK. The intention of the Bill is simply to pro.
hibit the us. of pur-se seines in fishing. It is not neoessary
to give the reasons just now. I will do that when the.Bill
ormes up for the second reading.

Modos g 4 " », ilMd tii. bt lime.
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RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed reso-
lution of Sir Richard Cartwright :

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of
commercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada
and the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles manu-
factured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries
should be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted)
That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date te ascertain on what terms and eon-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
with.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada ip the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultivating

and extending Trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various interests and
industries of the Dominion which was ad pted in 1879 and has since
received in so marked a manner the sanction an t approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr, Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment :

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providîng for the free importation into each country of the natural and
manuactured productions of the otber, it is highty desirabe that it
should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-
ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should bri
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complete reci-
procal eqnality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and
be entitled to registry in either country and to all the benefits thereto
appertaining

Mr. CURRAN. I trust that hon. gentlemen will consider
the apology I owe them for intruding upon them at this
late period of the debate as having been expressed, and I
shall ut once proceed to discharge the duty that now de-
volves upon me, in the first place, by allnding briefle to the
speech delivered by the hon. mem ber for North Victoria
(Mr. Barron) before the House adjourned last night, and
then dealing with the question in a general way as briefly
as the importance of this debate will allow. Yesterday,
this Honse had the pleasure of listening to a speech from my
hon. friend the member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood),
which, for pith and point and power, has seldom been
equalled in the halls of the Dominion Parliament of Canada,
and the hon. gentleman who followed him, and whom I am
now following, I think, by the speech which he delivered
last night, made the most ample confession that the speech
of my hon. friend from Westmoreland was absolutely un-
answerable, and that the arguments he adduced could not
be met by him in any way whatsoever. From the begin-
ning to the end of the speech delivered by my hon. friend
from North Victoria, he carefully avoided any single argu-
ment adduced by my hon. friend from Westmoreland. Hle
made no attempt to refute bis speech, and lie did not even
mention the hon. gentleman's name from the beginningtothe
end of the address which he delivered. On the other band,
the hon. gentleman told us that it was not his intention to
address this House upon the question in a general way,
that ho was going to confine himself not merely to a pro-
vincial view of this question, but was going to confine him-
self in a very great measure to the view, as I understood
it, which would concern bis own constituency. Now,
I consider that, in discussing a question of this kind,
any such line is entirely at variance with the interests of
the country at large, is entirely unworthy of the position
occupied by a representative of the people in this House,
and should be looked upon by the people of this eountry as
utterly untenable when the question before the House bas
for its object, as bas been stated by the mover of this reso-
lation, a complete economic revolution in our country. But
the hon. gentleman certainly made a few statements that,
to my mind, and the minds of those who surrounded him,
mut have appeared simply astounding. He told us that
the National Policy was a policy for the beneût of the few

Mr. Czauiç.

to the detriment of the majority; and to prove that the
farmers were oppressed by it, he said that the number of
farmers in Ontario,acceording to his computation,were 1,144,-
520. Now, that is an astounding figure, one which I think
it will be difficult for the hon. gentieman to carry out by
statistics; because, after all, it is not merely in the Province
of Quebec that the farming community like to sing

"Vive la Canadienne, et ses ja is yeux doux."

The fact is that the farmers of Ontario have a weakness for
the fair sex also ; they are not a]l bachelors, and if we make
a computation of five in a family, aQcorcing te bis statement
it would give 5,722,600 persons as belonging to the farming
community in Ontario, or more than the who>le population
of the Dominion of Canada. The hon. gentleman also told
us that the trade of Ontario and tbe Dominion, in horned
cattle, would be vastly benefited by unrestricted recipro.
city. He did not tell us, however, what the effect would
be to-day under unrestricted reciprocity; he did not tell
us that United States cattle are scheduled in the British
market, whilst Canadian cattle are not kept in quarantine
or in any way detained, and are tot slaughtered; but he led
this louse and the country to suppose that he, who was
speaking, as he said, not for the country at large, but simply
for one agricultural constituency, was not aware of the
importance and vital interest at which he was striking, a
vital interest to every cattle raiser in the vast Province
from which he comes. There are other things which lie
stated in reference to barley, lumber, and so on, to which,
he said, he would invite gent'emen on this side of the House,
engaged in trade in those particular articles, to reply; and
I shal leave it to some hon. gentlemen who will
follow me to deal more particularly with that branch
of the subject. He told us, however, that experience
was good for something, and I agree with him there,
and before I resume my seat, Mr. Speaker, Ishall endeavor
to establish what experience teaches in connection
with this question, not with reference to the constituency
that I represent only, nor with reference to the constitu-
ency that the hon. gentleman represents, but how this
scheme will affect the people of the Dominion, from the
Atlantic to the Pacifie; and I believe that the experience
that I shall bring to bear on this subject will be satisfactory
to the overwhelming majority in this House. We have
also had allusion made, in the course of this debate, to the
terrible state of things in this country at the present time,
by the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and that
hon. gentleman's sympathies went out so far, almost, as to
cause him to shed tears over my native city of Montreal.
He quoted from the speech of Mr. Drummond, at the board
of trade the other day, concerning the assumption by the
Government of the Lake St. Peter debt. He did not tell
us frankly what was the occasion of the speech, but lie
sought to make it appear to the people of Canada, not that
the sections of the country which are supplied from Montreal
as a great distributing centre, would be improved by the
assumption of that debt, but that by unrestricted recipro-
city the great end which those peopla are now clamoring
for, would be attained. He did not tell us that ho was one
of the persons who stood up in this House only last Session
and denounced the idea that the Goverument should assume
the debt of Lake St. Peter. He did not, for one moment,
refer to figures to show that inter-provincial trade lias
done a great deal for the St. Lawrence route, and he very
carefully avoided stating that he was bound during the
present Session, as a patriot, to relieve the suffering city of
Montreal, and to change his attitude from that which lie
occupied during the last Session of this Parliament. We have
had the same story repeated over and over again with
reference to the want of statistics, we have had statements
made that the country was going back, was going to the
dogs, that the ohildren were not attending sohool, that the
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onntry was far fiom being in a prosperous condition. I

do not intend at this moment Le enter, at any length, into
the discussion of that branch of the question ; it has been
already amply dealt witb. I shall merely give some statis-
tics from the Romn (Catholic institutions of Lower Canada,
since these are considored of such immense value by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I have a statement from one of the
school commissioners, who act jintly with the clergy,
because there are both clergy and laymen on the Catholie
School B:>ard of Montreal. I refer to my friend Mr.
Edward Murphy. He sends this statement:

"I send this statement to show the progressive increase in the sehool
atteadance From 6,405in 1877, it increased to 7,005 in 1881. From
7,316, in 1832, it incressed to 9,933 in 1884. This is the attendance at
the Oommissioners' Schoola. There are, of course a great many other
achools independent of the Commissioners', but the report ut tie Oom-
miesioners shows au increase in chool attendance from 6,405 in 1877,
to 9,3â2 in 1884, or 55 per cent. in seven years. "

Now, we have also bad from my hon. friend the member
for Rouville (Mr. Gigaalt) a complete answer to the
charges that were made by the hon. member over this
resolution. I cen supply figures in support (f his argu-
ment, -ith reference to the City and District Savings
Bank, perhaps the best institution to judge by in
this country, as the deposits there do not average more
than $200 each. At the time the National Policy was in-
augurated, there were but S 1,00,,000 deposited in that insti-
tution, by about 20,000 depositors. T-Jay, the deposits in
that bank have swolton to $8,0,O000, by about 40,000
depositurs. These facts, and others to which I might point
-the fact that, when the National Policy was inaugura'ed,
we had 1,500 dwellings, shops, and other buildings vacatut
in Montreal, and te-iay we have not, on" single house fit to
live in or one tenement nnoccupied-show that all the
lamentations on the other side of the House are entirely un-
founded and gratuitous. Leaving that I ranch of the sub-
ject, and proceeding as rapidly as I eau to the general con-
sideration of what is now before us, I cainnot do so without re-
ferring to one or two speeches that have been made bere, and
wbich I think were calculated to do great barm in this com.
munity. It was sought by the hon, mvmber for Kamouraska
(Mr. Dessaint)asfew days ago,and by the hon member for Mou-
mcgny (Mr. Choquette) last night, to impress upon a large
section of the people of this country, upon the wble Franoh
Canadian people, that there were members on this side of
the Housewho were their enemies and who had launched forth
against them on the fluor of Pairliament observations to
the effect that the French Canadian people who Ihave emi-
grated to the United States were hewers of wood and draw-
ers of water. Mr. Speaker, I feel that every bon. member
who heard the observation made by the hon. member for
North Perth (Mr. Hesson) is aware of the fact that his
interruption was during the speech of the hon. gentleman,
the introducer of this resolution, when ho said that if we
were to carry out the policy of unrestricted reciprocity net
the French Canadian but the whole Canadian people would
become hewers of wood and drawers of water te the people
cf the neighboring republic. But whilst we deprecate the
introduction et such subjects into a discussion of this
kir d, whilst we deprecate appeals to race sentiment and
race prejudice, it is fair, it is right, perhape, that we
should show, if there be any such thing as fanaticism in
this matter, where that fanaticism lies, that we shou'd
point out te those interested in knowing, what is the object
and design of the great apostles, and et the leading apostle,
perhaps, of this great movement now said to be on foot. i
i l er you, Mr. Speaker, and the louse to the statement
made in the public press by Mr. Goldwin Smith, only a few
months ago, when urging the people of Canada te adopt a
p>licy of commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity. lie
said :

"I il said Quebec is.lagainst commercial union. If .he ls, it is not
on any commercial grounds. It is because the dominant and tithe-

levying prieuthood of Quebec wanttokeep its domain in a state of isola.
ton and shrinks from any Increase of intercourse with the religlous
equality and free opinion of the American republic."

That was the statement published and sent broadcast
through the country, and yet we find hon. gentlemen
opposite trying to fight an imaginary foe, whilo they have
a real and genuine one right befori thein if they wish to
attaok bim. Perbaps it may be said that this was a slip of
the pon, that Mr. Goldwin Smith, the apostle of this new
political gospel that is going to regzonerate the Dominion
of Cana 1a, did not really hold such sentiments. Lot me
read to the House what ho said on Septombar 6th, 1887,
only a few monîths ago:

" While I have watched the action of the unifying forces which draw
us toward out kinsmen in the United States, I have alio watched the
growth both in halk and in intensitv witha otur own politcal borler
of a French nati nality aqsaien to 1s as avn hric well be, which
seems fatal to our hope of a really united Caed i."

That is the statemont made by this aprqtlo of commercial
union and unroetricted roiprotity. Ther is an opponent
whom hon. gentlemen olpposite cat ifiglt if they feel dis-
posed to fight with some one, and lest thore should ho any
mistake as to the position of this great statosman, who has
come here to do so much for Canada, whose words and
whose writings and publicatio;s have nover once been
repudiated, eithor by the smallest or the largest man on
the other side of tho llouo, I shall road a further quotation
to show exactly what his sentiments are respecting one
and a half millions of the inhabitants of Canada. H1e said:

"l In truth out one chance of molifying the French element and
arre4t: itz git w!h ito au alien nationalitv, appears tu be to open It
to the tii intfi:e7ce of 1 h. Roîglish-pepeking "oitinint, which may be
strong enough for the work of assirnation,, whilo that of British Usnada
alone bas proved to h t>oo weak. The very reasoti which makes the eccle-
siastica of Quebec recoil froi commercial union with the republie ought
tc make us fth mare ready ta mnrcee it."

That statement was also published broadcast througbout
the country; and yet we have hon. gentlemen opposite
rising and working themselves into a terrible rage in regard
to an imaginary intult, but not one of them has a word to
say in condemnation of the utterances of this great com.
mercial unionist and unrestricted reciproeity advocate, nor
have his words, as I have alrcady said, ever boea repudiatel
or condemned by a single leading man on the other side of
politics. Ilaving thus dealt with that episode of this debate,
it nùw bocores my duty to en mine as to what is the posi-
tion oceupied by hon. gentlemen opposite. In my opinion
they must feel very much in the position of the pagan
priestts o old. If they never speak when they pass by, they
must smile at one another when they consider the variety
of notions with wbich they bave been trying to bamboozie
the people of Canada; how they must wink at one another
when they take into coneideration the various trans.
formations through which they have passed in only one
short year. Really, it strikes me that the bon. gentleman
who bas charge of this resolution must have been studying
the works of the late lamented Artemus Ward. We know
that Artemus tells a in his book that among the greatest
objects of interest ho possessed was one wax figure which
did very good service indeed. In the morning ho exhib ted
it in the character of George Washington, in the afternoon
it was made to do duty as Louis Napoleon, and in the
evening it was exibited to an admiring audience as Judas
Iscariot. We bave had a similar procees going on on the
part of hon. gentlemen opposite. We bave had the policy
of bon. gentlemen exhibited to the people as quite a harm.
less little object, it bad no harm in it, there was nothing
connected with it that would for one monent disturb the
great industries that had been inaugurated in Canada and
that had grown up uLder the National Policy. By their
policy they declared that the National Policy, which has be-
come he:', w.n not to any appreciable extent to be distur bed.
That was proclaimed Lhroughout the length and broadth of
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the Provinee of Ontario; and, during the last eleetion, lest
thre ahould be any mistake upon the minds of those who
were engaged in manufactures, the thon leader of tbe Onpo1i
tion was brought all the way down to Montreal to make bis
profession of faiLh there, face to face with those engaged in
the great manufacturing industries of the country. And
the then leader wont there lest there should be any mistake
about it, lest there should be any misinterpretation, and he

id in effect: "I am not going to have any mistake or
misinterpretation, and I will just read you my Malvern
speech over again." That was the first phase, and the next
one, a little while after, is, that we find Mr. Goldwin Smith,
we find Mr. Wiman, we find the hon. gentleman who moved
thia reaolution, we find the hon, gentleman wbo sits beside
him, and we find a whole host of gentlemen on the other
aide of the House in a new transformation scene with. their
policy of commercial union. Commercial union was the
only thing that would save the land they said, commercial
union was their policy and they were going to stand or full
by it. In fact I heard the hon. gentleman who bas pro.
posed this unrestricted reciprocity resolution declare at
Hastings, in the County of East Northumberland, in the
month of January last, that as a Privy Councillor ho was
prepared to advise Her Majesty the Queen to sanction the
introduction of commercial union as the policy of this
country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I said ne
such thiug.

Mr. CURRAN. That will not do.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHIT. It will do.

Mr. CURRAN. That will not do.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And I call upon the
hon. member to withdraw the statemaent. The hon. gentle-
man wholly misunderstood and misinterpreted me if he
says I said anything of the kind. I said nothing of the
kind. What I stated in my address and what I said was
the same as I said bore the other night, that I would most
undoubtedly advise Her Majesty, if she called on me for ad-
vice, to adopt the policy laid down in this resoltion-in the
words of this resolution,

Mr. CURRAN. There wvas no unrestricted iciprocity
then. Nobody was tak.ng of unrestricted reciprocity at
that time,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIT. Oh ! oh !

Mr. CURRAN. Very good: I accept the hon, gentle-
man's statement, but I am going to mako my own state-
ment too.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We accept your state.
ment.

ir. CURRAN. Exactly. At that time the Toronto
Globe, that gave inspiration to my hon. friend the nember
for Queen's, P..I. (Mr. Davies), and on the strength of
which article the lon. gentleman no doubt made his great
speech-on the 14th of September, the Toronto Globe had
declared in the most emphatic language that nobody but a
fool would think of unrestricted reciprocity. It oeuld not
be carried out. It would not be accepted by the Americans.
And that article is there in black and white to refer to.
The official organ of those gentlemen on the other side bas
declared that, and any one can see it who wishes to take
the trouble to read it. That, then, was the position of affaira
only a short time ago. But still later what was the con-
dition of affairse? Surely gentlemen on the othera ide will
not deny that which bas taken place here in the presenee
of several members of Parliament. The hon. member for
South Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong) put upon the Table of

Mr. CriUAN.

Parliament a resolution to be propoed by him 0mbodying
commercial union as the policy that ought to prevail for
this country. But, gentlemen, was he not sat upon ? Was
he net compeled to withdraw his resolution ? flad he not
to allow that policy to fall, in order that gentlemen opposite
might eome before the country with the po'icy which, only
a few monthe ago, was declared to be utLerly unwarthy of
the consideration of sensible mon? Now we are told that
thore is a very marked diffarence,-a very, very muarked
difference indeed-between commercial union and nrc-
stricted reciprôcity. What that difference is in the resultg I
should like somebodv to show, because we have not efen it
pointed out yet. One thing is certain, that unrestricted r--
ciprocity between Canada and the United States means, se
far as those two eoantries are coneerned, commercial union ;
that is, free trade between them. Nobody can deny that.
In case they should I shali again quote the gentleman for
whom I have a great weakness, Mr. Goldwin Smith. Speak-
ing on the 27th September last:

"I einade aspeeb," says the Globe, ''"of an hour'a duration in which
he clearly showed the general advantanes tbat would ensue to Canada,
by the adoptioni of commercial union, which practically meant unre-
stricted reciprocity or absolate free trade between Canada and the
United States."

This is Mr. Goldwin Smith's definition of the thing; and the
other day, in a letter written for the purpose of fortifying
the hon. gentleman who has proposed this resolution and
written for the purpose of giving them nerve to go in and
carry out their views, he said-on Saturday last only:

''There seeme to be a nervoue disposition te drop the neame' commereial
union '-

Iiind you, thoso gentlemen never had that naine before
they never had that policy; but ho says here he must avoid
it because there seemns to be a nervous disposition to drop
the name "commerolal union." Mr. Smith continues:

"l-and to adopt unrestricted reciprocity in its place. I sbould myself
have preferred continental free trade, had we not been told that the
phrase 'free trade' would raise theoretie questions which were not
involved and which it was our policy to avoid. Commercial union, as I
understand it, differs from unrestricted reciprocity only in more clearly
ineludlng mutial participation in the fisheries and coasting trade. It
was adopted, 1 believe, in direct contradiatinction to political union,
and made for the special pur pose of guarding against any such idea."

Yon see they want to throw dust in the peoples' eyes-
"l wever, the name has now become thoroughly current in England,

in the United States and in Canada, and is imbedded in all the litera-
ture of the questin. An attempt to change it will look like the hauling
down of a niag, and would not proitiate opponents who are already
crying out that unrestricted recip:ocity, like commercial union, is
annexation in disguise.'

That is a statement of their own apostle. It is the state.
ment of their own adviser, the man who does ail the rit-
ing for them, and tries to get up the sentiment in the
country. They may try to shuffle out of it as they like, but
there they stand, convioted by their own best witnes.
Now, up to the present time, we have had in this Hfouse
a very strange discussion on the part of hon, gentlemen
opposite. We have been told that they are now proposing
to introduce an absolute economie revolution in the coun-
try, a revolution, which, it is admitted, is going to rin a
great many people, a sad result which, the hon. gentle-
men opposite say, cannot be helped, because no
great revolution of this kind can be carried ont with-
out hurting some ones. We are to risk all the invested
wealth in manufactures in this country, which have been fos-
tered under the National Policy-wealth that was put there
under the solemn promise of Parliament that that would bL
its policy. We are to do away with all that for a prosective
benefit; and what argument have we bad on the other side to
bring us to that frame of mind ? We have had statistics,
we have had gentlemen of great bkili and ability taking a
nunber of figures and tossing them about, endeavouring to
make it appear from their standpoint that suh and scSh
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results must flow from their speculations. But strange
to say, Sir, on a question of this kind which involves such
mighty interests, we have not had one appeal to history.
Not one parallel bas been cited from the history of the past,
at least not on the floor of this House, although it was done
in some parts of the country. Now, I think such a modei
of argument was never adopted before. When any great
movement of this kind was proposed in any deliberative as.
sembly in the world, something bas been done to show
what have been the results of like movements in the past
Not to weary this House with examples, I shall merely
draw your attention to the great speech delivered by the
Hon. Mr. Gladstone, in 1886,when ho introduced his Govern-
ment of Ireland Bill. On that occasion ho went over the
whole history of Europe. He took every country and showed
how such a measure as his had been carried under such and
such circumstances, going from Norway and Sweden down
to Austria and Hungary, and showing by historical parallels
what they might expect to realise from the measure ho had
laid before the House. We have nothing of that kind here,
Mr. Speaker; but throughout the country, when those
gentlemen were talking commercial union, although they
deny it now, there was a parallel sought to bé drawn
between the position of Canada and the United States,.and
the position of Scotland and England at the time of the
Scottih Union, Is there a gentleman in this House who
has not read their speeches, and who doces not remember
this argument having been advanced, not only by Mr.
Goldwin Smith, but also by the hon. gentleman who basu
proposed this resolution ? Now, I do not think it necessary
to deu ain. the House very long in discussing a question
which must be familiar to all; but I shall take this oppor-
tunity of howing that there is no parallel whatever
between the two cases. Whatever hon. gentlemen opposite
may say, Canada is not a beggarly country; Canada is not
a country that is reduced in any way to great straits. The
people of Canada to-day are in a fairly good condition at
any rate. We have no mendicancy here to speak about;
we have no people in the throes of despair. Every honest
man who wishes to earn an honest day's pay by an honest
day's labor can earn that honest day 's pay.

Mr. CURRAN. I am quoting from Lecky's history:
I The commercial clauses of the Union laid the foundation of the

material prosperity of Scotland, and they alone reconciled the most in-
telligent Scotchmen to the partial sacrifice of their nationality. The
country was, indeed, reduced to a condition of chronie f imine, and the
emancipation of Scotch trade had become a cardinal object of every
patriot. •'• • The Treaty of Union, kowever, as it was finally car-
ried, was drawn with greateskill and with much consideration for the
weaker nation. It provided that the land tax should be so arranged
that when England contributed £48,000, or rather less than a fortieth
part, that in consideration of the heavy Engliuh debt by whiçh the
taxation of the whele Island wonld. be increaed, an equivalent et about
£400,ÔOo should b. granted te Scotland."

Which was equal to six years of the annual revenue of
Scotland, both from excise and customs. Now, I contend
that there is no parallel whatever between the case of Can-
ada and the case of Scotland at the time of Union; but I
think I can establish a parallel which cannot be denied. I
think I shal be able to show that those hon. gentlemen who
have been going about the country asserting that Canada is
in the position of Scotland, and that this country would be
benefited to an enormous extent by the influx of American
capital, and by the opening of their market to us, are merely
repeating here the arguments that were adduced by Castle-
reagh in the Irish Parliament in order to induce the people
to give up their national parliament, and beoome commer-
cially as welI as politically united with England, and enjoy
the great benefits of unrestricted reciprocity. If anybody
will take up Plowden's "listorical Sketch of the Irish Na-
tion " at the time of the Union, he will find theipsigsmaverba
of those gentlemen falling from the lips of Castlereagh him.
self ; and I think the spirit of that unfortunate statesman,
which is most likely in a very tropical region just now, must
be still more disturbed by the fact that tbese gentlemen are
plundering and plagiarising his ideas, and not giving him
credit for them. "The Bise and Fall of the Irish Nation,"
by Barrington, sets forth, in a very concise form, the argu-
ments used at that time. le says:

"ý'At present, it must suffise te tate the. abstract peints on
ich the argumentsmof Gverument for annexation were fouuded,

and those by which they were so ably and unanswerably refuted:
First, the distracted state of the Irish nation; eecondly, the great
commercial advantages of the Union, whieh must eventually enriih
Ireland by an extension of its commerce, the infinx of British capital,
and the confidence ot England in the stability of its institutions, when

g-aranteeci O- LUi ULaIUII liyha G JUYVLUAtrn e ithpLr at
An bn. E HB R.Naranteed by the Union ; thlray te e overnLMen press ôs Wlk geC&on' B ' seal the example of Scotland, which had so improved, and became se

Mr. CURRAN. Welf, if yon have any in your consti- rich and prosperous after its annexation ; a precedent which must con-

tuercy, I have none in mine; and throughout the length vine the Irist f th incalculable advantages which muet ensue from a

and breadth of this country, there is no honest, sober, indus-Ts arertio
tr'ions man, who wisbes te work for hie living, who cannot Those are the very advantages wbicb are set fortb by hon.
make a good living, gentlemen opposite, to be derived by us from unrestricted

Sir RICHARD CARTWIGHT.akow do a million reciprocity:
Sativer CaDiA T WRIv H T. tho domilio "The enormous commercial advantages that would arise if we had

native-born Canadians leave Canada, t hon ? aceess to the great markets on the other aide, and the enormous amount

Mr. CURRAN. I am going to tell the hon. gentleman of capital that would flow into the country from the more weojthy
in a few moments if he will allow me. I am going to point people with whom we are asked te have that unrestricted reiproeity.

out to him that a million native Canadians would never What does Mr. Barrington say about this ?
have left Canada if Canada had the good fortune to have "The second ground cf argument used by the supporters o? te Union,
adoptd theNational Poicy tn years before we did. The great commercial advantagesapparedstillmorefallaci It4ep-
are three French Canadians in the United States to everytp
ene of any other origin, and the great majority of th thoe
went there, many of them taking their wives and families reetricted reciprecity, based on the same supposition, is tee
with them to work in the factories, and they have remained palpably deceptive te hoodwiuk even the met ignorant
there and form a very large portion of the industrial popu- man in the Dominion of Canada. Mr. Barringten geon
lation of the United States. That is the reason those people te saY:
have gone there, and if they have gone there, aLd if others IlThe crafty predictien that English capital would f0w lite Ireland

havegen sico he aopton f te Ntionl Phic, i jewhen a Union was effected, was a visienary deception. The third 'and
have gone since the adoption of the National Policy it imst deceptive argument ote supporters o the Union, bcause t
becaise that policy bas not enabled this country even to the meut plausible, was the precedent o? which, atthat peried, îowed
the present day, aithough it is making great strides, to in full tide upon the publietfScotland, andthegreatad'antagesderivkd
recover from the soup-kitchen policy of hon, gentlemen lerincoequene her Union. 0fi the taire ressns, msated

recoer rom heconptinuen my argum b.enta tlemehn, ctalaiospromises and unfeunded conclusions that any position ever
opposite. But, to continue my argument, although on.tobeupportedon,h arguments toundedon the Scottis

gentlemen do not evidently like the reference to Scotland. precedent were the most erroneous, and ne deception waa ever more
cempletely and fully detected than by the. speeches made in the Irish

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We object to calling Parliament in 1799 aud 1800, and in several able pamplets. Kirat, as
Scotlarnd a beggarly country, and I think the Premier te thematteroffact,8Scotlaud andlreland ln their relation witii ngland,
would do the same. stood on greunde diametrically opposite te each ether on .very peint

"tat cond warrAnt a Union on the one aide, or rejert it on tiiother,"o

gra4omrila0nags perdsilmreflaiu.Ísdcp
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And the writer goes on to point out that, in point of fact,
never had Scotland, up to that time, representative institu-
tions such as existed in Ireland and such as exist in Canada
to-day. Therefore, there is no parallel whatsoever in that
case. But we have, I say, in the first place, with regard to
the comparison and the parallel I am about to draw, the con-
tiguity of Ireland to England and that of Canada to the
*United States. We have, in the second place, a similarity
as regards population. They were then something over
4,000,000 in Ireland, and we have 4,000,000 to 5,000,000
people in Canada to-day. In the third place, the Irish Par-
liament had adopted the protective tariff, just as we have
adopted the protective tariff of the National Polioy; and
we have the other point, that the people of England desired
to make Ireland a slaughter market for their goods, just as
the people of the United States desire to make Canada a
slaughter market to-day. I contend that we have more
ground for a parallel. We have in the history that pre-
ceded the Union of England and Ireland, exactly a parallel
case in the conduct of England towards that country as
compared with the conduct of the United States towards us.
For years the people of Ireland were anxious to have
free commercial relations with the people of England,
just as for years the people of Canada were knock-
ing at the doors of our neighbors and asking them
for free commercial intercourse. That commercial inter-
course was refused by England. Laws were passed by the
British Parliament striking at the woollen industries of
Ireland; and England refused to have commercial inter.
course with Ireland until 1782, when by the aid of the
volunteers and the political exigencies of the period,
Ireland obtained her own independence, and ber industries
began to prosper by the adoption of a national policy for
the protection of ber home industries. These industries
were thus brought to the highest state of perfection. On
the other hand, while the United States could not pass laws
which would have operation in this country, they did pass
legislation which was intended to affect us in a most detri-
mental manner. They abolished our first Reciprocity
Treaty, the Elgin Treity. Our hon. friends opposite sent
the late Hon. George Brown down to Washington to ask
not merely reciprocity in natural products, but to a large
extent in our manufactures as well. But the Americans
refused to have anything to do with him. They
later on refused to renew the Washington Treaty,
and last, but not least, as an evidence of
the spirit that actuates them in their dealings with
this country, they passed a law of non-intercourse,
thus showing that a large section of that people were dis-
posed, if possible, to crush Canada and make of her a
slaughter market for their surplus productions. Therefore
I claim that the parallel is established on all those points so
completely as to defy contradiction. Now, we have in
Canada to-day certainly as large a number of manufactures
and as varied a series of industries as any country could
expect to have in the short time during which the National
Policy has been in force. But, I would ask, what was the
effect in the past of the national policy upon the Irish
people during the existence of the Grattan Parliament. I
will take my quotations from the Loyal Repeal Association's
:Report, which Daniel O'Connell presented to the peopie of
Ireland in these words:

"l Fellow countrymen, I dedicate these reports to you. They were
written by one of yourselves for the benefit of all. They have met the
approbation of the National Repeal Association, and therefore I have no
hesitation in recommending them to your perusal."

Later on, he proceeds to state in a general way that which
I shall endeavor to prove from the statistics I hold in my
hand-that from the year 1782 until the Treaty of the
Union, Ireland increased in prosperity, her commerce large-
ly extended, her agriculture augmented, her manufactures
improved and increased, her people daily became more

Mr. CUREN.

prosperous and ber gentry and nobility became enriched
by the prosperity engendered on every side. What were
the particular branches of trade and commerce that were
specially benefited by this national policy in Ireland. I
shall begin by making some quotations from section lst,
entitled the woollen manufactures. It goes on to speak of
the early woollen manufactures of Irelard, and to show,
what I have already pointed out, that the jealousy of the
neigh boring country was aroused by the great progress
that Ireland was making, and it gives here an extract from
the address of the Lords, stating that the growth and in-
crease of woollen manufactures in Ireland had been and
would be ever looked upon with great jealousy. And they
asked that this may be the occasion of very strict laws
" totally Io prohibit and suppress the same." These laws
having had their effect, the National Parliament was called
upon to re-establish those industries, and what did they do ?
The report goes on to say:

" After the glorious era of 1782, when, by an unparalleled effort cf
national energy, Ireland had shaken off the shackles from her trade,
and achieved ber legislative independence, the rapid advances she made
in commercial eud maeufacturing prosperity are undeniably recorded.
Iu ten yeara atter, there was found te be in the city of Dublin sut7
master clothiers, having 400 looms engaged in the making of broad-
cloths; 100 in the making of cassimeres, and employing 5,000 persons on
these fabrica. A stronger proof of the prosperity of these times, and of
the deep interest which England bas or ought to have in Irish pros-
perity, cannot be adduced, than the fact that, although home manufac-
ture was thus extensively promoted, the market of England had to be
resorted to for supplying the demand arising from the better condition
of the people. In 1782, the quantity of broadeloths imported into
Ireland was 362,830 yards, and in 1790 the quantity of broadoloths im-
ported was 653,899 yards. Meantine, the fostering guardianship of the
Irish Parliament was constantly devoted to the encouragement and
protection of the native manufactures. In 1785 they granted a sum of
£5,000 to be expended in distributinglooms, carding machines and other
implements, and the establishment of woollen markets, and a further
grant of £4,000 was made to pay apprentice fées with children to manu-
facturers. Other extensive grants were periodically made for the en-
couragement of cotto1 and silk manufactures.

And so on down to the end of the chapter. When we come
to the particular places in which these industries sprung up,
and where thousands upon thousands of people, under the
national poliy which was then inaugurated, found em-
ployment, and found plenty and prosperity for the country
at large, wo find that in Dublin :

" It is ascertained from authentic document@ that in 1800 there were
in Dublin 91 master manufacturera in the woollen trade, and these 91
master employers kept 1,122 looms busy in the making of broad-
cloths, draggets and cassimeres; and the total number of bands em-
ployed in all branches were 4,938.1
What was the result, only a few years afterwards, of that
unrestricted reciprocity between the two countries, with all
the barriers removed ? They had gone in, as we are now
asked to go ir, with the neighboring nation. There was a
protective policy in England at that time, as there is one on
the other side of the line now. They were invited to go in,
to have all the wealth of England poured into their lap, and
to have their manufactures increascd, to ee them raise their
tall chimneys to the skies, and to obtain prosperity through-
ont the length and the breadth of the land. Whit was the
result ?

" There are not more,"he says, "than 250 woollen weavers employed
in Dublin and its vicinity, and their average earnings for the last three
years amount from @s. to lo. per week, making allwance for periods
of idIeness. At present-that is in 1840-there are not more than 12
master manufacturera, nd the aggregate number of persons employed
by them 682, lunail branches.

Then the wool combing business employed a host of men
in a separate manufacture altogether. The carpetmanu-
facture was a most prosperous industry.

" At the period of the Union there were in Dublin 13 master manufac-
turers, having 109 looms, which gave employment, between weavers,
spinners, dyers, helpers, &c., to 720 individual."

They go on to say that th- result of this unrestricted reci-
procity with England, this commercial union with England,
had effected the trade so much that it could hardly be said
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to exist at all. That was many years ago, and to day it
does not exist at all. In regard to the stuif and serge
manufacture, they say:

" We find that at the period of the Union there were in Dublin 25
master manufacturers, having 1,120 looms, which gave employment to
an equal number of weavers, and about 370 additional operatives, being
1,491 persons. At present there is but one master manufacturer of this
article in Dublin."

That is, at the time these re ports were printed. Thon
they say:

" Another branch of the woollen trade was the fiannel manufacture,
the principal seat of which lay in the county of Wicklow ; and it floarished
to such an extent as to induce the Earl cf Fitzwilliam to erect at a cost
of £3,500, an extînsive market place in the town of Rathdrum, which
he called Flannel Hall, solely for the exhibition and sale of this article.
There were 12 fairs held annually at Ratbdrum, and the average number
of pieces exhibited at each fair was from 1,000 to 1,100 pieces. This
manufacture gave employment to at least 1,000 lorn, and, all owing for
preparatory processes, many thousand persons. In some years after the
Union, the manufacture began rapidly to decline. It was ascertained
that in 1923 there were only 400 looms at work, 300 in 1826, 200 in 1827,
150 in 1828, and 100 in 1830. l this latter year (1830) The Flannel
Hall was closed, and in 1832 only 30 looms could be counted, and in two
years afterwards there was not a vestige of this formerly important andi
remunerative brach of industry. The flannel manufacture also gave
empîcyment te a class called 1 fiishers.'"

And they were wiped out as well as the rest. I may quote
to you from Cork and its vicinity to show that there were
41 employers in the year 1800, engaging 457 looms, and,
allowing for operatives of various classes, the number of
persons deriving wages was at least 2,500 in the city of
Cork. "In 1834, thero were only two master manufactureris
left who were employing 256 persons. The trade is now
completely gone. The extensive factory of Mr. Lyons is
converted into a bleaching green," as the result of this
commercial union.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is what Nova Seotia says.i

Mr. CURRAN. We will See what this book says as to
unrestricted reciprocity, and we may hope that Canada will
guard against the same thing. To go on to Limerick, it
says.

" About 40 years ago there were in Limerick more than 1,000 woollen
weavers, who were in constant employment. and in the enjoyment of
comfort and independence. At present there are not 70 weavers in the
city, and even these are scarcely able to provide a scanty subsistence.n

nr£Tegard to Bandon, it says:

"This town was famed for its manufacture of camlets, cord and
stuffs. The camlet trade was originally the staple of the town and
neighborhood, and flonrished about 50 years ago. The manufactured
article was almost entirely exported to Lisbon, from whence the mout
remunerative returni were always made, producing over £100,0o0 a
year. In 1835 a small mill for spinning woollen yarn, used in the manu-
facture of a fabric called Welbore, had been erected in Bandon, but the
number of hands employed in it is inconsiderable, and the demand not
sufficient to enable the proprietor to keep the concern regularly atÇ
work. The village ci Enniskean, about 7 miles west of Bandon, gavet
employment at one time to several combers ; at present there is not
one in the place. In fact the only branch of the woollen trade in exis-
tence in this district is that of freize for the country people."

The whole of the great industry, the finer work which gave
employment to the skilled bands, had entirely dis.
appeared at the time of these reports. In Kilkenny:

I At the period of the Union, there were no less than 56 manufac-A

" Carrick-on-Suir was famous from an eariy period for its ratteens
and freizes, having largely experienced the bounty of Parliament up to
1796 or 1797, in nurturing these manufactures. Eren the finer descrip-
tions of cloth were made here with a success."
He goes on to give the same tale of woe with regard to that
industry as with regard to al the others. Ie says:

" However, immediately after the Union, advantage wae taken of a
want of a domestic legislature, and influence was put to work whereby
the standing order for obliging the military on the Irish establishmente
te be clothed here, was net only evaded, but in a short time totally re-
scinded, and supply thrown open te the competition of overpowering
British capital and machinery. Mr. Moore retired; bis suocessor fol-
lowed bis example, and from 400 to 600 persons were by that step
immediately thrown out of bread. Hencetorth the manufactures of 0ar-
rick presented but a sickly and faded existence. The amount of capital
then invested exceeded £50,000 ; at present there are but 100 persons
partially employed,,and the wool-combing business bas already alto-
gether disappeared."
In Roscrea. they were exaotly in the same condition:

" About 1800 the manufacturera became centred in the hands of a few
master manufacturers, and one of them employed beyond 600 persons,
about three or four hundred more may have been engaged by others.
This trade continued te flmurish tili the period of the peace, and soon
after 1815 began te decline."

And so it goes on. Mr. Crotty was examined before the
Assistant lquiry Commissioners in 1834, and ho gave the
following tostimony :-

Six years ago 1,000 persons, of whom 600 or 700 were females, were em.
ployed by me in Roscrea or its immediate neighborhood. The females spun
the worsted, and the men combed and wove the wool ; the latter earned
1u. 8d. a day at combing and about Iu. Id. a day at weaving; the women
conld not make more than lid. a day; but even this smallsum being
well a plied, and for the mot part to their own clothiug, had a
marked effect upon their appearance in general ; aIl are completely
destitute and the husbands are wandering about looking for work."

That has been the effect of unrestricted reciprocity with a
great market and a rich country, in so far as the woollen
industries are concerned. The cotton manufacture in Dublin
is exactly in the same condition. We find that the same
results have happened with regard to this great industry in
Ireland, from the effocts of unrestricted reciprocity. The
condition of the cotton raanufactures in Dublin at the time
of the Union was as follows:-

" There were 55 master manufacturera engaged lu the fabrios of
corde, calicos, checks, shawls, fustians, muelins, dimities, &c , and
several of them aise combined the business of spinning.

"There were from 40 te 50 miner manufacturera, keeping from five to
ten looms going, as undertakers for the larger manufactureri. The
total number of looms kept in work by the foregoing are computed upon
the moet accurate account, to have been 8,000, and the number of oper-
aies te wbom they gave bread in the varions processes, was upwards
of 14, 000. "

Now, these people were all wiped out. In calico printing
the same result took place, and I want to point out parti.
cularly to hon. gentlemon here what the direct resuit of it
was, and what the direct result would be here with regard
to certain manufactures. What happened with regard to
calico printing? The calico printing was an important
industry. They tell us:

" This particular branch has been carried on to a great perfection, so
much so that theIrish prints have often commanded a preference lu the
London market."

And yet he sayse:
turer, principally engaged in the manufacture of blankets, for which 4 It is a humiliating reflection that these very choice prints must befabric Kilkenny gained an unrivalled character. These emploed among represented as London prints to secure a sale with the -etter classes.them ail 333 loome, and in the various processes of the wooblen manu- Nay, more, within the lat four or fie years our printed calicos havefacture there could not have been lesa than 3,000 altogether employed. been extensively binrted to the American market, and p at up havboxe,At present there are not more than 100 employed. In 1800 there were and labelled in imita ton of Frenh packages, and then sold as Prench40 of the looms engaged in making superflue blankets, then technically deb
called 'twelve-quarter blankets.' But such was the effect of the Union geedu
that in three years afterwardu everyone was thrown idle, and has since That was the effect of unrestricted reciprocity with thisremamned so. According to the returna appended to the Revenue Com-
missioners' report above referred to, there was in Kilkenny in 1822 great and prosperous country, that was overflowing with
twelve master manufacturers, employing among them 925 persons. capital ; the effect was that these people actually had to put
The merino factory produced superfine cloths, which sold so high as false labels upon their goods; they could not label theirfrom 26d. to 34a. per yard. The value of cloths made at this factory had
reached £40,000 in one year." ggood as thir own, and m order to et rid of the little

remnants that were left, they had to sel them almost under
These were the industries which were to be more progres- false pretences. In Bandon, the same thing took place
sive and more prosperous under the Union with England,- in regard to cotton prints. There were 2,800 cotton
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woav.ra engaged in the manufaature of the various branches.i
In Belfast the cotton trade is entirely wiped out. In 199:î

" There were 2,000 calico looms at Balbriggan at full work, making
calicos for printing There were also from 400 to 500 cord looms in
that town, and the adjoining parishes ofArdeath, Olonaboy, and Garris-
town. There were several eminent manufacturera bere. Now there
are only~226 looms employed in Balbriggan, and the average earnings
for each does not exceed 6s. per week.'

That waa the reult at the time this book was published.
They had been reduced down to that extremity, and now I
am told they have disappeared. Now what took place in
the silk manufacture, an industry that was carried to the
highest perfection ? The tales given here with regard to
that industry are appalling, and ought to cause serious1
retections to those hon. gentlemen who are advocating
unrestricted reciprocity with Canada. By a report made at
the time it appears tbat in 1775 the artisans of the various
classes employed numbered 5,840.

" In some yearm afterwards, the trade suffered 6 very considerable
depression, which arose chieffy from the general use of muslins- but it
was afterwards revived and the imports bf raw sUk nearly doubled.
At the time of the Union, after varions fluctuations, we find its con-
dition to have been as follows: -

"'There are 72 master manufacturera, engaged in varions fabrics of broad
ilk, tabbinets,velvets, silk waistcoatingu, handkerciefs, crapes,persians,

lin ig nik, modes, sarsenets, &c., aud ribbonm. The custom was to give
out e materials to the weavers, who wove it la their own residences,
the members of their family assisting in the preparatory operations. Be-
sides the foregoing employers, there were innumerable minor under-
takers then termed "hamber alasters," having from two to six or
eight looms, and among the entire there could nlot have been less than
2,500 broad looms. Lu the ribbon ule there were from 800 to 900 single
baud looms, aid 200 englue lorns. Lu the ribbon branch there were at
least 1,50 e people employed; lu the broad silk lne, at least 5,000. Lu
both net less than 6,560 persons vore employed. The fourth report of
the Irish Revenue Commissiers, state the number of orne lu 1833 at
1,5i0, and the number empIoyed fror 3,000 1 to 4,000. In 1834, by an
aceurate account taken, the numbers were found t have fallen t 537.
In 1838, by the report ou and-bom weavers, they are stated at 400, viz.,
310 on broad ilk, 280 on tabbinets and tabbereas, 30 on velvets and 32
ou ribboRns. At tbe present day the whole number of broa omnis lnu
actual work is 250, vis., about 170 on tabbinets, and the residue on velvet,
waistdoatings and aerges, together with ten or a dozen ribbon looms.
There were beides, within the year subsequent to the Union, seven pro-
prietors who carried on the business of siik throwing, and who gave em-
ployment to 230 females, earning from 2s. to 7s. per week. Some
yeus agolargecapital was expended in establishing silk throwing mille
uint ib.rty, wtth iproved, nmachinery. Within the lset six years,
they employed upweds of 200 females. 'The mill are now silent."

In the hosiery the same result took place, and we have now
at th end of this report the remarks made by the great
O'Cowell by whom these reports were dedicated. lie
says: •

" Political economists have been much puzzled to fix upon tangible rea-
sono for the wide-spread miseries of Ireland. Atone time they willhave
it that Ireland is not suited for manufactures and can prosper only as
an agricultural country; at another, that ber miseries and failures are
owing btoher turbulent spirit, and the insecurity for life and property
consequent thereon ; at another, all mischiefs muet be owing to excess-
ive population. Then, again the religion of the people is arraigned as
the soie causeof their poverty-with a thonsand other equally wild and
fallacious theories ; while almost universal Ireland proclaims that all
her woes and miseries are owing to the hateful Union which took away
ber resident nobility and gentry, deprived ber of the countenance
and cae of, aDofnestic, Legislature, and subjected ber to every species
of impoverishment and neglect. Oneof the most fatal effectsof that
measure upon our trade and manufactures has been the premature
withdrawal of the protecting dulies; whereby Ireland, emaciated by
the drain ofhber resources for four-and-twenty years, was suddeuly left
open toa fruitiss competition against the overwhelming capital and
influece of England."
Thqt.is the ,coplusion of this report which, I think, must
haire-prodnoad an effoct upon the minds of every hon. gen-
tleman here. But let us find what was the effect upon the
people ? Hlow did the people fare when the bloated manu-
facturors were disposed of ? The people had, no doubt,
been told that the farming interests of the country were
suffering lthat there was a lot of bloated munufacturers and
monppolists living upon the vitals of the people of Ireland,
and, if these were swept awy, the people would prosper,
that their misfortunçs would disappqar, that great
wegWtfr wild tum»le into thpir lap, a pd that the,
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agriculturists of Ireland, and all those who were not
interested in those protected industries, would be benefited
by the change. We have a report stating the result of this
change of policy. In the report of the Sick and Indigent
Roomkeopers for that year, wo find the following appalling
statements:

" The mass of human misery which fell under the province of this
charity to relieve, bas been unparalleled. In the year 1826, 6,497
families, containitg 24,262 p-rsons, have been relieved; hundreds were
on the eve of perishing from actual starvation, and the dreadfal weight
of fever and other malignant disorders, the consequence of the poverty
and want which arose principally from a general stagnation of trade
and want of employment in various branches of manutacture, particu-
larly the woollen, eotton and silk, in that part of the city called the
Liberty. It is impossible to describe the appalling state of privation in
which these poor artificers were found by the. inspectors.

" The committee were reluctantly obliged to lay aside innumerable
cases of distress, which were entirely out of their power to relieve, and
early in the spring vast numbera of the artificers in the branches of
trade above aluded to, were seen in the streets la the deepest state of
despondency. Their appearance exhibited evident proofs of poverty
and starvation."
Another report says:

" Even the employers themselves felt thedepression; and many were
involved in the common ruin-they could hold out no longer. The
Rloomkeepers' Charity was at last obliged to to be resorted to, and
applicazions were numerous from persans who had heretofore been in
very comfortable circumstances. "

Another report says :
" There have been local causes of distress which operated to increase

our numbers considerably, pressing with peculiar severity in 1825
and the immediately following yeare. About tbis time a very serious,
and in its progresa at least, a very distressing change was taking place
in many important manufactures in the city. These manufactures had
given employment to multitudes in Dublin, and although many families
have emigrated to England to obtain work, yet they have left behin I
them multitudes, more particularly females, deprived of their usual
mode of employment.

"It is not for this committee to follow these manufactures through
their different gradations, as they fluctuated, or as they declined; this
committee has simply to put forward facts and it does.so when it states
that of forty-fire establishments that had been engaged in the woollen
manufacture (in 1821), all, with the exception of twelve bouses, and
their dependencies of human labor, had ceased to exist; and that
in the summer of 1829, of what little that remained of those whp
derived their maintenance from these manufactures-3,289 persons
in the silk rade, 1,969 of the cotton trade, and 1,193 ot the woollen
trade, making altogether 6,451 persons,-were all out of-employment,
and in the extreme state of destitution."

We have it upon the authority of these reports that there
were employed in those various manufactures at the time
wben the people were sought to be induced to chagge their
fiscal policy along with their political statas, nqt less thqn
150,000 people who were dircetly making their living and
acquirirng a competency out of the ma ufactures of the
country. But, as I said a moment ago, the people of
Ireland at large were told that if the then oendition of
things were changed the people would have the wealth dis-
tribued among them, and the agricultural clusses would
benefit largely by the change. Now, what was the resuit
in Ireland ? I find it was described as fdllows

" The number of agricultural laborers in Ireland is computed by the
Poor Law Commissioners, at 1,170,000, and they assumed that one-half
of these, being 585,000, are out of employment for thirty weeks in the
year , and as these have 1,800,000 dependent on them, the two num-
bers make 2,385,000 persons tobe provided for thirty weeks in the year."
I do not wish to read a4 greater length the reports upon
this point; but we have in this volune evidence. that rmust
convince every man who bas the slightest regard for the
experience of history, and when we read this tale of woe it
should be one of warning to the people of Canga when
they are told that the ouly thing they have toe do is to go
into commercial union or unrestricted reciproeity with our
great neighbor alongaide of'us. Theindustries of Ireland
and everything connected with Irish prosperity was en-
gulfed in the prosperity of the larger nation; and are we to
be told after the experience of the past, after what we, have
seen in this country, when, previous to 1878, Canada was
made a slaughter market for surplas stookaof manufaltured
goods oa theot PsidQof t "oi4-are W@to. bp t do s Lt
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require any one to tell tbe people what would again be the be the political grievances of thoseo who have pessimistic
resalt if our market were thrown open? Why, the result political views; our desire is to romain as long as we can as
would be what it was formerly only in a more acute degree. wo are. Tiao position that we now occupy may bu too
It may be said that that misery which came upon the people beautiful to last, but at ail ovents as long as we eau make it
of Ireland could never prevail in this Canada of ours. But last we shall make it lait. It is not our desire to destroy
such a statementrcannot he made in my presence; I have the good feeling wiohih oiists betweeusc and thu people on
seen what can result. I have seen in Montreal with my the other side of the line, but we fol that we have a destiny
own eyes strong men and willing mon, with good stout of our own ; we foel that when we shahl have passed from
hearts, who were willing and desirous of earning their our present condition we shall take our place amongst the
living, obliged to go to the soup kitohen and there ask for sisterhood of nations as an auxihiary power to the groat
that charity which they were obliged to accept to their Empire of which we now form part. We feel that Canada
humiliation. We have seen men who have been earning is our home and that ail our interests are centred bore. We
previoisto the advent into powerofhon.gentlemen opposite, do not dosire to have the arguments prevail which have
as bas been stated on public platiorms by workingmen in been set before us by the other side, but we mean this and
Montreal, over and over again, men earning 82 and $L50 simply this, that we shall not soit our birthright for a mess
a day, and what was left open to them? Toearn 60 cents or of pottage. We are not, Mr. Speaker, to be lured away, to
70 cents a day, diggng in public works around tho canal sacrifice aIl our hopos and aspirations. No, Sir, we have-a
basin, endeavoring to earn a miserable subsistence. Some higher and a nobler prospect for this country and for our-
of these were workingmen who had organised before that selves. We and our childron after us shall romain
time and had held mass meetings to establish hours of la bor, "Here in Canadian heart and home and name
men who previons to the downfall of the Government led This name which yet shall grow
by the present Premier had stated that workingmen must Till ail the nations know
work ouly eight or nine hours a day, and yet afterwards Lora ur natve art ,
when hon. gentlemen opposite had assumed the reins of Our own (Janadian land,'
power and the hon. member for Soruth Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) directed the fiscal policy of the country, those Mr. WELSH. Mr. Speaker, I have listoned to the very
workingmen were going about saying: "For God's suke able spooohus whiich have been made on this question from
give ne work for any number of hours either day or night the opposite side of the House and from this side of the
in order to save our wives, childi en and ourselves from flouse too, and I begin to feel very nervous in rising to
starvation." That was the result. It is all very well for the rmake a speech. Wa have had a great deal of professional
hon. gentlemen opposite to tell us that the question of un- taleint and we h vu a great deul of legal talent as well,
restricted reciprocity bas sunk down deop in the heurts of so that you will hardly expect me te occupy the time
the people. But I can tell the hon. gentlemen opposite that of to flouse for a very long time. I wish juast to touch on
so long as the mover of this r6solution is in publie hile a few points and leave the remainder of the argument for
never again will the people acept from him the lircal somebody clse. Rociprocity has been a part of my politieal
gospel that is to lead them to salvation. And now what faith for the last 40 years, and as I grow older my opinions
have we hoard from one hon. gentleman opposite alter|grow stronger in lavor of reciprocity, in favor of free
another, what bas been the burden of their ong ? Hias it trade, if pos-ible ; but if frce trade is out of the ques,
been one of hope, of aspiration ? Why, nio. It has been a tion I wili g.> lor reciprocity. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
wail, and that wail bas been echoed and re echoed from oie think this riprooity treaty might have been carried
mouth te another ail along their line until finally the peo- eight years ago, but I think there have been obstacles
ple of this country, listening to their wail, have grown thrown in the way, as has been shown by the genti-
weary, and their wailing and wailing has caused them to men on the other side of the Iou.se, to obtaining recipre-
be deservedly nicknamed the banshee party of Canada. We city. Thut is to say we have a large national debt. Eight
have been told, and told with a great deal of force, ali that years ago we had a revenue of' sotne 818,000,000 and an
our country offers to us in the future. We have been told expenditure of about the same amount In Canada to-day
by the bon. gentlemen opposite, in the course of the most we bave an expenditure of 836,000.000 and a revenue cf
elaborate speeches, that groat benefits would accrue to us about the same. I wan t to say that this National Policy
from commercial union with our neighbors, which they was introduned in this House not fairly and squarely as
say does not involve political union ; but their preach- protection, hut it was introduced as a reaijustment tariff.
ing is entirely at variance with what they say their lion. gentlemen who are supporters of the present Govern-
practice will bo. We know that we have now a greut ment stated positively before the country that there was no
couatry. We know that the advantages of this country idea of placing protection on the couritry, but that it was
have not been by. any means overdrawn by the beautiful simply a reudjustment of the tariff and that it was done for
pictures that have been presented to us by the patriotie the purpose of obtaining reciprocity. I remember wed
speakers during14ia debate. We know very well the hon. when the hon. the Finance Minister speaking at Charlotte.
gentlemen opposite. caneot take from the heurts of the town, P.E.I., declared to the people: "Gentlemen of Char.
Canadiain people the hope within them that this country lottetown, if you want reciproity support us in the
is going to be great a4 posperous. We kunow that wC National Policy for two years and I wil guarantee you
have to day as good a-country to live in, us fair a coun- reciprocity thon." Eight years have passed over our heads
try to live in, as any people on the face of the earth. since that ti me and what is the prospect now ? There is
We feel that to-day we are in the golden age. What no more proipect; indeed net s much of obtaining reci-
ever changes may come, whatever changes time may procity now than there was thon. 1 wou:d rather this dis-
bring, there is one thing peifectly certain : it is that cussion on reciprocity iad been cut off ailtogother at present,
we can never b freer, never be happier, never b botter or that il had taken place after the discussion on the fishery
off than we are to-lay. IL ls neediess to enter into any negotiations. The hon. the Minister of Finance has been
longthy obervations with respect to this country. We at Washington, and, perhaps, he has oponed the door to our
glory in its wealth not only above the soil in its great obtaining our wants. It appears that the commissioners
foreata, not only on the soil in its magnificent roturns have removed certain irritable matters connected with the
to busbandry, and not only beneath the soit in mines and fishery negotiations, and, in my belief, it is a very opportune
minerais. We have hope for our country, and we have time for the people of Canada to lot the people of the
great aspirations for its future. We do not mid what may Uniwd ta"tu know what our views are. Now, Mîr. SpeIkerp
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I will just read a letter here to show that what«
true. Here is a correspondence between the right1
leader of the Governmont and Mr. Boyd:

I say is
hon. the

"Right Hon. Sir Jo N A. MAODONALD.
" The Government press here etate that yen propose to raise the

tarif generally to 35 per cent. Can I contradict this?
"JOHN BOYD."

This reply came promptly this morning as follows :-

"To JoHN Born, St. John.IToaoNTO, 19th July.
"c It is an absurd falsehood ; neither at London nor elsewhere have I

gone beyond my motion in Parliament, and have never proposed an in-
crease, but only a readjustmnent of tariff.

" JOH gA. MAÂCDONALD."
Now, I am in favor of the resolution of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), and I believe
we can obtain rociprocity now. The only objection to
reciprocity appears from the other aide. They say: IlWe
are willing to have reciprocity, only do not touch the
National Policy." I have listened to every speech deliv-
ered from the other side of the louse, and the whole cry
is: "Don't touch the National Policy." That National
Policy was put on the country not for the purpose of
raising money for revenue, but merely for the ~purpose of
readjusting the tariff and of compelling the Americans to
give us reciprocity. Well, I do not think the other side of
the House have carried through their policy. Now, I will
make some remarks on the speeches I have hoard from the
other side of the louse, and let me say that I think my
friend the Minister of the Interior made a very moderate
speech from his standpoint. He said in one place that the
prices assimilate very much between the United States and
Canada, quoting I think as proof of this from the Toronto
and Buffalo markets. I do not suppose he was far out of
the way in the statement ho made there, and I am not going
to object to it. I am going to come to that by-and-bye, when
I allude to the speech made by the hon. the Minister of
Marine. It is said there is only one stop between the sublime
and the ridiculous, and when I listened to my hon. friend
from North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) yesterday I found that he
pitched a tune here and that tune was "God save the
Queen." If there is any gentleman in this Houe who can
pitch the tune any botter than ho bas done, we should all
join in on both sides of the House and sing it well. But is
that the question ? It calls to my mind a thing that
happened in my experience. I was once Commodore of a
Regatta Club. We had a regatta in the harbor, and the
first day was for sailing boats and the second day for rowing
boats. The band on the cutter struck up the music before
we started on the regatta. I had au eight-oar gig, and I
got a crew for stroke practice. I had a boatswain who had
been for many years at sea with me, and when the band on
board one of the yachts struck up"4 Rule Britannia, " I was
quite suiprised that this man fainted. I said :" What is the
matter, Peter? " And ho said : "I am very faint." I said :
" What made you faint ? " "Weil, sir," say s he, "the last
time I heard that tune ofI" Rlae Britan nia " I will teli you
where it was. It was out in Van Dieman's Land, and I,
went on shore in a boat to the convict's settlement. I sawi
six convicts chained to a wheelbarrow wheeling dirt up a
plank and singing '[Rule Britannia.' " I claim to be just as
loyal as any man in this House, but if you brinig the farmers«
and fishermen of this Dominion to wheel dirt up a plank,
you cannot expect ther to whistle "Rule Britannia."
I am not going to be very positive in any of my statc-
ments, and if any of them are not correct I hopec
hon. gentlemen opposite will correct me at once. Now, I
say that 75 per cent. of our population are engaged in
agriculture and fishing. How many are engaged in manu-
factures-in those home industries hon. gentlemen talk so
much about? Are there more, on the average, than ten int
ev.ry hundred ? Well, if we have to bear the heavy bur-
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dens of protection for those ten men, the ninety have to
pay the cost. More than that, if we could get the proposed
rociprocity arrangement with the United States, those ten
men engaged in industrial pursuits would profit more than
they have ever profited yet, bocause now they must manu-
facture only goods enough to supply the home demand, but
under reciprocity they would have larger markets and
larger scope for their energies; and I for one feel that the
manufacturers of this Dominion are of that Anglo-Saxon
race who are able to compote with the world, if you only
give them a chance. But while you are protecting them,
as you say, I believe you are doing them an injury. My
hon. friend from Halifax said the other day that the prin-
cipal cotton manufacturer in New Brunswick is anxious to
have this resolution carried through, so that ho may be able
to extend his business. Now, the hon. member for Ham-
ilton (Mr. Brown) last night, gave us one of the
strongest proofs of our need of freer commercial intercourse
with the United States, that have been given on the
floor of this House. I have always understood that our
bluc-books were intended to be quoted from, and were
accepted as authorities by hon, gentlemen opposite. But
what did we se last night? We saw the hon. member for
Hamilton get up and ridicule the use of those blue-books on
the floor of this House, and where did ho go to get the
information to contradict one of our own blue-books? HRe
had to go to the United States. I compliment my hon.
friend on proving our case. As to the hon. member for
Montreal East (Mr. Curran), I tell you I was ast nished.
God bless my soul 1 If you want any man in the world to
advocate our cause in this House, ho is the very man who
has done it. He says the Union of Ireland with England
bas ruined the country, and the Union of Prince Edward
Island and Nova Scotia and New Brunswick with Canada
has ruined us all. Allow me to warn the Government that
if they want to bring Newfoundland into Confederation, they
should keep the hon. momber for Montreal Centre out of the
way. If you do not, they will bo sold ; and if there is a warn-
ing for the people of Newfoundland cn the face of the earth,
they got it to-day in my hon. friend's speech. Gentlemen,
these are facts, and it is for you to say whether they be
true or not. I state to hon. gentlemen on that side of the
House that if I say anything they do not agree with, lot
them say no, b3cause if they do not say no, I wil say they
all agree with me, everyone of tLm. Now, some time ago
my hon. friend for Bothwell (Mir. Mills)spoke in this House
about these duties, and here is the statement ho mde:

" You have upwards of 40,000 carpenters upon whose tools, food and
clothing, yon propose to lay aduty of at least 20 per cent. ; what com-
pensation have you given them? Their wives and children, for whom
they must provide, number 160,000; how are you helping them ? It is
not in your power to give them any help. To ttim yoir policy is worse
than the policy of the 'fiy on t-io wh -el1' You can d- nothing for
them. Yon are doing much that is to their detriment. Let us ses, Sir,
what the Finance Minister does for the blacksmiths of 0anado. In 1871
there were 15,691. Now there cannot b 3less than 20,000. They repre-
sent a population of 100,000 souls. What have yon done for these peo-
ple? You have taxed their tools 30 per cent. ; you have taxed their
steel 10 per cent. ; you have taxed their iron 17 per cent.; you have
taxed their horse-shoe nails 30 per cent. ; you have taxed their coal 50
cents per ton; you have taxed their bread and meat; everything they
wear; you bave taxed aIl they use to make their housse decent and
their famiies comfortable. There is not one of them whose burdens
will not be increased by at least fifty dollars a year.
And this is his closing argument:

I This is a tarifr to make a very few rich and a great inany poor."

Now, I was always opposed to the National Policy, and I
oppose it still. We hear a great deal on that side of the
House about the dilficulties of getting commercial reci-
procity, and the injury it will do to the National Policy.
The amendment proposed by my hon. friend the Minister
of Marine, just says: "Anything you like, only don't touch
the National Policy."

Some hon. KEMBERS. No.
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Mr. WELSH. I think so. Now, the hon. Minister of

Marine speaks with mathematical precision ; and I do not
think the hon. gentleman had any trouble in crossing the
pons asinorum. but lot me tell that hon. gentleman that
there are a good many asses' bridges that he has not crossed
-bridges in marine's strategy, if not in farm strategy.
What does the hon. gentleman say ? He.said that ho visited
Prince Edward Island last summer; he paid it a night visit,
as I understand-and if I am not correct in what I state, I
hope the hon. gentleman will contradict me. He visited
the Island about sevon o'clook in the evening and left in
the morning. I do not know wby ho wcnt to Prince
Edward Island, but ho seemed to have found out something
during his visit, for he referred, in his speech, several times
to Prince Edward Island. He found out that we had a
savings bank, and that we had $2,000,000 deposited in it.
I do not know why ho came to the Island, and why he
should have visited it at night. I wonder if ho had
any design on that money. i do not know what else ho
came for, but the hon. gentleman will explain in due course,
I have no doubt. As a sign of the prosperity of the Island,
ho quoted the amount we had in the savings bank. Did ho
tell you, Sir, who the depositors were? No, ho did not;
but, at all events, I will say this, that any one who points
to money lying idle in a savings bank as a sign of the com-
mercial prosperity and activity of the country, does not
know what ho is talking about. It is not a sign of oommer-
cial prosperity that a large amount of money should be
lying idie. but it is a sign of commercial activity and pro-
gress when money is in active circulation and bearing a
fair irterest. Let us take up some of the statements of the
hoo. gentleman and see whether they will hold water; let
us see whether they will bear out the mathematical pre-
cision with whieh the hon. gentleman sought to invest
thom. He found out something else during his short visit
to our Island. And what do you think it was ? Oh ! ho
said, the Canadians are still marrying and giviug in mar-
riage; we hope for botter times, there is some chance for
him yet. I cannot say whether it is a maid or a widow;
but if the latter I would give him the advice of Weller, in
"Pickwick," to his son : "Samivel, beware of the widders."
"Coming events cast their shadows before."

Mr. FOSTER. In your case they have not cast any
ahadow yet.

Mr. WELSI{. When the hon. gentleman has con-
summated that alliance, of which ho bas given us
a hint, it will take some of the mathematical
precision out of him. He also spoke about the farmers,
and the rapid rise of values in land, and ho contended that
if we had commercial reciprocity the value of land in the
Island would not improve. Were the hon. gentleman a
school-master, and were ho to tell that to a lot of school
boys, they would chase him out of school. The idea that
reciprocity would not improve the value of our lands is too
absurd to be seriously entertained for a moment. It would
improve them, I say, probably 300 per cent. And my hon.
friond the Minister of the Interior also gave us his views
on this question, and I will deal with both those hon. gen-
tlemen together. They told us that the farmers in this
country were well off, and that the farmers in Prince
Edward Island in particular were making fortunes. I will
give my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior 100 acres
of the choicest land in the Island, and I will call it the
Interier farm. I will give the bon. the Minister of Marine
and Fieheries 100 acres of the best land alongside it, and
call it the Marine farm. And a little way off, with a wall
between, I will take 100 acres myself and cult it the Roci-
procity farm. Now, I am going to state what is the truth,
and I am sorry to have to say it; but if those hon. gentle-
men, who talk so glibly about the prosperity of our farmers,
had to work thoir lands and support their families, even if

they had the finest crops, and obtained the highest prices that
were paid last year in the Island, when for their potatoes,
after hauling them six or soven miles through a foot deep
of mud, they could only get 11 cents, and for their oats 26
cents, they would find the reality considerably different
from the picture they draw here. The hon. the Minister
of Marine spoke of some statement made in this House as
" atrocious blunders." Will that bon. gentleman tell me he
could support a family on the produce of his farm, when ho
could only get 18 cents for hie potatoos and 26 cents for his
oats ? Would ho call that proiperity ? While I, on my
Reciprocity farm, would be getting 47 cents for my potatoes
and 45 to 50 cents for my oats. This is what reciprooity
means in the Island. The bon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries may have crossed the pons asinorum in college,
but ho certainly has not crossed it in farming. He bas a good
deal to learn in that line yet. I speak a little warmly on
this subject, but I am a farmer mysolf, representing a popu-
lation of 55,000 people, most of whom are engaged in agri-
culture, and I must say that those 55,000 wil compare
favorably with any 55,000 people on the face of God's
earth. I would be negligent in my duty, I would be
ashamed to bold up my heud in this House, if I were to sit
silent here and not give utterance to my sentiments. What
is the reason that six membors from Prince Edward
[sland are sent to this House opposed to the Govern-
ment ? What argument can be stronger than is afforded
by their presence hore ? I tell hon. gentlemen opposite
that, so far as Prince Edward Island is concerned, we muet
have reciprocity, or the people will become impoverishei.
The bon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) made
the statemont, that while previoas to 1878 the people of the
Dominion could not get employment, now overy man in the
Dominion is employed. 1 said " no," and the bon. gentleman
hedged himsolf by roferring back to Montreal, his own
constituency. He ought to bave apologised for the state-
ment ho made with reference to Prince E tward Island, but
ho did not. He hedged himseolf back, and I am glad ho got
into bis own shell. I am now speaking for the people
I represent, and in that respect we are on au equal
footing. I do hope that things will come right. My
hon. friend took up another important po'nt. The
farmers ho said went away in the winter to earn money
for their families, aad came back on their farms in the
spring. I pity the firm, when the farmer bas to leave it;
when ho has to loave bis wife and children, his cattle, his
oxen and bis sheep; what is to become of them in his
absence ? I suppose they are to live during the winter
like the bears, by sucking their paws. My hon. friend
muet know that no man can farm on that system, and if
ho has found ont instances of that kind, he has discovered
more marvellous things than I ever could find in Prince
Edward Ilaund. I know of no farmers on the Island who
leave their farms in the fall to work abroad all winter and
come back in the spring, and therefore I can refute that
statement as far as my knowledge goes. The Minister of
Marine said, in that speech to which I have referred :

" The other section of the people went away because they wished to
earn ready moey, they went into the industrial centres in order
to earn it. They fouad ao industrial centres in Prince Edward
Island. If after the farming season had passed, and they wanted to
earn soretbing for the crwded farilg, the quickest way they could
find to earn it wus to take boat and rail and go down to the manufac-
turing towns of Maine, to the manutacturing towns of New England,
and earn their wages during the winter, coming back In the summer to
work upon their farms."

Now, I hope the hon. gentleman will look over that and
consider it. Now, [ am going to come to another little
matter, and we will have a little talk about that. Here is
something of the marvelloas kind. The hon. gentleman
goes on and says:

"'sir, in the former time shIps went to the country for raw sugar.
The raw product was taken to Great Britain, and British ships took the
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fretghts upon it. That sugar was carried on British railways to British
refineries, and British railways had their profits. British workmen
worked up the sugar, and the wages were paid ta British people."
Wbat sympathy was there for England there ?

" Then it was put in cars and steamships and sent to St. John, lalifax,
or Montreal with the maximum of cost; and that, Sir, went into the
figures upon which the total imports were based. That was the case
with 95 per cent., if t mistake not, of the sugar consumed here To-dayof the wbole sugar consumed in this country 96 per cent., if I mistake
not, cornes raw from the places where it is grown ; it is brought into
our own country, it is carried upon our own railways, worked up in our
own refineries, and all the added cost put upon it goes into the pockets
of our own people."
Cheer now. Cheer, boys, cheer. Hore is the statement of
the Minister of Marine, who says that all this goes into the
pockets of our own people. I will show where it goes-

iThat, cf course makes a vast.difference. So it is with the cotton
trade and the woollen trade."
And so he goes on,-

" Well, Sir, there is another question that is necessary to be put : If
our trade le decreasing, how do you explain this fact ? In 1875 the total
registered tonnage entering loto and out of the ports of this country,
excluding coasting vessels always, was 9.537,00 tons, in 1876 it was
9,911,000 tons, in 1,87 itwas a little more than 14,000,000 tons. Did the
vessels come in simply for pleasure; were they simply beating about
upon the wild and yeasty waves ?"
By-the-bye, that puts me in mind of something. During
his visit to the Provinces, I believe the Minister of Marine
found the waves very yeasty. I am told that he found the
waves so yeasty that ho did not stay there very long. I am
told that he threw up everything except his pay, he was so
disgusted with the yea4y waves. That may ho so or it
may not be, but at all events he did not stop there long.
He says:

" Did the vessels come in simply for pleasure; were they simply
beating about upon the wild and yeasty waves, makiag port now and
then for the purpose of getting entered and cleared ; or were they here
on business and to carry on the commerce of the country ? The latter
evidently."
I say it is a most extraordinary thing and I apply to overy
hon. gentleman on that side of the fHouse, as well as on this
aide, that we should have more tonnage now than we had
five years ago when our imports and exports are decreas-
ing. How does that tonnage become manipulated in this
manner? Will the hon. gentleman have the candor to
explain that in the right manner? I think I h 4ve the right
clue to this. A steamer goes from Montreal to New Bruns.
wick, she is entered at the port in New Brunswick, she
goes to Nova Sootia and she is entered there, she goes to
Prince Edward Island and she is entered there, and so on,
so that one ship is made to represont half a dozen. Why
does not the hon. gentleman get up in a candid, honest
manner and explain these things ? Why should ho leave
these matters open to have them explained in this fashion ?
I know that I have had to send vessels of my own three
different ports within a few miles of each other, and they
are entered in each of these ports, and they may be
entered in half a dozen ports in a year, and thus this
inoreased tonnage would appear. It is impossible that
we can employ increased tonnage whon our exports
and imports are decreasing. Now, what about this
sugar, the price f>r which goes into the pockets of the
people ? Before I touch on that, however, I want to refer
to a paper, the Prince Edward 1slond Agriculturist, of Sum-
merside, of the 12th Maich, which gives a summary of the
prices in the markets of Prince Edward Island, as follows:
White oats, 28 cents a bushel; black oats, 27 cents a busbel;
early rose potatoes and shenangoes, 20 cens a bushel, and
go on. Now, there is no man who would dare to challenge
that statement in regard to the prices of produce in Prince
Edward Island. Now, we viul come to the matter of sugar. 1
I find by the returns that there were 200,466,000 Ibs.
imported intothis Dominion lastyear for home consumption,
at a oast of 6486,062, which would be equal to about 2j cents
a l. I find that the duty amounted to $316,752, or nearly

Mr. WLau.

1 ¾ ets. a lb. There is a -little over 4 centsata "und on the
sugar landed here duty paid. That sugar is old for about
7 cents, [ think, in Canada. Where do the other 3 cents
go? Will any hon. gentleman tell nie? My hon. fsiend
the Mioister of Marine says it goes int') the pockets of the
people. I tell him that it comes out of their pockets. Can
any one deny it ? I have bought sugar in England,
good brown sugar, not refined, for 2 cents a pound.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. WELSH. Who says " no?
An hon. MEMBER. Echo.

Mr. WELSH. I would be very sorry to make a state-
ment in this House that would not dare contradiction. I
say that you eau buy refined sugar in Glasgow for 4 cents
a pound. What did they do in Montreal when these com-
bines put up the price last summer? They sent to Seotland
and brought out the sugar and paid the high duty on
refined sugar and undersold the combines, and yet we find
a gentleman of his high position in thie House to-day
telling the five millions of people in this country that that
mouey goes into the pockets of the people of this Dominion.
I say no, it comes out of their pockets, and I hope I have
convinced the hon. gentleman that the people of Prince
Edward Island are laboring under great disadvantages.
They are not in a state of rebellion, it is true, but, if they
were treated in the manner in which that hon. gentleman
treats them for long, they would give you more trouble
than the North-West does. I may compliment some
of the members of the Government, and especially
the Minister of Public Works, with whom I have had
a great deal to do since I have been on the floor
of this House, and I may say that I have been treated by
him in the most courteous, honorable and gentlenmanly
manner, and I believe he would stretch a point if neeessary
to bonefit the people. If the other members of the Gov-
ernment would do the same, it would be botter for them.
Wheu a man comes here representing the people, and
places their wants before the Government, I like to sec
the members of the Goverrnent treat him with respect
and consideration, and look into the wants of the people,
and try to redress their grievances. But, Mr. Speaker,
these high and mighty me that we have in the depart-
ments keep us dancing at their heels, or waiting in the
ante-room, and we can get no satisfaction eut of themu I
must say that I for one, will not give them a chanoe of
doing it again if I can help it. Well, now I come to the
Marine Department, and there is a lot I want to say about
that.

Mr. MITCHELL. Let him down easily.
Mr. WELSH. My hon. friend from Piotoun(Mr. Tpper)

to-day made a shout about our shipping. Well, there ts a
most extraordinary thing. The United Sts have pro-
tected their tshipping until it was almost nowhere. They
were the second ifag in the world, and siaee they adopted a
poiicy of protection their ahips are almost wiped of the
sea. What is the resuit of our National Polity to our
shipping interests? Oar marine interest, I think, is second
to none in this country, bat since the National Policy hs
been in operation, our shipping has fallen off te the amount of
six million dollars. Theearning power of six million dollars
has been lost since that policy was introduced. I believe
this to ho a fact, and as no hon. gentleman oontradiets me,
it must be allowed to be a fact. But the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries made no effort to assist us. T£he Government
of this country, while protecting every other industry in
the country, are neglecting the marine industry. We are
handicapped in various ways. Where do those ships that
we have left find employment? Will the Minister of
Marine or any hon. gentleman on that side anser me-.



COMMONS DEBATES.
where do the shipe that we have now get employment i
Seven out of ten get employment in the United States.

An hon. MEMBER. No.
Mr. WELSH. I say, yes. Who ià it that denies it ? I

will take hi& name down. Now what do we see on the
Intercolonial Railway, that great national highway. Thai
railway bas got more work than it can perform, and it
appears that the more work it has, the more money il
loses. It is a most extraordinary thing. I think there
must be some leak in this ship when, although the work is
increasing, the loss also is steadily increasing. What is the
loss to the taxpayers of this country on the money invested
in railways? From a rough calculation that I have made it
amounts to over $14,000 a day. That is the amount ol
money the taxpayers of this country have to pay in interest
on the money invested in railways. I think if that Interco-
lonial Railway was left to its ordinary traffic, a fair, pro-
fitable traffic, it would pay, but they undertake to bring
coal up for less than it cost, and they are running the
railway at the expenas of the people of this Dominion in
order to ruin the shipping interests of the St. Lawrence,
and to injure the laboring population of Montreal and
Quebec. We have plenty of ships, and if the Government
had let the ships perform this work of bringing up coal, to
Quebec and Montreal-

Mr. MITCHELL. It is only the Tories who do that.
Mr. WELS EI. Now, I am going to ask my hon.

friends opposite, if they lived down in Prince Edward
Island how they would like to pay a duty of 15 cents
on potatoos, a duty on oats and on most everything
else we have to sell ? If this duty was taken off don't you
think that the poor man would have a little more money
in his pocket and be able to support his family botter ? I
tell you, Mr. Speaker, my heart bled last November in Prince
Edward Island. I had a ship loading with potatoos for the
United States. I have seen poor tarmers come hauling
twelve bushels of potatoes seven miles through one foot of'
mud, and getting only 18 cents a bushel. I thought to
myself, I don't know how you support your family, 1 know
it must ho hard. And yet this glorions protection I Hurrah I
We are a happy people, and all that. Rule Britannia I
Yes, rule Britannia How can you expect these people
to whistle " Rule Britannia " who have such hard werk to
make both ends meet ? I do not want to go under the flag
of the United States. I am proud of being a British subject.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WELSH. Yes, " bear, hear." But I tell you, Mr.

Speaker, that I have not heard any hon. gentleman on the
other side of the House refute a single statement made by
the hon. member from South Oxford. Hie rosolution stands
there still. Now, the Minister of Marine has moved an
amendment. Let me read it:

" That Canada, in the future as in the pat, in desirous of cultivating
and extending trade relations with the -United 8tatea in so far as they
may not confhlet with the policy of fostering the varions Industries andieresta of the Dominion, whieh wus adopted ini 1879, and which ha#

cince recoeved, in so marked a manner, the adnette and approyal ofthe people."

Now, is that not just the way every hon. gentleman on that
side bas spoken ? National Policy and protection. If the Ame-
ricans will give us anything for nothing, we will take it; and
if they wili not, we won't have it. Now, I know the people
I represent expect something different. I would not dare
to go back to the county I represent and tell the people I
had done nothing towards getting them a better market. I
trust that botter times will come for this Dominion; I
believe better times are coming for this Dominion,
and that a change is going to take place. I do not
know iu what way it wili take place, but I believe
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it will come. I hoped, before this debate came on,
that the Minister of Finance would have laid the fish.
ery negotiations before the House. I have considerable
faith in that bon. gentleman, and I believe he was the right
man in the right place. I trust that before long a brighter
era will dawn upon the poople of this country. The hon.
member for West Huron (Mr. Macdonald) spoke of the far-
mers of bis district, and I think he spoke fairly and well
as to the wants of the people. I have not yet heard the
hon. members for Manitoba ex pres their opinion as to
what that Province requires. I do not know whether New
Brunswick sends any farmer as a member of this House;
if it doos, I should like to hear his ideas in regard to this
matter. If there is a farmer here from Nova Sootia I
should like to hear from him; if there is a farmer from
Cape Breton I should like to hear bis ideas. I know very
weolmy ideas on the question, and every hon. member
must know that before any of us were born Prince Edward
Island was known in history as the garden of British
North America. We grow immense crops there, and
if we had reciprocity the quantities of our root crops
would be more than doubled or trebled. The value of
our lands would increase; our farmers' sons would
not go away to the United States and to other places but
would stay at home, and there is plenty of land
in the Island for three times the population we
have there. How can you expect young men to stay at
home when a farmer cannot give bis son sufficient for his
labor to provide food and clothing; but give the farmers
fair prices for their produce, and their sons would have an
opportunity of settling and remaining in the country. Do
you think under such conditions they would want to leave ?
No; there is in every man's breast a feeling that if lie can
by any possibility make a living and prosper in his native
home lie will not leave it. I hope the House will give the
matter fair consideration, and I hope also that the Govern-
ment, who have listened to me very attentively, will con-
sider the wants of Prince Edward Island. As I told them
last year, we are suffering, we are laboring under great
disadvantages, we are shut out from the world during five
months of the year, our business bas all to be done within a
few months, and moreover our harbors, our piers and other
works are not attended to in any respect whatever. In fast,
we are almest totally neglected. Because Prince Edward
Island sends here six members to represent her wante and
grievances here is she to be coerced ?

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. WELSH. The hon. member for Montreal (Mr.
Curran) does not like coercion. What did we see here a
short time ago? A Conservative paper in Prince Edward
Island denounced the Government lu stronger terms than I
have denounced them, and there was good reason for it.
Do not tread on the worm or it will turn. If the Govern-
ment had treated that Province fairly I would not have
been hore, and I doubt if one of the hon. gentlemen who
now occupy seats on the floor as Island representatives
would have been here. I bring our wants to the notice of
Parliament, to the attention of hon. members from every
section of the Dominion, from British Columbia to the
confines of the Atlantic, and I hope they will be attended
to s they ou ht to be. I am satisfied that if this resolu-
tion is carrie and we have reciprocity, a new era of pros-
perity will come to the country.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. WELSIH. Some hon. gentlemen say " no." How do

you know ? I say 1 hope so--I believe it. You may not
believe it; I cannot anewer for you, and you must answer
to your own consciences for your own belief.

It being six o'clook, the Speaker left the Chair.
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A fter Recess.

UPPER OrTWA IMPROVEMENT.

Mr. WHITE (Rènfrew) moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 20) relating to the Upper Ottawa Improvement
Comipany.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I promised an hon, member
who desired to oppose this Bill that it would not be taken
up this evening, and I therefore hope it will be taken up at
another time.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). It must be taken into considera-
tion that if other Bills are read the second time to-night
they will take precedence before this Bill in the committee.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do not be alarmed, the Session will
not be very short.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. If the hon, gentleman forces
us to go on with the Bill we shall have to discuss it for the
hour, and it will be better for him not to proceed with it.
There might be an understanding arrived at that would pre-
vent any opposition to the second reading, and I would cer-
tainly advise my hon. friend not to insist on taking the
second reading now.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Then, Mr. Speaker, I have to
say that if the Minister proposes to object to the Bill, there
is no use in moving its second reading. Under those cir-
cumstances of course I am obliged to submit, and I submit
with the best grace I possibly can.

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it is better, perhaps, that the
Bill should stand over. I had some little experience in
XTorth Renfrew last summer-not a satisfactory experience
as far as results are concerned-but, I got my experience in
another way as to how public business is done and as to
how elections are carried and the influences that are at
work there. It has juat struck me in connection with this
bill, and with what people said, that it would be better to let
it stand. My hon. friend I had the honor to meet, but did
nofaoceed in beating; yet I discovered that there are ways
whih are dark which my hon. friend understood, and that
certain things were reported to me to have been exercised
on certain influential men in that county which this Bill
looks to me to be the outcome of. If the hon. gentleman
takes up that Bill I hope he will give us a little information
on it. I do not want to take him by surprise, but I propose
to mako some little enquiries about the-objecta of this Bill,
and about the promises made to individual members form-
ing part of the charterad names in that Bill. I trus t that
the hon. menber will 'be able to give us some satisfactory
information.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I trust when this Bill comes up
for itssecond reading that I shall be able to give such expla.
nation to the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat, as
will satisfy him and this House that it is a perfectly proper
Bill. I desire to resent the insinuation which the hon.
gentleman has made regarding my conduct in the election.
If there were any ways that are dark and tricks that are

vain, the hon. gentleman himself knows more about them
than anybody else.

Mr.MITCIIELL. It may be aIl very fine for him to
-gay so.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. You will get order.
1ir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a

order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I move the adjournment.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You canno

spoken.
Mr. WELsH

question of

t, you have

Mr. MITCHELL. Will any person move the adjÔûrn-
ment.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I move the adjournment of the
House.

Mr. MITCHELL. I want the right hon. gentleman to
understand that he cannot choke me off when he likes, and
he will find that out too before the Session is over. I sim.
ply want to say in reply to the hon. member for Renfrew
(M.r. White) that I heard some remarks in connection with
the intended improvement of the Ottawa River, and about
things which had been guaranteed to certain ýgentlemen in
that riding.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). Did you hear them from me?
Mr. MITCHELL. Hear tbem from you ? You are too

canning to tell that. You know your own interest and you
know how to go about it. You know the old Pontiac rail-
road in which you got $11,000 or $12,000 and you did not
tell about that. You even denied it. However, I wish
merely to give notice of this to the hon. gentleman that I
may not take him by surprise.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I do not think, Sir, that the
hon. gentleman could ever take me by surprise. I shall
always be prepared with every measure I submit to this
House to defend it if it requires defence. I eertainly am
ready for the hon. gentleman either here or in any other
place that he chooses.

Motion for second reading withdrawn.

MERCHANTS MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY.

Mr. CURRAN. I ask the favor of the flouse to resume
the adjourned debate for the second reading of Bill (No.
11) to empower the Merchants Marine Insurance Com-
pany of Canada to relinquish its charter and to provide for
the winding up of its affairs. I believe the gentlemen Who
objected the other night have withdrawn their objection
and are satisfied that the Bill should have a second reading.

Mr. MITCHE LL. I took exception to the second read-
ing of that Bill on the ground that another director and
myself who were in the House never heard anything about
it. Since that time the president of the company has writ-
ton me a letter explaining that it was an ôversight he had
committed and explaining the nature of his Bill. I, there-
fore, withdraw the objection.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 32) to incorporate the Dominion Plate Glass
Insurance Company.-(Mr. Holton.)

Bill (No. 42) to incorporate the Pontiac and Renfrew
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Act incorporating the Shus-
wap and Okanagan Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 44) respecting Bonds or Branch Lines of 'the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company.-(Mr.Small.)

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STAI'ES.

House resumed debate on propobed resolution of Bir
Richard Cartwright, on amendment of Mr. Foster, and
amendment to amendment of Mr. Jones (Halifax).

Mr. COCKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that anyone
on whom it devolves to answer the extraordinary speech
made by the hon. member who addressed us before recess,
is entitled to the fullest sympathy of both parties in this3
louse, for there was no point on which the hon. gentleman
did not touch, there was no point which touching he did
not adorn, and no point which, having adorned, he had bet-
ter not have left untouched. It seefned to fall in very
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much with the fancy of the hon. members on the opposite
side of the House; it seemed to be something after thoir
own hearts; they enjoyed it, and I am sure we also enjoyed
it to some extent. It was a heterogeneous mass of state-
mente. The hon. gentleman ensconced himself in a coat-
of-mail by assuring us that unless we cried "no" to every
statement ho made, it was understood that we should say
"yes." He wandered over every point that had been taken up
in the exhaustive debate which has been uin progrese in this
House during the last five or six days. He told us-and
that makes it difficult to answer any of his points -that we
muet not think ho is always addressing us, because ho is often
hamming the matter over to himself, or he is musing over
it, or he is still on the pons asinorum, and unable to get off.
He wae able, in the midst of his lucubrations, to give valu-
able advice to the hon. Minister of Marine and to forocast bis
future. He was able to give advice worthy of Mr. Sam
Weller with reference to widows and matrimony. He was
able to view the whole Dominion from his little Gardon of
Eden (Prince Edward Ibland), with an adamite or pre-
adamite instinct, and ho considered that the wholc tariff of
this Dominion should be arranged on the basis of ploasing
Prince Edward Island. Last Session we board a great deal
of Prince Edward Island. In faut, I thought of moving a
resolution, after hearing so much about Prince Edward
bland and the North-West, that Ontario was still a
part of this Confederation, and intended to romain a part
of it. He said: What can you say against this policy
cf unrestricted reciprocity ? Why, there are six mem-
bhîs from the Garden of Eden who are all bere ready
tic represent it; there is rot a single man from that Island
sernt to oppose it; and how can you mon frorm Ontario and
the far west oppose it ? He might have added that there
were sixteen members from Nova Scotia out of the twenty-
one whose views might be hoard. But my hon. friend, with
a charming innocence, viewed the whole Dominion through
the little eyoglase of Prince Edward Island, and seemed to
consider that outside of that there was no creation. How-
ever, I must give him credit for his honesty of purpose.
He stands forth, Sir, as a noble man who will not be tam-
pered with, for whon in the Garden of Eden the tempter
held forth to him the promise of alliance or (fico, when
the Third Party stood forth and tried to help him, ho
scorned the proffored aid, and I have no doubt the 'hird
Party on this occasion, or the gentleman who reprosents the
Third Party-for they are one, in a unity that can never
be broken-.was greatly disappointed. It was a grand compli-
ment to my hou friend when the leader of the Third Party
made the first advance known in history to take him into bis
Ministry. Perhape, I am doing my friend injustice, for I re-
member the other day a distinct offer being made to the gal-
late member for Victoria, B.C., to enter his unique Cabinet.
At least it seemed to me a kind of insinuating serpentine
way of his doing it, when he suggested that perhaps
the bon. member was speaking as a future Minister.
Well, Sir, I cannot understand how that Party could be
driven to seek extraneous aid. I am sure his views run so
closely on a lino with those of the Opposition that the two
may be merged in one, so that the Government are placed
in the terrible predicamert of having to face npt only the
whole loyal Opposition party, but the great Jupiter Tonans
himself in addition. I muet leave to others who live in the
immediate neighborhooi of Prince E iward Island to answer 1
many points, because I am onable to deal with them. I
have never been in that Garden of Eden; I never saw the
serpent; I never saw the act of the tempter. Bat, I believe,
the hon. gentleman who rose up at the same time as I did,
and who to courteously y ielded the floor to me, will be able to
deal more particularly with the points brought forward by
one of the hon. six from Prince Edward Island. I am relieved
from replying to Lhe hou. gentleman because his arguments
all proceeded on the one ground into which we have slipped

in the last day or twQ in dealing with the question of corp-
mercial union or unrestricted reciprocity, and consistedof
a steady, continuous ai tack on the National Policy. Now, I
am a young member oftbis House, but I think it is unreason-
able, nay, it is positively indeoent for hon, gentlemen
opposite, thirteen months after we have been returned by
our constituencies where the National Policy was
endorsed by the people, to brin g up the question again
for discussion. In the name of common sense lot us
leave something as settled, so that the merqantile com-
munity may not be deranged, and capitalists may not be
deterred from investing their capital in the Doipinion of
Canada. I had hoped that this question, which is the
greatest that bas been brought before the Dominion Parlia-
ment sinco Confederation, would have been discued in a
tone free from party spirit, and that both parties would
bave entered upon it with a determination roally to eift it
and see what was good in it for our common country, and
if we found anything valuable in it to adopt it. I reoipro-
cate very heartily the doclarations made by one or two
members on this side of the louse that they desire to enter
on this discussion in that spirit. But when I board the hon.
momber for South Oxford in bis opening sentence declare
that this was a party question, and that be intended to con-
sidor it on that basis, I was more than disappointed. I
should have thought that an hon. gentleman sccustomed to
party warfare as he is, would have tried to hedge a little.more
than he did, and to sec if there was no means by which ho
might be able to open a door for others to join him on a broad
statesmanlike basis. But ho sooms to have no conception,
he seems to have no idea of a party acting in a body for the
common wolfaro. Ho seems, on the contrary, to have ever be-
fore him the charm of office and to direct all his actions accord-
ingly. Now theb hon. gentleman said that ho voiced the opin-
ions of the Liberal party in this Parliament. I question very
much whether he did really voice the opinions of the whole,
Liboral party. I recollect well the time, not very long
ago, when the leader of the Liberal party (Mhr. Blake), in
his celebratcd speech at Malvern, told us that ho was not
speaking as a private person, but that ho was, as the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has
said of himself, fully impressed with the weight of the
words ho was about to uttor. I can recollect that well;
and I can recollect also of bis telling us, whon ho went in
for a partial adoption of the National Policy, that; ho
was voicing the opinions of the whole Liberal party
"including the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright)." I should ilke to have had from the
gallant knight the first exemplification in his speech of
thorough unrestricted reciprocity in this regard; I ehould
like him to have been in the position to tell us that ho voiced,
not only the opinions Of the Liberal party in this Parliament,
but that in this Liberal party ho included the bon. member
for West Durham. Apparently ho was not able to say SA
The debate had proceedei but a short time whon we found a
variance in the party. We found that the hon. moMber for
North Norfolk (Mhr. Charlton) had a very different idea of
reciprocity from that which was hold by the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). They had a
lively minute between themn. It ie, not for us to arrange
family quarrels, and it isi proverbial those things will occur
even in the best regulated families; but although itinaay be
that in a multi plicity ofcouncillors there may be witdom and
prudence, I have never heard the petension. advaned that
thore is wisdom in a multiplicity of ladera. It would have
been botter for the Li beral party, if, before they came Vo this
House and asked us to undo ail that has been done in the
last eight years--it would have been better for them if,
before they came to this Rouse and asked us to uproot this
policy which, happily for the country, bas its roots too doep
to be torn up by thena, twy had beu able to com'pound
their own differences and have presented hore a soed ud
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unbroken front. But the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) opened as usual with this pro-
longed wail of woe, woe, woe now is the day of lamentation.

e told us that the country had lost $500,000,U00, Well,
I said to myself, God be thanked that I live in a country
that bas been able to lose $500,000,00), and still has its
banking capital overflowing, its deposits in savings banks
rapidly increasing, a railway communication uneq uialled
in the world, and a canal system unsurpassed. I said
if my country can afford to lose $500,000,000 in those
twenty years, and still be able to be in that position,
what a wonderful country it must be. However, after
the hon. gentleman had told us that the country had lost
$500,000,000 in the last 20 years, my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) actually informed us
that the increase in the value of farm lands in Ontario
between 1873 and 1878 had been $160,000,000. We were
told also that, in 1886, the increase was $30,000,000, and
that between 1883 and 1887 the increase in Ontarie in the
value of farm lands amounted to $106,872,301. Then
came the wail about the loan societies, and then the
wail about the decrease in the rate of interest; and one
hon. gentleman assured us that if the loan societies
have less money loaned out than in previons years,
it is because the people will not have any dealings with
them on account of their outrageons charges. Now, I
am a director of one of the largest loan companies
in this country, and in another that does a
very large business. And I boldly deny in toto the
charge that respectable loan companies-I know not what
kind of loan companies my hon. friend may have been con-
nected with-charge exorbitant rates. The truth is the rates
have fallen one and a-half to two per cent: Hon. gentlemen
opposite say that the farmers will not go to the loan com-
panies, but that still their mortgages are larger than ever.
Where, then, do they get the money? I know how difficult
it is for companies now to place their loans, and how they
are obliged to give larger and larger percentages, year after
year, to those who place the loans; and yet despite all that,
despite the fact that rates of interest are going down, the
farmers, we are told, are increasing the load of their indebt-
edness. Well, if they are, my experience tells me that
while the farmers may be diminishing their loans which
they have made from the varions loan companies, they are
having them taken up by their own brother farmers, at
elightly lower rates, thus saving the commission paid to the
companies. We find that the whole mortgages of the loan
societies for the whole of the Dominion amount to only
$81,798,288, which is only about 8 per cent. of the farm
value in the Province of Ontario alone, and we have learned
also that of the payments in default, including capital
and interest, there was in 1886 only four and seven-
tenths per cent, in default, or 70 per cent. less than in
1880. I am tired and sick to death of hearing our country.
men maligned; and then I find that, not content with
mourning the condition of our own fair and beautiful coun-
try, the gallant knight from South Oxford must needs, with
his lips full of mock loyalty to the grand old mother coun.
try, depict to us the sad condition in which he says she lies,
What were his words. He tells us:

" I know that, in what I now say, I am but expressing the views of
some of the ablest and highest of British statesmen, when I say that one
great peril that threatens the British Empire in this day is the state of
mont dangerous isolation into which she has come. What in ber posi-
tion to-day in the view of some of the ablest of her statesmen ? It is
that she has not a friend of a high clans power in the world to-day."

Then he goes on to tell us that she is hated by France
on account of her action on the Egyptian and the Suez
Canal questions. He tells us that she is not favored
by Germany, that Austria-Hungary looks on her
with an unfriendly eye, and that Russia is ready to
pounce upon her. He represents her as prostrate before us,

Mr. Cocomuain.

and he says: There is your mother country lying pros-
trate; let us put a finishing blow to her; let us see if we
cannot' ruin her commercially; let us throw in our lot
with those who oppose her, and see if we cannot direct a
deadly blow at ber vitals. Then, when he bas depicted
England in this miserable depleted condition, he says : Now
is the time for Great Britain to form an alliance with the
United States. He seems to have the extraordinary idea
that the United States are in the business of knight errantry,
to hunt up distressed females or nations and form
alliances with them. He seems to think that the
United States are willing to forego the Munroe doctrine,
and that seeing England in this condition, bloodless and
almost lifeless, they will make it their business to leap to
the rescue and save her from an untimely end. He seems
to think that out of a philanthropie sentiment, they will
depart from the Munroe doctrine of non-interference in
European conflicts and complications with which they bave
no concern. But, not content with tbat, he then proceeds to
deal with Canada and with reciprocity, and to point out
the position which it occupies. Now, I am not going to
discuss this question of unrestricted reciprocity, but I
simply want to show that, from the figures given by the
hon. gentleman himseolf, the question is really outside of
practical politics. I am not going to read many documents
or to make many quotations to show what effect it will have
on our trade, but I simply wish to take the statements
given to us by the hon. gentleman himself, and then to
ask you what you consider will be the chances of unre-
stricted reciprocity. He tells us that it is notorious that :

'' Our position in comparipon with that of the United States has, in
20 years, been reversed, and reversed enormously to our detriment.
Twenty years ago our taxes were one-third of the taxes of the United
States ; 20 years ago our debt was one-third of the debt of the United
States."

Then his eyes glistened with joy as he said:
'' To-day, by the last returns I have here, our debt is two and a half

times, an nearly as may be, greater per head than the debt of the United
States ; and the necessary taxes which the United States require to
raise for the purpose of carrying on their government are one-third les.
than the necessary taxes the people of Canada require to pay. Then,
Sir, the European market, to which we formerly looked, in dwindling
from us, so far as we are concerned."

He tells us also that the United States is in this happy
position, that :

'Ilt would be in the power of the United States Secretary of the
Treasury, if Congress gave him the anthority, to raise either the whole
of the customs revenue in either of these three ways : He might main-
tain the existing tax on sugar and impose a very small income tax
indeed, and raise all the revenue lie wanted; he might maintain the
tax on sugar and impose a very small ad valorem duty and raise all the
revenue lie wanted; or he might maintain the present taxes on a very
few articles and make his trade list free."

So much for the United States. That is the position he says
they are in. They are in a heaven-born position ; every-
thing perfectly smooth-everything moving nicely-a mere
stroke of the peu will free them from duty-in one year
they actually raise enough revenue to cover the whole debt of
the Dominion of Canada-and;then he turns to Canada, and
says that Canada is in a wretched plight. As the member
from Prince Edward Island told us, our young men are
fleeing from Canada as from a plague. The hon. gentleman
tells us that three out of four of our immigrants leave us,
that one out of four of our native population flees from us,
that nothing can save us from a revolution except, perhaps,
unrestricted reciprocity. That is the picture he presents to
us. There is no hope, he says. He sees none. We may ne
able to hold on for a litle while, but, unless we get this
unrestricted reciprocity, this commercial union, Canada as a
nation will cease to exist. I ask you, putting these two sides
of the question, the view he gives of the United States, as
successful under every qcpect, as a people bounding with
joy and with success, is it rational, is it common sense for us
to imagine that these people are going to join their fortunes
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with ours and to be dragged down by us into the gulf of
despair ? If we were prosperous, if we were, as he says we
were twenty years ago, there might be some reasou in
the proposal, but that we should go to them and say :
Gentlemen, have mercy on us, w. are on our last legs, we
know not what to do, we are poor miserable sinners, look
down with mercy on us and lift us from the quagmire into
which we are sinking-is it reasonable to ask people to
make a bargain, and such a bargain with you, when he telle
you that the people of that country are bounding towards
free trade. that they are in a position to compete with the
motherland, that we are not in a position to compote with
the motherland, that we are dragged down by duties ; when
he tells you all this and asks you to go to the United States
and beg them to join with us, he is asking what no Ameri-
can citizen will consent to for a moment. I had the pleasure
of being in Washington lately for four or five weeks, and I
was so far honored as to have accorded to me a seat on the
floor both of the Senate and the House of Representatives,
and there I had an opportunity of conversing more or less
intimately with friends of my wife's family, and there we
were able to speak frecly on various matters, but I assure
hon. gentlemen opposite that I have yet to meet the man
in the United States who i prepared to discuss this fad of
unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union, except on the
well understood basis that rual political union is to follow.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) What does Mr. Bayard say ?

Mr. COCKBURN. You have the letter of Mr. Bayard.
Is the hon.gentleman so abject in his poverty that, Lazarue-
like, he is going to be content with the verycrumbs bat all
from the table, and to imagine that they are equal to the
sweet bread and the piece of solid roast beef which is on the
table. You mut be hard run when a polite expression
from the Secretary of the Un ted States is construed
to be a solemn invitation. If you imagine that,
why, then, if you met a friend on the street who said: " I
should be glad to sue you some day at my house to dinner,"
he would find you there every night. Have we no dignity ?
Are we so low that we must crawl in the dust to men who
are no butter than ourselves, men of the same blood and of
the same race ? When hon. gentlemen opposite tell me, as
the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) said, that he considered one Canadian equal to six
immigrants, aid when we know that we bave Jost
$500,000,000 and scarcely fuel it, it is enough to prove that
we belong to a country of which we have a right to bu
proud, and we have no need to go round and take Mr.
Bayard's coat tails and say: Do you mean that statement to
be an invitation to us ? Let us have more pride in our own
country. Hon. gentlemen opposite seem to be unhappy
unless they are miserable. There is an ecstasy of woe
and there is an ecstasy of joy, but for the first time
in my life I have seen the two combined in one. The
debate bas been exhaustive, and it must have been doubly
exhausting to them on account of the conflicting emotions
whieh they have experienced in regard to what caused us
joy, the bounding up of our revenues, the increase in the
wealth of our farmers, the development of our railways, the
glorious future which awaits us. We are now in the position
which the United States were in twenty-five years ago, but
some of us are always tearing up the plant to see whether it
has sprouted yet or not. We must have faith in our coun-
try, and it is only when we have faith in our country that
we can hope to make our country great. No country was
ever proud of its men unless they were first proud of their
country; unles you have in yourselves the spring of national
life, unless we are true Canadians, proud ofour position, proud
of our an.estry, proud of the great country from whieh
we are sprung, on the highway to becomean auxiliary king-
dom of that great mother country, we shall never rise to the
dignity of our position, we can never make the country

grander than oursolves. Water can never rise higher than
the eource from whieh it sprang. I say, therefor-e, that hon.
gentlemen opposite have given us no ground to believe that
the United States themeelves would accept this proposition
of unrestricted reciprocity, or reciprooity, rather, restrioted
to one power, and that a foreign one. The thing is
impossible, impractieable. The beauty of the thing is that
these gentlemen argue all along that the United States,
t hose 60 millions of people, those people who are enjoying a
god-like existence, who pay their $2 for their broiler and
80 cents for their butter, and care not a cent what a thing
casts, who are revelling in wealth, when we come before
them in rage and tatters, then, forsooth, they will open
their arme and clasp us in their embrace. The absurdity I
Now, with reference to another point I wish to bring
under your notice, I shall show that there i, in Great
Britain, all the market that we can desire. I find that the
British importe for 1887 were $1,800,000,000, or nearly
86,000,000 for every week day. I find that the United
States imports were 8692,000,000, or 38 per cent. of the
British. I find that the total exportesand importe of Great
Britain with ber Empire amounted to 8800,000,000, and the
total exportesand imports between Great Britain and foreign
nations amounted to $2,2 10,000,000, or a total of $3,000,-
000,00 of trade, or $10,000,000 every week day, against a
total of the United States of $1,382,000,000, or $4,450,000
per week day. I find that the United Kingdom imported
of wheat and flour, $130,000,000, of which Canada sent
$9,000,000 ; that they imported of butter and butterine,
840,000,000, and we supplied only $600,000, a quantity
that is not one week's supply for the British market. I
think, therefore, that there is room for u to enlarge our
output in that market. Of live animals for food, Great
Britain took 35 million dollars worth, and we supplied 20
per cent. Can we not supp'y more ? Of bacon and bam
we practically supply nothing. That market is exclusively
in the hands of the United States. In cheese we do well,
because we supply 6 millions out of the 20 millions im.
ported by Great Britain. lu raw fruit we do wonderfully
little, because we send them only $41,000 while they import
17 millions. In eggs-that is the great point. I do not
wonder those gentlemen think so mueh of eggs I think
they have this extraordinary idea imbued into them,
that if you only keep eggs long enough at 18 cents a
dozen, they will become broilers worth 82 each, and I
am sure the eggs will be no staler than the arguments of
hon. gentlemen opposite, certainly they could not be more
rotten. Well, then, we have before us the oxport of eggs
into the United States, and, to use the grand words of the
gallant knight from Oxford, lut me be exact, "$1,820,948 and
no cents." Why, gentlemen, the whole of that import is not
the import of six weeks for the mother land. List year she
took 15 million dollars worth of egge; she took for every
month a million and a quarter dollars; and if we could
only get broilers up in England to the same price that they
are at Mr. Wiman's huuse in New York, you would thon
be able to make enormous fortunes, and every farmer
would be prosperous, and live and die in the bosom of his
family and be happy ever afterwards. Now, Sir, for ham.
We do very little in ham; but in England they take 10
million dollars' worth In beef we do little, although they
take 10 million dollars' worth. In freeh butter we do
nothing. The Yankees do the butter -and the butterine,
perhaps; but 10 millions are taken there, In fresh mutton
we do nothing, although England takes $7,500,000. In
preserved meats we ought to do a great deal, but we do
very little indeed, although there is a market there of 5
millions. In fish we do only 81,900,000, although they take
7j millions, and we allow ourselves to be beaten in this
market by the United States. Now, I say bore is a market
before yon, a market in whieh we are not brouglit into
competition with the people of Great Britain. W@
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are talking about our market with the United States.
It is not a market in the sense of exchange. They
talk of 60,000,000 of people who will furnish us a market,
as if there were sixty millions of imbeciles resident in the
United States who do not know how to manage their own
business, who, as soon as 5,000,000 stalwart Canadivns
walk across the border, will clap their hands acroas their
knees and find a refuge in the Atlantie or the Pacifie, or in
the bosom of the anywhere. We forget that in taking in
this market of 60,000,000, we are only making a market
of 65,000,000, and that that ground is already occu
pied by these people, and so far from extending our interest,
we would inevitably contract them. Is there any hon, gen-
tleman on the other aide of the ouse-I will give them
credit, at any rate, for looking after their own pecuniary
interests; I think, in a matter of that kind, they would be
singularly patriotic-I ask is there any bon. gentleman on
that aide of the louse, who, supposing a treaty of this kind
were made to last 5, 10, or 20 years, would be prepared to
invest in Canada his entire property in machinery, imple-
monts, and all that goes to constitute an active factory,
and depend upon the American market when, by
putting this same investment, we will say 81,000,000,
in the United States, ho could, whatever turned up,
be always sure at least of t he possession of a market of
60,000,000 of people ? Do they expect that the United
States, in their career of prosperity, verging, as we are toli,
towards free trade, will make such a treaty as that for 1, or
5, or 10, or 20 years, I do not care whether with Canada
or with any other country? Y ou will find that the United
States can enter into no treaty of such a kind. They dis
tinctly refused to enter into such a treaty with the British
Commissioners recently. It bas been their settled policy,
and it will remain their settled policy. They will not tie
their country dovçn in this way, especially at a time like
this, on the eve of a Presidential election. My hon. friend
opposite said this was a nice time to bring forward this
question. Why, the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) says a child in arms would have
known better. Those hon. gentlemen brought, three or four
montha before the Presidential election, a much greater
question before the people, and if a child in arms should be
able todecide against the one, a child unborn should be able
to decide agaiust the other. So much, then, for the British
market and the opportunities which it offers us. We find
there a market which, compared with the Urited States
market, furnishes on imports alone an advantage of 62 per
cent. There is another aspect of this question which las
not been examined in the bouse, and to which I desire to
direct the attention of boa. members. I have prepared
tables of the total values of imports of merchandise entered
for immediate consumption and withdrawn from ware-
houses for consumption for the year ending 30th June,
1887. I find that the total value of United States imports
free and dutiable was $683,218,980. Now, let us see how
thie immense volume of trade is distributed and let us com-
pare together the manner of distribution of trade in the
United States with the manner of distribution in the
Dominion. In regard to the American trade we find that
ont of $63,000,000 odd no less than $450,070,946 or 65-85
per cent, is entered in the port of New York. Boston follows
next with 861,000,000; the two together represent 75 per
cent of the total imports of the United States. Then
comes San Francisco with $40,000,000 or 5 per cent., Chi-
cago with $12,000,000, a beggarly percentage of 1-77, We
have been told by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) to look at those great and rising
towns on our souther n border-" look at Chicago, Buffalo,
Detroit and Cleveland." I have looked at them and this is
the result : Chicago imports only 1-77 of the total imports;
Buffalo, •82 ; Oswego, •59 ; Detroit, •36. lere are the
fignSes:

Mr. CoOKBTJRN.

TOTAL FR1,,i 4.ND IUT&IABLLa

TOTAL VALUs of Imported Merchesidi» entred for immediate Con-
sumption, and withdrawa from Warehousefor Oonsmmptio, during
the Year ending 30th June, 1887.

United States-$683,418,980.

Name of Port.

New York ..... ,..................
Boston ...........................................
San Prancisco......................................
Chicago..............................
Buffalo...........................
Oswego......... ..............
Detroit.................................
Pittsburg ................... ,............ ...... ..
Niagara .......... ,.......... ........ ...
Sandusky.................,..........
Erie .. ....................
Cleveland ....................... .....

Entered
for

Consumption.
$450,070,946

61,018,330.
40,330,100
12,112,275

5,650M
4,021,464
2,522,551
1,211,107

354ý641
53,661
29,683

726,438

Peroentage.

68
8'80
5'90

'82
-59

•008,
'004
•10

Let us now look at Ontario, the figures in regarde to which
are as follows:-

TOTAL FREE AND DUTIABLE.

ToTAL VALUES of Imported- Merchandise entered for immediate Con-
sumption, and withdrawn from Warehouase for O0auumptio,, during
the Year ending 30th June, 1887.

Dominion of Oanada-$105,639,428.

Ontario $42,671,419, consumption.
1$ 8,016,82À.16, duty.

Name of Port.
Con

Belleville.......... ..... ..........

Bran tford ..................... .......................
Berlin ................... ......... ......
Brockville........................
Clifton.............
Cornwall.............I...........
Fort Erie.......................... .
Gait ....... ........... t.. ........
Guelph ....... ...........
ramilton....................... ...............
Kingston....... ......... .......... . .............
London.. .....................
Ottawa ...................... 0......
St. Catharines ..... ,,. .................... ,....
St. Thomas....................... .......... .....
Sarnia .................... .......... ........
Toronto ....................... .... ....... I............ 2
Windsor........... ............. ..
W oodstock........ .................... ... ..........

Quebec $43,765,740, consumption.
e $ 9,788,437.70, duty.

Montreal .............. ........... 3
Quebea ......... ....................................
St. John's........................
Sherbrooke ..... .......................... ,...........
Sutton............ ...............

c $6,854,287, consumption.Nova Scotia $1,757,400.92, duty.
Halifax................ .... ...... ...... .........
Pictou ........... .. ...... ................. ... .....
Yarmouth.................... ......

New Brunswick f$5,658,021, consumption.
I $1,347,205 26, duty.

Fredericton ............. ........
Moncton .......... ,............... ........
St. John ........ ............... ...... ................. 2
St. Stephen ...............................

Manitoba $2,012,183, consumption.
1$ 508,917.62, duty.

Winnipeg............ ...............

British Columbia $3,626,139, consumption.
r$ 883,421.53, duty.

Entered
for

sumption.
$326,928

366,955
746,025
552,197

1,007,985
806,477
744,983
320,575
554,104

4,405,765
1,167,304
2,590,409
1,766,996
746,160
371,308
528,621

0,611,305
922.871
313,307

7,821,183
3,381,857

399,072
945,860
299,097

4,856,089
336,644
450,05

342,6»
691,056

3,575,781
59ai3m8

1,98Mi7

Victoria ....... .................................... 3,087,499
New Westminster.. ...... ...... 381,9%

Prince Edward Island f $604,218, consumption.
1 $153,861.46, duty.

Charlottetown.......".... 55,5,90

North-West Territories $162,421, onunptioa.
$ 13,609.18, dty.

Percentag.

'31
*34
*70
,52
'98
•76
•70
.30
.52

4.17
1'10
2'45
I'40.70
.35
.50

20•00
-77
.30

35*50
320
'38
'90
'28

4-75
'»1
•43

.32
•65

3-38
•5.

2092
•8

Fort XcLeod...... . ........... ,., t4m-42
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SHere ls the samamry : That 75 per cent. of the whole and the American republic. That is the way Mr. Wiman
United States importe are enteredat New York and Boston and others, with thoir vast interests in America, are trying
alone; that the great city of Chicago eommands only 1-77 to arrange that the whole trade of this country should
per cent of that trade, that Buffalo on our border, that is go to the Americans. If they can get 75 or even the
set up for our imitation commands only .82, and Cleveland whole 100 per cent. of our traIe in the city of New York.
•10, and Detroit o86 ; while the Canadian trade is distributed the property of Mr. Wiman and others on Staten Island
throughout the whole Dominion so that nine of our ports will become of a value greater, perhaps, than one can ima.
show proportionately a larger amount of importe than are gine. I understand this. I see in those manSuvres of Mr.
to be found entered-at·Ohiaego. At no less than 27 of our Wiman and others a deliberate attempt to entrap us into a
ports are the importa larger than at Detroit. Out of those 27 schemo which I an sure the farmers of Canada are much
no les than seven import absolutely, not relatively, greater too wise to fali into. The last point to whieh I wish to
values for consumption, while 1 in Ontario alone of those draw attention is the great difference in the oharacter
show importe relatively of greater value for consump of our imports since we adopted the National Polioy.
tion. I draw attention to Detroit, Buffalo and Cleveland I shall read you-and the more reading I think is oui-

1as being great lake aities on our border, and because we cient to prove the statement-the quantity and value of the
have been tanuted with the immense progress that they utnder-mentioned articles of raw material imported into the
have made, and because they have been held forth to us as country during the fiscal year ended the 30th June, 1879,
examples for us to follow. ýWe see by this table that while and the ycar onding 18S7. I bespeak the attention of hon.
the proportion of population in the United States as to gentlemen opposite to this, because if they consider those
Canada ie as twelve to one, its import trade is only six and figures they will see at once the style of the revolution in
a half times as mach as ours ; so tbat under commercial our trade and the basis of the foundation upon which our
union or reciprocity we would be oftering them a market Dominion is resting and which we aro determined @hall
of 5,000,000 of people, each of whom consumes foreign continue:
products to the value of $22 per bead in exchange for
a market in which the people consume only 811 per head 0oxetaÀTîYm sTATSMExT of the quantity and value of the un dermntioned
of the population. We can, moreover, hope to displac-e articles of raw material imported into Canada during the fical
only a very limited portion of their foreign products. We years ended 30th June, 1879 and 1887 respectively:-
cannot hope to displace more than a limited portion in a
country of such vast extent, for it is well known that there Imported into Canada.
are series of circles within which trade bas to be done. We --- -
do not do trade with St. Louis or New Orleans but with Articles. 1879. 1887.
nearer cities, and while we would be giving up our market
where the consumption per head is $22 per head for imports Quantity. Value. Quantity. Value.
weoould hopetodisplaceonlyavery limitedamount of their -
foreign produce, they meanwhile hoping to displace a very Lbo. S Lbe. $
largeamoantof oursto the detriment of our customs income. Bristies ..... .. ................. ............... 31,581 . ............. 72,781
We see this conclusion : that, in case of our pooling the Fur skins..........................12,526 ...... ........ 478,149
customs revenue on the basis of population, we would receive G"e for soap stock................ 59021....... 100,54
only 1 for every $2 now paid to us ; we would, il fact, Renne t........................... 19,656........ . 2,716
suifer an annual loss cf 85,000,C00. Then look again at ilk, raw .............. 35,556 ....... 143,521
another fact. Importasand exporte must follow the same Woolunm'."n.facturd....'4,976,75 841,17312,as,89 1,8,
lines. A ship that comes to discharge her cargo at a Be o - Hemp, undressed........ .................. 199,179....... .... 535,789
tain port does not go to another port to take home ber Tobacco unmanufactured.. ......... .... 744,302-........1,828,703
cargo, unless she fails to obtain it there. So that this would Cotton wool....... ........ 9,720,708 984,047 30,971,070 2,933,877Dying or tanning articles.............. 99,253.......... 144,59t
destroy our shipping-that shipping which has been Gutta percha, crude.......... ............. 133,214 .......... 898,587
spoken of so lightly amounts to 2o,000 tons for each Jute cloth, not pressed...... ............................ 127,061
1,000,000 of inhabitanta, while that of the United States Copper in sheets .. .... ......... .... 65,449 ............ 144,091
amountsato only 70,000 tonsfor each 1,000,000 of inhabitants. Pig iron................... 15,503 231,811 48,558 613,946
Our market would be New York. We saw the effect of - - - -- ---- -
that long ago when the Mackenz e Government teck off the Total 16 articles..... ............. 4,851,375 ............. 11,017,446
differential duties on tea, andat once the great importing .
liouses of Montreal transferred their business to New-York That is not exactly what I want to draw your attention to,
and converted their large establishments in Montreal into for there is sometbing beyond that. I ask gentlemen who
mere ofies. Be soon, however, as the differential duties are familiar with manufacturing what value t hey will place
were restored they droppcd their officees in New York and on the crude article and what value is represented by the
resumed-their large establishments in Montreal. Hon. gen- article when manufactured? They teli me it is as one to
tiemen+Who're not connected with the south as I am, and three, and when gentlemen on the other side bogin telling
who, perhape, bave not had their attention drawn to it, are, us and flaunting in our face that the importé in suh a year
perhape, not aware of the fact that within the last eight amonnted to so and s and this year only amounted to so and
months no les than1100,000,000 have been invested in the se, 1 say God be thanked for this, because it is to me a direct
south for the development of industries there in cotton, iron proof that we have changed our mode of importing
1ad so forth. Those industries in the north are beginning goods, and that formerly what we imported as a fiuimhed
now to fall-behind, and the manufacturers are seeking for product we now import as the crude material, and in its
sone other inarket, hoping to make a dumping-ground of manufacture we give employment to mon and children
Canada by the aid of the Opposition. Mr. Townsend bas and enable our own people to enjoy the fruits of honest
brought forwardýa grander proposal of a zollverein of the labor. Those figures which I have read show us the change
whole American.eontinent, which is to take in not only the that bas taken >lace for the botter in our country, and show
greenhorns of the Dominion of Canada but of Mexico and us that money is earned and spent in this country, making
the South Amerioan republies as well. This continent is the homes of our farmers and our artisans comfortable.
to be one vast zoliveremn, one unrestricted reciprocity, one lowever little gentlemen opposite may think of our farmers
commercial union, and the whole manufacturing is to be -for they have denounced them before the whole country
done byour Yankee frienda for the bemet of the Americans as bankrupts, and have told us they are in the hande of
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mortgagors and that they are bankrupt-I say that the hon. before the last election and that they are taking now, can
gentlemen opposite have insulted the farmers of the Do- only resut in destruction to the party and in injury to our
minion of Canada. To return to this point, I wish again own beloved country.
to draw your attention to thedifference between the imports
of articles in 1879 and 1887, and to point out that this Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). The fact is, on this question
difference represents to our artisans in the labor market a we are airost two to one in this fouse, and the hon. gentie-
gain of $18,489,2 34 in solid gold. This money has been men opposite muét ezpect a double speech frorn this side
earned by our artisans and by our farmers, and spent among once in a white in order Vo give an opportnnity to ail who
them, and it has gone to grease the wheelis of industry in the wish to speak. I will not weary the House very long,
Dominion. It ought, I think, to prevent hon. gentlemen simply because we have had a large number of speakers,
opposite from going down on their knees and from cringing and spent a good deal of time over this question. Members
to a foreign, a hostile, power I might almost say. We are from the Maritime Provinces have beeu challenged now
now, as those returns show, very much in the same position and again by some hon. members opposite as to wbat their
in which America was not very many years ago. I ask people think of unrestrioted reciprocity. I ar happy to
you, have you ever found an American who was ready Vo state that I a here to-nîght representing one of the fineet
decry bis country the same as some people do in Canada? constituencies and one ofthe fairest valleys in the Maritime
Look around you and see if ever the Americans sought Provinces; and I also represent some of the flnest and most
to ally themselves with a foreign country ? Have you intelligent farmers in those Provinces or in the Dominion
ever fouLd, among the people of that country, a wailof Canada for that matter. One of the members from
of lamentation on the condition of their country ? I say Prince Edward Island who bas lately taken his seat gave
that, looking to the United States, we should take ex. the fouse somo idea of what it was to bo a rarried man.
ample from its people who are proud of their country, and If I niitake not, he statod that after a ran became rarried,
they have no more reason to be proud of their country, God ho would lack some of his mathematical precision. Wall,
knows, than we have to be proud of ours. I think that in I should say, judging from the speech of that bon. gentle-
morals, in stamina, in intellectuality, in descent, in vigor, man, that he had been rather too much rarried, especially
in manliness of character, in all that constitutes a man, we wben he began Vo talk about that littie Marine farrn, that
can stand up before them and say : "JI, also, am a man." liule farm of the Interior, and that littie farm of Reci-
But hon. gentlemen opposite cringe and say: "We are not procity, which ho was going Vo set up in that Garden
men; we are in a miserable plight; for God's sake come of Eden, Prince Edward Island. Ho said they would
and take us out; we have no saviour; we cannot save sel on the Marine farm and on the Interior farm pota.
ourselves." Look at the progress we have made since 1879, toes for 18 cents a bushel, and oats for 26 cents
in eight short years, which are in the history of a people but a bushel, "but on ry Reciprocity farm," said he,I
as a speck in eternity. Do not imagine you can create a will get 70 cents for ry potatoos, and 45 cents or
nation and call it into existence by a mere fiat ? We 50 cents for my oats.' Now, ho must have rather taken
have now been confederated twenty years, and thanks advantage in some way of the Marine and Intorior farmers,
to heaven, we have bad at our head a man who fully appre. for if he is going to get 70 cents for his potatoos, or 45 or 50
ciated the greatness of his country's destiny, who never cents for bis oats, with a duty of only 15 cents on the one,
hesitated when the occasion came to stand forth for Canada and 10 cents on Vhe other, taking for granted that the
first, Canada last and Canada forever. I was ashamed to faner is going to pay Vhe duly, I would like Vo kuow how
hear a member tell us the other evening that wben it pleased le brings 18 up Vo 70, and 26 up Vo 45 or 50. I hink that
God to gather him to bis fathers, then the Conservative shows that the hon, gentleman, according to the principle
party should become disorganised, aud they should have a be laid down himself, bas been rather too muel rarried.
chance of coming into this Garden of Eden, the garden for Ho also says that ghipping bas fallen off since the National
which they have been longing for so many years, the gardon Policy was introduced. Wall, perbaps it bas fallen off. I
they saw before them but fourteen short months ago, and know that fewer ships have been buiit in Annapolis and
laid out so pleasantly with Ministers and portfolios that King's and otber places aiong the ooat. But the reason
never came into existence. They have my sympathy. I cansimply is thât wooden vessels lad Vo give way to mon
only hope that as they grow older they will grow wiser ; steamers. We are no longer shipping in wooden bottom
that as they see the country progressing and Canada leading but in iron bottoms, and we cannot coant this change as
in the van, they will take a more hopeful view of our an evidence of lack of progressI1remember the time
future. They can see now for the first time the opening up when we used to build ahips in Annapolis and send them
of our great North-West ; for let us rememor, while there out Vo the different ports of Vhe world, and for years Vhe
have beon exoduses in every country in the world, we have only thing we would see of those slips would be the drafts
not had a fair chance beside the United States until the last sent home. NoV much of that business is doue now, simply
two years of taking our immigrants directly into our land bocause iron steamers are taking tIe place of wooden
of promise. Hon. gentlemen mighi bave known that in the vessols. So, I do noV hink the hon. gentleman has
history of the development of our population there was made much on that point against Vhe National Policy,
something else to consider than this more misgovernment for it is impossible Vo pretend that it is owing Vo the National
they talk about. They might have learned that this same Policy there has been a failing off in slip-building. Now
flight of people to the United States took place at the time the National Policy was accepted by the people in 1878. Pro-
that country was groaning under taxes infinitely heavier vious Vo 1878 the people saw hey lad a do-nothing Gov-
than ours, and with a debt infinitely beavier than ours, a ernmentVodealwith. Deficitafterdeficitwasbeingrolled
debt that did not represent public works and works of np, and the Iaboring classes in tIe country were witlont
improvement, but simply the price paid for shedding their employmont. The National Policy was introduoed as a
brothers' blood. I hope wben hon. gentlemen opposite take means Vo furnish work Vo Vhe laborers, and Vo be an in-
all these matters into consideration, they will reflect and conive Vo business and progress in Canada. The people
come to the conclusion to stop seeking madly, in their eager acceptod VIat policy in 1878, and when they were askod
desire to clutch office, to grasp at every straw that presents again for their verdict in 1882, tIey again gave Vheir
itsolf. Otherwise they will do harm to the great Liberal verdict in its favor. Between 1882 and 1867, the Op-
party-a party that I consider essential to the welfare of position party acceptod the National Policy. They riod ail
the country ; for in every free constitutional state there kinds of policies for themselves. They tnied one policy in
muet be two parties. But to continue the ourse they took Nova &otia, they tried another in YNw Brunswick, thoy
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trid anotheria Quebe, they tried diffrentpoliis ieery wea and that he would not advooate direct taxation ig
Provisoe throeghoat the length ard breaot uf OaunAdA anyameea >w does the hox, gontlem4n propose to
They bad not a single poliey to cover the wants of a large te mQ.y for these ab.4dies and publio worke without
majority of the people, but they had resort to diferat po4. direct taxation ? The hon, me.mabar for North Norfolk
cies in tha different Provineus a order, if posaible, to ga QI, Charâen) .a.ya that, eveu if t loads to direct taxetion,
an eeotina in ea oh NotwiUntâaading thatý tmembers of ho -viÀ pos>ata Ibis poliqy, and he "ays that direct
the OppoMnin, by the mout &of their leader, is hi o(k- tapatioa is met auoh a , bugbear as it is et firat suppos4e
brated balveru speech, aosupted the National Polioy as to bethat. taxes by aesmewat are a great deal botter,
their policy, the Caaiam n people would nAot trust that th theh poor man wii bo able to pay taxes more eqita.
poliey in the hada of litose ho ge.ntlems who wers bly ande, e laws o fnamaant than ander the ayate by
taking it up at tbelat mioeit when they saw th* policy wtioi tuax are imposed ow I takeos doeided exceptiQu
wa being amoeesafal, but deoIded to continue theair conf- lu hatsand I say, and I think I eau prove, that the poor
dene in those who had inaugarated it. Hon. gentlemen aj e mot taxed at tbe prement lime, bt that il is th# rich
opposite did net eatch the people in 187, and when, on the man, that it is tose who njoy the luarie of lite, who are
22nd February the returns came in, that celebrated major birng taxed now and not the po r man. If th) taxes weroe
ity, which was henrlded in the JMoraiag Chrohdcle and toit, imposed under the assement lawa, and epacially under
graphed aIl over Canada, especially to the North-West Ter- th* assesarent lawe of Nova Sot s a, am quite Oonvinoed
ritories and those eestituencies that had to mae their that it would be the poor man who would bear the burden
electioos later, was found to have dwindled down to a feeble of the taxes, and not the rich man. I eay that it is upon
minority. Hon. gentlemen opposite, seeing tbat they had the luxuries of life that the taxes are now levied, and
been defeated at every turn, seeing that the people will not thsee are some of the items. First, there are jellies and
trust the National Polioy into their hands, have bee, with jame, 821t,863. Surely the poor man ean do without those.
the assistance of some people over the border, framing a Jewellery, 8482,043. The poor man eau do without those.
policy to catch the votes of the eleoctors in the Musical instruments, $388,6U8. The pour man cau do with-
far distant future. That policy had become commer- out thoos, Optical instruments, $t6,788. Well, the pour
cial union. One of the exponents of the Oppo- man does without those, even if he needs them. Paintings
sition in Nova Sootia boldly atated upon the hustings, aud drawings, S7i,1&7. Perfumory, &c., $21,999. Pickles
at one of the bye-elections, that heretofore his party had no and saunes, $160,282. Silks, $2,305,392. Fancy soaps aud
policy. They bad, h. said, no real genuine poliey, but they powders, 876,579. The poor man will make his soap from
have got one now, and it was commercial union. This was to lye and soup greabe, and good soap it is. Spirituous
be the panacea for all our evils; this ws to be the remedy liquors, 81,617,1144. There is ne noed for the poor man
for ail our hungry looke, and they tried the commercial to takce those. Tobacco, 6t411,313 Thore is no noeeity
union fad for all it is worth Tbey boomed it in Nova for the poor man to indulge in tobacco. Il he must have
Scotia upon every hastings, in every byfe-election, and it it, and the liquors, let it be upon bis own had. Watobes,
failed. They evidently had not deoided to take up 8603,565. BoQka and priated matter, 81,00,766. Bakwn
another policy until they met here two or three weeks ago, powders, $102,517. Printed musio, 860,b66. Christmas
becausa it is a notorious fact that au hon, member of the carde, 884,168. Surely the pour man eau do without
Opposition had upon the Order Paper a notice that he would these. Ca ta, $13,052. Watch cases, 46,569. Cider,
move a resolution in favor of commercial union. That no- $18,524. Gooa and chocolats, 850,145. China, 8485,498.
tioe has disappered from the Order Paper, and tbis resolu- Embroiderie, 81U4,097. Fanoy gooda, $1,79,988. Foreign
tion of unrestricted free trade with the United States has fruits, 81,609,252. Furs, $634,021. Glovea, &o., $363,07.
come up in its plaoe,evidentlybhowing that the Opposition Gold snd silver goods, $Z38,431. All of these show that it
only oombineduponthispolicy twoorthreeweeksago Now. is not the poor man who bears tho burden of tho taxos
they say it is absolutelynecessary that we sbould adopt this but the rich, and those are the people who thould
new policy. They say Canada bas been ruiued, that the ma, pay the taxes. in tbis Dminion. If you were to havo
jority of Canadians are farmers, and that, therefore, we must direct taxation, and that as oarried out by the asessnuent
take care of the farmers in preference to the other classes lawa of Nova Scotia, it would be the poer man who *ould
engaged in other industries. I desire to protect the pay the bulk of these taxes. In Annapolis county, this iis the
farmers in every way possible. I am the son of a far. way in whioh is works, and I know that it is theÉ tame in
mer, and I bolieve in protecting every individual wheu every ether coujty in Nova Scotia, particularly when you
it is necesoary be should be proteeted. But 1 contend get a Grit revisor on the assessment list, who will put overy
that, so far as the larmers of Annapolis and King'# poor man he wants to vote for his uide on the liât at $300
are conerued, they do not want protection. I was perasal property, no matter whether what ho owns in
fairly astounded when I heard the hou. member for worth 8175 or not; but, if thero is a rich man who owni
Quee' (Mr. Davies) state bre that the farmere of the $10,000 worth of property, ho iàsasmeud at about 83,000,
Maritime Provinces had no hop@, but were in despair. I These are fact., and I defy oontradiction, And it is w4
would like to see him comne dowm to Annapai and to known in the Provinoe of Nova gootia that that is the way
King's, and tell th. farmers ther. that they are in d.epaiF. in which it works. In that case it is the poû nSA who
IL behlee I cas prov to thia I ousa that tis statement of pays the tax, aud not the rich man at ail, and, therefore, it
the es. sla not oorreet, snd I illg prove my asertionout would be agreat evil for this country to have t he taxes levied
of the inouth of the farmerathemelve. I wli prver by in that way. As far as the Province of Nova Scotia is
the farmers mthesves that they art not hopelese for the concerned, 1 do not think that that Province, asd especially
futurer and that although theyrewiliag aer into my constiyantconsti&eaey, yudothe eee#ta çye t mtheber fer
trade reistions with any ooneutrhai1wi be of benet to Queen's (lir. Freeman), adlbh mamber. for Shlburne
them, rathar tham sacrifice th own country, rather than - (Gen. Laie), would like to sec the abolition of tb.
saaride the indmstrie of Canada, .they will do very well railway subsidies. This is the time when Nova Scotia
and get along Sueeesstuitly withoutthe ,Uiited Stat@e. Honi. should be regarded with reference to raiiwayoj. "ail ays
gentlemen opposite ay thautthis poloy cf theair is universe- have been construeted through.et every Province with
ally anoepted by their party, but Iratherhink theroe was the exceptiou f the Maritime Provinces, and now is the
some disagveement somewbes ben we wre told ly the. time whM w. should have railwuy sabr#idies if they are to
seilr mmbe4or Halifax (M. Joma),tiat :ah weald mot be given to us at alh and do put ihilk the bon, mog ber$
advoate thWablitim of au rauias> subside.and public opposite from Nva Botia woul4igagree to have the3 railwAy

42



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂROc 21,
subsidies abolished. The same thing is true with regard
to publie works and public buildings. The hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) said that the time
had come for something heroic to be done, that there was a
crisis at hand, that Canada was ruined, that the whole earth
was becoming sick and famished in Canada while everything
was green and beautiful in the United States, and it rested
upon the member for South Oxford to do that heroie thing,
whatever it was. He says the National Policy is a failure
and Canada is ruined. Do you think for a moment that
you are going to make the people of Canada believe that ?
Do you think that you can make them believe that this
fair Dominion of ours is ruined ? Do the -people who
deal out the funds to us when we want to make a loan on
the London markets think that Canada is ruined ? And that
is the true test of the ruination of any country. If your
credit is not good, that is the indication of rin. If a person
applies for a loan on real estate, what is the first thing the
person to whom ho applies does? He enquires into
the character of that party, ho enquires whether the
farm is of sufficient value to warrant the loan, he asks
whether that man is able and willing to pay his interest
when it is due, ho enquires into everything that should
be enquired into, and ho enquires very particularly,
because these money lenders are people who have their eyes
open to all these matters, and are very determined that
their ioney shall not be lent out on worthless security.
What do the lenders of money in London say ? We know
that Canada is the first of the colonies of Great Britain as
far as her credit is concerned. Her credit was never botter
than it is to-day, and still the hon. member for South Ox-
ford says we must do something heroic because Canada is
being ruined. It is the most absurd statement that any
man could make. Then they say that there is no in ter.
provincial trade. I have heard that stated time and time
again, and I heard it stated throughout the length and
breadth of Annapolis county. The Attorney General and
other members of the Local Government said that there.
They said : When do yon find the ships of the Maritime
Provinces turned towards Upper Canada, as they call it,
that is Ontario and Quebeo? They hardly acknowledge that
Nova Scotia is in Canada at all. I tell then that we have
inter-provincial trade, and that it is increasing year
by year and day by day. To be sure, the member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), crept behind the fact that we
had no. actual etatistices of inter-provincial trade, and he
thought ho was safe in reference to that and could make
almost any assertion ho liked in regard to inter-provincial
trade. There was a gentleman, however, in St. John, N.B.,
who looked into this matter very thoroughly. fie cor-
responded with the different establishments throughout the
Maritime Provinces, and ho discovered the facts as accur-
ately as could be done without appointing a commission
and going to each of those establishments separately to got
the figures. His etatement does not relate to the Maritime
Provinces, but to Nova Scotia alone, and here are the
amounts of goods that Nova Scotia sent to Ontario and
Quebec in 1885:

8ugar, refined . . ................
Iron......................................... .......... ,

Coal .......................
Ootton manufactures.........................
Skates .......... ............. ..........................
Nova Seotia Forge Company................
Canned milk (Truro Co.) ..... .............

Woodenware, Round Bill Oo., Annapoliu...
Leather ............ ...... ..............
Fish, over........... ....................
Wordage, about.. ........ ......
Woallen goodu. ....... ....... e

51,104,354
474,221
700,000
288,000

36,500
87,000
12,000
14,000
3,600

44,000
35,000
40,000

6,000

Total .. ....... ............ ,144,675 -

These figures are for 1885, and have materially increased
for the last few years. When the Attorney General of Nova

Mr. MILLs (Annapolis).

Scotia saw fit to go down to the county of Digby in a bye.
election, ho stated apon a platform that there was nothing
sent up toOntario and Quebec from the Maritime Provinces.
Very impolitely, I confess, ho was contradicted by a gentle-
man present from Digby, a fish merchant. " You lie, Sir," said
he, " for I sent $10,000 worth of fish this year, and 1 expect to
send as much more next year." So in the town of Digby alone
810,000 worth of fish was sent to the Upper Provinces.
The hon. member for Digby (Mr. Jones) at this moment
corrects me, and says there are 818,000 worth sent off from
Digby alone to Ontario and Quebec. There is also the item
of oysters, which, it seems, is becoming quite a trade
between Nova Scotia and the western Provinces.
Thus it will be seen that Nova Scotia sends per
capita to its population, $6.66 of goods to Ontario
and Quebec, and they, in return only send $2.15
per capita, although Attorney General Longley has
often exclaimed against the Montreal and Quebec drum-
mers coming down to Nova Scotia and getting the money
out of the people. So I think that demonstrates beyond
doubt that the contention of the hon. member for South
Oxford about the lack of inter-provincial trade, is incorrect.
Then they talk about the exodus. I would like to ask hon.
gentlemen when and where in the world there is not an
exodus ? Wben in the history of Nova Scotia, when in the his-
tory of New Brunswick,when in the history of Canada, when
in the history of the New England States themselves, was
there not an exodus towards the west, or an exodus toward
some other country ? Even as far back as 1853, the Hon.
Joseph Howe had to meet this question of an exodus. He was
leader of the Government at that time, and those who were
on the Opposition benches, in order, I presume, to turn up
the old gentleman's toes, politically, on that occasion,
thought they would find an exodus somewhere, and tbey got
a committee, and that committee made an investigation, and
they did discover an exodus. They went so far as to say
that the exodus amounted to this: If the present system
is maintained-the policy of the Government at that time-
the population will ho thinned down to the aged and infirm,
and others who, in consequence of poverty, and the
peculiarity of thoir circumstances, have neither the means
nor the ability to leave the country. That was the kind of
exodus that they kicked up in 1853. It was a far greater
exodus than the hon. gentlemen opposite dare to aQsert
takes place from Canada to-day. They admit that there
are some people living hore to-day who are not aged and
infirm, and not too poor to leave the country. How
did thai venerable and eloquent gentleman at that
time meet these people ? He made a speech from
which I will read an extract, and after that speech there
was not another word said about the exodus. He entirely
squelched them, as I am convinced the hon. gentlemen
opposite will ho squelched after this question has been fully
ventilated:

" I read thia report with deep sorrow aud regret. I feel humiliated
to see a Nova Scotian seeking to put on the journals of the Legislature
what I believe to be a piece of systematic misrepresentation and defama-
tion of his country. We may see in the newspapers denunciations of
the position, character, commercial resources and advanoement of our
Province; and I believe these have greatly disheartened our people,
setting them at variance with their condition and eountry, and
Leading them to believe that there is something abroad and
beyond our borders infinitely superior to anything that can be
found at home. This, however, does not justify a Legialature in stamp-
ng with the sal of official authority these aspersions ; in sapping the
springe of vitality and energy that alone are left to quicken or animste
them; and by a steady, persevering system of self-abasement inducing
an utter absence of all hope. Sir, I believe that this Province is as pro-
gressive, as forward in the race of civilisation an d impruvemen t, as half
the countries that may be compared with it on the face of the earth."

Cannot the words of that old man, eloquent, ho repeated
at the present time ? Can we not also say that Canada is
as progressive, that sh, is as well looked after, that she is
as far advanced in the race of civilisation, as any other
»ountry in the world, aye, and more than the majority of
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the countries in the world ? I consider that Canada was
never in a more progressive state than at the rosent time.
Do these hon. gentlemen think that the people of Canada
are going to forsake the substance to grasp at the shadow ?
Do they think the people of Canada will imitate the dog
that was crossing the stream with a bone in his mouth,
and grasping at the shadow hoesaw in the water he
lost the bone ? No, the people of Canada have more
faith in their country. It is the hon. gentlemen of the
Opposition that have no faith in their country, or pretend
they have not. They look with hungry eyes upon this
country, they are hungry themselves, they are undergoing a
famine. Al Canada to them is sick and famished. Hungry
is the air around them, hungry is the sky above them, and
the hungry stars of heaven, like the eyes of wolves, glare at
them, so ardent are they to creep over to the Treasury ben.
oes. Now, they tell us that there is a depreciation in
reai estate. I do not believe it. I do not think that
the majority of the people of Canada believe it, and I will
do the hon. gentlemen opposite the credit of saying that I
do not think they believe it themselves. I would like
the hon. member for Queen's, P.EI. (Mr. Davies) to go down
into the counties of Annapolis and King's and attempt to buy
a farm. I rather think he would need another Government
fee of $47.50 a minute to by it. So far as the Anna-
polis valley is concerned, I know it is not true, and I think
what can ho said of that valley can be said of the Province
of Nova Scotia, that roal estate has not depreciated in
value. Perhaps in some localities, for local reasons merely,
there may ho a depreciation. Take, for instance, the rock-
bound ocaste of the Bay of Fundy, in my constituency, or
in the county of the hon. member for King's. Property over
there may have depreciated in value, and why? Simply
because we have got the iron horse rushing through
the valley aud diverting trade from those great waters, and
consequently there is a depreciation in property there.
But where there is depression in one section of the
country there is a bulging out in another. How cau hon.
gentlemen opposite say that our farmers are in despair ?
I have said what I think of this matter, but I will now show
what the farmers think about it. The bon. member for
Queen's (Mr. Davies) declared, and ho rolled it under bis
tor:gue as a sweet morsel, that we have no statistics with
regard to these matters. But we can get good information
from the reports of agricultural societies throtighout
the Provinces. When I heard the assertion of the hon.
gentleman in regard to the condition of the farmers I said :
Can this be true ? If it is true it is beyond all my experi.
ence. I decided to examine the reports of the agricultural
societies and ascertain what they said in regard to this
question. In the Province of Nova Scotia there are abouti
92 of those societies, and if the hon, gentleman can take
those reports from 1884 down to date, and find anything in
them that is indicative of despair, I will relinquish my
position in this House. It is just the opposite that is the
case. The Nictaux Agricultural Society reporte:

"Resolve to expend 10 per cent. of their funds in books on agricul-
ture. They take now a number of books on 'Apple Oulture,' 'Farm
Drainage' 'Hain's Talk on Manure,' 'Manual o Agriculture,' 'The
Farm and stock Manual.'

"A. BELKWIT H,
" Ieretary."

Tnat does not look as if the farmers of Nova Scotia were
going behind, and il farming did not pay they would enter
some other business. The farmers of Nova Scotia are not
fools. But farming in Nova Scotia does pay, and therefore
they are making themselves perfect in farming, and in
Annapolis and King's counties they are entering into it as
an art. Paradise Agricultural Society reports:

"Everything apparently prosperous. No complainte. A large sum of4
Mouey expended In bonusa 2 parties buying thoroughbreda. The1
directors reported that they and the members of tis ouety dwell with
plesure on the interest manifested, ad the advances mad in the past,

ln the improvement of stock and general farm crops. We are pleased
to report favorably on the condition of the crops, the autuma being
exceptionally favorable in the riening of the fruit, for which our
orchardists are realising fine priuces oth at home and abroad.

"WALLAOE YOUNG.
"ARTEUR MORSE.

"The meeting adopted this report.

"E. a NORSE,'

That does not look like despair ! The Eatern Annapolis
Âgrirultural Society reports:

"Good crops; good harvest eson.'JOHN 00NLON
lChairman'qf Direo*or.

"A. B. PARKER,

No despair about these people; they have faith and hope in
their country. The Laurie Agricultural Society-named
after the hon. member for Shelburne-reporta a gradual
improvement in the breeding of shorthorn Durham, and also
that they have good reason to bolieve that it will only be a
short time before scrub buls will be scarce in the eastern
end of this county. It adds:

" The members of this soeiety have sold cattle and calves this year
which have been reported and as yet have had no equal lu the county.
Cattle weighing 3,950 lb., and girth, 8 feet. Oalf à months old, girh,
4 feet, 6 inches. Cattle here inl ten years, sInce the organisation of this
society, have improved 50 per cent.

"laSocrty."1

Annapolis Agricultural Society:
I The president, Joseph A. Bancroft Rsq., reported that there had

been some progresu made in agricultural matters.

This society bas had the advantage of the valuable services
of G. B. MeGili, Esq., a graduate of the agricultural depart-
meet of the Normal School of Truro.

I A lot of agricultural literature purohased, also thoroughbreds."

lu Antigonish county there is the Bayfield Agricultural
Society. It reporta:

" Thoroughbreds purchased, and agricultural literature."

North Grant Agricultural Society's report is replote with
satisfaction and bright hope. Their stock is improving, alo
their crops, and they are investing largely in agricultural
literature. In Cape Breton county, Sydney Agricultural
Society reports importations of thoroughbreds, and adds:

" We are satisfied that industry and close application would make this
a first class farming and stockralsing county.

"DUNOAN MoKENZIE.
"R. McDONALD."

Thon thero are reports from Stirley Agricultural Society
Agricola Agricultural Society, Earltown Agricultural
Society, Brookfield Agricultural Society. In Dig bycounty,
we have a report from the Hillsburgh AgriculturalSociety.
Weymouth Agricultural Society says:

"On the whole, we have abuadant reason for thankfulness to the
Beneficent Ruler of the universe for the many rich blessings which have
crowned the year."

There are also similar reporta from Guysborough county,
Halifax county, Hanta county, Inverness county. In Lun.
enburg county the Bridgewater Agricultural Sooiety says:

" Are pleased to report a continuai growth."

The Centreville Agricultural Society reporte:
" Thoroughbreds and works on agriculture."

There is a report from Chester Agricultural Society, aisO
from Lunenburg Agricultural Society, which says:

"Sent crops to Indian uand Colonial Exhibition."

Similar reporte come from Balmoral Agricultural Society,
Lower Stewiacke Agricultural Society, Springside Agri-
cultural Socibty, Londonderry Agricultural Society. For
Cumberland county we have reporta from Malagash Agri-
cultural Society, North Shore Agricultural Society, Went.
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-wntb 4ggricultural Sooiety, Mewau iand ?Tpjpas 4grea..u-
tral Society, Amherst Agriiultural Society. Mîiendle sud
Beaconsfield Agricu'tural Sooiety reports:

'T foroulghbrqd*o* sud books."
WJiace 4gricpltural Society says crops agood yleld; prices
of ,attMo and "seep improvin, and end wih gratefully,
aoknowledging to the Bau4itiful Giver of all good our poies
and prosperity. Among the agricultural socieiee, Annapoli#,
1886, Clements Agricultural Society reports:

Recognising the Midly proridence of anotheryear, we acknowledge
our&bliations it the ý*ver of Ail Good for health, peace and prosperity
ln our nudet.

" 0. PURDY,
" President.

'' W. V. V WOM,
'' Secre*ary "

Clarence Agricultural Society reportst hat :
'' AU their billî, owing to former extuavaganee, are aid, and they

vant *n'exhibition.
"ADALBUT WILKINS.
'Z. W. EL-LIOTr."

The Clements Agricultural Society report prosperity and an
#dvance of price in tarnips, atl olese their report with this:

'We ae reminded of the generai good 4teakt whicb we, au a com-
muaity, have enjoyed, and for the pa.fe and pleay which surroud us,
and humbly and gratefully acknowiedge our thanks to the Giver of Ali
Our Good.

'C. PURDY,
'' President.
IEWB P(OTTER,
" ce-Presdent.

9 &ecretary."

The Central Agricultural Society, King's couety, reports:
"We are th&nkfal we ean again repQrt s ypar of prosperity with

good crops and fair pricee."

Take every one of these reports, and I cbalenge any hon.
gentlemen to go over them with me and to find in any one
of them dunring the 4at thriee or four years anythàig con-
tary iz any respect to wbat I bave etated. But I -,an show
«ven a better repQrt than that. I cau show the report of
the Agricultural Society of the county of King s, its 97th
annual report, for the society has been in existence 97
years. It would well repay hon. gentlemen who remember
the base libel that bas been telegraphed through Canada
nd the United ttates, that the farmers of the Maîîitime
Pmvwacies are in despair and withont hope, to read the
whole of these reports. The report of the King's County
Agrieultural Society, ape.kiug of the potato crop, says:

"FTor years the crop that-overshadowed all others in this valley, inee
the abrogation of tîhe Aeciprocity Tea&ty, and:the imposition cf s dutyinp
,Ltis, have grsdually taken the second p)ace-apples now leading. l
the political agitation which -has recently ioited us, there iseno dagbt'
that potatoes and reciprocity were greatly mixed up li the ads of our
farmer. The.olddays of a .dollar a bushel helda ,fond place is their
mema riss. Aecipuocity for King'e yneame ,sjmply.a ree zaarket ln the
Unted States for potates . This, itris believed, would beç I jiaaa f r
ail our iii.; but we should remember that times are fchanged, aud were
potatoes free to-day, it is morally certain thet xbe p.rWeeoiqd*ot egeeed
half a dollar uWleas the potto bug or rot dearoyed or ceighbor's
crop The prc duct of their own farms in the different sates ls nolw
suifficient to keep the price down t) sometàhing lhke.the vaIe& the
article, and they are also npnw brpuglht .over o .te Uited kitates from
Europe. Our farmers must make up their minds to raise themu for about
30 to 35 cents, ae.d this efn be got wah9Âgoing-dow n rlinees t
beg reciprocity from the Uuited 8tates Senate. This crop rotted badly
last season in some locailies, but ibere was an -vrag fcrtp of eound
tubera whichare votrottingiaa the cellars Returns for last yîar,(1865),
show that fully 230,000 bushels were Ehipped from this co iniy ; and, for
1886, 40,000 bushelo were shipped -in !ovember, and vessels ae now
loading at differentporte. The price is 30 cents. The varietiik grown
are: Prolifies, Burbanks, Early and Bolton Rose ; -Beanty of ebron,
andarzt-OhiUi. The lst med variety ien4isly iee Lse rot."

He tells of the prines of turnips, pears, plu.me small fruits,
live stock and apples, and it will well repay any oae to read
that, but I will not weary the House with it. U.lrf to
the pries of all farm products, and says:

Mr. MILLe (Annapoli.)

'If l farm products were compared with those of other places :
Hay, $10 to $t2; potatoes, 30 cents; oats, 40 to o ente; apples, $1 60

3 50; beef,S$6 to $74 batter and eggs, 1842 5cents. These prices
4Qgnpare favprably with those of auy tarmiZg tt.e in the UTnion, and
the price of purchased supplies is equally favorable. In the Statesgranu-
lated engar is quoted t 6j ete by the barrel In Hatifax i costs 4t
.ente; and aircle A, equaliy white, ad s good for aibypurpose4 gents.
We pay les than hait thepricespai4 in New York for oqr tea _"d coffme.
Flour was never cheaper; cottons, boots and shoue, nails, everything
muanufaetured, ebeaper in proportion than our farm products. Un the
wiole, the year hes .beso a decided succesa, sgrieumuaU, in King's.
We have ivea iay years with9et aepiprcVa., aud ,ea4yu ny
year as a Province cf the Dominion, and I falito soe 'blue ruin'
this conuty in the faceof the above facts."

Does that look Jike despair; does that oall for any heroic
method ?

"With buyers fvomý ew Yorkan4d Kontreal owinig dowa liere sobuy
our apples in preference to their own ; with London, Ravanua and
Bermuda open markets for our farm products, and with the interna-
tional,,iateroolouial and inter-provinciai trade which we now hiave, and
that wàhch will be built up in the futate as a happy result of the ldian
and Colonial Exh bition, we eau live twenty years more withop.t reci-
procity, if necessary, and still advance and prosper. I have no patience
with those parrow-minded pessimists who are continually erying out
-t4ere is sometbing xotten zs te at4te of Canade ; who ;sen ee mothiug
but ruinip 4he covnutry, sud asrepreaching discoutent 4moug the ople.
Where is this ruin ? Who and what is ruined ? Look at our curches
end school-bouses, our bouses and barns, our improved breede of cattle,
sheep ad e#inP; our f*rming toole and implement,.onr fige horses ad
ca.rniagesour pianos ad organs, our tweeds and silke, instesd of home-
spuns and linsey-woolsey ; look at the source of wealth which pro.ures
sud maintains ail these things-our broadacres of dyke, fertile uplands,
and productive orchards,; try te parchase one os these armne, and com-
pare the pricS with that of evren ten years ago. Cout the people's
money in the savigs banks, their life insurance policies, the cash spent
f "r missions and benevolent purposes, for business and pleaseure, for rum
sud tobacco, and then ts& about ruin if you can "

This is the report of a farmer, and the report of the King's
County Agricuiteral Society, and -th report was adopted
and accepted by them.

Mr. KILK. Who writes that ?
Mr. MI LS (Amnapolis). The directors of the King's

County Agricultumi Soiety, and it was .eported in the
Journals of Nova Sootia in 1887, and the Nova BStia
Gowernment is a GritfGovernment, your own friends. I may
just4say here that I have had a report from A.napolis that
the apples sent to London, not to the United States, by the
lst .teamshi-have realiaed the highest price in the market,
493. oterling per barrel. Perbape the hon. gentleman
thinks that this is the only report from that
county, but I will give him a still later one for 1887, which
has just come from the Legisature which is now sitting
in Hialifax, and from the same Grit Government down
there. I wili turn again to the same society, the King's
County Agricultural Sooiety, ,aLd it is the 28th annua1
meeting tis time. I will only talke some extraets from it,
and I will ;place it in îthe hands of acy hon, gertleman
prsent whe may tead thei whole of it if he likes :

' Iwill reiterate here that there je no place in the whole world where
:both the e:imate snd the soil are better adapted toagrieultural pursuits
t.hau in Kim g's .couity, sd iadeed hroughbat is w.hale cvalley. The
farmer is abaoatly eetai yQr by year,of a tair retur from oeed
sown and labor expended."

,WOur4orpss a whole ar .eaood vemage. The hay op, is siully a
*thied moreban. lasyear, and 'the appleopea third ieis, "t boh are
*f cc hnJyodquhaty.",

Teo much attention canot be given to the-;dkeandha"-erop in
our diatsiet. ltài really our mostimportant crop, and, indeed, may be
sid te be the most important crop in our Province. Three thousand
gcre.s of dyk, tbh most valuable land outside of çities on this epntinent,
and a large area of upland, are exclusively devoted te this crop in our
district, and upon theproduct of «hse acres the wintering cf Our stock
,depends, and upon the stock d.pepeds the proper fertilisa@,tion of our
orchards, sad tie land planted with other crops. A.pd this in largely
the case lu the whole Province. The last census gives one-fourth of
the cleased land lu Nova Beotis occupied by the hyerop, and aiso
siose thsn ail of the laud .cropped. Urass grown for hay covers
520,000 acres of the mos.t valuable land, yielding about 600,000 tous,
worth nearly $6, 000,000. These figures will give you some idea of the

wa sean imipo neet hhe'bay orop. d1 would remark just iarp tha;
ur farmers pealdsnakea jarge søing ip stesafodder if the hay,cutter

was mere em*nstr.ly usedaA tb atuaw eut with thà# 'M'y nd ted
'w4hýpzo» dja >. in ja 4e d4 *"Msi. Tisetsw
would thon beoeme au valuahi. as hav, the toek would utS lem aid
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thrive better. Tila la no theory, but a fag w.hilh is iag assged la
gipspperia-se f some avery ;inter."
<O ts.-Tbja, heonyrali rpaisad toa.exten aa, il b.

%p per cent..alow ha crop ofiW qanmity an.d -qukty. Ea ate
jrow thst it oes net pay to jaise wh e t whsea prime fiour cea be

et fpr p 25 r harrel."
otatoes.- e potato crcpd4alu aweg aur moj ,iWgg4tat p--t;

erop,', and every precaution should be taken te preserve it from evis,
gpeciaUyas our pottoes, lih onr apples, Are the wry best .cewn M
the world-dry, mealy, and excellent in every respect. Theprincipdl,
varieties grown are: Proljfies, Burbanks, Farmers' Pride, anety of.
»ebgtu4iPries Albertsand Qaet ehili. Tho Asutsaiad - 4he

ow potatoaased bere, but dao 4os sammd quist e
pre m weh1 varihai."

e to ptaiaef, trUipu and nangoAda are jqlsed
In quan tisyiorfeeding to stock in the winter; the drought lest M ah
proented the suad ham gerSipating and thc@Mee4d 4W4sstsy the
crpp altogether, but a second apw.ng came on xice ad Ran er e is a
good crop. Parsnips and carrota are an average crop.'"

"Ma/J Frwis. -If smau fruit growerscould plan to irriga, in dry
,oasons, believe it would pay. Strawberries must have plenty cf
,moistuse after lhe fruit once frn. uCarrants, gouseberries, andx raap-
berries yielded fairly well, and they are beginning te ocoupy an impor-
tant place ith some cf our farmers. tr. Newcomb, at the hading,
sold sixty dollarsworth of raspberries of the Red Antwerp variety from
a smojl patch. Mr. Joues marketed 60 bishels of gooseberries, and a
quantity of raspberries, and red and black currants, which, with his
strawberries, will probably exceed in value all the other product of bis
Jfan. There is money in this, there is no doubt, for ther asems ou be9
,no eficulty in liading a ready market at 8 to 10 cents a quart."

' lTomoto-.-[r. Pattersos, of Acadia Villa, made an experiment of
this popular and delicious fruit. Off ene.aixth ofan acre le acid $60
worth,findng a niarket in Wofville and R*ifex, and had as many
tapre green snd ripe le ft. He thinka e could double this off the same
lan dby riponing earlier, but at $60 the returns would he $360-
from one acre. aere as anoether chance for our farmers. 1 have
.observed that tons of toai*toes bave been »a"eed in #iffeent .parts of
the country tis year. Mr. Patterson's were very.nâooh,, daiîostosly-
flavored tomatoes, and were preferred in Baltfax ta the American
tomatoes even et double the price."

" Apple.-The apple boa ecome the most valuable and important of
ail the products of our vaeley. The farier, wbo, fiteen or lwenlty years
ago, planted an orchard in spite of th,- opiuîon of many around hlm
that ne was doing a very ftl'ih thirg, and wastirg valuable land,
because there would never Le a market and remu"eratve price for his
apples, was a wise man in his day and generation, and has to-day a
fortune and an independent income I am told this same Ur. Brues
who raised the pluma, sold his whole orchard at $2.50 a barrel, and wIl
realise $2,000 for this season's crop, and like resuits are being reaIlised
on a amaller scale all through thU district and thia valley. Judge
Weatherbeasked oeu of our members what he would take te allow him
te eut down a certain tree in is orchard. After tinking a minute,
he replied. 'I should want $30 at leaet.' Now multiply the trees on
an acre (0) by $30 and the result is $1,00 as the value of an acre of
orchard in bearng. Let us take it another way. Trees at fifteen te
sweuty yearsa1d are good for four barrels of apples ayear,-worth, ast
.> moderate calculation, $1.60 per barri, or $6 or each tree, and forty
trees t tthe acre will give the interest on $4,000 at 6 per cent. from an
acre As a gentleman stated at the lest meeting of the Fruit Urowers'
Asseeiation, 'the planting of an orobard in King'(s Go. is ke best.
iageshast p aa~t.' 4e proQf at he hud db.eosage af hie.con-
vieaois, tbis geeneas, fi. owp, has prohasda drapt of laud
near Wolfvilie, and is preparin oplant soine huAdreds of trees in thie
spring. In the east end cf Skistriet, tr. J. B North Ia planting a
large orchard, and, just «round us, Mr. Ueorge Johnson, Dominion
tatistaiia, who reniae in ittawa, and ha seen the good thingeo f

the whole Dominion, las )urohased some 20 acres of land at $60 an
acre, and Ir. T. E 8mlth bas furuished the tres tram his nursery, and
ie at presat sapenintending the plaiing of 1,100 cf the most approved
wl;eSlas. Ur. Digelow prefeasutîCLn lug 1.aprlag, but Ur. tasulina
pautin.g this falI. Whic lr a ig int?r. J. W. bordea purcbae4afarm'
adjoining his father's this spring, and p>anted a number af acres with
mPPlearees.

" l.ee are s few.of the new oratisad, &4,ber isagaeoely an old
one that is not being enlarged ; failly doable s many treets have been
planted this year as were growing the year previons, and if ve keep on
toubliau-he aea cf our orchards yearly, the valey will -soon be a
,agisûent .chard from end te end, sad, i pestbe A ae, vo shall
have the 1,O00,000 barrels for wich there is already rem nlutghs Jnglish
market, and, with ocean steamers loading at Kingsport *ad at Borton
Landing ext season, when our wharf will be buit, the freight and
expenses shorld b. reduoedea-bah."

I may say hee that Annapolie Royal ha already a deep
wa'er pier and frost proof warehouse constructed speoially
for the s@hipment of fruit on the London market.

"The yield of our orehards this year will fall short of the immense
trop et 86 et least onethird, but the quality is.superiorand the prie.
*zne douar a barrechiger, se that the returns WU fly equal thSe oft
)al eart. irvenateins sold last year for i. 50; th year the price for
the soston market and in Halifax was $2Si $3. Other ainetfes wee
mold der $3 and $1.50, and latest quosa"o from ed 'asfrome
id tol or ssedap ad ldwinsVfit e s s e U
obillings for

" Pries.-The prices of aIl farm prodnets are goo 1, and everything
manufaotured much cheaper la proportion tban ithe roduoe of the
fum, &a this happy state of affaire mus.M bring pr<sperity ta ont
Wsaers, and bance to all clauses who are mueor leasepen&ent on the
farmer. BEy is worth $9 to $L2; beef, $5 to $8; ste, 40 to 50 cents;
,apples, Si to $3; butter and egg, 1 to 6 cents; potatoes, lobiha are
beawg abippedart WolftiU for rmnda at 40 eints, and I hav no
doubt 50 cents will be pad lor them Io go to MOUwato and UcItad
States."
T4 »ext is the roport of se TArmoulh ouuty 6ety,
and you know there are a great many men in ,Yarmth
u4opparting lhe opposite side of the ILouaQ, aUd sprely Lhey

would not çeporit anything but what was true. Witb rfer-
ence to the exhibition the report says :

4,Fruit was very fine, but there were not as many entries as I 1886,
there being 199 as agalnst 25 last year. lad all our growers contri-
buted as they might, we would have lad such an ihibit as would bave
surprised our neighbors from Annaapolis. We are told by our fruit
growers that it is useless to increase the apple crop, as we have no
market our aneswer to ihat Je to cut ont your soft fruit, gratt th bet
kinds o' hard and long keepers, and ilie day leinot far distant when
steamers will be at our wharves to carry the surplus stock to England
or elsewhere.

" We confess that we were disappointed et the show of manufactured
articles ; while it is encouraging to be told that our mills are being rua
day and night to lll ordere, that loutreal merchsnts are watIvg for the
Yarmouth tweeds; ihat the produet of the cotton m ill gues to every
part of the Dominion; that the organ factory bas 24 men at work and,
in additin to suppling the local demand, is filling orders for Oatario ;
that the harness makers are so driven with custom work that they have
not time t, make e set uf harnesa for exhibition, yetlt is disciguraging to
those wbo have labored to aid in making a reputation for our county
and exhibitions not to receive the hearty co-operation of the manufao-
turers.

- Among tihe few firms whoalwaysaid laI "The Burrellehsson [ron
(0o. ; ' this cospaey lias never allowed any demand ups i,tber timte t
interfere with their making their annual show, and the large ex6ibit of
new and improred atoves, fitling as it did, about 209 feet in length,
aided much to make our exhibition complote and attractive We hope
that our ntixt exhibiti)n will be a more complete illustration of our
motto, 'l'ypical Industries '

" Your committee is of the opinion that fisheries lied better be elimin-
-ated from the prize list. Uv der the head special, we fiadevidenes of
thought and inventive genius. Mr. .hermau and Mr. Grana both*gbibit

ricultural implements which are adapted to the me cf fanners, And,
some capitalist would co-operate wîeh such men, there might be

another workshop establlhed which would furmish employmeant, Md
keep more of our young mon at home."

I do not think there tsanything very dieoouraging in those
reporte that woUld warrant any gentleman in saiBtng thee
was a necessity for some heroie measure, if we wish to save
Canada from being rinned. Now, perhape, hon. ge rytemgn
opposite will contend that I have not given ufflietyt proof
to su pport My oontelion that there is ecoumid ble >pro-
grees dwç there. WeU, gvau govte tbem famtor p .
I eau gve tihemt mtho #ee of the s
og î ova Sootig, from ).83 tO the present, #nd every qpeeoh
js redlent of tb fact that the people in thse MaritÎme Pro-
vinces are prgressing àn agriculture. In 1883 the Lieu-
tenant Governor of Nova Scotia said :

" I congratulate you on the progress of the Province duigg the last
year. The conditions of trade have steadily improved throughout the
world, and Sthe industries of Nova Sootia have enjoyed a air share af41he
ptosperity tkus created.
Some hon. gentlemec Are mot content, when 1hey are* in-the
old shades of Opposition, that a fair ahare of tWedo and
progressiveness should be enjoyed by the country. Th.y
want ,to go in leaps and bounid, to use the lapguage of.the
hon, mmber for Queen's (Mr. Davies), ,And e ilhov
that hon. gentleman in a f ew moments in what way Abe

farmers of Prinoe Edward Island have progre«sed by leaps
and bounds. 1 wilJ show him that their prggregs l jgri-
culture bas been healtby and steady up to the presntt e,
notiwithstandinig any assertion of his to the contrary. The
Lieutenant Governor continues as follows:-

"An abandant harvest, forUWtely combined with a lrisk and.ateady
market for agricultural produce,.ias made the year one of more than
usual prosperity to that great body of the people which la engaged la
agricultural pursuita. Daring the year a speciai branch of this industry
-for which our western .iy I peculiarly tted-ha beoen plaoed on
a footing which warrants the beliet that, in the future, the roduce of
the orohard wui Uotn an impout, t(sure 4 our pron aexports.
nla *is buaaqc p g mhaptaw al&uQ « s4ae.s ba¢ aomen d

bsar competton from any ,quare
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And it was in 1883 the Americans thought fit to take off
their duty on this particular branch of agriculture, but, not-
withstanding that, there bas not been any greater trade
with the United States than there was formerly. In fact,
I think the contrary is the case, and that the increase of
trade has been with England. Thon, speaking of the pro-
gros of the fishery business, ho says:

" I am glad to be able to inform you that the fishery-another of our
leading industries-has, on the whole, been attended with succeos
during the past year."
And this is put in the mouth of the Lieutenant Governor
by a Grit Government. The Lieutenant Governor says
further:

'lIt is with much pleasure I am able to inform you of the great deve-
lopment of the mining intereste during the year. A brisk demand
for the produce of the collieries bas swollen the output of coal beyond
that of any former year and, from the preparations that are being
made at the various mines, we may anticipate satisfactory results
from the operations of the year upon which we have entered. The
development of a business which not only affords employment to the
large classes employed in mining and in shipping, but at the same
time contributes to swell our local revenues, is well worthy of our
fostering care and attention.

I wonder what developed that coal trade in Nova Scotia,
if it was not the National Policy. Thon I have extracts
from the speeches of the Lieutenant Governor in 1884, 1885,
1886 and 1887 which I will hand to the reporter, as I do not
wish to weary the House with reading them.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman proposes
to hand in his extraets to the Bansard reporters. That would
be establishing a very vicious practice, one which was ob-
jected to the other evening. I am not objecting to the hon.
gentleman more than to any other hon. gentleman, but I
wish simply to state that an understanding was arrived at
long ago not to allow this practice, which would be very
mischievous. In a discussion of this kind, we would have
no means of knowing what the extt acts .contained, and no
opportunity, when listening to the hon. gentleman, of an-
swering what he bas not seen fit to read,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course if the objection
is taken, it in well taken. Of course it is contrary to the
practice of Parliament for hon. gentlemen to hand in extracts
of that kind. They should be read if they are to be put in
Hansard.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). We did last year, in one or two
eases, allow tabulated statements to be handed in to the
Hansard reporter by the hon. the Minister of Finance, but
on these occasions the statements could not be intelligently
followed if read, and it was thought nocessary to have them
priDted. That rule would not apply to extracts generally.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). If the hon. gentleman had
been in hie seat at the time, ho would have heard that it
was at the request of an hon. member on the opposite side
that I thought of putting the papers in the bands of the
Hansard reporters. I will, however, proceed to red them.
In 1884 the Lieutenant Governor made the following
speech :

" I congratulate you that we meet under circumstances which claim
tke expression of our gratitude as a people to the Supreme Governor of
the Universe.

" The year has been one of gratifying activity in many of the
branches of industry in which our population is engaged. If the com-
mercial outlook for the moment is less satisfactory than might be
desired, we may reasonably hope that by the exercise of that industry
and prudence which so largely characterise our people, the prosperity of
the Province will be fairly maintained."

I have not the extracts of 1885, but the speech thon was of
the same congratulatory nature. In 1886, the Grit Govern-
ment of Nova Scotia put in the mouth of the Lieutenant
Governor a speech of which this is an extract :

"A more than usually favorable season enabled our farmers t gather
an abundant harvest. The output of our coal mines wau but little lns

Mr. MILL& (Annapolis).

than that of the previous year and the product of our gold mines was
larger than for many years before.

" I notice with pleasure that the important industry of fruit growing
is receiving increased attention. Efforts which have been made during
the year to establish and extend the reputation of our fruit in the markets
of the mother country have met with gratifying suceess; collections of
the products of our or chards were placed in competition with those cf
other countries and won the highest praise."

In 1886, this was placed in the mouth of the Lieutenant
Governor:

" The varied industries of our Province were prosecuted during the
past year with considerable vigor, and the results in some departments
were highly satisfactory. The agriculturiste, who form the largest part
of our population, were favored with a good sesson and an aban ut
harvest.

"Our fishermen were fairly rewarded. Mining operations have been
extensively carried on and the outlook for the present year in encourag-
ing.

" I notice with pleasure increased activity in gold mining operations.
Old districts are being extensively worked, new ones are being opened
up in several sections of the Province, and there are many indications
that practical miners and capitalists have great confidence in the gold
mines of Nova Scotia as a field for industry and investment."

Thon there is the following extract from the speech of the
Lieutenant Governor in 1888:-

"In welcoming you te the scene of your legislative dutier, I am glad
to be able to congratulate you on the fair measure of prosperity enjoyed
by your Province during the past year, while in some quarters excep-
tional conditions have operated unfavorably, as a rale the labors of our
people, in the various branches of industry, have been remunerative,
and there has been an improvement in business which, it is hoped, will
continue.

" I have particular pleasure in calling attention to the activity that
prevailed in mining, an industry of great importance not only because
of the capital and labor engaged in it, but also because of its value
as a contributor to our provincial revenues."

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, the same kind of an address was
placed in the mouth of the Lieutenant Governor of Prince
Edward Island in 1886. Re said:

" It is most gratifying to observe the steady progress that is being
made by the Province in agriculture, stock-raising and other industrial
pursuits. This advancement was well evidenced at the exhibition
which teok place last autumn. A wider field for competition will shortly
be afforded at the Colonial Exhibition which opens in London next
month, and in which I am pleased to know this Province will participate."

And hore is an extract from the Monetary ZYmes of February,
1886, which shows the condition of Prince Edward Island :

"l The figures for Prince Edward Island are very striking. If statistics
eau be relied on the trade of the Island must be In an uncommonly
healthy position."

Is not this a direct contradiction to what we have heard
from some hon. members from Prince Edward Island, and
from the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and from
the members of the Opposition generally who have spoken
on this. These are not my assertions, though I know them
to ho true, but I take them fron the mouths of their own
friends, from the months of the Grit Governments, the
Grit farmers, the Grit manufacturera of Yarmouth, because
that statement was accepted by the Agricultural Society
of Yarmouth, and that constituency sent an hon. member
here on the other side of the Hlouse with a majority of 500
or 600, and it was about the same for the bon. member for
King's, Nova Scotia (Mr. Borden). So, out of their own
mouths I have convicted theim. A great deal has been said
about the population of Nova Scotia and of the Maritime
Provinces generally. I contend that the population of the
Maritime Provinces bas increased in a much larger propor-
tion than the population of the New England States, and I
have statistics hore to show that that is true, and these sta-
tistics have not been controverted. From the years 1830-31
to 1881, we will see what the increase was in those fifty
years in Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts,
Connecticut and Rhode Island. In 1830-3 1,those States bad a
population of 1,953,717, and in 1881 a population of 4,010,026
or an increase in 50 years of 2,056,309. Ontario, Quebec,
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island
had a population in 1881 of 1,065,216, and in 1881 of
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4,141,424, or an increae in 60 years of 3,076,209. The
New England States had doubled in that time while the
population of Canada had quadrupled. Perhaps some hon.
gentleman will say that is not a fair comparison. We will
divide the States and compare Maine with the Maritime
Provinces. In 1831 Maine had a population of 399,455, and
in 1881 of 648,436, or an increase of 248,981 in 50 years.
The population of the Maritime Provinces in 1830-31
amounted to 275,379, and in 1881 to 869,495, an increase
of 584,116. Maine in 50 years had increased 62 per cent.
while the Maritime Provinces had increased 212 per cent.
in the sane time. Then, if you take Maine and compare
it with New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, for 20 years
from 1860-61 to 1881, you will find that Maine in 1860-61
had a population of 628,279, and in 1887 a population of
648,436, an increase of 20,157 in 20 years. New Brunswick'
and Nova Seotia in 1860-5t had a population of 582,940,
and in 1881 of 161,714, an increase of 178,774. Maine
which 20 years ago had 45,000 more people than New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia combined, now has 113,000
less, and in that has iucreased only 3 per cent. while
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia have increased 30
per cent. I could make another comparison between
Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont, and Quebec, New
Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Prince Edward Island. The
former increased 33 per cent. between 1860 and
1880 while the latter Provinces increased 169 por
cent in the same 20 years. fDoes that not show that
we are increasing fairly in proportion with the rest of the
countries of the world ? I say that we are, and that, in
view of these facts, we can only come to the conclusion
that it is a bit of political pettifogging which brings for-
ward this resolution. I say that my constituency, like the
constituency indicated by the report of the- Agricultural
Society of King's County which I have j st read, would like
a reciprocity treaty with the United Statos, but they see
that it is utterly impossible to get a reciprocity treaty.
They know, and every sensible man knows, that nothing
short of annexation will give us a reciprocity treaty with
the United States. The United States people, and the
United States papers, and the United States politicians all
say the same thing, which was convoyed in the coarse lan-
guage ofSenator Frye, "Conquest I know, annexation I
know, but what the hell is commercial union," or unrestrict-
ed reciprocity ? They know very well what it would be to
come over with sword and bullet and wrest our fair Canada
from us, and join us to them body and soul, but they know
nothing of commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity.
Have not hon. gentlemen tried time and again to get a fair
@ystem of trade with the United States ? Did not the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), when leader of the
Government, assert upon the floor of this flouse that
time and again we have been knocking at the doors of the
United States for fair reciprocal trade and have been re.
fused ? Have we not now, and have had ever since 1879, a
standing offer upon our Statute-book for a fair reciprocal
trade with our American neighbors? And did not Sir
Charles Tupper, during the late fishery negotiations at
Washington, offer to treat respecting our trade relations on
a broad basis ?-but was refused. Has not the hon. member
for Halifax (Kr. Jones) often asserted that it was not the
proper thing for us to go cringing to these people, asking
for commercial favors? We all know that it is impossible,
in any department of life, to get anything if you ga humbly
cringing and kissing the feet of the party of whom you
want a favor. It would be a nice thing, I admit, if the
amendment of the senior member for Halifax could be
realieed. The shipping of our Province would be benefited
by it, there is not a doubt about that. But how are you
going to get it ? It puts me in mind of a little boy that had
been trying to take charge of his mother'a hous. He fcund

that ho could not take charge, and ho received a spanking and
was et back in the chair where the rays of the moon came
in through the window. Ho thinks of nothing else until h.
sees the rays of the moon. Thon ho commences to blubber
and says: "Mother, give me the moon to play with." The
hon. gentleman's resolution, asking the United States for
reciprocal coasting trade without annexation, is like the boy
asking hie mother for the moon to play with. Therefore,
I shall not vote in favor of that amendment, neither shall
I vote in favor of the resolution, but I shall record my vote
in favor of the amendment of the Minister of Marine and
F sheries.

Mr. ELLIS. The country the hon. gentleman has
described ia one of the most beautiful on the face of the
globe. It is fertile and productive in every way; but still
the hon. gentleman says that a treaty would be desirable.
He does not deny that, he cannot deny that. But, Sir, I
regret te find that the fertility of the soit and the genialty
of the climate do not touch the hon. gentleman himseolf.
In the list of articles that he mentions, which the poor man
need not use, he includes a number of things which I think
any man might expoct to use. Musical instruments, the
hon. gentleman says, the poor man may do without. He
would not like the poor man to have Christmas carde, and
a variety of other things. I take it that anything that a
rich man might use in this country a poor man might have
too. I do not understand why the poor man should come
between the hon. gentleman and his nobility. What is h.
doing but drawing a lino between the rih and the poor,
providing that a certain lino of articles can be used by the
rich from whioh the poor sha beehoxcluded ? I think that is
the absolute reult of the hon. gentloman's argument.
Now I wish to deal with this question without reference to
personalities, as it affects the Province of New Brunswick
from which I come. Most of the hon. gentlemen who
have discussed this question seem to assume that the
Province of Ontario was the whole of this Confedera-
tion; they seem to have lost s ght entirely of the fact
that nearly 900,000 people live east of the con.
fines of Quebeo. We have heard a good deal about the
Ontario farmer, as if, provided that the Ontario farmer
was happy, all the rest of the country must ho happy too.
Now, I wilL endeavor to show the lIouse that that is net
the case. I shall use official statistice, so far as they may
be reliable. I have been consulting the statistics of Canada
for 20 years. Last evening, I found out in this Hous.
that probably the American statistics were more reliable ;
however, I have taken Canadian statistics, and I will take
my stand upon them. I do net prosent these figures
for the purpose of showing any difference between the
National Polhey and the policy which preceded it. But
this fact does corne out, that for 11 years after New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia entered the oonfederation, the
balance of trade, that is to say, the trade of the world In
which we were concerned, was in our favor, as we were able
te import more goods for consumption than we exported.

FIRST PERIOD-1868 TO 1878 INCLUSIVE.

Entered
UPPla PlovINoua. Ezports. for Importi.

consumption

Ontario -.................... .... .... 255,837,000 398,764,000 406,779,000
Québec...... ......... 417,975,000 435,803,000 444,221,000

673,812,000 834,587,000 858,000,000

Surplus entered for cousumption over exports.. 160,755,000
do Imports over e porta......... .......... 180,188,000
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Marrmau Paomnsc.

Nova mol-a .. ........ ..
New Brun.wisk ..................
Prince Edward Island......

Exporta.

$ 75,629,000
64,468,000

7,318,000

7147,415,000

gIctrel for
00n-

sumption.

$103,038,00f,
89,062,000

7,957,000

$200,057,000

Iniports.

$110,102,000
90,204,000

7,866,000

8~20's~572,000

orlu entered for consafmption over exprts...... $52,642,000
o importe over exporta.... ...... ......... 61,167,00)

New Brunswick, exporta .................... ............ $64,468,00o
do importe.......................... ....... 90,204,000

$25,73,000
In other words, we are able to buy in the markets of the
world $61,000,000, representing the surplus of our importe
over our exports. Take the case of New Brunswick alone.
Weexported$64,000,000 worth, and we imported $90,000,.-
000 worth, leaving a balance in our favor of $25,000,000.
Take thesecond period:

SECONID PERIOD.

Eûtered for
UPPli PRoviqNs. Exports. EJr- Impertd.

sumption.
----------- ------- ------------

.... ... .... ........ $S,815,000 $339,47140O $348,964000
Qn.b.e ,...... ............ 361,938,000 364,593,000 425'5s8,000

$828,753,000 $701,264,000 $77À,530,000

Su Itts entered for consumption over exporte...... $ 76,511,000
doimporte over exporta ................. 148,771,000

The surplus of goods entered for consumption in that period
of nine years, the second period, frotn 1878 to the close of
the lat Uscal year, by the Upper Provinces, over exporta wa.
$76,11,000 and over importa 8143,717,000. Loàk now at
the Maritime Provinces and see how we were affected by
this condition of affairt. The figures for the Maritime Pro-
vinmes ire as fbliows :

Entered for
MAnrrinl PRoTiNous. Exporta. Oon- Importe.

stUnption.

Nova cotia................. $ '17,323,000 $ 6,2984,000 $ 74,391,000
New Ëun»twitk ...... ....... ........ 59,676,000 53,602,000 52,792,000
Prinoe Ed#ard Island ............. 14,195,000 7,102,000 6,928,000

$151,194,000 $129,988,000 $134, 110,000

hees entered for consiumption au against exporte..... $21,205,000
do imp6tta ast*nt exporta ............. ........ 17,084,f00

New Brunewigk, exporte ...b.. .......... $,676,000
do importa. ........ ,......... ............... 52,792,000

Leti importé .......................... $6,884,000

Prince Edward Island, the position of whih in far worse
than hao of any of the Provinces, eported 814,195,000
and entered for conaudhption 87,102,000, importing only
86,926,000b The totals for the Maritime Provinces were:
exporta, $151t194,000, home consumption, $129,988,000;
importa, $184,110,000 ; less ente-ed for consumption as
against exports, 831,205,000; asagainst importé, 117,084,000.
The eftect of this is that, while during eleven years we were
abb att by largely in the tnarkets of the world to the extent
ofÔI, iiïports, ih this later period we have not been able-
to do %n, und sa far as we are concerned the ti ade has been
entirely loBt I take now the tonnage of ships. I will not
say that the extinction of our tonnage is due to the National
Policy, but I am entitied to Point out that the condition of
affaira ih the coûntry ia sùch that it shôtilti engage the I

Mr. ELLIS.

atteation o theIe Houe, and. while it is very well for han.
gentlemen opposite t come here and sing ongs . of
rejoicing, they who do se know npthing about the condition
of the Maritime Provinces. They take mere off-hand state-
ments, but if they wan t to know the facts they mustexamine
matters for -themselves. A great deal has been said as to
what happened under the Mackenzie Goverument. In 1873
the tonnage of Ni w Brunswick was 277,000 .ons. This.,
amount increased during the term of tha. Xackenzie Gov-
ernment to 335,000 tons; in 1879 it reached its highest
point 340,000 and it has since fallen to 255,000 tons. We
built and registered in 1874, 42,000 tonsof shipping; 185
33,000 tons; in 1886 we built and registered only 4,931
tons. The industry of sbip-building was one of the greft
industries of New Bruanwick. Nothing has taken its place.
The hon. member for Queen's (hfr. Davies) the other day,
referring to the maritime shipping industry, made a state-
ment to the effeet that something like 100,000 tons of ship-
ping were built in the Maritime Provinces. In New Bruns-
wick alone we have built in times past in one year that
much shippieg. In 1864 the value of the ships we
built, with their first freights, was $3,900,000, repre-
senting over 90,000 tons, and that was in New Brunswick
alone. The total decrease in the shipping of the Maritime
Provinces last year was 40,000 tons. That is really a cam-
plete displacement of property. The value has so much de.
creased that it is almost impossible to give the property away.
I do not, of course, mean to convey the idea that youe cannot
give property away, but the property has doclined in value so
that the owners are glad to obtain a very small proportion
of its cost. Taking the low rate of $820 a ton for 40,000 tons
there appeara to be a decroase of $800,000. I recollect that
sometime ago an estate, winding up in St. John, plaoed in
the market ship property which cost at the vary loast
8100,000, and they were glad to obtain about 820,000 for it
and extend the payments over a very long period. I desire to
call the attention of the louse to a statement made by Mr.
Fairweather, with respect to Lses sustained in the shipping
industry. He is probably known to many members, he is
a prominent Conservative, a member of the .Board of Trade,
and a man of undoubted character, and any certificate I
could give him would be unnecessary. Mr, Fairweather, in
enumerating the causes of the difficultios that have come
upon the Provinee of New Brunswick, says:

" Unremaneratie ahipping property-310,000 tons ls ahnut New
Brunswick's amount. This at a cost value (low enoungh) ot $30per ton
comes to the surm of $9,300,000. lu years past the yield from vessel
property wa 20 per cent. I place it at 10 per cent, annual returu on
the investment and find that a sui of $930,000 per annum came to us in
St. John from our ships and vessels in prosperous years. At present
profite ate almost nil, or say not much over a fourth or afifth of the
above tl'

He frthhosayso
" Our ship-bnildng-I pause béfore the magnitude of the -lose we have

€nstalaed in the decadene eof this induutry. Within-my reoelleeton I
believe there have been time-when from 75to 100 ships of an average
of 500 tonus (many 1,000 tons and larger) werO l course of construction
ln a radins 50 miles of St. John. You can estimate what the number le
to-day and the los of employmeta and the non-circelation of money
whieh is noived. What clamsof the people of this country was mot
benefited by our ship-bailding trade? We cannot name a clase that
was not advantaged directly or Indirectly thereby If(1 aak you to set
dowW' for yonsuelves what you may think is a ea correetly represent-
ing.ouranual lons through the deeline of ship-building it la because I
arn unable to form an estimate that at ail satisfies me of its corruet-
noé"

r. Fairweather estimated the loas of ship.building to
St. John at not less than $1,000,000 a year. It is impos-
sible for an industry to decline to such an extent witbout
having an effect upon the population. I desire to call the
-attention of the louse to the matter of population, although
I know hon. gentlemen opposite do not like it, and although
I may say with respect to this matter tf population in this
country there has always been a kind of feeling that the
country ought to havé more people and would have more
people than Lt really has haa or thanit witl have'wIthin a
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period which any man ean imagine. I remember, Sir, in
1862 when the Intercolonial delegates were in England that
they told the Colonial Secretary in the State paper which
they laid before the Colonial Offce, that in 25 years the
population of the old Provinces alone would be somewhere
between 12,000,000 and 15,000,000 of people. That was in
1862, and I do not think, Sir, we have more than 4,800,000
to day. Now, take the entire population of our Pro-
vince. In 1851 it was 193,800, and it had increased 25-84
per cent from 1840. Between 1851 and 1861 it increased
30-05, in 1871 it reached 285,000, ard in 1881 it was only
121,233, a gain of but 12-44 per cent. The fact is, Mr.
Speaker, that the decline in the percentage of our popu-
lation are to be dated from the time that we entered
Confederation. It is impossible to say at this moment
whether thore is any increase in the Province of New
Brunswick in the period since the last census was taken zo
the present time. We have no Government statistics, and
the oly way you can reach any idea whatever in regard to
the population is from the school returns. The total
number of children at school in 1880 was 69,000, and in
1887 we find from the returns just submitted to the Pro-
vinciai Legislature that it was 68,583 or a decline of 1,009.
These are the official figures. I do not say you can draw
from this any inference either one way or the other, as there
may be circumstances which would prevent in one year a
larger attendance or as large an attendanoe of children as
in another. They seem to me to show at any rate that
there is no increase of population at all. Taking each
period for which we have actual census returns by counties
the population of the Province increased some 36,000, I
think it is, and nearly one-half of the increase is in
three counties alone. The county of Carleton (N.B.)
represented by my friend on the left, and the county of
Victoria, represented by the Minister of Inland Revenue,
rich and fertile counties, have increased their population,
but that increase of population and the wealth growing in
that community, is due, I take it, largely to the fact that
there i an excellent underground system of railways with
the States. These counties lie alongside the American bor-
der, and they have opportunities there for trading with the
States on the principles of unrestricted reciprocity, of which
some gentlemen are so much afraid. In no other counties
of the Province has there been such a large increaso of
population; except in Westmoreland, where it increased
8,000. This is a good agricultural county represented by a
gentleman who spoke last night. But, Sir, the main reason
for the increase in that county is that the Intercolonial
Railway works are there. A large amount of public money
has been spent there, and the spending of that money in
the county bas as much influence, I take it, as anything else
in increasing the population. In addition to that, there
is a large number of Acadians in the population, and
I think they do not move as much as the people of
English birth. The county of Albert, represented by an
hou. gentleman who is not now in bis seat, had a population
of 10,000 and it incroased only 1,500. In the city of St.John,
which I represent here, the population has fallen off,uand it
was inevitable that the population of the city of St. John
should decrease. It was 28,805 in 1871, and the decrease in
the business of the city bas reduced the population by
2,700. There is a slight increase in the county, but the
whole increase in the city and county of St. John where
there were 52,100 people in 1871 amounto only to such an
extent as to give a population of 52,900 in the year 1881.
That represents the entire increase in one of the first com-
mercial counties on the Atlantic coast of Canada. Now, Sir,
what earthly use is it for hon, gentlemen who represent the
Province of Ontario, hou. gentlemen who represent the
Province of Quebec to get up in this House and tell us that
the condition of things is perfectly satisfactory. Have
those gentlemen no interest in the Maritime Provinces?

43

Have they not a common feeling with us? Have they no
desire te make us feel that we are part of the country ?
I would ask the hon. gentlemen to take the matter
home te themselves and consider the condition of things
as it stands with us. In the county of Sunbury,
one of the finest agricultural counties in the Pro-
vince, situated on the banks of a noble river, and
where there is excellent land, there is no reason in the
world why the community sbould not have increased in
population if there was a fair opportunity for the people te
dispose of their products. Butthe farmer has no opportunity.
He bas to leave his bouse and home, and I know numbers
of places, Sir, in varions parts of the Province of New
Brunswick where people bave left their houses untenanted
and unoccupied. I have myself taken refuge in then when
on fishing excursions, and somehow like the old stories in
the fable it looked as if we might expect the master of the
bouse to return at any moment. The county of Queen's had
a population of 13,847 in 1871, and that, Sir, is a fine county,
just as fine as the county of Snbury, with a large water
board, as it is situated on a great lake and on the river St.
John. Its population in 1881 was 14,000, or an increase of
about 100 in ton years for one of the finest counties that we
can meet with anywhere in Canada. Perhaps it is not as
fine as the ounty represented by my bon. friend who spoke
last and which county possesses peculiar exollence, but I do
not see where we can get a much botter county.

Mr. GILLMOR. Have you got the returns for Charlotte
thore ?

Mr. ELLIS. I think Charlotte ought te have increased,
as the opportunities for smuggling are as great thora au in
any other county. la 1871 the population of Charlotte was
25,882, and it had increased only to 26,000 in 18b7 or about
200. I do not care to particularise that county, but it, too,
has opportunities of very great excellence. It sems te me
that thor is no reason whatever if thoro was anyopportunity
for the people to encourage trade why the population should
not increase. But, Sir, the population goes away. The peo-
ple are to be found in all parts of the United States. lion.
gentlemen corme ber. and give disquisitions about people
moving westward ; but they are to be found in all parts of
the United States. Yo can find many of them in the
New England States. In Boston thore are more of' our
people from New Brunswick today than thoro are in
Fredericton, the capital of the Province. Now, Sir, that is
not a state of things which ought to be satisfactory to hon.
gentlemen opposite. Probably some one may get up and
explain it away, and may think it is all right, but I tell
you it is not allright. This condition of things is producing
dissatisfaction in the Province and it will have the offect
either of taking the Province ont of Con federation altogother
or causing the Government to do something to stop the evil.
There is nothing more appalling than to takre up the cnosue
of Canada and see what a large number has left the country.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mills) roa a paper, showing that
in 1853 or some other year thore was a great exodus, and
argued from that tact that the same thing was going on
every year; and the next moment ha turned around and
showed from a speech made by Mr. Howe that there was
no exodus at all. The bon. member for West Assiniboia
(Mr. Davin) the other evening had to admit that mon who
had the benefit of the highest education we could give thein
left us. Well, Sir, if we cannot keep the ducated mon in
the country, what is the use of keeping the country
together ? What is a country for if not for its people ? I do
not say that there are not always people moving about over
the earth, particularly with the facilities we have to-day;
but when such an immense number leave the country as
are going now, yen are face to face with a fact that should
arreet the attention of the Government at once. Taking
the United States consus of 1880, and looking at th seleted
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occupations, I fnd that among the Canadians in the United
Statee there are 2,617 engaged in school teaching, 930
clergymen, 559 lawyers-I suppose they can be well spared
-and 1,352 official employés of the Government of the
United States-and, I presume, of the States' Governments
about as many as we have in Ottawa. There are 2,219 iron
-and steel workers from Canada in the United States.
When is the iron policy we adopted the other day going to
bring these people back? There are 5,570 Canadians en-
gaged as official employés of the railroads in the United
States. I will not pursue that branch of the subject any
further; I merely call the attention of the House to the
facts, and I leave hon, gentlemen to draw their own infer-
onces. Now, I would like to ask hon. members who have
discussed this question if they can suggest any idea as to
how the trade we have lost ls to be restored to us. Mr.
Fairweather undertook to show that there was a Canadian
trade-a trade with the Upper Provinces. The figures
have been referred to before. I do not know under which
king to serve; but the hon. Minister of Marine the other1
night got up and said that Mr. Longley stated in Halifax
that there was a trade of 8 LZ,000,000, that the Upper
Provinces sent goods to that value to Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick. My hon. friend from Annapolis stated to-night
that Mr. Longley said nothing of the kind, but went through
his county and declared tbat there was no trade at all. I
do not know which of these gentlemen is the more truthful;
I do not know either very well.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I rise to an explanation. What
I said was that Mr. Longley went through my county and
stated that the Maritime Provinces had nothing to send to
Quebec and Ontario, but that they were flooded with Mont-
real and Quebec drummers-

Mr. KIRK. That is true.
Mr. MILLS (Annapolis)-and that we were purchasing

812,000,000 of goods from those people.
Mr. ELLIS. The hon. gentleman certainly did not

make that explanation in that way before. However, as
long as we can get two gentlemen on that side to agree, we
have something accomplished. Mr. Fairweather was very
anxious to show that for the loss of trade that had occurred
a trade had grown up, and I believe that his statement was
correct, so far as I can judge from the figures. He claimed
that the Maritime Provinces sen t 84,270,000 worth of goodb
to the Upper Provinces, and ho gives a statement of how
ho makes up that amount. He says, for instance, that we
sent $1,695,000 worth of eugar. Well, Sir, we do not pro-
duce sugar; we do not grow sugar. That is no export
from the Maritime Provinces. It is true, the sugar may
come in there and be manipulated, or it may be simply car-
ried over the railways for the benefit of the dealer in
Montreal; but the amount of profit our people can
make on it is exceedingly small ; in fact, I think there
is no profit at all. I recollect that last year a sugar re-
"nery in Westmoreland got into difficulty with its creditors,
and they had to take payment for its debt in the
stock of the company. Then, we sent to the
upper provinces, $474,000 worth of iron. I do not know
whether it was Londonderry iron or not, but it did not go
from the Province of New Brunswick. 8760,000 worth of
coal was sent, which did not go froin the Province of New
Brunswick, because we do net produce any coal. 8750,000
worth of cotton was sent. None of these things are pro-
duced in the Province of New Brunswick. Mr. Fairweather
goes through a number of items in the same way; but I
have gone carefully over the list and I cannot find more
than <300,000 worth of goods that have gone from New
Brunswick to Ontario and Quebec, and even that, I think,
is a large estimate. A portion of that amount repreenta
flah, and that trade has not been a profitable one. Thon
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Mr. Fairweather undertook to show that there were 812,-
000,000 worth of goods came from the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec to the Maritime Provinces, and he calculated
that of this, $3,150,000 was food in various forms-flour and
oatmeal I presume. What effect would a reciprocity treaty
with the United States have upon this ? I presume it
would have no effect. I presume it would make no differ-
ence to you if we bought the same amount from Ontario
and Que bec, whether there was reciprocity or not. But if
you argue that reciprocity would take that trade away from
you, then it is clear that we are being taxed on $3,150,000
worth of food. Now we have a great regard for you, but
we do- not care to pay a tax on the food you send
us. Then there is 82,000,000 worth of clothing sent from
Montreal, and a considerable amount in other articles.
With regard to the trade in boots and shoes, $2,000,000
worth came to us from Ontario and Qnebec. Well, before
wehad that trade with Ontario and Qubecwe made our own
boots and shoes. There were then shoe factories in Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick in a most flourishing condition,
and whatever the reason may be, I do not pretend to say, but
certainly all these factories, with one exception, are closed.
That is a position of things which is neither gratifying nor
satisfactory. So with regard to clothing. A few years ago,
we made all our own clothing, but now the trade lias passed
into your hands. Is it a profitable trade to you ? I think
not. Any one who knows anything about the trade knows
that many who have been engaged in it have b(en
obliged to close out without meeting their liabilities. The
conditions of trade have been suoh that the entire trade has
not been profitable, and Mr. Fairweather himse:f does not
say it is profitable; he only hopes it will become profitable.
There is a long course of carriage, and the fact of it is that
within the last five years the failures in the Province of
Nova Scotia alone have amounted to $8,750,000, and the
assets are not the quarter that amount. That is due to the
fact that we have lost a remunerative trade and are
not able to keep up a trade which is unremunerative. The
hon, the Minister of Marine and Fisheries called attention
to the business done in the sugar trade. Now, I do not
know anything of the profits made on sugar, but I know
that so far as the great bulk of raw sugar for the Montreal
refineries in the Upper Provinces is concerned, it does not
pass over our railways, but is landed at Portland or Boston
and carried thence over railways to Montreal. The hon.
gentleman laid great stress on the benefit that arose froi
the fact that these goods came in the way they do. But I
take it, the profits to our shipping on the carriage of the
goods if they came from England-and I presume our ships
could carry clean sugar as cheaply as raw sugar-woud
be greater, and, so far as the railways are. conoerned, it
makes not the slightest difference to them whether
they carry cleaxi or unwashed sugar. The hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries in endeavoring to make a state-
ment with regard to the trade of the country, called atten-
tion to the registered tonnage. The hon. member fur
Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Welsh) also dealt with that sub-
ject, but I would like to call your attention, Sir, for one
moment to the condition of things in that regard. The
Minister of Marine and Fisheries produced a statement of
the registered tonnage arriving and departing from our
ports, and he said it showed an increase between 1880 and
1887, on an average, of 3,000,000 tons a year. Now, when
a Minister of the Crown undertakes to make a comparative
statement he ought to be fair in his statement, and I regret
the hon. gentleman is not here when I call the attention of
the .House to his unfairness. He tvok the short period from
1875 to 1879, in which there were two very poor years, so
as to bring his average Up to 3,000,000 of an inoreaae. If,
however, he had taken instead any oorresponding period of
years, if he had taken the years from 1870 and made a oom.
parison he would have reduced his average by thr-qreord
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of a million. But, the hon. gentleman asked in a very
jaunty manner: "What have these vessels been doing ?"
Do they come in and go out, ho asked, just for
the more fun of the thing. Well, in the year 1875,
when the amount of tonnage was comparatively amall as
contraated with other years, there were 9,537,000 tons en-
tered inwards and outwards, there was brought into the
country $2,01,000,000, worth of goods. Now, I do not say
that all these goods were brought by vessels. Of course
the railroad did a part of the work, but last year when the
tonnage was 14,000,000 there were only $202,000,000
worth brought in Se that the hon. gentleman's figures
really prove nothing, 8o far as the trade is concerned,
because they are made up of vessels entering into and
departing from our ports. I find on examination of the
figures, which the hon. gentleman' gave, that the lake ton-
nage of 1870 was 5,510,000 tons; in 1871 it was 7,310,000;
in 1872, 6,320,000; and in 1887,5,169,000 tons, or 2,000,000
les in 1887 than in 1881, showing a constant decline since
1871 in the lake tonnage of Ontario. In the Province of
Quebec the following is a statement of the vessels entered
in and out :-

In 1884.......... ..... 8,207,000
1887..... .. ....................................... 2,993,000

In British Columbia:
lu 1885... .......... . .......... ..... ........ ...... .......... 1,187,000
Lat year..............1,185,000

The hon. gentleman (Mr. Welsh) partly suggested an ex*
planation of this, but at the port of St. John, and others in
the Maritime Provinces there are steamers engaged in car.
rying people away from al[ parts of Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick to the United States. Undoubtedly these vessels
carry freight, but their principal business is in carrying
passengers. The tonnage of foreign steamers which
entered the port of St. John in 1887 was 270,175. About
one-third of the whole shipping that entered the port of St.
John was foreign steamers. I do not know that we had
any foreign steamers except American steamers, with the
exception perhaps of one Spanish vessel. I find also that
the totals for the luat two years for Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island have increased very much,
and the explanation of that is that the fishing vessels we
compel to enter inwards and outwards but do not allow
to trade, go to swell up these returne; so I think
there is nothing whatever in the statement the hon. gen.
tieman made in regard to the increase of trade. In addition
to the decline of trade, the taxation of the country bas
increased. I know that hon, gentlemen do not like to hoar
anything about the fact of the increase of taxation, but you,
Sir, can easily understand that, with a population that doos
not increase, with a declining trade, taxation becomes more
heavy on those who remain. I remember in 1867, when
the Hion. Mr. Tilley, who was afterwards Mfinister of
Finance and is now tie Lieutenant Governor of New Bruns-
wick, undertook to persuade us into Confederation, ho told
us :

" There would be no increase of taxation ; the Canadian tarif would
not neessarily be introduced into New Brunswick ln a few days he
weuld publish an eutimate showing that te expense of the Confedera-
tion weuld not exceed $11,000,000, which was about equal ta $2.75 per
head of the whole population. He would put it forth to the world and
defy succesful contradiction."

And again :
" They would fully meet the entire expenses of the Federal Govern-

ment by a tarif of only 52.75 per head on the population."

Well, the interest on the debt alone now is about $2.70 a
head, so that the amount whieh the hon. gentleman stated
would be sufficient for all the purposes of Confederation is
now taken Up by the payment on the public debt. In 1867,
the gross debt of t e Province of New Brunswick was
$à 92800, or about $20 a head on the people, taking the

assumed population of 1867. From the figures submitted
here, the present debt is 848 a head. Making a calculation
as near as I can, I think the share of our net debt charge.
able to that Province will be about $16,000,000. In addi-
tion to that we have the provincial debt, which would
bring it to about $17,500,000, the annual charge for which
would be about 8900,000, against $330,000, when we closed
our provincial accounts and entered into Confederation.
There is no objection to a debt if you are able to pay, but
we are not able to bear the burden the debt imposes upon
us, and we are scarcely able to meet the payment to.day of
even the smaller burden of the debt with which we went
into Confederation. The consequence is that a chronic
state of dissatisfaction bas grown up in the Province of
New Brunswick.

Mr. KIRK. And Noya Scotia.

Mr. ELLIS. My hon. friend a ys it is the saimei
Scotia. I know every part of New Brunswick, and I am
satisfied as to the feelings of the people in regard to that
matter. It is true, when an election is to be rn, that a
gentleman may be sent to support the Government, because
the people take the condition of things existing, and make
the best possible bargain they can. There is a constant
effort on the part of the government-of any government-
I do not desire to refer so much to the form or the indivi.
duality of the present Government, as I do to refer to things
generally. I remember that last year Mr. Everett, whose
seat is now occupied by rny hon. friend here (Mr. Skinner)
addressed a meeting in Carleton, where I live mysoelf, which
forms a part of the city of St. John, in February, and said:

" The people looked forward to the time when this would be the great
winter port of Canada. Carleton offered grand facilities for the hand-
ling of freight, and in that part of the city necessary grain elevators and
warehouaes would be erected. lu a year or fifteen months elevators
would be seen on our harbor front, and steamers would be here taking
in cargoes of grain for the mother country."
I live on that aide of the harbor, and not far from the harbor
front, but there was not a sigu of the construction of a grain
elevator there when I left to come here. On the day before
the election, the Government organ, the Sun, said:

" We want elevators and other terminal facilitie. We have asked
for an engineer and the engineer bas been sent."

The hon. the Minister of Public Works will understand
that.

" If the Governument in strong enough in the next Houe to defy Mr.
Blake, aIl may be well."

The Government was strong enough to defy Mr. Blake, but,
unfortunately for us, all is not wel. lBut, however humil-
iating the spectacle may be of seeing the public men of the
country going through the constituenoies and promising at
election times that this and that work shall be undertaken,
it is fur more humiliating to come to this Parliament and
to hear these thingS thrown up to the Government and to
hear them reproached not only with the tact that thoir
pledges are unfulfilled but with the fact that they were
made at all. If Mr. Fairweather'a statement as to what we
buy from the upper Provinces is correct, we have to get
money agmewhere to pay what we do pay. What is the
condition of our foreign trade at the present time ? Our
foreign trade is principally carried on with Great Britain
and the United States. In 1881, we sold to all the countries
with which we dealt $6,406,000, and in 1882, 87,474,000.
But there has been a decline, and in 1887 the Province of
New Brunswick only sold 86,149,000 worth, so that there
has been a clecline in our foreign trade since 3882 of more
than 81,300,000 worth. That is so fr as our exporté are
concerned. Our importa are in the same condition. We
imported in 1882, $6,778,000 worth, and from that time to
1887, with the exception of one year, there has been a de-
cline, and in 1887 the amount was 8,653,000. Look at
the movement of that trade. In 1881 we sold more tha
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half our exports to England. We sold $3,265,000 out of a
total of $6,406,000. In the same year we sold to the United
States $2,324,000. Up to 1884, we sold in England a larger
proportion of our goods, but there has been a steady decline
until the amount has fallen from 83,800,000 to $2,600,000.
On the other band, our trade with the United States
has increased until it bas gone up from 82,340,000 to
$3,118,000. As we do not sell so much in England, neither
do we buy so much from that country ; hon. gentlemen
who are so very patriotic with regard to buying from the
mother country ought to take up this matter and regulate
it. They are face to face with the fact that in the im-
portant Province of New Brunswick, founded, as the hon.
member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood) said last night, by
the United Empire Loyalists, trade bas declined witb Great
Britain and has materially increascd with the United States.
Now, I would like to cail attention for a moment to a
peculiarity of our trade. The river St. John flows through
American territory as well as through British territory. The
dwellers on the upper portion of the river reside in the
State of Maine, and they have the right, and it is proper
that they should, to navigate the river, as every man should,
living upon it, who pays his lot and part towards main-
taining the works on the river. The people living on the
American territory cut their logs-or rather we cnt them
for them, and they are rolled into the St. John River and
Bfoated down stream to the booms, 80 miles f rom the month,
where they are collected indiscriminately, and the logs of
my hon. f riend on my right, if he were a lumbermen, would
ifoat alongside of the logs of a man who might be an
American. The people who are engaged in cutting, and
the horses that are employed, often belong to New Bruns-
wick, and we furnish the supplies to the lumbermen, but
the American customs authority, as is probably perfectly
right, makes a distinction between goods that are raised
in Canada and goods that are produced in the United
States. When these logs reach the mouth of the
river they are sawn there. Now, I want to call the
attention to this matter of the hon. member for West
Huron (Mr. Porter) who, I am sorry to see, is not in
bis place, because he spoke the other night in a rather con-
temptuous way about the people of Canada being hewers of
wood and drawers of water for the Americans ; and I know
that it would make his patriotic soul feel sad if he were to
understand the condition of things in New Brunswick to-
day. The principal industry at the mouth of the St. John
River now is the manufacture of the American logs into
lumber. The rate of duty charged in the United States on
all our lumber is 82 a thousand, but on the American log
there is no duty, and gentlemen who are wrestling with the
question of who pays the duty, may take this into their
calculation. These loge, cut on American soil, were
actually out by our people for the American owner, and
manufactured in the mills at the mouth of the river, and
they enter the United States free of duty ; but the man
who may be fortunate enough, or unfortunate enough, to
be a British subject, who owns a British mill, when bis logs
g o into the United States, bas to pay $2 a thousand duty.
Now, there is one thing sure-the New Brunswicker who
puts lumber into the American market pays the duy in the
first instance; whether he ever gets it back again 1 cannot
tell. The practical result of this state of affaire at the
mouth of te St. John River is that mille that years ago were
built by British capital, and were employed inm niufacturing
lumber for the British market, have passed into the hands of
Americans to-day, and the Canadian people are hewers of
wood-or sawers of wood-and drawers of water for these
Americans who own mille at the mouth of the river. I
desire to call attention to the export of lumber friom New
Brunswick to the United States. As I said before, in the year
1881, tha whole quantity of our exports to the United States,
most of it lumber, amounted to 82,334,000, and in the
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customs returns $1,583,000 is put down as the product of
New Brunswick, and 8750,000 as the product of the United
States. We are compelled now to depend upon this trade
largely, and the goods not the produce of New Brunswick
have grown from $750,000 to 81,334,000 in the period
between 1881 and 1887. What would be the effect under
reciprocity ? The discrimination between these goods would
be swept away, and the Canadian lumber on the River St.
John, no matter where the lumber was cut, would have
the benefit of the market; the Canadian would be put
on equal ground with the American. Now, the duty
levied upon manufactured lumber amounts to about
25 per cent.; I think our lumbermen speak of it as
about $4 a thousand. We are compelled by the con-
ditions of trade simply to cut the lumber up in the rough
and sell it that way. What we want, and what we must
have, by some means or other, is the lumber trade of the
United States, that is, we will have to get the right in
some way to get our lumber to the United States market
after we manufacture it at home, not simply to take it away
in the rough, and carry it, as you do sugar, with all is dirt
and impurity. We want to profit from the product of
our own labor upon this lumber before we carry it to
to the markets of the United States. Moreover, the trade
which we do with other countries is declining, for a variety
of reasons. At one time we carried on quite a trade in
lumber along the Mediterranean and southern Atlantic
ports, but the conditions have changed entirely, and we sell
far less lumber in these ports. The lumber now required is
served to the smaller ports of Italy, Spain and France, and
is carried there in small steamers from the varions forests
of Europe, and that lumber is gradually driving our lumber
entirely out of those markets. The trade we once did, to
a considerable extent, with France, bas gradually declined.
In 1882 our exports to France were of the value of
$494,000-more being sent from New Brunswick than
from any other Province; they have fallen to $160,000.
Our exports to Spain were of the value of 898,000 in 1882,
they have fallen to $50,000; to Portugal, from 838,600 to
811,000. It is the same with different countries with which
we do business. We have lost the trade, and we do not
therefore obtain the profits. I desire to call attention to
the ch'anges that have taken place in our transatlantie
shipments to Great Britain. I have a statement of the lum-
ber trade of New Brunswick, and I may explain that part of
this lumber may come from Nova Scotia, but that bas been
the case year after year and does not make a difference
in the proportion. The lumber is brought in smrall
vessels to St. John. In 1883, the shipments were
404,000,000 feet; in 1887, they had fallen to 257,000,000
feet; they have, in fact, fallen stoadily; in 1883 there
were 404,000,000 feet; 1884, 331,000,000; 1885, 289,000,000;
1886, 272,000,000; 1887, 252,000,000 feet. Thus it is
apparent that the trade has decreased one-third, and it will
steadily decrease, as we are not able to place the goods on-
the Bnglish market on as advantageous terms as our rivals,
because the competition year by year from the ports in the
Baltie, the wood of which is cheaper and more suitable and
more rapidly transported. The statement was made by
the American consul in St. John that we sent to the
United States last year about fifty millions of lumber in
the form of boards, laths, shooks, and short lumber,
on which there was a duty paid of $100,000. I do
not know whether the consumer ever got it back or
not, but I state the fact that it was paid; and as the
Americans at the mouth of the river did not pay any
duty, there is that muoh duty as against Canadians. Now,
with regard to the condition of our export trade. The
exports of the country are grouped together under the
heads of mining, fishing, agricultural products, and so forth.
I have prepared a statement showing eaeh class, and I will
snmmanse it. The total xporto of New Brunswick, of
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the mine, in 1887, amounted to $132,016, of which we sent
8118,354 to the United States. Our total flsh exporte
amounted to 8729,060, of wbich 8554,538 went to the
United States. The products of the forest, $4,498,572, of
which $1,81Z,529 went to the United States, and this item
is growing constantly. The next item is products of the
farm. Whatever may be said in regard to the question as
to who pays the duty, we find this in New Brunswick, that'
we can do botter by sending our farm products, and per.
haps our fish as well, to places of exchange rather than to
the places of consumption, because the goode we buy in
exchange suit us botter than if w. were obliged to send
our products to distant markets. The products of the farm
amounted to SiO,164, of which $96,115 went to the United
States. Of animals and their products to the value of
$339,374, the United States took the value of 8336,566.
0f our manufactures $301,059, the United States took
$151,463. Under the head of miscellaneous, $48,644,
al practi3ally was sent to the United States. What
we, in St. John and New Brunswick maintain, is that
if our markets were enlarged, if we got a botter oppor-
tunity to extend our trade, ihis trade would increase. It
is the only profitable trade wo bave. I desire to call the
attention of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) to a
remark he made the other day with respect to protection
afforded to exports of manufactures. If the hon. gentleman1
will look over the table of exports ho will find that the
manufactures that are exported are Ecarcely protected at
all, in tact, that it is not our protective manufactures which
are exported. The great bulk of our exports are exports
mianufactured from the raw materials ot the country. In
Nw Brunswick, for example, wo export manufactures
under the heading of hemlock bai k, which is used in tan-
ning. The lime and g) psum which we manufacture, the
grindstones we make, the granite, we polish, all these are
natural products of the country in a state of manufacture,t
and these are the goode we can sell. At the presentt
time we dispose of them in the markets of the Uniteda
States under very great disadvantage. If those markets
were open to us there is practically no limit to the quan.
tity we could send in there. Take the article of redà
granite, which is found extensively in a natural state in thei
Province, and particularly in the county of Charlotte.1
There is a beavy duty on the manufactured article entering(
the United States; the granite is of very little value in its(
raw state, it is the labor that gives it value. Our mer-t
chants are continually told that if there was some arrange-
ment made by which they could get their goods into thet
American market on satisfactory terme they woull be ablet
to do practically an unlimited trade. As regards the trade
of St. John, I bave here a statement, which the American
consul was so kind as to prepare, of the shipment to the
United States from that port for the five years endingt
December, 1887:

1893.-Produce not American............. 415,812 26
American lumber ............... ...... 816,670 48

Total....................... 1,232,482 74

18i-Produce not American.................. $ 411,318 19 0
American lumber .......... ......... 775,291 27

-- (
Total.-...." ... . ........ .......... $1,186,612 46

1886-Produce not American .................. 8 872,675 24
Amercan lumber .......... ........... 1,062,490 27

Total ... .......................... $1,43e,165 51 b

18U6-Produes net Ameriean..................4..... 481,728 79 t
Amerimcan lmber ......................... ..... 1,484,28632s

Tota1......,............,.......... $,86,O15 OS C

is8-Produoe not Amerleon..................... 70,976 o
American lumber ........................ ....... 1,263,714 23

Total..............................~....... S1,9 ,685 23

Gain . ...... ................. 737,203 0O

The trade, seo far as regards the American lumber, is not
one that we can control, as the land is probably out over
year by year and the liait of production will probably
soon be reached ; but there is no limit whatever, I repeat,
to the increased products of New Brunswick if opportunity
is given. Reference has been made to the old treaty I
desire tocall attention to the fact that during the eleven
years preoceding reciprocity the value of exports from New
Brunswick to the U nited States was $1,300,000. During
the eleven yoars of the operation of reciprocity the value
was 811,500,000. In 1854, the year btifore the treaty, it
was 8480,000 ; in 1865, the last year of the treaty, the value
was 81,700,0)0. The fact is quite plain that the people
of New Brunswick, remembering the advantagos acoruing
from ieciprocity, desire to again obtain a rociprocity treaty.
Bat there was one peculiarity with regard to the treaty
which has been referred to in our debate hore. Our exports
from the Province of New Brunswick increased to a large
extent. In 1854 we sent out $ t5,000 worth ; in 1886,
$880,000 worth; in 1859 81,115,000; and in 1865,the
last year of the treaty, $1,800,000. But, Sir, the im-
ports from the United States did not increase at
al. In 185 1 we brought in $3,500,000 worth; next
year the same; next year $3,300,000 worth, ani in
18t5, tho last year of the trouty, 83,100,000, showing
that there is ground and good ground for the complaint
made by the American people that while the treaty opened
to us the markets of the United States it did not give them
a corresponding advantage in our market. I can expect, Sir,
that some gentleman replying to me will confront me with
the savings bank returne, as s proof of prosperity. The
savings bank returne always do a great service to the
Government. I would like somebody who understands this
question botter perbaps than I do, to look into those returns
and see what they mean. One gentleman spoke about this
money being laid up by the people and put in the banke.
It is not in the banks. Tho peoplo in th.ir individual
capacity have saved the money, and the people in their
collective capacity use the monoy and have spent it. if
the Government want to pay that money to the depositor
they have to borrow it at its own expense. I took the
trouble to look over the roturns for last year, and I find
that the money in the banks has as little oxistence as the
gold in King Solomon's Mines of which that imaginative
writer Rider Haggard telle us. The account last year was
increased by $1,322,000 of added interest. But do we earn
that interest ? I it like money invested in any savinge
bank or institution where there is a direct return ? We are
simply inoreasing this by writing it on paper, and the
moment we add to the principal we commence to add
to the interest again, and so it goes on increasing.
Fully one-third of the total interest is an amount which
has no existence whatever, but is added by a stroke
of the pen of a clerk in the Finance Dopartment.
Sir, the hon, gentleman who spoke last referred te the State
of Maine, and it is quite a common thing to compare
New Brunswick with the State of Maine. What are the
facts in regard to that State. In the first place a man who
leavos the State of Maine goes to another part of the United
States and he is still bearing bis share of the national
burden, and does not escape. With regard to the movement
of population from that State, any person who looke at his-
ory will remember that, during the war of the rebellion, the
population of that country was disturbed and a large number
of men went out from some States and have not oome back
%&in. Som loft thor boums on the. fild of batt. l mooc
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took situations in various other places, and such was the
disturbance among the male population of the country that
it has scarcely yet recovered. But the State of Maine not-
withstanding the fact that it has only about double the popu-
lation of New Brunswick bas $35,100,000 in its saving bank
while Canada has only $40,000,000. The State of Massa-
chusetta which as not as large a population as Ontario, has
could pay off the whole debt of Canada and have thirty or
forty millions dollars left. Hon. gentlemen opposite talk
about the savings banks and they seem to think it a
great thing that the Government lis left a small
amount of money whieh they have not taken froin the
people by taxation. The sooner that saving bank business
is looked fully in the face and the sooner the Government
ceases to brag about it the better for the country. The
State of Vermont in 1870 had 82,300,000 in the savings
bank ; in 1886 it had 8 11,700,000. You muet understand
that this money is invested in productive investments and
it earns its own interest. It may not be as safe as in the
hands of the Government of Qanada, but I will not pro-
nounce an opinion upon that. The State of New Hamp-
shire, not a very remarkable State, had $21,500,000 in the
saving bank in 1870, and in 1886 in had 847,000,000, or had
more than doubled itself in that period. Now, as to the
State of Rhode Island. I do not wish to refer particularly
to this State because it is one of the richest States of the
Union, and I can recollect the time when there was more
gold and silver in Providence than there was in any other
place oftits size. Rhode Island, in 1870, had $30,700,000 in
the saving bank, and in 1886 $51,800,000.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. And what is the popula.
tion ?

Mr ELLIS. The population is 276,000, not as many as
the population of New Brunswick, but it las more money
in the banks than all the people of the Dominion of
Canada put together have. I presume it is sufficient
to call attention to those facts to show that all this talk
about the greatness of the saving bank deposits in Canada is
just sheer nonsense, when we compare the results with the
industrial and prosperous condition of the country alongside
of us. The hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries the other
night referred to our great trade, and when that gentleman
undertakes to launch forth into a current of w.rds nobody
in this louse can equal him. He made a long speech ;
perhaps I am making a long speech too, but I am endeavor.
ing to discharge the duty I have before me as best I can.
in the !ong current of words delivered by the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries the hon. gentleman undertook to con.
trovert the statement made by the hon. the member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) who introduced this reso-
lution into the louse when he spoke about the geographical
difficulties in the way of trade. fhe hon. gentleman built up
quite a pyramid of words, and when I came to examine hie
speech 1 found that he had reached about the same conclu-
sion as the hon. gentleman for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). Réesays that somebody as tununelled the
Alpa. That is quite true. The engineers made a straight
lins through the Alps, but I cannot myself see much sense
in making an enormous hole in the Alps to facilitate trade,
if yon put up a paper wall which is more effective against
trade than when the mountain stood there in its natural
state. We boast in this country that we have made the
shortest and quickest route for the carriage of trade from
the Atlantic to the Pacific, and if there is anything in
that argument how can you hold to the principle that it is
best to carry trade over a long distance to the Maritime
P.rovinces. The hon. gentleman referred to the trade of the
eat. Why, Sir, what greater achievement was ever under-
taken by a single man than that of the man who carried
the first overland mail so that there might be quiokness of
0cWr ethe man who devoted hi life to that object of

=rrying the overland mail from India to England. And,
Sir, ngland and Europe have followed hie example and they
have out canals to speedily bring them the trade of the east.
You do not go against nature, but you use nature entirely
for your own purposes. The best you can do is occasionally
to wrest from her by patient and diligent work, or by some
accident, some of her secrets which you can turn to your
own account. All those things have been done to facilitate
trade and they have been done not by going against nature,
but by utilising nature as far as possible. Now, Sir, you
have built a railway in this country over the longest pos-
sible route you could build it. Is that common sense? I
think you will say no, because if it were you have certainly
shown you did not believe in your own action, because yon
have put up a large amount of the public money of Canada to
carry the trade across the United States in order to take it
to the ports of St. John. You have corrected the mistake
you made. The hon. gentleman was perfectly right in his
statement, notwithstanding the apparent objections the hon,
Minister of Marine raised. You are doing for New Bruns-
wick what you refused to do for Manitoba, but what I pre-
sume you will have eventually to do. The hon. Minister
of Marine referred to the trade with the West Indies. He
said that Halifax was the proper place from where to carry
on that trade, and I have no doubt it is. But let us see the
condition of that trade. In 1873 the total exporta from
Canada to the West indies were 83,984,000; in 1880 they
had fallen to $3,588,000; and in 1887 they had fallen
to $2,075,000 or nearly one-half. Well, Sir, not selling
to that country, we cannot buy so easily from it. In
1882 there was entered for consumption in Canada
from the West Indies $4,000,000 worth ; in 1883
84,369,000 worth; and in 1887 $1,942,000 worth, showinga
falling off of one-half. The total importa from the West
Indies, including British Guiana, were, in 1881 $4,000,000,
in 1882, $4,400,000 and in 1887, $2,421,000. That trade is
completely gone, and I think there are perbaps several
reasons for it. I think the real reason is that there is no
trade in the West Indies. Any one who takes up the work
of a great Conservative historian on the West Indies will
see that the country is almost in a state of chaos I turn to
New Brunswick and I find that in 1881 we sent from that
Province to the West Indies $141,385 worth of goods.
There was a time when we used to bring 100 pounds of
sugar to every puncheon of rmi from the West Indies, but
with the spread of temperance we do not import this article
to the saine extent. The trade has fallen from $141,000 in
1881 to $46,000 in 1887. There il practically no trade that
we in Now Brunswick can carry on with that country. The
Province of Nova Scotia can, I presume, send some fish
there, but even in fish the trade is not so good as it was.
Now, the facts which I have presented have not been set
down in malice; they have not been exaggerated; they are
statements found in the blue-books of the country, and they
stare us in the face day after day. I live in a community
where I have lived thirty years-a community in which
the people are not to be excelled in enterprise, energy and
spirit, and we are face to face with this question. I
will not say that the farme of New Brunswick do not
produce as well as they ever did. I presume that those
that are cultivated do. But the great trade we had
we are losing, and we want the trade of the United
States; we want to pass into that country with our
trade as freely as we can pass from one part of Canada to
the other. How that is to be done I leave to the sense of
the House; but, speaking with the responsibility I hold, I
say it will have to be done or you will not retain New
Brunswick in the Confederation. An hon. gentleman
laughs. He hs no responsibility to that Province; he
does not live in it; and the fact that holaughs shows how
little he cares about it. I will not conceal the fact that we
have ate& sème mmde tories in that Province. I am,
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myslf, in a amall way a ahareholder in a cotton factory,
having be.ome possessed of a ehare because the company
could not pay me a debt it owed to me, and gave me its
stock. Mr. Gibson, a man of great enterprise and ability,
ha. st.arted a cotton factory, and the result is that ho finds
himself confronted by the fact that ho has no market,
except sUch as ho can get by the most energetic pushing
and driving in a market already too well filled. The hon.
Kinister ot Marine, the other night, asked what is going to
become of the coal miner of New Brunswick if you allow
American coal in. Well, Sir, we do admit American coal
of a particular kind, because we want it, and Nova Scotia
produces coal that the Americans want, and if that mai ket
were opened there would be tons and hundreds of thousandis
of tons additional produced, and if you would displace a
smali quantity in one direction you would make it up in
another. So with regard t> cotton. Mr. Gibson believes
that hoeCan go in the Amorican market and hold his own
there, and I am told that the proprietors of a cotton mill
on the St. Croix River, which is on the border, are quite
anxious to get the American market opened to thom ; and
why should they not ? A man in the State of Maine may put
up a cotton factory, and he truste to hie energy and enter-
prise to make his way. In that country one factory is
nothing lere or there, and if the manufacturer on the St.
Croix river cannot make hie way with the Urnited States
markets opened to him better than ho can now in the over,
crowded market of Canada, hlie had botter take bis mill
down. The employment of the people of the Maritime
Provinces in paying industries would have the effect of in-
creasing the population, and we sbould have people working
on the soil, not only farmers, but ininers and persons en-
gaged in various industrial occupations which first spring
from the soil ; aud those people being there, manufactures
would soon grow up around theminr the cily of St. John
to-day there is quite a number of vaiious kinds of small
manufactories, there wore quite a number of manufacturers
in varions lines, who, beginning with very little, have
grown by degrees, and some of thom werestarted 30 or 40
years ego. -But the great difficulty now i that the present
system compels the erection of immense factories for which
there is not sufficient market. I Potice with some interest
that the Labor Commission are just now visiting the
city of St. John, I notice that Mr. Alexander Christie,
who has hi wihole life been Conservative and an energetic
Conservative, told the Commissioners that ho hed been
in the busness of wood turning for 20 years, and he
had not increased it a great deal. It was assmall now
as it had ever been, and a few years ago there was botter
employment for the workmen than there is now.
Hie say he knows now of no mechanics who build houes for
themselves, and he holdo that is due to the Jack of profit-
able employment. That is the teetimony of a prominent
Conservative, well known among the clubs in St. John.
Anothr hon. gentleman said ho could employ more hands
if the Upper Province competition was put at an end to. I
notice that another gentleman, Mr. Pender, who is a man of
whom any country onght te be proud-a man who, beginning
in a smali way, makes an article of horse-shoe nails,
which, for excellence of workmanship, surpasses ail other
articles in the saine line, and if he ad access to the markets
of the United States, 1 have no doubt that the excellence
of hie work wo3uld command these markets-complained
that the difficulty in his work was the duty on nail rode.
This he said should come in free, a. no iron suitable forj
hie purpose c>uld be found in Canada. It appears ho is
allowed a certain drawback on the iron he uses, but it is4
not s8llient. Ho practically has not the raw material1
free, bocause h. only gets back two-thirds of the duty lie
paid on it. I wili deai with one point more with referencej
to the q»ustion whether it is possible, assuming that this(
treaty i made, to carry on the Government of the country, 1

because, of course, this is a matter of considerable impor.
tance, Well, I think that in the firet place the effect of
opening up a large number of native manufactories in the
country would be to increase our population. We have
tried to do so under existing circumstances, and have failed.
You cannot retain your population, and a great and growing
factor in the political and social history of Canada to.day is
that the people are leaving it. Can you do anything to
retain them ? I believe that by the creation of industries
based upon the natural wants of the country you oould.
Other manufactories to suit our needs would follow, and thus
by degrees would grow up requirements which demand almost
every kind of undertaking. No doubt the country is expen.
sively governed. I take it that we could do with seven mem-
bers of the Cabinet. France bas only soven or oight, and if a
country liko France can do with so small a number, I think
Canada ought to follow her example. Tho establishment
of reciprocity in fish with the United States would enable
us to sweep away at once 8150,000 oxpended In the
fishery protection service. You could go through the civil
service, and with a firm hand inake such a number of
reductions as to bring down the expenditure of the country
to a fuir basis compared with its revenue. That might be
hard work, bocause the country, under the administration
of hon. gentlemen opposite has suffered so much from de.
pression, that you cannot got a railroad started in any
Iocality except by means of Government aid. There is a
particular insect tribe in which the mother generates the
young in er body, and they feed upon her until they reach
maturity and sho dies, and that is the way the Provinces to.
day are feding on the Dominion. ao by one they are foed-
ing upoe it, and how it is possiblo fo- the country to carry
the burdens which bear upon it, it Li impossible for any man
who takes a reasonable view of the case to say. What in the
position of our coasting trade ? We bave in the city of St.
Joh n 600 schooners of various sizes and classes. Our seamen
thoroughly knew the coast with all the indentations and
sinuosities from the harbor of Quebee to the capes of Florida.
But the people o St. John, at any rate, are compelled to-
day to put their money in American vessels, as it does not
pay to put it in Canadian veseels, and the hardy mariners
of our coast are passing undor the American fiag. That
may make no difference to hon. gentlemen opposite, but
thcse are facts of great importance to ns, and there was a
time when they were infinitely important ; there was a
time the mother country would spend thousands of dollars
in promoting the growth of a good clas of seamen hore,
wiLh the idea that this would benefit the national navy.
liaving pointed out these things, I do not know that I
have much more to say, but i would like to refer to juat
one matter, and that is the politioal aspect of the question
as regards the mother country. I se. the lon. member for
Montreal in his seat, and I may say, with reference to hie
remarks, that the articles he read to-night, referring
to the Union between England and Ireland, against the
proposition before the [louse, seemed to me to shit
admirably the case of the Maritime Provinces. Had h.
made the application of his remarke t fthese Pro.
vince they would have been far more pertinent than they
were in the way he did apply them. There is one faot in
the history of the mother eountry which is plain as any
fact can be. The hon. member for South Oxford referred
to it inb hie speech. lie did rot, perhape, cover the whole
ground, but it is an abolute faet that England is putting
forth every possible effort to cernent Iriendship with the
people of the United States. That is one fact that stands
out above ail others in the literature of the times, so fa se
the current of English literature ie concerned. I
do not think that any small pecuniary diîadvant-
age which might happen to Ergland from the leso
of a 2nail trade, oould be at all put in comparison
with the advantage which would come to England
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by any arrangement that would have for its object the
promotion of peace and prosperity between the two people.

read the other day in an English magazine a paper writ.
ten by an English Liberal, once an English poliacoian, Lord
Coleridge, to the memory of the exemplary English Conser
vative, Sir Stafford Northcote-an article that is replete with
as ruch tender sentiment, perhaps, as Englishmen like to
express, an article that, in some respects, rises to the finish
of Wordsworth's poetry, as the perfection of art so car-
ried out that it seems like nature. What was the one fact
which he put forward above all others why the people of
England should keep enshrined in their memory a recollec-
tion of this amiable and able Conservative ? It was that
during the war of the rebellion, during the differences which
arose out of the Alabama question, th s man stood by the side
of the North, and he emphasised that fact above aH others i
order to impress upon the American people, as well as upon
his own people, the duty of a relationship which should exist
between the two. Taking up the other day a book written bya historian who probably stands as high in English literature
as anyone we have, I refer tof Mr. Freeman, the historian of
the Norman Conquest, I came across an extract which i
think suits the position better than anything I could say
myself, and I will read it to the House. I have nearly
finished.

An hon. MEMBER. lear, hear.
Mr. ELLIS. An hon. member says " hear, hear. " I am

very much obhiged to the House for the patient hearing
they have given me. Mr. Freeman says, speaking in the
United States:

" If we do not belong to the same nation I do hold that we belong
to the me people, or rather, to use a word of our own toniue, to the
are tol. By that, I mean that we come of the ame stock, that we

mpeak the sarne tongus, that we have a long common history and a
crowd of common mmories. I mran, in shori, that we are one folk in
al things except that local and political separation which the hand of
nature and the facts of nature have wrought. And thee ties of blood
and speech and memory surely rise above the lesser facto of local and
political separation to make us feel ourselves in the highest sense on@
people. We dwell in different quarters of the globe, but we are surely
more to one another than dwellers in the same quarter of the globe who
do not come of the common stock, who do not speak the common tongue.
Let me say that the worde ' foreign' and ' foreigner' are words which
should never be spoken between men of the English folk in Britain and
men ofthe English folk in America • It grated more on my
ears when I heard myself, in a speech otherwise highiy honorable to
me, spoken of as one of a ' fore gri nationahty.' But I was relieved
and comforted by the heaity zeal with which the rest of the company
accepted my etrong disclaimers of anything foreign about me, and
welcomed me as one of their own kin. ' Foreign,' ' foreigner,' and
'foreign nationality ;' away with such forms of words ! You are not
foreigners ; we do not look on yon as foreigners, when you come to
visit the older England in Britain. And I amnot a foreigner, I will not
deem myself a foreigner, I will not bear that you ebould look on me as
a foreigner, when I corne to visit this newer England in America. Bere
on your coil I am not indeed in mine own home, but I am none the less
among mine own folk. I am among men of mine own blood and mine
own ton ne, sharers in all that a man of either England deems it his
pride anid happiness te chars in. Bow cau we be strangere and foreign-
ers toone anoher, bow eau w be other ta wkinsfolk and brethren c;
the same hearth, when we think thatyour forefathers and mine may have
sailed together from the oldest England of all in the keels of Hengest or
of OCerdic-that they may have lurked together with Elfred in the
marshes of Athelney-that they may have stood aide by side in the
thick shield-wall on the hill of Feniac-that they may have marched
together as brethren to live and die for English freedom alike on the
field of overthrow at Evesham, and on the field of victory at Naseby. I
surely need not remind you that the whole heritage of the past, the his-
tory, the memories, the illustrious names, which belong to the earlier
days of the English folk in Britain, are yours as well as ours. They are
in the stricter sence your own. The men who piled up the mighty1fabric of English law and English freedom, were your fathers, your'
brethren, no less than ours. In the long hne of hero-Kinge who bujit
up the Kingdom of England you have as full a share as we have. In
building up the Kingdom of England they were building up the com-
monwealth of America. If yours is the King who lurked in Athelney,
y ure too is the King who won the fight at Brunanbush Yours are the
Rings who waged the year of battle with the Dane and the King who
waged the day of battle with the Norman. And if the Kingo are yours
as well as ours, so are the men who curbed the power of Kings. ours
are the men who wrung the great charter from the kingly rebel -
yours are the men who dictated the provisions of Oxford and the men
who gathered round the victor ot Poitiers on the nobler field of
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the Good Parliament. Your share l alike with ours In cvery
blow struck on bahalf of freedom from the day of Leweu to the day ofMarston. And if we boast that we woa tu ourselves the men of other
lands, if we changed the Dane and the Norman into Englishmen as true
as if their forefathers had first seen the shores of Britain f rom the keels
of fHengest, the work was yours as well as ours. The strangers whom
we made specially our own, they whose names we rank alongside of the
noblest of our native worthies, the men who came from the beech-clad
iles of Denmark, from the deep Alpine valley of Aosta, from the trong
mount that guarded the land of France against the Norman, to become
Englishmen on English soil-Oanute the King, Anselm the bishop, Simon
the earl-they are yours by the same law of adoption tht makes them.
ours. And when the course of our history parts asunder, when the
English people become two nations instead of one, if the history which
you have wrought in America is no longer ours, if the history which
we have wrought in Britain is no longer yours, in the same ense as ln
the common history which we wrought together in earlier times, sti'l,
we have a common interest, a common fellow-feeling, the feeling which
followa the deeds of friends and kinsfolk with a different eye from that
with which it follows the deeds of strangers, in all that men of English
blood have done on American soil since the older and newer England
parted aunder. And you too, I trust, have not ceased to look with the
like feeling on ail that men of English blood have done on British soil
since the day when the newer England bade farewell te its political
connection with the elder, but did not, I trust, bid farewell to the far
higher tie of a common blood, a common speech, the long glories of a
common hietory.

And so I agree with the hon. membEr for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) that whatever we can do to
strengthen the ties between England and the people of the
United States in the way of trade relations it is our duty to
do, it is in the interests of England as well as in the inter-
ests of Canada, it is not against the interests of England,
and it is not worth while to raise that question here to-day
because the interests of Canada, as they stand to-day, are
certainly the interests of England.

Mr. BAIRD moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned,
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:45 a.m.

(Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 22nd March, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'olock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 59) to confer certain powers on the Nova
Scotia Telephone Company (Limited).-(Mr. Tupper, Pic-
tou.)

Bill (No. 60) to amend Chapter 27 of the Revised Stat-
utes, respecting the Department of Public Printing and
Stationery-(Mr. Chapleau.)

EASTER HOLIDAYS.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I asked the Minister of
Public Works yesterday if he could give the House an
information as to the intention of the Government with
respect to the Easter holidays. The hon, gentleman was
to have mentioned the matter, I think, to the Prime Minis-
ter, and, as I see that the right hon, gentleman is now in
his place, I ask him if he can give as the information.

. Sir JOHN A. MACDON ALD. We are very anxious, if
it is possible, to finish this important debate before the ad-
journment, but that is for the House to say, not for us. We
propose, if it be the will of the House, that when we adjourn
on Wednesday night, we shall stand adjourned until thq
following Tuesday, at eight o'clock.
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PRIVILEGE-RECIPROCITY DE BATE.

Mr. MoMILLAN (South Huron). I rise to make an
explanation. The hon. member for West Huron (Mr.
Porter), in hie speech the other night, denied the accuracy
of my statement previously made that the value of farm
land in the County of Huron was not inoreaming, and ho
said that between 1880 and 1886 it had increased in value
15 per cent. I sent and got the minutes of the County
Council of Huron for this year, to prove the statement I
had made, that land was not rising in value, and, Sir, I am
borne out by those minutes. I find that in 1880--

Some hon. MEMBSRS. Order.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. My hon. friend is quite

in order. The statement made by him was contradicted
on the floor of this ilouse, and hoeis now simply proving
that he made an accurate statement. I have never known
an hon. gentleman refused permission, when contralicted,
to prove that he was right. I do not suppose the First
Minister wishos to do it.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he confines himself to
that point.

Mr. McMILLAN. As I understand the Rales of the
House, I have a right to speak to the amendment after I
have spoken on the main motion, and, therefore, I take the
opportunity of making an explanation.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member has not the floor.
If the hon. gentleman wishes to speak on the amendment
he cannot do so now, because the hon, gentleman who has
moved the adjournment of the debate, bas precedence.

lr. MITCHELL. If I understand the position, the hon.
gentleman rises to a question of privilege for the purpose
of explaining a statement in which ho was contradicted, and
in that case ho las a right to speak.

Mr. SPEAKER. But ho claims to speak to the amend-
ment.

Mr. MoKILLAN. I wish to correct the statement made
by the hon. member for West Huron contradicting my
statement. In the first place I stated-

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman cannot make a
speech now.

Mr. McMILLAN. I am not going to make a speech.
Mr. MITCHELL. Let him make an explanation.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman made bis explana-

tion and is now proceeding to give his proofs. If that is
not making a speech, I do not know what is.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman will
have every opportunity. My hon. friend who movei the
adjournment of the debate bas the floor. When he sits
down, the hon. gentleman can get up and make his speech,
and make his explanation at the same time.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Are we to understand it is
ruled that an explanation cannot be had, although the
Order bas not yet been called? My hon. friend has a right,
before the Orders of the Day are called, to make his cor-
rection.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have already ruled that when the
statements of an bon. member have been misrepresented, ho
is always allowed to say that what had been attributed
to him was not what hoesaid, or was not what ho intended
to say, and nothing more

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Thon, do I understand
that you rule that an hon, gentleman who lias been flatly
contradicted on a point of fact, is not allowed to produce
the evidence which ho wishes, that ho was right ?-because
that has hardly been our practice, I think.

Mr. SPEAKER. The whole of this debatoe isacontradie-
tion of statements made on either side, and if I allow every
hon. gentleman to get up a secon< time and prove that
his statements wore correct, and to make a new speech to
show that what he said ought not to be contradicted, I
should have to allow every hon. member to speak, perhaps,
a dozen times.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed resolu-
tion of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of
commercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada
and the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles mann-
factured in, or the naturai products of either of the said *omntries
should be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internai revenue alone excepted).

That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
With.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultivating

and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various interests and
industries of the Dominion which was a'lopted in 1879 and has ince
received in so marked a mianner the sanction and approvat of Its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment
to the amendment :

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and
manufactured productions of the other, it is highly desirable that it
should be provided that during the continuance o any such arrange-
ment the coasting trade ut Uaada and of the United States should be
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complets reci-
procal equality, and that vessels of aIl kinde built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and
be entitled to registry in either country and to aIl the benefits therito
appertaining.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I promise not to detain the
House long with the remarks that I have to make. The
subject bas been well and ably discussed on both aides, and
I must admit that there is no great nocessity for any speech
at all from me. But coming as I do from the chief commer-
cial city of the Province of New Brunswick, repreeonting a
constituency near that city whore the people are, I may
say, intensely interested in the subject of this debate, I feel
it a duty and a privilege to lay before you the resons for
the vote that I intend to record ; and I trust that yon will
excuse me if my remarks are somewhat broken and frag-
mentary. I do not come bore armed with an array of fIg.
ures. Statistics have been so ably filled in here that I think
it unnecessary for me to produce any more, and I shall rely
on a few general statements in placing my views before
you. I want to be very careful in what I say. Since
Monday night I have conceived a great horror of scrap.
books. I would rather meet almost anything else in the
world than to have one of thesoehon. gentlemen after me with
a scrap-book. Up to that time I had gained the impression
that hon. gentlemen opposite had always entertained
only one view of this question, but I have learned that very
many of the leading lights on the other side of the House,
at some stage or another in their political career, have been
coquetting with protection, and many of these sage and pro-
found statesmen have been thinking and believing both aides
of the question. IL was a revelation to me, because 1 knew
nothing or recollected nothing of it in the past. Now, Sir,
it appears that both sides claim to be actuated by motives
of patriotism, and I hope and trust they are. But I think
everyone must admit there are two kinde of patriotism in
this louse. There is the despondent patriot and the hope-
ful patriot ; there appears to be the patriot who sees noth-
ing before us but political and financial rain, who thinks
only of neglected farme and deserted homes, the result of
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emigration, who speaks of deserted villages and ruined
cities, and an impoverished people, the result of corruption
and mierule. Then, on the other hand, we have the hope-
ful patriot, who likes to look at Canada as she is, who likes
to look at her as she appears on the map of the world,
greater in extent than the whole continent of Europe,
greater than the great United States of America, stretch-
ing away fron ocean to ocean, nearly 4,000 miles, with
the Atlantic bathing her eastern and the Pacifie bathing
ber western shores, with an area of fertile land greater, I
may say, than any other country under the sun, with broad
plains, and magnificent forests, and an intelligent and in-
dustrious people able to subdue these forests and to
convert oar vast prairies into fields of waving corn.
He likes also to speak of many other of her great qualities,
of the surroundings of the ocean, of her bays and her bar-
bors and her rivers filled with the tribes of the sea, making
up one of the most magnificent fisheries in the world. Then
he speaks of her great highway being finished from ocean
to ocean, uand with pride he speaks of the fact that the banner
of the Canadian Pacifie now floats from the top of the
Rookies, and draws your attention to one of the greatest
monuments of engineering skill ever known to the world.
Well, Sir, the hopefal patriot does not stop there. He looks
beyond. Away to the westward e sees the broad Pacific
capable of bearing commerce ten-fold greater than has ever
yet furrowed the waves of the Atlantic. He looks across
that ocean, and sees that we are trading neighbors to seven
hundred millions or eight hundred millions of people, and
with hope h believes that we have an interest in the trade
of the Orient, and ho looks to that as one of the future
prizesto the Dominion of Canada. Then hle ooks to the east-
ward and he sees we are trading neighbars to two hundred
and fifty millions of the busy populations of Europe, and each
year our large trade is growing and will continue to
grow with those busy -nations. Thon, again, ho looks to the
southward, and finds the great United States, a people
whom we are proud and anxious to call our American
brothersand we ean boast of a great trade with that people,
a trade en whieh our friends opposite enlarge. We think
as much of the American, people, I trust, as do hon. gentle-
men on the Opposition bouches, and we know them to be a
shrewd and clever people, a people who have in the past
shown their ability to enforce the law of political science,
and we have to look to our dealings with ther with a care-
ful-and jealous eye. He does not stop there. Ie looks
further to the south, even orossing the equator, and beholis
the countries of South America. Many of them have grown
with a rapidity that even outrivals the United States, cities
growing up in the Argentine republic and in the Brazils
outrivalliçg the growth even of Chioago. And I say in look-
ing at the south we have a warm interest in ber trade,
which may be called a foreign trade, to be built up with
that continent. I hear hon. gentlemen opposite speak
with great emphasis in regard to an exchange of natural pro-
ducts or a natural market. If the word "natural market" "as
any meaning as between Canada and the United States,
that meaning is ten-fold increased and ton fold intensified
when used as between Canada and South America. In
Canada we grow all that will grow in the northern temper-
ate clime, in South America they grow all that will grow
in a tropical clime, all that will grow under the blaze of the
meridian sun. We are the two extremes. They are known
to b. a people of great wealth, a people who are surprising
all beholders at the prodigious strides they are making.
The great thing to be considered is this, that in South
America they have little or no manufactures. That coun-
try is low and level chiefiy, and affords no water power.
Then, again, cOaI is one of the motive powers of the day,
and that they -are absolutely without. Their supply of
coal at present comes from Great Britain, chiefly from
Cardiff in Wales. That coal when it leaves Cardiff costo 11a.
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sterling a ton, andis carried at fraight rat esarying from 20s
to 27s. 6d. per ton, and that coal when delivered realises too
high a price to be used in arte-and manufactures. Canada
has a right to look in that direction for a trade with
that people. Again, they bave none of the products
grown in Canadian forests. They have neither pine nor
spruce, and, if I am correctly informed, those cities, even
the cities of the Argentine reptiblic, consume perhaps one
hundred millions of lumber of the northern temperate clime,
and, strange to say, those one hundred millions of lumber
are supplied from our two neighboring States, Maine and
Massachusetts, and when their supply is short they come
into Canada and obtain here what they require to carry on
that trade. It is strange that we must sit idly by while this
trade goes into the hands, and is kept under the control, of
our American neighbors. I say there is a real meaning
when you speak of exchanging natural products, or obtain-
ing a national market in regard to South America. Here
are the two extremes. There is a land of perpetual sum-
mer, where the tall pal metto waves; here we are the land
of the pine and the maple ; and, if there is any mean-
ing to be given to the words, ,exchange of natural
products," I think hon. gentlemen opposite will see
that the meaning bas great force as regards trade be-
tween these two countries. While I am dwelling on
this rmatter I will speak of a movement on foot in
the city of St. John with a view to secure and encourage
trade as between Canada and the countries of South
America; I should not say St. John alone, because I find
the other Provinces of the Dominion are identified with it,
and with commendable zeal they have undertaken to drive
the enquiry to the very bottom. The Givernment have
been approached on this matter, and I am gratified to say
that they too bave taken the matter under consideration,
and have appointed a commissioner to visit those countries
and make a report. I trnst that report will be a favorable
one. I trust that, on a future day, we shall see.the pro-
ducts of Canadian forests being carried to the countries of
South America. I trust we shall sec the products of the
mines of Nova Sootia taking the place of the prodeuctseof
the mines of Great Britain, and it will be a gratifying thing
to see trade, which is untold in its votume, carried on in
this way. When we take a further view of it we find that
hon. gentlemen opposite in dealing with this matter appear
to take great satisfaction in speaking in a doubtful
way respecting Canada generally. The subject is
one that enables them to reach the highest alti-
tude of liberal statesmanship in runnigg down and
belittling Canada. They appear to reach their great-
est height in dealing with this subject, and they appear
to enjoy the privilege of making unfair comparisons
between Canada and the great United $tates of Ameriea.
They are not content to compare Canada with Australia,
New Zealand, or New South Wales, or some other colony
that is doing just what Canada is doing, that is, trying to
opon up and develop its resources, making great experdi-
tures in view of the large territory ithas to deal with in
order. to develop the country and make it attractive, and
drawing the population of Europe by immigration here to
fill up the country. This is what we have been doing, this
is what the colonies have been doing; and if you make
a comparison with those colonies you will find that Canada
outrivals them all, that Canada to-day is the mostfavored
of all British colonial possessions. But they are not satis-
fied with that-Uùited States alone is the subject of com-
parison. It is unfair, it is unjust and ungenerous that you
should compare Canada with the great United S;ates.
They have had privileges that no other coaatry under
the sun ever enjoyed. They have had the weahih
of forest and field in an abundance that is most
marvelloue. They have had in addition to this a
wealth of mine and mineral that surpasses ail records
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of the world. They have had the wealth of hills
and mountains that were fairly blasted with silver and
gold, and they have had the wealth of river and stream
whose yellow sands when sifted enabted them to build up
cities by magie, and furnish them with ail the grand em-
bellishments of art and science. In addition to that, they
have been drawing from their western prairies the strength
of the virgin soil and transporting it as rapidly as postible
in order to convert it into cash. Some time, if reports be
true, they might as well have taken the acres and shipped
them away, as they were drawing the very strongth from
them by tilling large areas with ail modern means and ap-
pliances, and gathering great cropi of grain year after
year, until the land is no longer productive, and if reports
be true, the very best areas of the United States havo been
turned into ready cash; and in this way the country is
rolling full of money, which fact no one denies, but ail
readily admit. It is unfair to compavro the savings banks
and monetary institutions of the United States with
similar institutions in Canada. We have haâd none of those
advantages. On the other hand, we have the natural ad-
vantages of wbich I have spoken. We have our
fertile soil and good climate, we have a, iodutrious peoplo
who are willing and are determired to make of Canada
ail that can be expected or eau ho asked for. I say that
a person coming with such an argument, in thnt way aots
unfairly against Canada, I corisider it a damaging state-
nient to go abroad to the people, who hear and must every
day read the remarks that are boing made. Tako the effect
of this when it is placed before the uninit'ated mind. Tako
it and place it before the farmo:'s son. Ho may b, content
with bis surroundings, ho may bo content with the farm
and the homestead life, but you preach to him and tell him
that the land is fit to starve him to death ; tell him that it
is in fact no lite for him to lead, give him to understand
that there are more prospects to the westward, teli him
that there are colosial fortunes to be made there and do not
tell him the real truth, do not tell him that the laborer in
the United States is not better off than ho is in Canada,
but paint such a picture, and ho becomes discouraged under
those strange arguments. It is a disposition in ail
the human family to be somewhat dissatisfied with their
lots, and most minds are susceptible to it. You can
even convince a man that ho is sick, for if a number
of persons tell him ho is sick ha may yield to their
persuasion. So the human family is constituted. So they
receive the damagingpropositions, and so the mind becomes
imbued with a false idea. Those damaging assertions are
made against Canada only for the purpose of bringing cer-
tain people prominently to the front, and of creating discon-
tent in the minds of the Canadian people. In order that
they may gain something, those damaging assertions are
made by certain gentlemen, to get the public mind inter-
ested inthe matter. They think they may gain something
if they can make a disturbance in the minds of the people
of Canada. Now, Sir, to come right down to the matter
before us and to deal with the question that is now before
the House in its closer sense, 1 would like to take hold of
the remarks which I first heard made by the hon. member
for Queen'., P. E. . (Mr. Davies). That hon. gentleman
made the charge against the present Administration, that
when protection was first introduced, or, as he said, when it
was " first preached " to the people of the Maritime
Provinces, it was not introduced or it was not
preached to them as a remedy for their troubles,
for it was introduced to them as a remedy whieh would
bring about a return of the old Reciproeity Treaty or some1
treaty of commerce between ourselves and the people of the
United States. The hon. member for Queen's P E.[. (Mr.
Davies) dwelt most heavily upon this point, and his worthyj
coleague there appeared to endorse very strongly what ho
said. The substaece of what ho said wa that the peoplel
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of the Maritime Provinces were cheated by this deiusion,
and carried away by the hope that it was going te bring
back to them reeiprocity with the United States. Now,
Sir, the hon. member spoke for Prince Edward Island, and
I will undertake to speak on bebaf of New Brunswick.
When the policy of' protection was first introduced in the
Maritime Provinces, Sir Leonard Titley, a statesman who
occupies the highest respect from friend and foe alike, was
about the first I heard spoak on ithe subjeot. Ie and sev-
oral worthy members of our party openoJ the subject in the
city of St. John, and what I understool from them waa,
substantially, that they laid before the people the fat that,
located as we were alongside the people of the great United
States of America, who, in consequonce of some itl-f4eing
towards Great Britain arising ont of the late rebellion,
had abrogated the Troaty of Commerce, and had put
up a wall against us and our trade relations, by which they
should tako chargo cf us and ouir markets, and by which
they wero taking away our raw material and sending back
marufactured gonds. Those gontlmen pointel out that it
wasi absolutely necesary that sonething should bc donc to
turn the tide of affairs and I am pleased to say, Sir, that the
peopIe of St. John and the people ofNow Brunswick readily
undorstood their meaning at, the timo and bocame deeply
interested in the question Thoy knew that somothing was
wrongand thoy could sec that the country was being wasted
in its youth, and thmat the peoplo were boing impoverished
in the midst of groat natu rai abundane which only awaited
developnent. Tho olicy was laid before us in that way.
Shortly after that I reellect that the hon. momber for
South Oxford (Sir Richard (Cartwright) visited the city of
St. John, and I lookod very anxiously for his coming. I
was deuply interested and anxious t asec and hear him, for
up te that time I had never seun a live English knight.
Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman spoke to us in the St. John's
skating rink, I think, and ho dwelt the greater part of hie
time on the Pacifie Scandal, and thon for an hour or two ho
told us what he had done for the country-and what ho
would do for the country. The people gave him a patient
hearing and I think they made up thoir minds that
ho had done enough for bis country and they ought
te giv'e him a rest. At ail events, they acted
upion that principle. Among other thiîngs Sir Leonard
Tilley taught us te believe was that by the adoption of this
policy of commercial indopendonce, or evon of retaliation
if you like to call it so, that we would be able to show our
American neighbors that we could take care of ourselves,
that we could live in defiance of the wall whioh lthey put
up against us, that Canada had rights which ihe knew and
was ready to protect, that the effect of the National Policy
would bo to bring the American people to a clear under.
standing of what our rights were, and that if they would
no longer deal with us in that way, we could live indopen-
dent of them. I am proud te say, Sir, and to see that the
prophecies and promises made respecting that policy were
truly made, and that they never bad the appearance. f b.o
ing more literally verified than they are to-day. Sa*uly
the signs of the present times show it. Why are the,
American people intereste uin us to-day more than they
were at that date ? If you recolloct aright, at that time
they laughed at our inability. They laughed at the ides of
our independence, and they propbecied that thay would
drive as into annexation. That was the kind of talle whieh
prevailcd at that time. Why is it now that the Butter-
worths, the Morrims', the HBits, the Wimans and other poli-
tical economists are trying to draw us from our attitude
to day ? Why is the attitude of the United States Con.
gress liberal towards us ? Do you tbink it i because they
wish te help us or benefit Canada? No, Sir, they see we
are abie t mair tain the attitude that we have taken, that
we are able te take oare of ourselves under the protective
system, and that we could really live independent of them.
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Hon. gentlemen opposite claim that the American people
are now ready to make overtures to us. There must be
some reason for that; and I say that we are driven to the
conclusion that it is in consequence of the adoption of the
National Policy, which had far more efficacy in bringing
that state of things about than any servile prayer for ad-
mission to their trade would have had. When you look at
the matter fairly, I think you will qgree with me that no
set of mon could have had deeper forethought or
greater wisdom in handling the affairs of a nation than
the hon, leader of this House and his worthy colleagues,
when they prepared that policy of commercial independence
for the Dominion of Canada, and applied it to the country in
the firm manner they did. Hon. gentlemen may assert that
they acted from a different motive than the welfare of
the country, and I have heard it asserted, on the plat-
form, that they did it in order to draw from the
people a large revenue which they might squander
in all sorts of spendthrift profusion and extrava-
gance. But I have confidence that they had higher aims
and nobler ambitions than that-that they were working
for the true interests of their country; and 1 think the re-
sults to-day prove it. If, to-day, there is an approach by
the people of the United States, it is in consequence of the
firm attitude that has been taken and maintained down to
the present day. The people of the Dominion of Canada
may well congratulate themselves on having sustained the
National Policy three times, and they may well be proud
of the statesmen who inaugurated that policy and showed to
the world that they were able to take care of Canada in
every exigency. Now, I wish to reply for a few moments
to the hion. member for the city of St. John (Mr. Ellis) who
made the last address on this subject. That hon. gentleman
undertook to set forth the deplorable state of affairs in the
Province of New Brunswick, and with an array of figures
that lasted nearly two hours he applied himself to the task
of showing that there ha been a decline in our trade and
prosperity. I do not intend to occupy your time with a
like array of figures; lite is too short for that
kind of business. I think we are here to deal simply
with the causes of the decline, and to supply a
remedy if we can, and having done that, we shall have
done our duty. Now, my business career is short, but by
experience and observation I claim to have acquired some
knowledge of the causes of the decline, and I shall saow
you that the National Policy is not to blame for a single
dollar of the loss which he has shown to have occurred in
the Province of New Brunswick. He bas stated that
lumber and shipping are our chief industries, and I agree
with him. The manufacture and export of spruce deals to
the English market and to the Mediterranean ports in the
early days yielded great profits. My recollection runs
back ten or twelve years, during which time I have been
about the city of St. John. When i first went there, I saw
and handled deals for which $11 per 1,000 superficial feet
was paid. Time went on, and prices began to decline ;
the English market failed; the Baltic trade sprang up, and
from that.the English were able to obtain deals at a lower
price than they were paying us. Therefore prices
gradually declined to $9, $8, and I believe as low as 87 and
87.50. Since the National Policy came into effect it is very
rarely that we have seen spruce deals sold above
88 or $9 per 1,000-the average, I think, would be $8. Be-
fore the National Policy was introduced, our forests were
largely depleted, and the lumberman to-day bas not only a
reduced price to contend with, but he cannot get his lum-
ber with the same facilities as he could when the primeval
forests were there in their original grandeur. The forests
have been cut away, and le has to go farther and get
inferior lumber to what he did ton or twelve years ago ; he
has to contend with a reduction of 25 per cent. in the price,
he bas to pay increased stumpage; and all these things
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have had a tendency to dry up the lumber trade, and hence
the volume of the trade of the Province, and to dry up the
statistics my hon. friend handled. Is the National Policy
to blame for that? Were you told that the National Policy
was intended to keep up the English market ? Could the
National Policy affect a market in the ports of the Medi-
terranean ? It is with regret that we have seen the lumber
industry become a waning industry; we had some years
ago a large trade in pine and birch timber, which brought
remunerative prices on the other side of the
Atlantic. This timber was required to be ont
square, and to be sound and good timber. But the
forests have been cut away, and there has been a large
decline in the supply, and along with that the prices have
declined. Then, again, up to the time of the National
Policy, we did a considerable trade in box pine for the
West India Islands, to be used for boxes required in the
sugar trade. That trade lasted up to, perhaps, nine or ton
years ago and then it suddenly dropped. The means of
transportation were entirely changed, the timber was gone,
and there was no demand. Ten or twelve years ago, ail
the mills surrounding the harbor of St. John, as soon as
they shut down on the production of spruce lumber, would
begin to be occupied in sawing lumber for sugar boxes. A
fleet of vessels carried the boxes to the West India Islands,
where they would load with sugar and carry it in other di-
rections. Had the National Policy anything to do with the
loss of that trade ? If you had had unrestricted reciprocity,
could it have prolonged that trade any longer? Ie
states that the shipping industry is an industry of the
past, but no blame can be attached to the National Policy
for the decline in that respect. When I first went to the
city of St. John, every place where a ship-yard could be
established was a hive of industry. A large number of
wooden ships were being built, and an immense number of
men employed every day in the year; but since then the
iron vessels have ousted the wooden ones from the trade,
and the shipbuilding industry has received a blow from
which it will probably never recover. I remember when, at
times, two ships would be on the stocks at once, and when
in one year, as in 1873, from 120,000 to 150,000 tons of
shipping would be added to the shipping list of Canada.
Again, the ships were largely owned at the port of St.
John, which was, at that time, ranked as the fourth
port in the Empire for the ownership of ships; and
go where you would throughoat the world, yon would
see "St. John, N.B.," written on the bows of num-
erous ships. It was almost impossible to visit any ship.
ping ports in the world without seeing in its waters
a number of St. John vessels, but that trade has been de-
stroyed almost entirely by the increase in the number of
iron ships, which, having taken the place of the wooden
vessels, have dealt the finishing blow to the shipbuilding
industry. But surely it will not be contended that the
National Policy can be blamed for this state of affairs.
The hon. gentleman takes great delight in dwelling on the
reduced condition of the city of St. John. Instead of
sympathising with lier in lier misfortunes, he seems to
gloat over them. But when we consider the great losses that
St. John bas sustained, when we consider the great indus-
try that has been swept away from iher, when we consider
the immense revenues which flowed from the large fleet of
ships that formerly frequented her harbor into the hands
of her ship owners, but which now have become a thing of
the past; when we consider the destruction that took place
on June 20, 1877, when the entire city was swept away by
a terrible conflagration which left hardly anything stand-
ing but a few desolate walls to mark the resting-place of
that once fine city, it should be, not a matter for condolence,
but rather a matter for congratulation that she should have
sprung up as she has, like the phonix from its
ashes, and should occupy the position she does
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to-day despite all her reverses. Instead of show.
ing that, despite ber great losses, St. John is able to
hold her own to-day, the hon. gentleman endeavors
to depict her condition to make ont the worst he eau out
of ber condition. He is obliged to confes, however, that
despite all his wailings, St. John is still able to hold her
own, and in admitting that, he admits a great deal. Again,
the city of St. John, I may say, had another stroke of dis
aster on the 22nd February, 1887, a political stroke as
blighting almost as the flames of the great conflagration.
Will the hon, gentleman undertake toitell me that St. John
would bave recovered, as she ias to.day, in a great degree
from her reverses, had it not been for the National Policy ?
Can he in any way point out a single fault that can be
found with the National Policy ? Could the shipping
trade have been in any way affected by the abolition of
the National Policy ? If it could, the bon. gentleman
would not have failed to tell us how and in what manner
the National Policy bas worked to our detriment, but he
confined himself to pointing out that St. John is in
a deplorable condition ; he contented himself with meroly
pointing out ber difficulties and misfortunes. He took
delight in taunting ber people with their poverty,
and was careful not to furnish a single shadow of an
excuse for that state of affairs, a state of affairs which, in-
stead of discussing fairly, he largely exaggerated. The hon.
gentleman ought not to eomplain, for ho bas been well pro-
vided for in that city. He bas been sent here as its repre.
sentative, and I think he has dcalt unjustly towards the city
of his birth, or adoption-I do not know which-and that it
deserved botter treatment at his hands. Did the hon. gen.
tieman assign any cause for the state of affairs ho depicted ?
No, ho was entirely silent on that point. He merely re.
cited all those calamities, and did not even go so far as to
say they were the result of the National Policy. He did
not say that if the National Policy had never been adopted
there would have been a different state of things. He did
not say that the National Policy is responsible for the
people of the United States abrogating the Reciprocity
Treaty. He would not go to that extent. Now, what
remedy does he propose ? Or does he propose any ? I
find him silent on that point, too. The bon. the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Mr. Foster), and, I think, the lon.
member for Westmoreland (ir. Wood), congratulated the
hon. gentleman upon his boldness and courage; they con-
gratulated him on showing that he had the courage of bis
convictions, and was prepared to give his remedy boldly and
openly in preference to the hon. gentleman who, they said,
really aontemplated annexation in diaguise. I thought,
when I heard those hon. gentlemen speaking, that they
really did not know their man, and that they would find
they were mistaken in him. I was confi lent we would not
have from that hon. gentleman a bold and outspoken state-
ment of what he considered the true remedy. Nor have
we had such a statement. The hon. gentleman
does not like honorable warfare; ho likes warfare
of a more quiet and concealed nature, and he
would not put himself on record by going the full
longth of his views, as the lon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries and the lon. mem ber for Westmoreland supposed
he would. It may be, however, that the hon. gentleman
has relented, and is not prepared to go so far as ho led us
to believe ho would. I hope he as relented; I hope he has
receded from the position he once took; I hope he is not
now disguising his real sentiments under a species of mock
loyalty; I hope and trust the hon. gentleman bas changed
his tactics. Surely the hon. gentleman would not like to
see aIl that is Canadian handed over to foreign
bande; surely his mind ias undergone a change;
surely patriotism and love of home and country are
not sti to him woxds without meaning; surely
the memory of England's care and England's love

for her patriot sons in all parts of the world bas awakened
in bis mind the slumbering recollections of his earlier man-
hood, and brought him to a nearer and clearer sense of
duty; surely the thonght of an alien ffag floating over
loyalists' graves has formed a barrier between him and the
darling scheme ho beld a 1ew months ago. I hope and
trust that a change bas come over the spirit of bis dreams;
I hope and trust the hon. gentleman is in a position to say
that ho bas relented and cast bis annexationist ideas to the
wind ; I hope and trust that the bon. member is hand
to hand in sentiment with true patriots. The hon. gentle-
man, through the medium of his prese, bas always taught
us to look to this part of Canada as our natural enemy; ho
bas taught us to look upon inter-provincial trade as a hum.
bug, and to cast our eyes towards the United States as our
great and only friend, as our only real friend, as the only
source from which wd have anything to hope. The bon.
gentleman might have explained, for ho is up bore among
Ontario gentlemen who are on the same side of politics
with him, and no doubt hold high hopes, and high
anticipations, and high aspirations as to Ontario.
But the hon.momber has always told us somothing difforent
through the medium of a mischievous pros. le bas
given us to understand, you are a weight and a burden,
and you are dragging us down to ruin. le might have
explained this, but ho did not se fit to do so. The hon.
gentleman and several others on that side of the House, I
have beard make mention of the industries that were in
existence. But they do not take the trouble to mention
such as were to be found in the city of St. John, sueh as
were sustained by the protecting care of the National Policy;
they do not mention that the population of St. John, largo
as it is now, is maintained and sustained by manufactures
which have taken the place of shipbuilding. This was not
very suddenly the result, but it was of slow growth. Many
other parts of the Dominion have grown up more rapidly,
but we have not stood sill. While i was on my way up here,
I asked a gentleman to give me some statistics of the indus.
tries which were going on in St. John, and ho did so, but,
unfortunately, I have dropped the statement. At all
events, ho showed, I think, that there were nearly or
quite 2,000 men employed in factories thore, in the
cotton factories and the iron works, and the car
establishments, in al[ those industries which are well
known to mon wli come from St. John. Those
industries have grown up, and are maintained under the
fostering care of the National Policy. Still bon.
gentlemen did not speak of thom, but they all did speak
of the factory of Mr. Alex'inder Gibson, and many of them
quoted the remarks made by Mr. Gibson. I am not aware,
and I scarcely believe, that Mr. Gibson ever made the
remarks attributed to him. However, I would not be
afraid to deal with the question, or to bear Mr. Gibson
express himsolf. Those hon, gentlemen speak as if ho
wanted an extended market. I only visitod bis factory
once in my life, and thon it appeared to me to be the pride
of Mr. Gibson to point out a lot of orders and to say, Icannot
begin to fill the orders, that is my trouble ; I do not have to
send out a runner, because t cannot fill the orders I hae,
and I believe, if I bad another factory like this, [could run
it. To take the reverse view of it and say that ho wanted
the market of the United States, appears extraordinary to
me. What reason or what argument is there why Mr.
Gibson, or any other man, should contend against the great
establishments of the United States ? We know that
cotton is a little lower in the United States than
in Canada; we know that they have an over-supply
of factories, that they have an over-supply of cotton which
they could throw on to this market, and make a profit.
The bon. gentleman knows very well that the 60,000,000
of people hospoke of as hie market are well supplied, and
there is a surplus in the United States which would come
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into Canada if tbe customs line were taken away. He
knows that ho would not point with pride to unfilled orders
hanging upon the wall if they had full swing in our
market. I have understood that Mr. Gibson has repudi-
ated the statement and declared that ho never made it, but,
if ho did make it, it has been the subject of his reconsidert-
tion. Now, we do not stand alone in this matter. When
these gentlemen introduced and inaugurated this policy of
protection for the industries of Canada, they could not have
been working on their imagination alone. They had the
experience and they had the precedents of other nations.
In fact, all the powerful and sagacions nations of the earth,
at some time in their political history, have been foroed to
do in self-defence just what Canada did when she adopted
the National Policy. This is no assertion of mine, it is a
matter of history. Bach of the powerful nations of the
earth atsome time have tried this policy. We know that
France, Germany, Austria, Prussia, Belgium, all these
great countries have seen fit to adopt a protective
system. For instance, we may take Germany. At
the time she commenced with ber protective system, if
statistics are to be believed, she imported 8240,000,000 of
manufactured goods from Great Britain more than sbe sent
back. Ton years afterwards she had entirely turned the
tables, and was sending to England upwards of $240,000,000
more than she brought back. That was the effect of the
adoption of that policy. In all these other countries, there
lias been unparalleled prosperity from the time they adopt-
ed their protective policy. They had wise and sagacious
men at the head of affairs, each considering what would be
best for his country, each taking up this system in turn,
and each going in that direction as far as the system could
be enforced. England alone, at the present time, of all
theEe great nations stands out as a frec-trade people ; but at
the time she commenced ber system of free trade, at the
time she admitted grain into ber ports free, although all
the world hailed it with delight as a step in the direction
of free trade, it was in reality a master-stroke in the
direction cf protection. At that time England was the
mannfacturing centre of the world, it was the workshop of
the world, Sir Robert Peel saw that, by encouraging ber
industries, ho could, as he desired, really make her
manufacturing supremacy complete. Alil ho had to
do was to give cheap breadstuffs to her people, and,
wbile ho was willing to sacrifice ber farmers, he
knew ho could draw a generous supply of breadstuffs from
the different parts of the world, from the prairies of the
United States, from the banks of the Nile, from the shores
of the Baltie, from the fields of Russia and of India; that
h. could obtain a more generous supply from those regions
than he could by trying te protect the farmers of Great
Britain, and he saw that it was really a master-stroke in
the way of maintaining the manufacturing supremacy of
Great Britain at that time to adopt the policy ho did.
That state of things continued for a time. England really
was the workshop of the world, and to a great extent she
has preserved that position, but at the same time she had
a full and complete supply of coal in unlimited quantity
and iron to an unlimited quantity, and she had workmen
and she lad everything but cheap bread, and it was Sir
Robert Peel's design to give her cheap bread and thus
maintain her manufacturing supremacy. Now, in
dealing with the subject of iron, I have hoard one
of the gentlemen opposite, from East Huron, I think,
deal with the question of iron, and I have hoard many
members on the Opposition side find fault with the price of
iron, and the additional duties which have been placed on
iron, and they always point to the great United States, and
to the flourishing condition of the iron industry in the
United States; but they do not take the record of the iron
industry in the United States in the past, but speak of it
as ittia to-day, just as it suits their argument. Why do
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they do not go back alittleoer-twenty year? If they
do, they will find that that indaury iu the United States
was then in a flatter condition than it is now in this
country. At that time steel rails were held at 8450 a ton
in Great Britain. The Bessemer gteel Worke had full con-
trol of that market Thon protection oomes in in the
United States, and, after that, the iron industries are-started
there. The English man-ufacturer sees-that it i. to be an
encroachment on his work, and he visite the, Auerican
market, and then down goes the price of steel rails fro-m
$150 to $130 a ton. But they had taken, the gripof this
matter i n the United States. They saw that to be coin-
pelled to pay from 8850 to $410 a ton for the, rails
when landed in New York wu going too far.
They found, as the hon. gentleman explainedlit, that they
had an abundance of coal, they had an abundunoe of iron,
almost an unlimited quantity, and there was no ressur why
it could not be manufactured if their industries were foster-
ed and encouraged, no reason why they could not manu-
facture as cheaply as Great Britain. Well, theprices came
tumbling down until they reached the historical figures of
$54. Perhaps the hon. gentlemen remember when steel
rails got down to $54, then there wau a great purchase made
for Canada. Hon. gentlemen did nt believe in protection
at that time, they did not consider that protection was at
work upon the industries of the United States, and that the
price of steel rails would come tumbling down through the
range of prices, leaving thom dangling in the air at 54.
They ought to recollect those figures. When hon, gentle-
men opposite deal with the iron industry, they ought to
deal with its history for a few years b ick, and not deal
with it as it is to-day. It seems to me that they must
know that iron is the very sinew of our modern eivilisation,
that no country which cannot supply its own iron on be
independent. It is needed in commeroe, it is needed in
war, it is needed everywhere. If I recollect aright, we
import $11,000,000 worth every year to carry on the
great public works of Canadaw In faoe of this fact,
the hon. member for Huron told us that we had
unlimited coal fields in Canada, that we had boundleus
fields of iron ore, and all the materials in the earth,
only waiting the magic touch of capital and enterprise
to drag them forth for the benefit of the people. Still,
they are unwilling ihat the industry should ba encour-
aged; they would rather see this country purchase
from a foreign country, and from this standpoint
they argue. I look at it from an entirely different stand-
point. If yon are going to-adopt a proteetive system, you
must adopt it in its entirety, and yon must apply it to all
the industries that need encouragement and protection.
The true principle of protection is toencourage every in-
dustry that needs protection, until it can stand;alone and
can compete with like industries in other oonnrtriee, or, in
other words, until it is able to take cure of itself. It ap-
pears to me to be right and consistent that the iron indus.
try of Oanadashould be-protected and fostered, and that it
will have the effeet of forcing into action the very powers
that are capableof making Canada an iron manufâoturing
country. Now, Sir, the question iW alSfioone that appeals
to our patriotism, somewhat, aswell as tomour material
interests. We bave a pride in telking of our Britishocen-
neetion, notwithstanding that the hon. member for South
Oxford tells that it is a flimsy hope. Hegivies osto-under-
stand that the day is rapidly approaching when some power
more potent than the arm of Britain will be needed tu
protect us from invading foes, and indeed, he warns us in a
quiet way that we had botter seek shoiter under the wing
of the great American Bagle. Well, Sir, that has not much
effect upon our minds in the Provinoe of New Binmawick.
I do not think it has much effect upon the minde-up bore
in this part of the Dominion. We have long had implicit
faith and con1dence in the powr of Greut Britain>and
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we arepmnd toveay tbahe ha always protected ber dom-
inions, and alwaya prottated ber subjeets. We do not
expect toliveotomeethe daywhnwe Shall have to learn
the bitter lesson that Britannia no longer rules the wave.
I ca tell the hon. member for 8oub Oxford that hie pre-
dietiondoes not afSat our minds in the least. He tell us
that afithe gret.powers of irope-France, Germany and
Austria-are in leage against Great Britain; still we are
willing to take oar lot and share with lier, and if ahe is not
able to protect her broad domains, then, Sir, we are willing
to go down with her expiring glories. This is our view
of it down in the Provinae of New Brunswick, and I think
it is really -the view of the hon. member himself, only
he wants te make an argument to suit hie own pur-
pose. Now, I want te deal with another industry,
one which is somewhat difficult for me te speak about, an
industry referred to in the amendment of the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Jone)-I refer te the shipping industries
of Canada. That amendment is somewhat artful, somew but
ingenions, and it would be folly for an individual like me
who clam tho beaquainted with the marine interests of
the country, to contend for one moment that the privileges
mentiontd in that amendment would not be a great boon te
the Maritime Provinoes. I admit that they would be a
great boon; I muât also admit that, comparatively speak-
ing, perhapa no member in this House would b more bon-
efited by suh a privilege than myself; no one would bail
with greater delight such a priviloge if it couid boeobtained
upon fair and equitable terms to the Dominion. The reasons
are obvions te any man who is acquainted with the ship-
ping industry. We know that te give Canadian coasters
the privilege of coasting along the American seaboard,
from Maine to Mexico, would be to enhance the value of
Canadian coasters 50 per cent., yes, perbaps 100 per cen ,.,
ut a single stroke. It would open a field Le Canadian
mariners where they could outdo our American neighbors.
Let it be remembered that the carrying of the ocean trade
of the word ia now a subject of keen competition. It is
a matter where combines sud monopoiies do not
reach, it is really a survival of the fittest and it is
only by energy, industry and a close application of the
rules of economy, that we can obtain success in prosecuting
the marine induetry. Now, Sir, Canadian shipe can under-
work and outdo the Arnerican ships-lower cost of con-
struction, lower wages, more economy exercied, and the
sterling qualities of courage, encrgy and hardihood so pro-
minent in the English sailor, and which have enabled Eng-
land to become the mistress of the sea, are still te be found
in ber Canadian sons, which would win in any race upon the
occan. But, Sir, we have got te look at this matter in the
face. Can this privilege b obtained ? I am of opinion
that it cannot be obtained, but even if it could bo obtained
upon the terms the o. gentlemen propose, I would say:
No, the price is too high. The matter comes home very
close to me in that respect. Many of you are
aware that every dollar I possess in the world is the resuit
of following that industry, and every dollar I posées@ is in-
volved in that. business. But, Sir, it I must declare between
my country and my property, I shall let the property go.
I bay it wuald bo botter that our coasting interests should
peria, it would be botter that our commerce in that direc-
tion should be driven from the seas, it would b better that
our ships sbould rot, than we should engage in an increased
trade in that direction at the fearful price te Canada that
hon. gentlemen opposite propose te pay. It is coming right
down te that with us. 1 expect to meet these statements.
I expect te again face my constituents, and to hear it
heralded on every platform that I stood in their light and
in the way of obtaining a reciprocity treaty or unreetricted
reciproeity. It will, no doubt, be heraded just as though
hon. gentlemen opposite held reciprocity in their hands,
and that voting for themnsud sustaining them would give

us reciprocity. Such is not the fact at aIl; that is the way
tbey desire it should go to the conntry, and, no doubt, they
will avail themselves of it; but I will give themi crodit if
thoy are able to persuade the people of my county that such is
th-) case. I think I eau show fairly and hone! ly what is the
true state of affairs. I can show them that tho proposition
of hon. gentlemen opposite would mean the destruction
of Canada. Experience bas proved beyond a doubt that
new industries oaD net combat with establishments thut
are cemented by time and raised by generous capital,
backed by credit, the resuit of long and continued sucuess,
and operated by a large number of skilled and experienced
woi kmon. It is impossiblo to expect it. They ask us at
a single stroko to do away with protection, they ask us at a
single stroko to open our markets to ail foreign fabriom, to
ail the merchandise of the world, tho result of which would
be that our stores and warehouses would be filled with
foreign faubrice at the price extinguishing our own manuf.
actures. This is the extent and true state of afairs, and
the carrying ont of suih a proposition would shako to its
very foundation every industry and every establishment
n1ow in operation in this Dominion, and we would soon bave
a repetition of tue scenes enacted in 1878 when the flies
were un the wheel. It would not b long before we would
get back to that position. It is unnecessary for me to
follow that line of argument further. I think hon. gentle-
men understand my views. I bolieve, I firmly bolieve, that
the time is coming when weshail have freor trado relations
with the people of the United States; but I take to ourselves
the credit of bringing about that reciprocity of trade
through the operation of the National Policy. That
alone can bring it. I can fuily underatand and ap-
pieciate any remarks made by hou. gentlemen from
different localities, partieularly froml rince Edward Island,
whose constituents suffer groat loss on many products that
go to the Uîited Siates by the high duty and tariff against
them. Ono of the hon. mem bers for Prince Edward
Island spoke more pai ticularty of p >tatoes. That is a low-
priced article, and when a duty is placed on it, I sympathise
with the farmers who bave to meet it; but I say there is
no advantage in the course the hon, gentlemen opposite are
taking with regard to our natural products. I say it is onfly
by bolding firmly, by adhering strictly to the principles
of our present policy, that wo shahl get reciproeity on f'Air
and equitable terrms to Canada; thon I would culin iL shojuld
be had, and i would faille toupport any AdmLinistration that
would not give us any roc procity on thoso oquitable terms.
Hon. gentlemen opposite perhups take that viow to a cer-
tain extent, pei haps they do not. Perhaps tbey are of the
opinion that ail that is necessary for us to do is to say to the
people of the United States that we are ready for unre-
stricted reciprocity or for any other kind of reciprocity,
and they would accept our offer. Bat Lhore is notbing to
load us to suppose that or to hope for that, and going to
them in that way, as bas been done repeatedly, wiil net
bring about the desired result. Thon 1 would ask each hon.
member who can deal with the question from this stand.
point to remember witb me that the but interests of our
country demandé that we should maintain ourselvesi in our
present condition until wo know we can get fuir and
reasonable terms from the people of the United States.
Remember that the best intorets of our country, the power
and glory of our country, depend entirely upon the pros.
perity, the intelligence and the inspiring hopes of the
peuple we are bere to represent and to govern. Thon, so
far as we can see, our duty lies in the direction of taking
care of our different industries, and if we love our country
we will stand by her industries and by the stateamen who
have made themr great.

Mr. MOiNCRIEFF. The question now before the Honte
is perhapi*D of thegreatest interst that ha been discussed
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since 1878. It would appear as if as many members would
discuse this question on the floor of Parliament as have dis-
oussed any other question since the date I have men-
tioned. I have the honor of representing a constituency
which forms a portion of the county of Lambton. The
hon. member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister) and my self
represent, I think I may say without being egotistical, one
of the finest counties in Canada, au opinion which the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie) I feel satisfied will
endorse, ae he will anything I may say in regard to the
prosperity and industry of the people of that county. In
addition to the farming community and its farming interests,
in addition to its fertile land, in addition to the intel-
ligenue of the people and the growing prosperity of its farm-
ers, it has in its centre one of the largest industrial interests
in this Dominion. That industry, the oil industry, came
into existence a littie over twenty years ago. Petrolia,
was, at that time I may say almost a solid bush. Now, so
rapidly has that place advanced, that to-day it has a popu-
lation of about 5,000 people. To-day, Sir, let us look at the
prospority which is taking place in that town, and we will
see that instead of the frame bouses built temporarily some
20 years ago we have now some of the finest buildings and
residences in that place that you will find in any other
prosperous town in the Dominion. We have now before the
flouse a choice of two resolutions. The one is unrestricted
reciprocity with the United States, irrespective of the
injury or the damage it may do to any of our prosperous
manufactories or other prosperous industries in our country.
The other one in amendment to that motion expresses our
desire to have reciprocity with the United States, clothed
with a protective clause which I think will meet with the
approval of this House by, perhaps, the largest majority
vote that this Government will obtain during this SeE-
sion. It will not only receive the very large support of
the respective members of the House, but I think that if
the question was to be referred to the people of Canada, a
still greater proportion would endorse the principles enun-
ciated in the amendment of the hon. the Minister of Marine.
While, Sir, adopting and approving of reciprocal trade with
the United States to a large extent this motion protects
our position in this country. Allow me to read it :

" That Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultivating
and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various industries and
interests of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and which has
since received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of the
people."

These, Mr. Speaker, would appear to be the questions before
the House. The arguments adduced in favor of the original
motion, if I mistake not, are these: First, that the deplor-
able condition of this country requires this radical change ;
and that, Sir, is perbaps the strongest ground that gentle-
men on the other side submit to this House as an
argument that we shoald have unrestricted reciprocal trade
with the United States. It is alo contended, as a second
argument, that free trade with the American market would
add to our wealth, would increase the industries that we
have in the country, and would increase the manufac-
turing and mining interests of this country, and
would more rapidly increase the population. It is stated
further, that it would aiso bring back to this country thou-
sands of Canadians who are to be found in the United States,
and who have lof t our Dominion ; and it is aleo contended
by those gentlemen opposite that all this could be obtained
without any increased expense to us, without even resort-
ing to direct taxation, and without tending to annexation.
I wish to take issue flatly with those gentlemen on the
other side on the arguments they have brought before
the House, and on which, so far, they have rested their
position. I wish, Sir, and I hope to be able to prove to this
House in my humble way beforo I sit down, that every
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argument they have used is untenable. I hope to be able
to prove to this House that the position taken by the Con-
servatives of this country is the true position, and the only
one that can be supported by facts. Now, Sir, as to the
argument that this country is in a deplorable condition,
that it requires this radical change. I shall say a few words.
It might be almost like cracking chestnuts if I attempted
to repeat the testimony given by members on this aide of
the House, and which testimony points clearly to the im.
provement and steady progress of this country. The hon.
leader of the Opposition, in the early part of his remarks
to this House, defended the main motion on the ground that
it would remove the agricultural depression which existe.
This was the position that he took. In addition to this the
hon. member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in referring to the
same matter says " that it was a cruel insult to the farmers
of Ontario to say that they were in a prosperous and con-
tented condition." Now, Sir, you have had the views of
hon. members and the testimony of the highest autho-
rities in the Province of Ontario on this question. You
have had quoted to you by the hon. member for
Pictou (Mr. Tupper) the remarks made by the hon. Mr.
Mowat, and also the remarks made by the hon. the Minister
of Education for this Province. It may be that the ex-
perience of those gentlemen who administer public affaire
in the Province of Ontario, has shown them the position of
that Province botter than it has to the gentlemen who are
opposed to us in this House, In addition, Sir, to the remarks
made by the hon. Minister of Education, and which this
House surely is bound to accept, in addition to the remarks
ho made that this country had advantages and was sur-
rounded by influences tending to make us a peaceful and
contented people-using the very language in the positive
that the hon, leader of the Opposition used in the negative,
and using the very language in the positive that the hon.
the member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) used in the neg-
ative-I will quote, Sir, another expression of this gentleman
(the Hon. Mr. Ross) whicli I do not think was quoted on a
previous occasion. He says, Sir:

I Our prosperity must have impressed him-"

This was addressed to the Hon. Mr. Chamberlain-
"land I hope he will speak of it when he returns to our friends in the
mother country."

Gentlemen on the opposite side of the House will
have to accept one of two positions. They must either
apologise to the hon. the Minister of Education for the
Province of Ontario for their ignorance in speaking of the
farmers of Ontario, or else they will have to put up their
hands to him and say: " Never mind, we were only talking
' buncombe' in the House of Parliament." I think, Sir,
that I shall leave the hon. gentlemen on the other side to
fight out this matter with the Hon. Mr. Mowat and the Hon.
the Minister of Education, and not take up time any fur
ther on this point. Now, Sir, I shall refer to the position
often referred to before in this debate which Canada occu-
pies at the present time. Her progrese to-day and the
growth of her industries, as hon. gentlemen in this House
know, whether they are willing to acknowledge it or not,
are dependent on the resolutions of 1878, These resolu-
tions having been carried into effect, have had the results of
what protection in any young country will do, of fostering
the industries of the country, of increasing its manufactures
and furnishing a home market for the farners of the country
and thus improve their condition. I regret to say that the
hon. the late leader of the Opposition is absent from the
House, but I will quote to you what the hon. gentleman said
previous to the last election:

"I freely acknowledge that the situation had been changed even by
1882, and I have as freely acknowledged that it has been changed more
since 1882, and that many things then possible are nov absolutely
Impossible."
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Now, Sir, he was then speaking against any interférence
with the tariff or in any way returning to the position
that the country had been in prior to 1878.

"l And that a more permanent structure bas been raised, some may
think it for good, some may think it evil, but so it is. What an absurdity
it would be not to recognise existing facts, not to avail ourselves fully
and freely with frank and unpriejudiced minds of aIl the knowledge and
aIl the experience which has been accumulated, not to direct our
course bythe light so to be gained"

There, Sir, was the acknowledgment of that gentleman
that having had the experience of this country since 1878,
ho said, as his owa lai guage tells us, that it would bo wrong
now inot to direct our course by the light that we had
gained. What was the result of that ? The result of the
adoption by him of the policy set forth in that speech is
that many a Reformer to-day sits in this House who would
otberwise never have been here, The hon. gentleman said:

" I have alwaye recognised the great importance of stability in tariffd.
It is one of the most material things "
It is only a few months since that language was used by
that hon. gentleman, and it is only a fow months since the
Reformers who now occupy seats on the other side of the
IHouse were elected on the strength of tho hon. gentleman's
words. But to-day we find them, in the absence of the hon,
gentleman, who I believe is in Italy, springing upon this
iuse a motion for unre.tricted rociprocity or commercial
union with the United States, or whatevor you lhke to call
it. Surely that cannot be done with the sanction of that
hoan. gentleman. I hope, Sir, his absence is not dependent
on this resolution being pased or refused by this Hiouse. I
hopo his abs"ncc will not be delaved a momont on ancount
of this discum-ion. To me, a very young politician iidocd,
it seems that when a radical ch tango of this kind is proposed,
this House should remember that the principle of protection
which was subrnitted fairly and honetly to thu people of
Catuada, in three cietiois, was l at approved by the people
only some thirteen inonths a)o; anI on that principle the
majority of the members of this Ilouse ow hold their seats.
Therefore it appears to me that it woul i be monstrous
for any member of this Ioase to vote for
this resolution of unrestricted roipreity with the
United States without at least havinLr bad the
sanction of hi-. c<nrituent. Before a y Lgtntlemn votes
f .r it, I think his dut Ai olld first bo tr, ign hs seat, go
to his constituents and tii them: Ther(e is the issue, I want
you to send me to Parliarnen' upo-i it. If hon. gentlemen
opposite are prepared to take that coarse, I shall regret,
ater the election, the aboence of a numbor of familiar faces
that I see opposite me now. Sir, on account of tbe very large
vote of the farming population of this country, bon. gentle-
men opposite have tried to awaken the prejudices of the
farmers as much as possible. Now, Sir, what is the best
policy for the farmers ? Hon. gentlemen opposite may say
that I do not know anything about them; but I think I
have had as much communication with farmers as many
hon. gentlemen opuosite. I say tbat any policy havirg the
effect of increasing the demand for farm products must be
ot benefit to the farmers; and, not to waste more time on
that subject, because it bas already been fully discussed, I
would just like to read three lines written by Robert Ellis
'1hompson, the great political economist of the United States,
a genleman who stands so high that ho bas been invited to
lecture on political economy in the Harvard University.
Upon that question ho says:

" The pulicy which increases the number of those who are not en-
gaged in farrning, but must live on its productesand pay for them, is
that which secures for the farmer the beEt and stealiest remuneration."

Now, Sir, that policy was adopted by the hon, leader o;
this Hîouse, and bas it resulted in benefit to the fat-mer ?
Let me refer to a few statisties showing the quantities of
breadstuffs imported into this country under the policy
which existed from 1874 to 1878, and under the National

Policy from 1882 to 1886, and we shall see at a glanoe
whether that policy has been of benefit to the farmers of
this country or not. From 1874 to 1878 we imported
breadstuffs to the enormous value of 867,692,000; from
1882 to 1886, with the protective tariff stemming back the
flood of produce from the American market, the whole
amount that bas been permitted to come to this oeuntry to
compote with the produce of the Canadian farmer, has been
only $18,556,000 worth. $50,000,000 worth of breadstuffs
have been excluded under the National Policy during those
last tive years, which would otherwise bave come in to
displace the produce of the Canadian farmer. Sir,
that is surely not an evidence of ruin or desolation in
Canada, but the very reverse. But while hon. gentlemen
are wailing over the discontent of the farmers have they
any idea of the condition of the farmers in other countries ?
Have they any idea that while we in Canada are enjoying
prosperity, other countries are in the condition which tbey
have improperly attributed to Canada. I find a r3port in a
Scotch newspaper, of the Teviotdale Farmers' Club, stat-
ing that agriculture in Seotland is in a deplorable cond-
tion, that they have looked from year to year for an im-
provement in that interest, but without avail, and that now
there appears to be no brighter prospect for the future, and
thero was no word of encouragement that could be offered
to the farmers of Scotland at the present time. So that
you find that your language is more applicable to other
countries than to our own. Now, the result of our protec-
tion, as . have said, and 1 believe the statement cannot be
contradicted, is, that it fosters the industries of the country,
by increasing the demand for labor and creating among
ourselves a variety of industrial functions. This same
writer, to whom 1 bave referred, Mr. Thomson, on page
362, says in reference to protection:

" It creates a variety of industrial functions within the nation, and
fosters the most rapid and continuai interchange of services betwoon
persons thus differentiated. It promotes associations between mombers
of a same nation by producing variety in their employmentu; while freu
trade between more or les sadvanced nations always bas restilted la
the destruction of association among the people of the leus advanced, and
in a reduction to a monotony of occupation."

The United States have seen the folly of free trade, and
Mr. Thommon, at page 358, refers to the development of the
industries of the Statos, under its protective tariff, in these
words :

"I t is admitted on aIl bands that the effect of our present protective
tariff bas been an extraordinary development of our manufacturing
industries, and a rapid advance towards a period when we shall be
altogether independent of the rest of the worid, as regarda ail the great
staples which are capable of economital production on American soil."

Now, that is just the goal towards which we are steering in
Canada to-day. And in time, economie writers will be
able to use, with regard to Canada, the sume language as
Mr. Thomson bas used in reference to the States. Now, it
is stated by hon. gentlemen opposite that all they propose
to do by their policy may be done without having to
resort to direct taxation, and the bon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), speaking of the amount of money
we would require to economise, said that we would not be
in a worse position than that in which we are to day. He
said:

"It is possible to reduce our expenses by the entire loa that we would
sustain from the American dutios. We could reduce our expeuses
$7,000,000 with advantage."

Now, I understand, it is conceded in this House that the
loss to the revenue of ibis country would be about 87,000,-
000 upon American imports, baaed upon the returns of Jast
year. I maintain, however, that if we had free trade or
reciprocity with the Unite-I States, the amotunt that would
be eut off f rom our revenue would far exceed $7,000,000.
I do not think I would be far astray in saying that it
would be nearer $17,000,0JO than 87,000,000, and my
reasons are these.: Hon. gentlemen opposite say that our
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loss would be 87,000,000, because that is the amount of
duties we collected on imports from the United States last
year; but the gentlemen who have been arguing in favor
of unrestricted reciprocity and commercial union on the
other side, have told the Americans there-and I believe
their argument was a good one-as an inducement to carry
ont this policy, that it would double, if not quadruple, the
trade between the United States and Canada. They
contend that the Americans would furnish the Canadians
with more cotton and machinery and with an additional
quantity of every item upon which our tariff to-day
imposes a tax of $7,000,000. What would the result be,
we cannot use any more goods in the country; we have
quite enough for our wants. It is therefore undeniable that,
with a tariff ruling against all other countries but the
United States, the result must be that American goods
will crowd ont goods from Great Britain and Germany and
other countries in the world, and thus deprive us of one-half,
if not three-quarters, of the revenue at present obtained from
our Oustoms tariff on imports from those countries. Let me
tell you, Sir, what is the amount of dutiable goods received
by us: the total imports of dutiable goods into this country
last year were $105,639,000, of which we got from the United
States, $45,107,000; from Great Britain, $44,962,000, and
from other places the balance, about $15,500,000. From
the United States, as I have said, we imported of dutiable
goods $45,107,000 worth, and from other places, including
Great Britain, $60,535,000 worth. Well, if the Americans
were to bring into this country double what they *bring
now, we would only have about $15,000,000 or $20,000,000
worth of goods coming into this country from all the rest of
the world, upon which the Minister of Customi could lay
his tax. What would the result of that be ? The result
would be inevitably just what those hon. gentlemen say
will not take place: we would be compelled to raise our
revenue by direct taxation. Are the people prepared to
have direct taxation ? I am sure this louse will show by
an overwhelming majority that we are not, and I am sare,
if the hon. gentlemen opposite would go to the country on
a policy of direct taxation, they would be met with the
most ignominous defeat that they have yet received.
I have here language in reference to direct taxation,
which the hon. gentleman who formerly led the Oppo-
sition and who is now in Italy, used in January last
Re said: IThe great bulk of our taxes come, and mutst
come, from taxation. What are our sources of taxation ?
Direct taxation is at this time out of the question." That
hon. gentleman was, therefore, as fully impressed as we are
to-day with the conviction that direct taxation is entirely
ont of the question. " The reasons," he said, " I need not
discuss; the advantages and disadvantages I need not re.
view. We are dealing with practical conditions, and no
one suggests direct taxation as practicable." I think I have
established that under the most economical system that
could be devised, under a system that I would almost be
willing the leader of the Opposition should suggest to this
side of the House, it would be impossible to so control the
finanoes of the country that we would not fall short1
$10,000,000 or $12,000,000, which would have to be raised
by direct taxation. So much for direct taxation. A
number of hon. gentlemen have talked about the senti-
mental view. So far, I have only dealt with the
question in a business light; but I have sentiments just
as other gentlemen in this House, and I should not like
to enter into any trade arrangements that would have
the effect of tending to sever, ut any time, our conneetion
with the mother country, and I think that statement meets
the hearty approval of every member of this flouse. If
there is any hon. gentleman who does not approve of it, he
had better retire and ask hie constituents whether his views'
and theirs are in harmony. Now, dealing with this ques-
tion of annexation to the United States. Would unre-
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etricted reciprocity tend towards annexation with the
United States? I feel I am correct in stating that it
would. My naked statement certainly will not convince
hon. gentlemen on the other side, but I think I shall
prove to them, out of their own mouth, out of the
columns o their own newspapers, and out of the mouths
of their own supporters, that the result of unrestricted
reciprocity or commercial union will unquestionably
tend, sooner or later, towards a political union of the
two countries. I now read from the Globe of August lst,
1887, the organ, I suppose, of hon. gentlemen opposite-at
least, I do not think they will repudiate it as being their
organ. The Globe says:

'' Unrestricted reciprocity without a customs union is the unattainable
best. "

That is, that they consider that unrestricted reciprocity
without a customs union is the best for this country.

'' With a customs union, it would be very good, and that we can pro-
bably obtain. Te refuse unrestriated reciprocity because it happens to
involve commercial union wouid be like refusing a business worth a
million a year because to take it would necessitate the abandonment of
a trade worth ten thousand. "
Now, what does this mean ? It simply means that
unrestricted reciprocity means commercial union, and,
having defined that so far, I think I shall be able to
prove to you more clearly that commercial union means
annexation. Now, gentlemen on the other side, thongh they
do not have their friend Professor Goldwin Smith on the
floor of the House to advocate their views. still advocate
views very much like his, and they seem to be taking their
cue from him and the Wiman combination. On the
27th August last, speaking in Detroit, Mr. Goldwin Smith
said:

''I believe that annexation would be best for both countries. I
believe it is bound te come. It was not possible in this era of civilisa-
tion to keep apart two peoples so much alike as these. Their manifest
destin was te cone together, and commercial union was but a stop,
though a large step te that end."1

Do I prove it out of his mouth ? Let me also refer to some
gentlemen who are members of this House, and sec whether
their views are the same as those of this gentleman. Profee-
sor Smith expresses almost a desire for annexation, but I
believe the member in this House to whom I refer will not
for a moment endorse the sentiments of Professor Goldwin
Smith in this regard. I believe be is too loyal to do that,
and I feel sure that there is not a taint of annexation about
him. I refer to the hon. member for West Lambton (Màr.
Lister). Still, I want to quote his words in reply to an
interviewer who had an interview with him in the town of
Sarnia, last summer. The interviewer says:

" Will not union develop the annexation sentiment ?"
What is his answer, as far es the newspaper gives it ? I
was not there, but I have never heard it contradicted, and
it is published in his own newspaper, the Sarnia Observer.
He says:

" Annexation is the natural outgrowth of union, and. If we had that,
annexation would probably follow ultimately.'

I think I have convinced you of two things, that unre-
stricted reciprocity is only an underhand name for commer-
cial union, and that commercial union in this country
means annexation ultimately, as the hon. member for West
Lambton and Professor Smith say. Having answered, I
think, perhaps not to the satisfaction of all hon. gentlemen
in this flouse, but according to my own opinions, these ques-
tions, I think we may fairly sum up by considering what
would be the result of this union if it were to be brought
about. What would be the result to this country if we had this
unrestricted reciprocity, by any name you choose to give it ?
I listened with great pleasure indeed to the remarks of the
hon. gentleman from Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran). He
seemed to grasp the key of the situation. He dealt with
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it in a masterly manner, showing the effect that commercial
union or unrestricted free trade had had in foreign countries
where it had been adopted, the effect it bas had upon nations
in the past, and that is one way in which we would b able
to judge as to the result of this proposed commercial union
upon our own country, My own impression is that the
United States would be constantly underseiling us Cana-
dians, that manufacturers in this country would suffer
from day to day, that the large surplus manufactured on
the other side, which used to be brought in here as a
slaughter market under the 17 per cent. tariff, would con-
tinue to be brought into this country but in larger quantities
than ever, that it would oust our manufacturers from the
trade they have already made for themselves. Such would
have the inevitable result of destroying the growth of
capital in the country. The one certainly follows the other.
If you destroy the manufacturing interest in this country,
yon destroy one of the great means of increasing capital and
making wealth. If you adopt the motion of the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), you will
destroy many an industry in this country, and the variety
of industries in Canada will be lessened. That will be the
inevitable result. Some industries of a weaker class than
others which have grown to be strong under this policy,
would be wiped out, and in a short time the remaining in-
dustries of this country would be probably counted on your
fingers. I think alIso that the result of this resolution
would be to cause the productive powers of Canada to
steadily decline, capital having been drawn out and the
means of accumulating wealth having been taken away,
before very long we would find this country in the
condition in which the hon. gentleman fron Contre
Montreal (Mr. Curran) described the industrial manufac-
tures of Ireland to be in. Now, Sir, this political econo-
mist, Mr. Thomson, has also very decided views upon this
question. The House will pardon me if I read what he
says upon the effect of froe trade union betwoon two nations,
not between two nations of equal weight, of equal capital,
of equal resources, but a free trade union between a wealthy
nation and a nation that is not in as good circumstances.

ere is what he says:
" But this is by no means the actual state, even of the nations called

civilied."
That is, they are not on an equal footing.

'' No two nations have reached the same point in industrial develop-
ment, some are far ahead, because of an earlier use of natural advant-
ages, others lag fat behind, though they are striving with all energy to
come up. Suppose now, that two nations that differ thus should
establish full and free commercial intercourse between each other,
what will be the necessary effect 7 At first sight it might seem that the
rich nation would be conferring benefits upon the poorer one, which the
other could but feebly return; that the difference between them would
gradually and steadily diminish through the poorer nation coming for-
ward in industrial development, and taking an even higher place and
that more rapidly than before."

Now, Sir, this author says that at first sight all that might
be the result--at first sight only. Hie says that the picture
drawn by the hon, gentlemen opposite at first sight might
be thought te be the correct picture; but hon. gentlemen
opposite, perbaps, had botter study political economy a
little more carefully and see if what I have stated is not
the inevitable result. Mr. Thomson goes on to say:

'' But experience shows that just the reverse of this is the case. The
rich nation becomes, for a time, at least, richer by the exchange, the
poor nation permaneutly poorer. The former, throngh its command of
cheap capital, and, by consequence, its greater division and deficiency
of labor, can continually undersell the latter in whatever it chooses to
export to it, for it can send it manufactured gooda at prices with which
the manufacturers of the other sannot compete. The process of accum-
alating capital in the poorer country i decidedly checked; its people
are reduced from wht variety of industry and the mutual exchange of
services they had pousessed, to a uniformity of employment in which no
man needs or helps his neighbor. Their power of association is destroyed,
money, the iustmument ot association, l drained out of the country.
Nothing in left them but the production of such raw materials as the
richer nation shooses to buy, and how unprofitable a commerce of that

sort l, we have already seen. The country steadily decines in al the
elements of productive power, even in the character of the single home
industry that is left it. 'From him that hath not, is takea away
that which he seemeth to have.' ''

Now, Sir, that is the true doctrine, and I hope that hon.
gentlemen opposite, before they cast their votes, will con-
sider well the doctrine that is laid down by this political
economist. Lot me ask those hon. gentlemen now, if they
were upon this side of the House, and charged with the
administration of the country, is there a single man of
them who would dare to pronounce in favor of unrestricted
reciproeity ? I will guarantee that it never would be mon-
tioned by any one of those hon. gentlemen, if they were
conducting the finance and the fiscal policy of this country.
In conclusion lot me say that the vast majority of the Cana-
dian people are in favor of cultivating trade with the United
States, but, in the language of the amendment, only in so
far as it does not con ict with the policy of fostering the
various industries of this country; nor will the Conserva.
tive party support any policy that will tend to disturb trade
and industry which have been established here. I can hon-
estly say that I wish hon. gentlemen opposite would not
take suoh a gloomy view of this country and of its future.
1 believô if they could rid themsolves of that tendoncy they
would be much botter able to discuss this question. I wish
they would lay aside their partisan views in discussing a
national question like this. Hon. gentlemen may laugh,
but I ask them whether they would take the same view of
this question if they wore entrusted with the administration
of the government of this country ? We ought to approach
the consideration of this question as true and loyalCana.
dians and British subjects. But hon. gentlemen opposite
soem to have no faith in the future of this contry. It may
be well said of thom, " O, ye of little faith." In closing,
Mr. Speaker, permit me to quote just four linos from an
American poet, which I venture to believe, echo the feelings
and the hopes of all true Canadians about this country:

Our hearte, our hopes are aIl with thee;
Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our fears,
Our faith triumphant o'er our fears,

Are aIl with thee, are aIl with thee."

Mr. SKINNER. In rising to address the House upon
this important question I feel some embarrassment, bocause
I doubt if the opinions I hold are entirely in accordance with
those hold on ither side of the House. Still, whatever
opinions I have I ieel it my duty to express them under the
circumstances, because, from the liberty of debate that is
granted here, it seems ta be generally conceded that every
gentleman shail have the privilege of saying pretty nearly
what ho likes upon this question. The reason that I feel a
degreceof embarrassment in addressing the House on this
question is that I ran my eleoction under a pledge to my
constituents that I would make no war upon the National
Policy. I do not know but that, to a certain extent, at least
in my own mind, I thought that was a wiser way in which
to run the election, because I believed that, outside of the
merits or demerits of the National Policy, inasmuch as the
country had approved of it in subsequent elections, it was
botter, in the interest of the whole country, that it should
be maintained, for a time, at least, in order that the
manufacturers and capitalist of the country should know
what to depend upon, and that the business of the country
should be, as far as possible, upon a stable foundation.
But holding that opinion and making those statements,
representing as I do and running as I did in conneotion with
a maritime constituency, I always understood that those
who framed the National Policy framed it in this way j that
as soon as the United States were willing to relax their
tariff we would b. willing to meet them and relax ours.
&nd therofore I stand upon that foundation in this louse
to-day, and while I have been a supporter in my own con-
stituency of1 the National Policy, and wkile I ara to a oor-
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tain extent at least a supporter of it bore, I say that I
support it upon the understanding that it is not to be for.
ever, so to speak, established among us, that it is not to be
considered as one of the permanent institutions of the
country, but as the strong hand of the people for the time to
guard the manufacturers of the country until they shall by
the strength of the tariff have sufficient power of themselves
to compote with other nations. If they are not then willing
to accept the National Policy, thon my opinion would be
that it would be better that we had never had it. Passing
from that branch of the subject as to permanency of the
tariff I say this, that if we can get free trade with the
United States I am in favor of having it. If we are to have
free trade with the United States I want us to acquire it in
such a way that we can conduct the institutions of the
country and preserve our national existence all the way
through. It has been said bore that if the tariff botween us
and the United States was going to be disagreeable to Eng-
land, thon so much the worse for England. I do not aceode
to that proposition at all.

An hon. MEMBER. A Tory.

Mr. SKINNER. Never mind what I am, Tory or any-
thing else. We could not get free trade with the United
States as a matter of legislation; that is to say, that if the
United States would give us free trade now, within five or
ton years they might change that legislation and so upset
the whole trade relations of the two countries; that would
not do. If we are to have free trade with them it must be
a matter of treaty, and if so, the treaty must be made as
matters now stand through the British Government, we
speaking through and with them, as was the case in regard
to the Fisheries Treaty. That being the way these matters_
would have to be proceeded with we should move hand in
band with the mother country, or I would rather say
shoulder to shoulder with the mother country. I do not,
therefore, like either here or at the hustings or in the
country or anywhere these sentiments thrown out-that if
the mother country did not like it we would do so and so.
Let us as loyal men and as the representatives of loyal
people first ascertain what the mother country is willing
to do, and if after that had been done it was not satis-
factory, it would thon be time enough for us to express
sentiments of that character. There are two points to be
kept in view with respect to the National Policy; the first
is the building up of our domestic trade, and the second is
the creation and building up of a foreign trade as well.
We all know that the National Policy or protection is
practically directed towards the building up of internal
trade, and in proportion very largely as it builds up in-
ternal trade it does so at the expense of the foreign
trade, and that country cannot be called to any very great
extent a successful country which, while it may etrengthen
its right hand, so to speak, its domestic trade, paralyses its
left hand, its foreigu trade. The real truth of this matter is,
therefore, not on oither side of the House, or at all events
is not as much on either side as hon. gentlemen on
both sides seem to think. Now, with respect to our
foreign trade. I do not agree exactly with what my co-
representative (Mr. Ellis) said last night in regard to the
West India trade. He seemed to think we would reach
the very sum of happiness, so far as trade was concerned, if
we obtained free trade with the United States. I do not
think so. I think free trade with the United States would
be very desirable, I do not think it would be everything,
I hold that growing as young Canada is we are capable,
even if the United States would never give us free trade,
of building up a foreign as wel as a domestic trade. My
hon. friend said that it was not worth while troubling
about the West India trade for it would not amount to
mucb. I looked into the statistics with respect to the
West India trade the other day and I differ from him, and
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with the very best of feeling I put this difference before
the House. Since last Session of Parliament I have done
what I could in my own constituencv with a view to turn-
ing the attention of the merchants and traders of the Pro-
vince to the development of a foreign trade-not exactly a
a foreign trade, but a trade with South America
and the West Indies. What is the West India trade,
that is trade with the British West Indies in
particular ? Last year the United States exported
of their products to the West Indies an amount to
the value of $6,462,030; Canada sent products to the value
of 81,166,268. When you remember that the West Indies
are a part of our country and that if we had facilities for
trading with them and if our people directed their attention
to the same extent in that direction as they have done in
other directions the United States would not so far outstrip
us in that trade. If hon. members would turn their at-
tention, moreover, to the details of the articles that make
up the merchandise sent by the United States to the British
West Indies last year, they will see that Canada could have
supplied every article the United States sent there. I
think, therefore, it is worth our while to turn our attention
to this trade and to control it if we can, and the merchants
and manufacturers of Canada in view of the persever-
ance and capacity they have shown in regard to the
internal trade, could no dou bt substantially control that
foreign business if they make up their minds to do it.
Take now the great country of Brazil, a country as large
as the United States, and one possessing vast resources.
The United States sent there last year goods to the value
of 67,071,753, Canada sent goods to the value of $439,382.
Is there not a fine field there for the cultivation of Canadian
trade ? low was it with respect to the Argentine republic ?
The United StaLes sent that republic last y7ear $5,671,729
worth of merchandise. How much did Canada send them ?
Oaly $385,981 worth. See what a field there is there. That
country is rising into mercantile greatness, not into manu-
facturing greatness, and it is rising with astonishingily rapid
strides, and, so to speak, inviting the merchants and manu-
facturing world to bid for its trade. Let us in Canada not turn
so much to internal business, but direct our attention also to
the foreign trade, and when we want some field of operation
let us not altogether turn our attention to the United States
but let us take other countries as well. Thon there is the
French West Indies. The United States last year sent them
$ 1,3S 1,344 worth, and Canada sent thema next to nothing,
if not almost nothing. i put those statistics before the
House because I recognise that all peoples as well as all
individuals are inclined to run too much into grooves. We
are running one time into the groove of the National Policy
and we get it, so to speak, on the brain. We relieve our
minds from that, and thon we turn our attention to
the United States as the great panacea for what are
called the evils of this country. I think this
question is larger than that, and I ask that the
attention of the country shall te turned towards South
America, in order that a trade may be built up in that
direction. I wish also to say, when I am upon this subject,
that, as a Canadian and as a British subject, 1 hope to see
the day when every foot of British soit in Amorica shall be
under the confederation with which we have the honor to be
associated. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen, I make
this expression of my opinion, and I do not wish to be miE-
understood in the slightest. I am not seeking to go bc-
tween parties, or anything of that kind. I have just as
much interest as the rest of you in falling right into line,
and I merely wish to express what my own honest convic-
tion is. I do not wish to be considered as attacking party
lines. The expression is purely of my own opinions,
whether they be worth anything or not. I am in favor of
reciprocal trade with the United States. I am in favor of
meeting the United States, as it were step by step, as they
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may hold out their hands towards us, but I an not in favor Railway. A remark of this kind, of course, does not
of cringing to them; I am not in favor of decrying my please a gentleman who comes from my iýart of the
own country, and asking them to give us free trade country. As you know, in the City of which I am one
becanse we are poor. Gentlemen, poverty is no more of the representatives in this House, this project las
honorable in a nation than it is in an individual. The been looked forward to since Confederatioi. They have
individual who is poor is powerless as spilt water. So it is looked forward to having the shortest Jine to Montreal and
with a nation and so it would be with a Dominion like this. the west for the purpose, of our trade. We say that this
In my opinion, if we want the respect of the United States, work is in the spirit of Confederation, we also say that it
and if we want the respect of the world, it is our duty to tends to develop the commerce of the whole country, and
stand upon the greatness of out country, and whilst we say the city of St. John is, therefore, heartily in favor of the
to the United States: "We want to trade with you," we Short Line Railway. We hope, when it shall be built and
should also say: "We do not want to trade with you because when we have facilities to carry on business with western
we are poor, but we want to trade with you because we are Canada, we shall be in a position then to extend our trade
rich, because we are able to give you as much proportionally with Montreal and Toronto under greatly more advantage-
as you eau give us, and we can make our relations recipro- ous circumstances than we have had before. Gentlemen,
cal and to the interest of both of us." Now, gentlemen, as we, in the Maritime Provinces, have made sacrifices in con-
to the coasting trade in the Maritime Provinces. Some hon. nection with the Union, and as my hon. friend said last
gentlemen from the Maritime Provinces scarcely grasp-at night, our foreign trade bas been depressed. It has de.
least, I. think they scarcely grasp-the importance of the creased to some extent but the decrease of our foreigu trade
coasting trade and of all that it implies. I would have you has been made up by the development of a certain amount
remember that in the Maritime Provinces we have some- of internat trade, otherwise we would have been in a very bad
thing over 80,000 of a population, and taking the m man position in St. John and New Brunswick. Mr. Speaker, in
for man they are as prosperous as any people in the Domi- reference tothis question of how New Brunswick bas suffered
nion. They may not be as wealthy, because we have not from the trade relations of this country let me say this, that
had the opportunity of heaping up wealth in indivi- when we entered into the Union our Province, according to
duals as you have had in the western country, but yet, its population, was one of the largest ship-owning countries
take our population man for man they are on the in the world. The money of our merchants was invested
average as independent, as contented and as prosperous a in wooden ships, and that business has been entirely wiped
people as in any other part of the Dominion. If we out-when I say entirely, I mean substantially; and after
could share in the coasting trade of the United SLates,. that business was wiped ont by the iron ships, one would
it would be of great value to us. We have heard a thiuk we would fali beneath the loss. But we did not; and
good deal of the greatness of the wheat products of more than that, we stood up under the great calamity of
Ontario. Why, gentlemen, the fishing privileges and pro- the fire of ten years ago, which was as great a loss to us as
perties of the Maritime Provinces are equal in value to the would be the loss to the people of Montreal if a fire should
wheat crop of Ontario. Therefore it is that with those occur there to-morrow and sweep away 875,000,000 worth
maritime interesta on our hands we are not as deeply of property. We could not have done that unless our
interested in the National Policy as you are in the other business houses were on good foundations, and unless
Provinces. Protection of course is a sort of conjestion, pro manufacturing, to some extent, had been developed. We
tection benefits the centres more than it does the extremes are holding our own to-day, and 1 do not believe that in the
of a country. In those ports and places situated upon the Maritime Provinces anything like a substantial vote would
coast of the country, merchants stretch their eyes as it were be cast in favor of taking New Brunswick out of this Union.
out over the seas, and their business grows up upon the I corne bore representing the sentiments of a class of people
water; whilst merchants and manufacturers in the centres who believe they should have some remedies given them,
are more deeply interested in protection than others. In my and who believe they can get those remedies by loyalty to
o, inion, therefore, the policy of Canada should be so modera- the Union, byjoining hands with 1 hose with whom they are
ted or modulated that it should nDt be ail for Ontario, if you associated, and persevering in the course we have under-
likethatbut it should prosper the Maritime Provinces as well, taken to follow.
and the Government of the country casting their eyes over It being six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.
the whole country should see what the whole demands and
make an average policy for the benefit of the entire Domin. After Recession. That being the case you will see that our policy could
be modified in a great many things, so that it will give to Mr. SKINNER. I do not intend to continue my remarks
the merchants of the sea an opportunity to build up a at any great length. I have expressed the views I hold
foreign commerce, as well as to give the manufacturers of on this question and in doing so have attempted to condense
Hamilton, Montreal and Toronto an opportunity to have rather than expand. If I had my own way in the matter,
protection against "slaughter markets" and against al[ I should propose a resolution different from any of those
foreign trade unfairly carried. on against them. I wish to now before the House; but before saying what that reso-
say a word with reference to the Intercolonial Railway. lution would be, I wish to call the attention of the flouse
Everything seems to have been drawn into this debate and to a fact in illustration of the object at whieh I think we
I have heard it charged here against the Government of should aim, namely, to reduce our tariff whenever the
Canada that the Intercolonial Railway does not pay. Gen. business of the country will allow of it, and whenever the
t1emen, the River St. Lawrence does not pay, but if you course taken by the United States would be in the same
would close it up it would paralyse the free flow of trade direction. For example, the members for the city and
and commerce of this great Dominion to such an extent county of St. John have recently heard from their consti-
that you could not get any person to vote in favor of cloE- tuents, and we have seen it is stated in the public prese, that
ing it up. The lutercolonial Railway is as I understand it a petition bas been sent to the United States Congress by
in the same position with reference to Canada as the Cana- persons interested in the lime business in the
dian Pacifie R<.way is, that is to say, the two together United States paying lur an increasoein the duty on lime,
make up the great artery of trade through this Dominion. We have near the city of St. John one of the finest lime
In this connection, 1 am sorry to see that one of my mari- deposits in Amorica, and recently thera has been an ex-
time friends should have reflected upon the Government tensive development oftiat business, and the lime has been
because they gave money enough to build the Short Line exported in large quantities to the United States, thus, of
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course, coming into direct competition with the lime pro-
dued in that country. Our tariff on lime is 20 per cent.
whereas the tarif of the United States is 10 per cent. and
the petition presented to Congress asks that the duty on
lime coming from Canada should be made equal to the
Canadian duty. Now, that strikes me to be a case to which
the attention of the Government should be drawn, and
if our tariff is higher than that of the United States, let
it b reduced. Therefore, I would have no cast-
iron rule regulatiug this matter; but I would say, let
us modify our tarif as the interests of the country should
require. The resolution I would like to move would be
something like this: Resolved, that the Government of
Canada be requested to communicate with the Government
of the United States, and ascertain whether they are will-
ing to enter into an arrangement of reciprocity in all articles
the produce of the two countries, and if they are, on what
terms it can be had, and that the result of the enquiry be
laid before the louse, Then we could ascertain whether
we could get such an arrangement and on what terms, and
the House and the country would be able to come to a con-
clusion as to whether they could get it or not. But, as I
say, situated as I am, it is not for me to say what resolution
should besubmitted to the Houqe, because it would be use-
less for me to move a resolution unless I were certain of
getting some considerable support for it. Therefore my
views of the question just bring me to this conclusion, that
I am in favor of reciprocity when it can be had, even if it
impinges to a certain extent on the National Policy. The
amendment moved to the resolution by the hon. Minister
of Marine is to the effect that we can never have reciprocity
if it is going to impinge on the National Policy. That far
I cannot go, and, therefore, I shall not be able to support
that amendment. I would rather something such As I sug.
g est should be offered, so that onquiry could be made,

ecause I wish it distinctly understood that I am in favor of
reciprocity between the two countries when we can get it
in harmony with the interest of the country, and in ac-
cordance with the dignity of Canada.

Mr. BORDEN. The hon. member for Annapolis (Mr.
Mills) in his speech last night, based a large part of his
argument, to justify him in voting against the proposition
for unrestricted reciprocity, upon certain reports of agri-
cultural soceties from which ho read very extensive ex-
tracts to this House, the principal one being that of an
agricultural soeiety in my county. It is possible that I
should not have troubled the louse with any remarks on
this subjeot at this stage had not the hon. gentleman paid
so much attention to the county which I have the honor to
represent, Now, I will say at once that 1 have no objec-
tion to that report. That report in the main, so far as it
referred to the subject to which it had a right to refer, as
the report of an agricultural society, was true. It is a
report written by a clever man, but not by an agrioulturist.
It will be clear to any one who reads it, that the report
was a very peculiar one to emanate from an agricultural
society. The fact L it was the work of a doctor of medicine.
Like many other doctors, whom we know in this House,
this doctor had a mind above and beyond the ordinary
practice of his profession, and if this report be fully read,
it will b found that he is inclined to cut a very wide
ewathe, bocause, in the course of the report4, he treats of the
physical position of the country, its political position, its
trade and commerce, and winds up with a short disserta-
tion on morals. e concludes bis report in this way:

"The only ruin threatening is rum ruin. Let us see to it that our
COuncil makes every provision in its power for the enforcement of the
Scott A et."

So you will observe the author of this report is a cosmo-
politan gentleman, who does not confine himself to matters
of agriculture. It is only fair for me to explain in this

Mr. SKINNER.

connection that the gentleman who wrote it took a very
active part in politics in the county of King's, and took the
stump throughout the elections just preceding the issuing
of this report, the local elections of 1886. Having taken a
very prominent part in these elections, and having got the
worst of it, ho took advantage of his opportunity to abuse
his position by interjecting political matters into a report
which should have been entirely free from anything of the
kind. But, as I have said, so far as the report treate of
matters which legitimately belong to it, I endorse it entire-
ly. When he says that the valley of Cornwallis and
Annapolis, the country represented by the hon. member for
Annapolis and myself, has superior advantages for the
growing of fruit and apples, I agree with him. When ho
says it is one of the finest spots on the face of the earth for
that industry, I approve of what he says. His statement
cannot be gainsaid. But the hon. member for Annapolis
has no right to make use of statements improperly put in
bis report, as for instance, the following with regard to
potatoes:

"For years the crop which overshadowed all others in this valley,
since the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty, and the imposition of a
duty, in 1886, have gradually taken the second place, apples now lead-
ing. In the political agitation which recently visîted us, there is no
doubt that potatoes and reciproeity were greatly mixed up in the minds
of our farmers. The old days of a dollar a bushel held a fond place in
their memories. Reciprocity for King's means simply a free market in
the United States for potatoes. This, it is believed, would be a panacea
for all our ills."

Now, by that very statement, ho admits that the question
of reciprocity is an important one in the county of King's.
That very statement shows that the people think reciprocity
would be the panacea for ail their ills, yet the hon. mem-
ber for Annapolis argues from this report that the people
of that county are entirely satisfied with their present con-
dition, and do not desire reciprocity at ail. Now, with
regard to the growth of fruit, and with regard to the apple
crop, we have, as I said before, superior advantages. We
have, it may be said, a monopoly, which is a natural
monopoly, a monopoly which the Great Giver of ail good
has bestowed upon us, and which hurts nobody but does good
to everybody. It is not a monopoly which we have had to
seek at the hands of Parliament; it is not a monopoly
which taxes the rest of the country to support us. Quite
the contrary, it is a monopoly which does everybody good,
b:>th those to whom we sot and those who have the fruit to
sol. The hon. member for Annapolis has told us that we
go abroad into the world to soli our products. So we do, we
go into the English market. A year ago, we sold in that mar-
ket 100 barrels of apples, for which we obtained good prices;
but we have not to thank the National Policy for that. We
have not to thank any particular legislation for that. On the
contrary we were in terfered with. Our enjoyment of the very
benefits which Providence has conferred on us is interfered
with by the fact that we are not allowed to buy where we soli;
and when we go across the Atlantic with our fruit, we cannot
bring back English goods, but have to bring back the money
and spend it somewhere in the Dominion, in purchasing, at
enhanced prices, the articles we consume. To judge by the
tone of the remarks of the hon. member for Annapolis, the
people of King's and Annapolis live exclusively upon apples.
They clothe themselves with apples or apple leaves, possibly,
as in the old story with regard to the Garden of Eden.
Wby, the people of those counties are large consumers.
They want something to eat; they want elothing; they
want agricultural implements and the tariff we have in
this country interferes with their buying in the markets
where they want to buy, and obliges them to come
back with their money and buy it home at enhanced
prices. However, 1 do not intend to enlarge on that subject.
I wish to show further that the hon. member for Annapolis
is not oorrect in endeavoring to convey to the House the
impression, although ho was correct in what ho said with
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regard to the fruit industry, that we do nothing in those
counties but grow fruit. One of the most important features
of that magnificent valley is the diversity of the crops we
are able to grow. We not only grow apples but we produce
an enormous quantity of potatoes, and there is no crop from
which our farmers are as sure of getting a return as from
the potato crop. The hon, member for Annapolis did not
see fit to read extracts from some of the reports of the agri-
cultural societies, which would have thrown light upon this
industry, and have shown that we are dependent upon other
markets besides the English market for a return for our
crops. In Kings oounty, the Central Agricultural Society
has this report:

"4A new market has been opened to us through the Hathaway Line
of steamers which ply between Annapolis and Boston."

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). That is defunct years ago.
Mr. BORDEN. Well, there is a line in its place. Is

there not regular steam communication between Annapolis
and Boston every week or twice a week.

Mr. M[LLS (Annapolis). Yes.
Mr. BORDEN. Then it does not matter whether it is a

Hathaway Lina or another line. But the report goes on to
say :

" A new market bas been opened te us through the Hathaway Lino
of steamers with Boston, which bas already been of great importance
te this section of the Province. A large amount of mutton, fruit,
vegetables, poultry and dairy produce have been shipped, and favor-
able returnas realised."

The King's County Agricultural Society in its report says:
" A new departure was mad in this county by the shipment te New

York of several cargoes of turnips at 35 and 40 cents per bushel. Should
a market for turnips continue, even at 30 cents, this will make a profit-
able crop, as they can be made te yield 1,000 bubels to the acre-900
having been grown on one acre in ornwallis lat season."

That report was written by the very gentleman whose other
report was so largely quoted by the hon. member for Anna-
polis. Then the Central Agricultural Society of King's
County, says:

" Potatoes, our staple crop, have given a very abundant yield '

Lamb, po'ltry, eggs and dairy produce (owing mainly te the Boston
market via the Hathaway line from Annapolis) have been in good
demand and bring good returna. A large amount of potatoes are also
sent by this line, which is a great accommodation te many farmera
along the lime of railway."

The Union Agricultural Society reports:
" With an average crop of fruit they (the farmer) are obtaining very

large prices, and in the saie of an extraordinary large yield of potatoes
and hay of superior quality, the returs have soeldom been equaled and
nover exceeded. In viewing the prospects of the industrious agricul-
turists, we are more and more convinoed that, with free and favorable
markets for the "ale of our produets, our lins have fallen in pleasant
places and that we have a goodly heritage."
The Farmers Agrieultural Society Directors' report of 1884
says:

" lu reference te the crops we beg te report that as a whole we have
been blessed with a liberal harvest, for whieh we feel gratiful to the
Giver of all good. Potatoes, our staple crop, were about an average;
prices however, ruled low, and owing tc the exorbitant duty, but few
will be likely.to find their way te the United States probably a large
portion of them awill b. driven te market. « Apples probably
net more than half an average crop, but quality goodj; a large quantity
have already found their way to the United States markets.n

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). What year is that ?
Mr. BORDEN. 1884.
M. MTLLS (Annapolis), That is four years ago.
Mr. BORDEN. Three years ago. It is not very long

ago. The Wost Cornwallis Agricultural Society Officers
report saya:

" Potatosa abundant arop, epeially in moist land, but as yet
prices ranging very low.'1

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will quote to the hon. gentleman some
of the reporta from the Annapolis Society which ho seems

to have overlooked, and first the Nictaux Agricultural
Society Directors' report, says:

" Potatoes a large crop, and turnips about an average, but owing to
the low price and umall demand they will mostly be fed to stock"

Bridgetown Agricultural Society Directors' report :
"Potatoes a fair yield, but the market value both 'home and

abroad ' is very discouraging for paying priae."
Paradise Agri3ultural Society Direetors' report:

" In presenting their annual report the directors of this society would
note that while our farmers are not untouched by the 'bard times,'
which more or less affect ail branches of trade their condition wiil yet,
we believe, compare favorably with that of their fellows enjoyed in other
industries.

"2. Crop Report.-Hay far below the average, but well made.
Potatoes above average and of fine quality. Grain, average yleld;
turnipu and other roots, owing to want of timely ramin, mal. Fruit
far below average, but prices for hand picked, rule high ; from $1 to $4
at the orchard."

The Eastern Annapolis Agricultural Society Director's
report states:

" The past year has been ln many respecte disadvantageous to the
farmers in this place in ocmmon with other localities as regards general
cultivated crops. Hay very short and gathered in bad condition ; what
small quantities sown with tair yield; corn below average- pesa and
beans medium; potatoes, small crop and rather inferior In quality,
aelling value notbing ; apples, abundant crop, of average quahty, but
the selling prices are low, so in the end our net cash receipts on our
year's operations in crops will be much les. than was wished for and ex-
pected in the early season."

Now, I think that those extracts which I have read show
very fairly that the impression which the bon, gentleman
attempted to convey to this House last night was not
exactly in accordance with the facts, first as to our depend-
once entirely upon the fruit crop, and secondly, as to the
people of that locality not wishing or caring for a rocipro-
city treaty. The potato crop, as I have shjwn, is one of
our most important crops, and, as po!nted out in one of the
reports I have read, we know that our farmers are met
with a duty of 15 cents a bushel on these potatoes when
they send them to the United States. Lat year the far-
mers of my county exported more than 200,000 bushels of
potatoes, which at 15 cents a bushel, means 830,000 which
the farmers of the county would have reneived but for the
duty. I do rot know the extent of the exortation from
Annapolis county, but I have no doubt, judging from the
reports which are here, that it was vory largo. 'l hon there
is the article of bjy, and I am sure the hon. gentleman
is deeply interested in that. I believe that Annapolis county
exports a very large quantity of hay to the United States
market, where it meets a d ty of $3 a ton. The hon.
gentleman told us that the values of real estate had groatly
increased in that valley. Ie said that the statements made
by hon. gentlemen on this side of the Rouse, that the
assessed value of property in this country had not mater-
ially increased mi the s8t twenty years, were entirely a
mistake so far as our section of the country was concernedi
I agree with him so far as the orchard lands of that valley
are concerned. There is no question that there has been
in the last five years a great increase in the value of those
lands, but, I am sorry to say, they are all not orchard lands;
orchard lands bear a very smali proportion to the total
number of acres in that valley. We have large farme whioh
are not growing fruit ut all, but are depending entirely on
the growth of potatoes and other vegetables, and I say, and
I challenge contradiction, that any farm whieh bas not an
orchard on it is not worth half what it was in 1886, the
lait year of the Reciproecity Treaty. I think the hon.
gentleman will find that, in the county of Annapolis, as
well as in the county of King's, along the area of the
mountain range along the southern sida of the Bay of Fundy,
there are thousands of acres of land which are now not
occupied at ail and which twenty yaars ago were supporting
hundreds of thrift and industrious people. I chllenge
contradiction on that point. Three yeara ,ago, the total
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assessment of the county of King's did not exceed by many
thousand dollars the total assessment twenty years previons
to that date.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). The same may be said of An-
napolis as regards the asýsessment.

Mr. BORDEN. The assessment is conducted on the
same principle now as it was thon.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). The assessment is no crite-
rion whatever.

Mr. BORDEN. It may not be a criterion, bat I say that
the assessment is made on precisely the same principle as
it was twenty years ago.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). I would like to make an ex-
planation, if the hon. gentlemen will allow me. The asse.ss
ment is rino criterion. In the county of Annapolis-and J
know what I am talking about, for I have had some expc-
rience in regard to it-they assess the wards, each ward has
an assessor, and the county is rated aecording to that
assessment. In some wards, th'ay think the ward rearest
to then is assessed too low, and, notwithstanding their
oath, they will assess the poroporty in their ward lower
still, snd so on until they ge tie whole thing down to a
very low rate of assesment. That is tLe way in Annapolis,
and I think it is in King's also.

Mr. BORDEN. I do not see that that is very much of
an explanation. The principle upon which the asscssmont
is made is precisely the same now as it was twenty years
ago, and I say that the a-sessmnut has not increased pro
rata with the population in the last twenty years, and the
reason is that, although there bas been an enormous
ircreaFe in the value of orchard lands, thero has been a
corresponding decrease in the value of those lands which
are used for ordinary farminîg purposes on.ly, and I say
further that, if we had the old Recipîrocity Treaty- anud I
appeal to the bon. member for Annapolis (Nir. Mills) to
contradiet me if hoecan-if wc had a restoration of the
old Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, the property in the coun1y
of Annapolis ard in the county of K'ng's, tle moient iL
was known, would bo worth 25 pier cent. more than it is
to-day. The hon. gentleman cannot contr adiet that stVe.
ment. Now,I will call attention sti1llfu:tier corncer ing the
value ot property. Tere is another kind of properiy, th 1
property in the villages and towns along the coasts of our
western shores. During the existence of the Recipicity
Treaty we had a continuous )iogi ss. tOcW.s at:d
villages grew up and b'cane thi:fty. and did a
profitable trade with our noighbors in the United States,
Those towns have becone ailmost depopulated, Along
the whole coast of King's county and the Bay of Fundy, and,
I will venture to say, the couuty o Annapolis, you will
find scores of houses untenanted, shops unused, and wharves
unused. If the resolution of the hon. gentleman for Hali-
fax could become law, if that arrangement for coasting
trade between the two countries could be made, I venture
to say that in only three years these towns and villages
would be restored to the old prosperity which they enjoyed
during the period between 1854 and 1866. Now, since the
report of the gentleman to whom I referred in opening my
speech, has been read so extensively, and commented upon
so extensively, by the hon. memb r for Annapolis (Mr.
Mills), I may be pardoned for illustrating this part of my
subject by referring to an incident of the campaign duriug
the elections of 1866. The gentleman who made this repo:t
was on the stump, supporting the canidate who was
opposed to me. I happened to meet him in a public meet-
ing. He pointed to me and said : "Dr. Borden is the last
man to compluin of our not being entirely pro1pereus."
" Why," lie said,c" ho is prosperous, look at the fine place
he lives in, the nice grounds and beautiful buildings that he

Mr. BOeDEN.

bas around him. 1 am glad of it, but he is the last man to
complain of bard times." I said in reply that I did not
care to have my private affairs dragged into a publie
meeting, but as he had seen fit to take me as
an example I explained to this meeting how
r happened to become possessed of that property.
That property was purchased in 1866 by the man who
sold it to me the last year of the Reciprocity Treaty, and
one year before Confederation, for the sun of $4,000. That
man spent $1,000 in adding lands and buildings to that pro.
perty, making it cost him $5,000, 15 years after that date,
that mari was glad to sell it to me for $2,100, and that is
the way I became possessor of that valuable property.
That argument seemed to satisfy even the gentleman him-
self, and I may state further that if any person would come
to me to day and give me $2,100 and the additional money
which I have spent in building since, I will gladly sell him
that property. I think that is a fair illustration of how
property has diminisbcd in value in towns. I do not speak
Of farming and orchard lands, they are exceptions, but of
the towns in the wedern pairt of Nova Seotia. So much,
thon, for the assessed value of property. Now,Mr.Speaker,
I have been a somewhat attentive student of publie questions
in this count ry since I bad the honor of a seat in this House.
Since 1874, I have usually been in my place, and I have
had the p easure of lit4enirg to most of the discussions
that have taken p1lace in this House during the time I have
been a momber of it, and I have always understood, up to
this time, that reciprocity was a part of the political faith
of both parties in this country. I think I can show the
House the very best reasons for believirig that. Take the
history of the different treaties. Both parties assisted in
the negotiations of the treaty of 1854; both parties agreed
that it was a good thing. In 1866 both parties agreed
that that treaty should be renewed if possible. The liberal
party sent an agent to Washington, in 1874, to attempt to
nertiate a ireaty; unfortunately he failed. The next
utterance we have upon the subject of reciprocity was
rnade in 1876, in this House, and I had the pleasure of
listcning to it. I hold in my hand the speech of the present
Fiance Minist1er, which ho made in this House on the
5!h March, 187, au hero is what lhe said :
"Individual members might be oppased to reciproeity, but both

political parties were favo-able to such a treaty, which meaut îree trade
to a certain extent with the Uited States ; and it could only be attaine i
by one mans-a defensive policy. Why did we get it 20 years ago ?
Simply in order to remove the customs duties, which restricted the free
interchange cf certain products batween the two countries. Why did
they adopt that treaty ? It was because there was a hostile tariff on
b'h siles of the line, and the time bas come when, if we would
secure a renewal of reciprocal relations, we must have something to
offer Therefore every one who believed in reciprocal free trade with
the United States was bound to support the resolution before the
Eouse."

The resolution mentioned was moved by the right hon.
gentleman who now leads the House, in amendment, I
think, to going into Committee of Supply. Then what do
we find next ? In L1&8 on the eve of ihe general election,
the rîght hon. gentleman moved the following resolution:

" This House is of the opinion that the welfare of Canada requires the
adoption of a national policy, which, by a judicial readjustment of the
tariff, will benefit and fost-r the agricultural, the mining, the manu-
facturing and other interests of the Dominion ; that such a policy will
retain in Canada thousands of our fellow country-men now obliged to
expatriate themselves in search of the employment denied them at home,
will restore prosperity to our struggling industries, now so sadly
depressed. will pr-vent Cnada from being made a sacrifice market,
will encourage and develop an active interprovincial trade, and moving
(as it ough; t. do) in the direction of a reciprocity of tariffs with our
neighbors, so far as the varied intereets of Canada may demand, will
greatly tend t> procure for this couatry eventually a reciprocity of
trade. '

And what did the right bon. gentleman say in supporting
his resolution ? Speaking of the Americans he said:

" They will not have anything like reciprocity of trade with us unless
we show them that it will be to their advantage. Why should they give
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us reciprocity when they have our markets open to them now? * * *'
It is ouly by closing our doors and by cutting them out of Our markets,
that they will open theirs to us. If they would take the same steps as
Englan had done with France, and say : We will lower the duties on
your wines, if you will lower the duties on our cotton goods, for
instance, something might be done. All the Browns in Canada sent to
Washington will be of no avail unless we have something to give in
return. * * * If you say ' we will cripple your trade and shut you
out, but at the same time we will give you every opportunity of fairly
entering into a reciprocity of trade with us ; if not we will keep our
markets to ourselvea,' it would have a greast effect."

What was the object, thon, in imposing this high taxation ?
It wa uin order to keep the Americans out and to force
them to make reciprocal trade relations with us.We
objected to the admission of their manufactured goods into
Canada. We said: We will put up a high tariff and keep
their manufactured goods out, and when the proper time
came, according to the hon. gentleman's own reasoning,
that we had something to give them, what was that some-
thing ? It either meant that or nothing. As late as
28th March, 1884, during a discussion of a resolution in
favor of reciprocity offered by the bon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies), the hon. gentleman who now leads the
Government Eaid:

" Unless the United States will come at some time or other to a con-
clusion that they would be willing to enter upon a reciprocity treaty,
not only for our naturai productions but for our manufactures as well
as our natural products, we will never have a treaty."

Thus, I think, I have shown clearly that the raison d'être of
establishing the policy of protection which was established
in this country was, that we would be in a botter position
1o negotiate a reciprocity treaty with the United States.
That kind of language was used not only in this House but
also in the country. We are all aware that the Finance
Minister stated once and I think twice in public in Prince
Edward Island, on the eve of elections, that we would have
reciprocity within two years. I venture to say that the
hon. member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills), notwithstanding
his statement last night, doclared during bis campaign at
the recent election, for ho dare not do otherwise, that ho
was favorable to reciprocity if reciprocity could be got. I
venture to say he did so. This policy of protection has
been put forward as an alternative, as something not desir-
able but something that we could not help adopting, and
something that we were to use as a means to an end. Now
the policy seems to be the reverse, and this protective policy
is to be the means of preventing the attainment of the
desired end, because the resolution of the Minister of
Marine, plainly tells us that if reciprocity is to
interfere in Vhe slightest degree with any industry
fostered in this country thon ho will not have it,
thus virtually substituting a policy of protection for a
policy of reciprocity. Why, Mr. Speaker, coming down to a
later date, almost up to this very day, we find that it was the
policy of this Government, and the policy therefore of this
country, to endeavor to obtain a reciprocity treaty. Lot
hon. members look at the correspondence bet«sen Mr.
Bayard and the Finance Minister; let thom look at the pro-
tocols and at the offers made. Are we to suppose that that
offer to negotiate on the basis of freer trade relations was
not made sincerely ? I should be very sorry to suppose any-
thing of the kind, I do not believe anything of the kind. I
believe it was the policy until a very late date, until almost
within an hour of the time this resolution was put before
the House by the Minister of Marine. I cannot say why this
change of base bas been made; but certainly after the state-
monts I have made and the proofs I have given, it is not
fitting that hon. gentlemen opposite should charge members
on this side of the House with inconsistency. We have been
consistent advocates of reociprooity from first to last; hon.
gentlemen opposite have been advocates of reciprocity up to
the time when, I venture to think, there is more chance of
obtaining it than there has been at any time during the last
twenty years. Are they abandoning it because there is a pros-

4.

peet of our getting it ? Is that the reason ? I do not know
what the roason is. This extraordinary change of base
requires explanation. I cannot understand it. Does it mean
that the manufacturers are getting too much power ? Cor.
tainly there must bo some explanation to afford. I await
with interest thoir explanation. It is soarcely nooeessary to
ask, after I have shown that both sides have agreed as to
the advisability of reciprocity, and it bas been an axiom in
the political faith of both parties, to show whether it is a
desirable thing or not. I might ask the question: Io com-
merce desirable at ail, is it advantageous ? Surely if com-
merce is desirable, if foreign trade is desirable, it is cer-
tainly desirable that we sbould have the freest possible
trade with our neighbors to the south. They are our
nearest neighbors. They want what we have t> soli, and we
want what they have to sell. Our geographical position is
such that it is convenient for us to trade with them;
and as to the advantage thore cannot be any question, we
have had experience of it. What did the experlence of 1854
to 1866 show ? Why, trade went up by leaps and bounds
during those twonty years, advancing from six million
dollars to ton times that amount. We have heard a good
deal during this debate of the loyalty cry. I have hore an
extract from a report of the Committee of the Exeocutive
Council approvod by the Governor Genoral of Canada, 19th
February, 1865, upon the subject of the old Reciprooity
Treaty. I believe the right hon. gentleman who now leads
the House was a member of the Government at that time;
I do not know whether ho was leader but ho was a momber
of it. After a reference to loyalty to their sovereign the
committee concluded with these words:

" They cannot err in directing the attention of the enlightened states-
men of the Great Empire, of which It la the proudeat bouat of Ganadians
to form a part, to the connection between material prosperity and poli-
tioal contentment, feeling that they appealed to the highest motives of
patriotic statesmen, the desire to perpetuate à Dominion tounded on the
affectionate allegiance of a prosperous and contented people."

My ion. friend from Queon's, N.B. (Mr. Baird)
has spoken of this aspect of the question. It was quito
pathetic to hear him. He said that there was no doubt at
all that the adoption of the policy shadowed in the resolu-
tion of the bon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) to give uns
free coasting trade along the whole ooast of North America
would be a wonderful advantage to his constituency and to
himself. He spoke as if ho had a personal interest in the
matter, but ho would rather sacrifice bis property, hoesaid,
bis own personal interests, than do anything at all that
might savor of disloyalty. It was truely pathetic. It
reminded one of what another distinguished patriot, Artemus
Ward, said during the southern rebellion. He said rather
than the secession of the southern States of the Union
should have taken place ho would have sacriflood his
wife's relations. The hon. member for Queen's, N.B.,
would sacrifice his property ratier than ho suspected of
disloyalty. I tell that hon, gentleman that there are some
things in the world quite as important as loyalty. And if
ho would turn his attention as carefully to all the other
virtues as ho doos to this, possibly it would not do him any
harm. I will not remind him, possibly it would not be
parliamentary to do so, of what the celebrated Dr. Johnson
said of people who were inclined to talk so much about
their own loyalty. But, Sir, we are told that we are dis-
loyal because we are in favor of freer trade relations with
the United States. I hold in my hand, Sir, an article in
the Westminster Review on the subject of Imperial Federa-
tion, and I think it will be generally concoded that this
review-a British review-might be supposed to ho quite
as loyal in its utterances, particularly when it is advooating
a cause such as that of Imperial Federation, as the hou.
gentleman who takes an opposite view to myself on thia
question.
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" We are long past the day when the interests of classes can long

prevail over those of nations, or diplomatie artifices or expedients over
facte ; and it is only when those who are in the right descend to artifi-
ces and expedients that the opponents of truth and nature have a
chance. The Canadian people know what they are about and what
they want, and will vote as benefits their own commercial interests and
national and imperial instincts. Those who think otherwise should
consider how and why the Reciprocity Treaty fell through, the vast and
almost magical changes already resulting from the development of the
Great North-West, how the transcontinental and inter-oceanic railway
at once empowers, embodies, and stimulates the spirit of patriotism and
empire, as well as the energies of commerce, and whether it is likely
that citizens of the freest country in the world will much longer
continue to raise a superabundant income by taxing themselves for the
benefit of a few manufacturers?"

And again :
" Every passing year now strengthens the Canadian nationality

beyond all ordinary computation of the effect of time, but if commercial
union with the States should come and prosper, popular content with
things as they are would strengthen with it."

And again :
" We hear a good deal now of Canadian railways which are political

and ought to be commercial, and of the Canadian farmer, with profits
mulcted by excessive freight on the one hand and a protective tariff on
the other, who is kept out of the States' markets close by, whilst
beckoned on through vast spaces to Dominion markets that hardly yet
exist. We rely, however on general causes operating naturally, and we
think irresistibly in a given uniform direction ; and we say that
Canadian nationality has grown with everything that has favored it,
and in spite of everything that seemed to binder it; that it bas increased
and not decreased with the feeling of loyalty to England, and of pride
in belonging to a great Empire, and that facts now favor an immense
development of that feeling. Canada has nationality and wants Empire.
She can have a freer hand as a member of the British Empire than as
one of the United States. Railways beget railways and traffic traffic.
Unity consolidates nationality, and nationality leads to empire. Domin-
ion markets must constantly extend and increase. Railways will create
along their route and especially at either end, vast emporia of commerce.
Esquimalt Harbor, land-docked easily protected, of sufficient depth, of
four or five hundred acres area, and covered by Vancouver Island,
the only coal-producing spot in that region, will be a place of concourse
for the fleets of that hemisphere, and eyrie of imperial outlook and a
stronghold for defence and communicatioa,"

How does he conclude the article ?
" AIl tends to show that Canadian nationality and loyalty bid fair to

be intensified and extended, and that if Canadian and 8tates commer-
cial unity comes, it will not mean severance from England.'

That is the opinion of the reviewer in the Westminster
Review. Now, Sir, what is the truest kind of loyalty ? It
is loyalty to the best interests of the country. The time
has come in our system of government, when the best
understood wishes of the people are the wishes of the
Sovereign, and when there is no difference botween the
feelings and desires and wishes of the majority and the
wishes of the Sovereign under whose beneficent sway we
are proud to live. That is the fact, and if we, by a large
majority in this country, show to Her Majesty the Queen
that we are in favor of freer trade relations with the United
States she will not only consider it not disloyal, but she will
be proud to assist us in carrying out that which is going to
be for our own material advantage. Now, we are told that
the adoption of this resolution and this policy will injure
the manufacturers. I dissent entirely from that view. I do
believe that, so far as the Maritime Provinces are concerned,
the manufacturers of Toronto, Hamilton, London, and
perhaps of Montreal, will not have the markets in the Mari-
time Provinces. I quite admit that the Maritime Provinces
would have the right to trade where they want to trade,
where they have a right to trade, and where they would
trade, were it not for the very high tariff, with the United
States their nearest neighbor. Those centres to which I
have referred would become centres of a larger area of
country. They would have their share of the trade with
the 60,000,000 people to the south of us, and they could
send their goods down in competition with the manufaeturers
of the United States. Js it possible that, after a lengthened
period of protection to our manufacturers in this country,
we are not able to compete with the manufacturers of
the United States? I would be ashamed to acknowledge
anything of that kind. I do not bolieve it. I believe that
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the adoption of the policy would be as advantageous to the
manufacturers of this country as to any other of the people
of the country. If not, thon what does it mean ? Is it not
a contention that the people of this country are being taxed
heavily in order to support those manufacturers and that
we are annually paying heavy taxes into the revenue and
putting the taxes into the pockets of the manufacturers ?
This is what it means. What do we find in the United States ?
We find that twenty-five years, aye, fifteen years ago, manu-
facturers were unknown in the southern States of the Union;
we find to.day that manufacturers are going ahead rapidly
and that the southern States of the Union are doing their own
manufacturing, notwithstanding that their neighbors in the
New England States hLd from fifty to one hundred years the
start of them. Are we, who are manufacturing almost as long
as the manufacturers of the New England States, to fall
behind in the race, when the southern States have w.thin a
few years developed their large manufactures ? I think not.
I am entirely of a different view from that. I have in
my own county a few manufácturers and I have talked
with them on the subject. We have manufacturers of axes,
and I am assured by those men that they do not fear reci-
procity and free trade with the United States. They say
give us the raw materials free and we will compete with
anybody. We are not afraid of competition. So it is
with all the manufacturers. They say: " Give us a chance
to send our manufactures into the State of Maine, and we
are not afraid of competition. We are more afraid of Can-
adian competition under a high tariff than we would be
of competitian under free trade with the United States."
Wo are further told that this is not a practical ques-
tion, and that it does not come within the range of
practical politics. I think, Sir, that this article which
I have read on the subject of Imperial Federation,
and in which incidentally this question of commercial
free trade with the United States is considered,
shows that it is within the range of pra tical politics, shows
that it is being considered upon the other side of the water,
and I think it is only necessary to read a letter of Mr.
Bayard to Sir Charles Tupper in order to see that the ques-
tion is within the range of practical politics. We find now
that there are t wo propositions on this subject in the United
States, one before Congress and one before the Senate,
directly pointing to the carrying out of something similar
to that which is proposed in the resolution before the
House. I refer to Congressman Hitt's resolution for com-
mercial union, and I refer also to tho resolution of Sonator
Frye for reciprocal commercial relations between the
United States, Mexico, South America and Brazil. Why
were we not included ? Simply because we have not at
presont the power of negotiating our own treaties. It is
clear from these propositions, which are now before both
branches of the United States Legislature, that the Ameri-
cans are turning their attention to greater freedom of trade;
and in view of that disposition on the part of the United
States to extend their trade relations with the whole of
North America, I think it is not correct to say that this
subject is not within the range of practical politics.

Mr. SPROUTLE, Mr. Speaker, in occupying the time of
the House at this late stage of the debate, the only excuse
that I offer is the importance of the subject under con-
sideration. The hon. member who introduced the resolu-
tion told this House, and through this House the country,
that this was one of the most important subjects that ever
engaged the attention of the Canadian Parliament sinca
Confederation. I think hon. gentlemen on both sides of
this House will agree with him in that statement, for from
whatever standpoint we consider the issue involved, we
must acknowledge that it is a most important question.
If we look at it from a commercial standpoint, it means a
complote revolution in the trade of over 4,000,000 people.
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If we examine it from a social standpoint, remembering
that in social life as in everything else the greater inva-
riably controls the less, it means a change in our social
status. It means a change in every part of our country,
so that we must ultimately grow more and more like the
nation with whom we associate. If we examine it from
the manufacturers' standpoint, I think there are few but
would admit that it means virtually the extinction of the
manufacturing industries of our country If we examine
it from a political standp.int, it means the annihiltion
of our system which we bolieve to be modelled on
the best systen in the world, or the grafting upon it
whatever is new and peculiar in the political system
of the great country lying to the south of us. If
we examine it from a national standpoint, whether
as an integral part of the British Empire, or as an im-
portant nation growing un) on the North American con-
tinent, it is equally important, because I balieve it means
our national extinction. If we examine it from the stand-
point of the mother country, that power which has been
our protection and shield from our embryonie life to the
presont, whose flag bas shielded us through the helpless
years of infancy and bas continued to wave over us in our
growth to maturity, whose influence and power have secured
for us the rights eo the high seas, and whose overshadow.
ing influence bas always afforded us protection in every
part of the world, it means the detraction of this important
and integral part of the British Empire from the mother
country. We muèt admit that it is agreat issue. Tho bon.
gentleman who introduoed this resolution told us that it
was only owing to the cnditi.mn of the counîtry ut the
present time that ho ventured to spring upon the Canadian
Parliament such an important issue, and ho went on to give
us that doleful and lamentable picture which we have had
presented to us year after year since 187S, when hon. gentle-
men opposite were so signa:iy defeated at the polls. le
painted that picture in all its horrors and melancholy. One
might almost suppose, if the picture was -kotched by an
artist, that after he had given it the last touch of the brush,
ho would sit down in solitude and melancholy and foel
unhappy for the rest of bis life He gave us a picture of
the condition of our country from many standpoints. It
was a ruined and impoverished country. Le told us our
railways had cozt midions of dollars, and had never paid
for the money invested in them. H1e forgot to tell us of
our highways, our concessions, our streets, for which we
bave paid large sums of money, but which do not pay any
interest on the investment ; but they are there to enable us
to carry on our trade and intercourse with each other. Ho
forgot to tell us of the great highways of nature, such as
the St. Lawrence, which have been deepened in their chan-
nels, or the canals which have been dug in the earth, and
which are paying no interest on the moncy expended.
But will ho tell us that any civilised country in the world
could do without these conveniences of life ? They do not
give us any returns in dividends, but lhey enable us con.
veniently to carry on all the operations of trade and com-
merce like other civilised countries. He told you that the
farmers, a great and important industrial class of
the country, were growing poorer and poorer every year,
that they are unable by their labors to supply themelves
and their families with the necessities and comforts of life.
He represented their farns as hrinking in value year after
year, and cebts growing up on thoir farms in the shape of
mort..ages which represented a large percentage of their
actual value, and their wealth as decreasing owing to a
reduction in their profits from the products of their farme.
He declrel that we were rapidly ro!ling up a national
debt so burdensome to the people of Canada that they were
unable to bear it. With regard to that, I have a return
from which 1 find that the barden imposed upon the people
in consequence of that national debt is comparatively very
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light. The only burden they can feel is the interest they
pay on it ; and how niuch a head does it amount to to-day ?
When Mr. Mackenzie left power it amounted to 81.58
a head, and if there was any truth in the assertion
that the extravagance of this Government had run
up the debt su rapidly that the peuple could not
endure it, you would naturally expect the interest to
ho much greater, but it is only $1.59 per hoad to-day.
Did ho tell the people that the magnificent railway system
we possess, noarly 3,000 miles in length, in addition to the
othor railway linos subsidised all over the country, is no
compensation for this one cent per head? Did ho tell them
that the development wbich has gone on in this country
from i1P78 to the present time is of no importance, and that
they are paying too dearly for it at the rate of one cent a
head more than they had in 18:8 ? If the bon. gentleman
is honest, ho would give crodit to the party whichb as
s.uccessfully navigated the ship of State since 1878, for
the groatest progross which any country has accomplished
in the samne time, and this, with the vory least burden
imposed on the people. But instead of this, the hon. gen-
tleman asserts that everything in Canada hua been falling
into decay, that thero has been a shrinkage in values in
every lino, that poverty is depictod on every countenance,
and concluded by suyimg that there is no country in the
world to-day in which the producing people recoive less for
what they sell and pay more for what they have to buy. He
made this sweeping statement, and when we consider
bis position as a public man, wa might bo disposed to
attribute to it somoe force, but what can bo thought of that
hon. gentleman's standing, what can be thought of his in-
telligence and of bis integrity, whon, on looking at the
different markets of the world, we find that we are receiv-
ing for what we produce as high prices as the great people
to the south of us receive for similar productions, and that
we pay as little for what we buy as almost any people in
the world. When we look over this county and find, in
spite of the hon. gentleman's doleful picture, that the suan
shines as brightly here as ever, that the day is as long, that
the people have thoir threo mouls a day, that they are well
elothed, houlthy, happy and prosperous, when we look at
them in thoi homes and at their gathorings and sec
them well dressed and buoyant in spirits, what
opinion must we form of' the patriotism or the intel-
ligence of the hon. gentleman who draws these
dismal pictures ? Wo have hoard from time to
time, during the last ton years, the same oft-repeated story
which bas become stale and unpalatable, but which has
been dished up to us this last few weeks in an entirely now
form and dress; we have seen the picture drawn so often
that we can almost imagine the people of' the country
addressing the hon. gentlemen opposite in the celebrated
language which the poet Edgar Allen Poe addressed to his
raven. Those hon. gentlemen have often, on previons
occasions, challenged us te appeal to the country. Speaking
the ether night, an hon. gentleman said : I challenge the
Government te appeal to this country on this issue, and I
can assure them that if they should acoept the challenge
they would not come back with a corporal's guard. This
is not the first time wo have hourd of this corporal's guard.
We beard of it in 1879, when the National Policy was adopted,
and we heard of it again when the contract wus given to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway ; yet on overy occasion that we
have appealed to the pcople we have come back with a good
many corporals' guards. We may well imagine the jpeople
adlrosing the h >n, gentlemen opposite, as I have said, in
the celebrated linos:

" Prophet ! said 1, thing of evil. Prophet still, tbough bird or devil,
Whether tempter sent, or whether tmpet-tssdd thee here ashore-
De:olate yet all undaunted, on this desert land enchanted,
On thia bome by horror haunted, tel me truly I implore,
I there-is there balm in Gilesd, tell me-tell me, [1implore.
Said the Rayon : never more.''
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Hon. gentlemen opposite said to the people of the country for
ten years, "never more," but they have now come back with
a remedy, and they say there is balm in Gilead. There is
a remedy, and that remedy is unrestricted reciprocity or
commercial union. Let us see what that will lead to. We
have these doleful pictures given to us by hon. gentlemen
opposite, notwithstanding the fact that when we entered
Confederation we had only 2,000 miles of railway, while
to-day we have 10,700 miles. Our canals have been ex-
tended, widened and deepened in every part of the
country. The position of our people is a prosperous
one, looked at from every standpoint. Whether looked
at from the standpoint of the savings banks deposits,
the deposits in the banks, the operation of loan
*ompanies, the number of farm mortgages, the comfort
of the people in their homes-from whatever standpoint
we look at it, you must conclude unmistakably that the
condition of our people is prosperous. An hon. gentleman
opposite said that the number of mortgages held by loan
societies was no criterion, because a number of people in
private life are taking mortgages on farms. I would ask,
where do the people get the money to lend, if not from the
operations they have carried on during the time when the
Opposition said the country was going down and men were
receiving no return for their labor ? We find farmers to-
day lending money to their brother farmers on mortgages;
and we must conclude that if their agricultural operations
had not been successful, they would not have been in a posi-
tion to lend money. Take the deposits in the post office sav-
ings banks, which I consider is one of the most correct baro-
meters for ascertaining the condition of the working people,
There is no reasonable man who will not come to the
conclusion that the people are not in a very bad condition
to-day. I have a return before me, by which I find that,
in 1873, when Mr. Mackenzie came in power, the deposits
in the post office savings banks amounted to $3,000,000 ; in
1875, the amount was 83,000,000; in 1876, $2,000,000; in
1877, $2,000,000; in 1878, $2,000,000; but, in 1879, the first
year under the present Administration, the deposits reached
$3,105,000; in 1880, the amount deposited was $3,945,000;
in 1881, 86,000,000; in 1882, $9,000,000; in 1883, 811,000-
000; in 1884, 813,000,000 and last year no less a sum than
$19,880,000. Now this represents the deposits from 109,383
people, showing that they covered a large class, and accord-
ing to the post office regulations, the deposits must have
come from the poorer classes, because you can only deposit a
small sum at a time. To-night we have a remedy proposed for
this condition of the country as pictured by hon. gentlemen
opposite. We have a remedy proposed for the condition of
this down-trodden people. The bon. the leader of the Oppo-
sition gave us several remedies; but, to finish up, ho was
pleased to propose what ho called the climax, " unrestricted
reciprocity." Ho said we want a distribution of the taxes
equitably; we want to ourtail expenditure on public works,
we want a reduction on expenditure in building railways,
we want a reconstruction of the civil service, and we want
a revision of the constitution. I may say of the hon. gen-
tleman that if the constitution needs revision, and if his
motion should pas@, the unfortunate revision would fnot
b. in the direction mapped out by the provincial delegates
lst year, or in the direction mapped out by the Hon. Mr.
Mowat in Ontario, but it would b. a reconstruction of the
state so as to make it suit an alliance or connection with
the United States, so as to cause the annexation of our
country, so as to sink our national individuality, and to
make us part and parcel of the United States, with such 1
provisions as to make us work in harmony with their sys- i
tom of political government. Ho said, we are going to do
away with railway monopoly, and we are going to do that
byasking another country to open her arms to us and receive
us-a country which has the Vanderbilt railway monopoly,
and the Jay Gould railway monopoly, of which we have ail a
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heard so much, and the celebrated Mr. Wiman, himself, the
apostle of free trade and unrestricted reciproeity, is one of the
greatest monopolists of telegraph linos on this continent to.
day. This is the direction in which this resolution leads. He
says it is to do away with the gigantic railway monopolies,
and for that ho says the true remedy is to have free trade
with the United States, and that in that way the sting would
be taken away from these tarif combines. It is for us to
consider to-night how far that would be a panacea for our
ills. I purpose to examine this question for a short time,
because I think that hon. gentlemen are very unfair in their
presentation of it. These hon. gentlemen have placed their
policy before the country and the House. They have sub-
mitted that panacea, and they are to-day in the jadgment
of this House, and will be in the future in the judgment of
the people of this country, because we are told that this is
only a commencement, that they will fight it ont at the
polls, and will continue the agitation, and I tell them that,
when an appeal is made to the country, they will come
back with some experience, and with some such consolation
and comfort as the old lady obtained from the parrot for which
she paid a high price. There is a story of an old lady who
lived alone and had no children, and had very few comforts
as far as society was concerned. She induced a little girl
to come to ber from the orphan's home to live with
ber, and she promised ber a great deal, but the discrepancy
between age and youth was so great that the child did not
find much comfort there, and, as an inducement, the old
lady used to tell ber: " Stay until I die, and I
will give you all my monoy, and thon you can
buy what you want, you can bo rich and pay for
everything you desire, and be a great woman." She did
not comfort ber much in this way, and a gentleman came
round selling parrots that he said were great talkers, and,
though they were held at a high price, the old lady bought
one of these parrots, thinking it would be a great comfort
to ber, and would be some company for the child. After
she had bought it, she found that, like a good many parrots
for which high prices had been paid, it did not talk at all;
but the little girl was so lonesome when the old lady would
go away that she used to say to herself: "I wish the old
lady would die, it would be a good thing, and thon I would
get the money." She repeated this so often that the parrot
got bold of it, and ho would say: " I wish the old lady
would die." So the old lady had not much comfort from the
parrot. She was lonesome, and she appealed to her spiritual
adviser, and told him: " The parrotthat I have is the curse
of my life; it only says two or three words, but it never says
anything but bad words, and there is no comfort in that."
He suggested a remedy. He said: " I have a parrot which
bas been with me for a long time; it does not talk very
much, but, as I am a preacher, what it says are good words,
and not bad words. You take this parrot and put it with
your parrot, and it will teach it to talk in such a way that
it will say nothing but good words." So she got the
preacher's parrot. In due time the preacher came to visit
her, and ho said: " Well, sister, how is the parrot getting
along ? " " Oh," said she, " it is worse and worse. These
parrots are the ourse of my life. I do not know what to do
with those parrots. When I come in, feeling so lonesome
that I could sink into the ground, the first thing I hear is,
'I wish the old lady would die ! ' and thon your parrot will
draw a long face and say, ' Lord, answer prayer I ' " I think
hon. gentlemen will have about as much comfort out of the
situation when they come back from the country as the old
Lady had from ber parrot. But we may be asked, what does
this unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union mean ?
We have had the versions of several bon. gentlemen. They
have not been very definite. They have not gi7en a very
clear definition of what i L is, but, if we can glean from those
ion. gentlemen who have been advocating the subject-so
trongly what they mean by it, we will be able to find out
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what is meant by unrestricted reciprooity or oommerci
union. You will understand that I hold these to be synon
mous terms, that they are convertible the one into th
other, because in reality they mean the sarne thing. Bc
it happens that these hon. gentlemen, finding of late tha
the words " commercial union " turned out to be not ver
palatable, have dressed them up and adopted a new nam
and presented the same idea in a different shape. If w
ask what does it mean and take the gentlemen who hav
been discussing the question, not only in Canada but in th
United States, we may fairly be entitled to acoept thei
views as to what it means. The Hon. Robert Hitt, wh
has introduced a Bill in the United States Congres, poini
ing in the direction at which these hon. gentlemen aim
says, speaking of the people of Canada:

" They would probably accept commercial union, with unroetricte
trade, common dahing rights, coamting trade>rivileges, and an equalie
tariff would abolish aIl thes custom houses."

What does this include? Exactly what is included in th
first motion made by the hon. member for South Oxfort
(Sir Richard Cartwright) and the addition tacked on to i
by the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.[. (Mr. Davies)
What does Mr. Golderin Smith say about this ? He is an
other gentleman who has been enlightening the country oi
this subject, and he sys:

"Commercial union would, of sourse, involve assimilation of tariffm
which. however, ince the raising of Canadian import duties, ha
brought the tariff more nearly to a level, would present no insurmountabl
difflculty."
The Hon. Mr. Longley, Attorney General of Nova Scotia
writes as follows:

" 1 have just had time to express a strong senue of the valus and
importance of a commercial union and to hint at the spirit in which the
United States-from whom such a proposition muet emanate-should
approach it. The passing of Mr. Butterworth'. proposed meaure by the
American 0ongress, will, in my judgment, b. au enormous stp in the
accomphahment of this great object."

"Commercial union "-that is what one of our Canadian
atatesmen calls it, and that is what he understands by this
motion before the House. Then take Mr. Wharton-Barker,
and he speaks of it as commercial union with Canada. He
says:

" A commercial union with Canada, sush as i here proposed as
preferable to reciprocity, would be established on the footing of a com-
mon tariff for both countries, and the distribution of the receipts from
customs on the bais of population, or on some other bauis that might
be thought more equitable. As the present Canadian tariff contains
many duties 'for revenue only,' its assimilation to our own would be
attended by some lots of revenue to Oanada; and it would not be unfair
to guarantee her a sum equal to her present receipta for a number of
years.
Now, he speaks of it and he makes no difference between
unrestricted reciprocity and commercial union. He is an
American. We go further, and we take Valancy E. Fuller,
one of our own Canadians, who has been over Ontario in
advocacy of this question. We find him addressing a circular
to the Farmers' institutes of Ontario, asking them to take
up this question and pass resolutions in favor of it. The
following is the heading of his circular : -

THE OANADIAN FARMERE! DUTY,
Br VÂxaNov E. ?ULM,

President Central Farmers' Institut@ of Ontario.

Now, the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton)
said the other night that 48 Farmers' Institutes had passed
resolutions on te lines of the resolution that was introduced
here. Then, if that be so, who will say that it does not
mean commercial union ? Why, the Farmers' Institutes
recognise it, Mr. Fuller looked upon it, Goldwin Smith, and
Mr. Shaw, of Hamilton, who i. oonducting a campaign in
the west-all these look upon it as practioally com-
mercial union. Then, are we not entitied to consider
it in the same light ? I think we are. But Mr. Wiman
himself speaks of it in the same light, and ho called it com-

al mercial union or unrestricted reciprocity. So we have it
y- from different public men who have gtven utterance to
e sentiments on this question, that they mean the same thing,
t and the agitation has been kept up snce in our country on
t these lines. Take the utterances of every public man on
y this question, and you can come to no other conclusion than
e that they urderstand commercial union and unrestricted
e reciprocity to mean the same thing, and it is the same
e thing. Then I would like to ask on. question here. The
e hon. member for North Norfolk said that 48 Farmers'
r Institutes decided in fivor of this scheme. Why did they
o decide in favor of it ? Because we had Mr. Shaw, cf
. Hamilton, we had Vallancy E. Fuller, from Hamilton, we
, had the agente of those mon going through the country

calling the Farmers' Institutes together, and addressing
d them upon the subject, almost entirely on the one aide, there
d was no discussion on the other aide, ocmparatively, and it

was an easy matter, when these men were brought together
e for that sole purpose, to get an opinion from these Institutes
d on the one Bide, when there was no discussion on the other
t side. It was an easy matter to get resolutions pointing in the

direction which the hon. member for North liorfolk has
spoken of. Now, let me ask what is unrestricted recipro
City, p rovided we get it? I hold that from our position as
Canad ians il is unreasonable to expeet that we could get a
fair commercial treaty with the United States to-day.
Commercial union I believe the people of Canada do not
want, but a fair commercial treaty I believe they will be
willing to make, and are prepared to accept freer trade
relations with the United States any time that they can get
them. But can we get them ? We find that during the lat
22 years every effort that has been made by Canada to
extend these trade relations with the United States, has
been rejected almost contemptuonsly. In 1869 It was
rejected, and in 1874, when the H on. George Brown went to
Washington to negotiate one, it was rejected. Our standing
offer whioh has been on the Statute-book since 1879, has
been disregarded and ignored. and every offer that has been
made to induce the United States to grant an extension of
these trade relations on lines which we believe would be in
the interest of the people of Canada, ha. been systematically
ignored. Now, would we be more likely to obtain it to-iay?
Let us sec the answer which was made to the British pleni-
potentiaries by the representatives of the United States, and
I think that is theo very best argument we can produce to
show that we are unlikely to get it at the present time.
Here is what the United States commissioners say:

" While continuing their proposal heretofore soubmitted-on the 30th
ultimo-and fully sharing the desire of Ber Britannic Majesty's plani-
potentiaries to remove aIf causes of différence In connection wilh the
dsheries; the American plenipotentiaries are eonstrained, after carefoi
consideration, to decline to ask from the Preident authority requisite
to consider the proposal conveyed to them on the 3rd lait. as a means
to the desired end, because the greater freedom of commercial inter-
course so proposed would necessitate an adjuitment of the praient tarif
of the United dtates by Jongressional aetion ; which adjustment the
American plenipotentiaries consider to be manlfestly impracticable of
accomplishment, through the medium of a tretiy under the ciream-
stances now existing "

Now, then, it appears that this matter is to them one of
perfect indifference. This is the conclusion éhat we muet
come to from reading their answer to Sir Charles Tupper's
letter, and this is the conclusion they come to after careful
consideration of the question, that if they proposed mach a
thing from their standpoint, it would be impracticable for
the simple reasen that it would require Congressional
action, which tbey are inclined to think they could not get.
Now, how far would England be likely to tolerate this,
provided we got it ? I understand there is a provision made
between England and other countries, that when commer-
cial relations with othe• countries are entered Into he
promises to give them the same advantages, the freest
trade relations that they concede to the Britimh Empire
or her colonies. Now, if this in the ase, and I be-
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lieve it is, how far would England tolerate a discrimination
in tarif in favor of the United States, and against ber, and
against all other countries with which she was on ami.
cable relations, and with which she had trade relations.
Would it not be a distinct violation of ber commercial
treaties with other countries ? Because if we do not lot
these countries trade with us upon the same terms that we
let the United States trade with us, we do not give them
the advantages of the most favored trade relations. There-
fore, I say It would be a violation of her treaties, and if
there were no other reasons, that alone would prevent ber
from entertaining the subject for a single moment. But
what objections are there to the commercial relations pro-
vided we had them? Well, in the first place, it would des-
troy the revenue of our country. Now, I think that both
parties are agreed that if we abolished the duty now paid
by goode that we receive from the United States, the
change would at one slap take away from us $7,300,000,
and if we can believe the calculations made by the hon. gen-
tlemen on the other side of the House, when they tell us
that if we had unrestricted reciprocity, our trade w th the
United States would incroase nearly one hundred fold, I
say it means nearly twice the amount. I believe that it
means, at least, a falling off in our revenue of over
815,000,000. Now, when you reduce the revenue of a
country by $15,000,000, you bring about a very serious
condition of things in that country. We are yet
a new country, and we must spend increasing amounts
of money Plmost every year, because our country being
new, it needs to be developed. We want railways, we want
canals, we want harbors, we want public buildings, we want
various things to enable our people to carry on their opera-
tions as successfully as other countries which are in the
enjoyment of advanced civilised life, therefore we need an
increasing amount of expenditure each year. But the
United States are an old country, and their great difficulty
is to know how to docrease the revenue at the present time.
Then I say that if we were to rest the tariff on the principle
suggested by the hon. gentleman, to say that we could
throw our customs revenue into one pool, whereas we are
5,000,000 of people and the United States are 60,000,000,
we could draw out only one dollar for every twelve they
drew out. They want to reduce their revenue, but we want
to increase ours. Now, in order to reduce their revenue they
must reduce their tariff, and we do not believe that it is the
interests of the people of our country to reduce our tariff
now. Therefore, provided we bad this, what would be the
result ? We would be face to face with the very condition
of things said to exist in some of the Provinces to-day. We
would be almost in a state of insolvency. We would be
unable to raise enough money to carry on the operations in
our extensive country. The Provinces are spending money
as part of the Dominion of Canada to-day, and when they
run short of money they can come back and say : We
want an additional subsidy, and the Dominion must give
it. We are obliged to do it because they are a part
and parcel of our country. But could we go to the United
States after we had entered into an arrangement for a certain
time, but found in a few years that we were short of revenue,
and ask them to readjust this arrangement? They would tell
us, no, that it was entered into for a definite length of time,
that they could not adjust it to suit our purposes, that we must
take the consequence, that it suited our public men at the
time, and that we must accept the result. What would be
our condition then ? Either we would bave to get rid (f the
compact or would have to devise some other means of relief
in the direction of raising money, and in that event
it must be direct taxation. Suppose we went out of
the compact. Suppose we stepped out again and assumed
our national independence as it existe to-day, it would bring
about a financial crises in our country that would shake it
from the centre to the circumference, that would be feit in

Mr. BEaVLB,

every line of trade for ton years to come, and it would
leave us in the condition we occupied in 1866, after
the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty, and we would have
to build up our country again. Suppose we accepted the
other alternative, and imposed direct taxation. We have
beard a great deal from hon. gentlemen opposite
about the burdens imposed upon the country and who
pays the taxes-the poor men or rich men. They
would require very little argument, provided that state
of things was brought about that I have indicated, to
satisfy poor people as to who paid the taxes. If we levied
direct taxation, instead of the taxes being paid by the
wealthy, in part by foreigners and only in a fractional de-
gree by poor people, the poor people would have to bear the
burdens of the country as they would find to their coSt, and
they would be called upon to pay the bulk of the taxation
required to carry on the affairs of this great country. I say
it would be most impracticable, most unreasonable to ask
the people to enter into such a contract and into such rela.
tions, because we would be unable at any time to carry out
the arrangement. We say further that you would have no
chance to protect the interests of our p ,ople. Why ? Be-
cause the tarif of the United States represents the interests
of 60,000,000 of people, and they would necessarily make it
suit their wants, even though it might crush our industries.
Thon it is suggested we might change our tarif. What right
would we have to do so? It is proposed that those tarifs would
be framed and agreed upon by some kind of a committee
which would be composed of twelve representatives of the
United States to everyone from Canada. What influence
would one representative have among twelve ? What chance
would ho have to protect the interests of this country ?
What could ho do in regard to altering the tarif for our
protection and to suit our requirements and wants, and to
aid in the development of this country that is only partially
developed, especially when as regards the United States
that country does not need development, for it is devoloped
to-day, but it needs reduced taxation so that les money
need be raised. We would have little or no share of the
work. There is another feature which must not be lost
sight of. Canadian history from the earliest time to the
present shows that the Reform party bas sought to get
Canada from under the control of the mother country. It
has always been said that Downing-street bas too much
part in controlling this country, and even at the present
time hon. gentlemen opposite are fighting for the right
to negotiate our own commercial treaties. If Canada
entered into a commercial treaty as is proposed, what
would she be doing ? She would be giving away the
right, not to the mother country that is interested in
our welfare and progress, but to a country whose interests
are foreign to ours, whose interests are not on the same
lines, bu t distinctly opposing lines, and that power which
was taken from Downing-street and transferred to Canada
would be taken away and given to the Congress of the
United States. Would that be desirable as regardBCanada's
interests and would she be likely to prosper under it ? This
would not be in harmony with the line marked ont for con-
stitutional goverument, and our right to do our own business
as contended for by the Reform party from 1867 to the
present time. But we may ask, provided the arrangements
were carried out successfuily, what interests would it affect?
I have told this House that I believe it would be disastrous
to our country, that it would give away our right to control
our own affairs to foreigners, that it would prevent our
being able oither to raise or reduce the tarif, and it would
injure the country and its various interests. I will go fu -
ther. What would be those interests injured ? I believe it
would injure every class. It would injure the commercial
clans, because it would transfer our wholosale houses at To-
ronto, Montreal, Quebec, Hamilton and London to New
York, Boston, Chicago, Philadelphia, Minneapolis and St.
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Paul. Those would be the commercial centres built up at
the expense of Toronto and our own cities. Then we would
have Amorican commercial drummers paising over this
country pressing upon theretail trade the superiority of their
goods, and, no doubt, they would seil large quan tities as they
did before 1879. We would soon find that our commerce
was virtually taken away from us. Again, it would prove
disstrous to our railways. The mover of the reslution
stated our trade would be directed into natural channels,
and would not be eat and west but north and south. In
other words, our trade would pass right across the border.
The hon. gentleman has complained that the railways
were returning no revenue for the money invested in
them. I would like to ask him if the present policy is
not much more favorable to the railway companies than a
policy would be which would carry the trade across the
lines instead of along them. It would prove one of the most
destructive elements in regard to our Canadian railway
system ever introduced into the Canadian Parliament. It
would destroy our commercial life. I believe it would
also destroy our shipping interest. It would certainly
destroy our manufactures. How could our manufacturers
compete against the United States, with its advanced
intelligence in manufacturing operations, with its attain,
ments in all manufacturing departments, with the
vast capital, with the improved machinery and the cheap-
ness with which they can turn out products? That our
manufactures, which are comparatively in an embryonic
state, could withstand such competition, is something that
no reasonable or rational man would believe. I am satisfied
that if this policy were carried into effect it would prove
most dit-astrous to the manufactures of our country, and
would either cause the transfer of our capital and our labor
across the lines or it would kill them out in a short time.
Our manufactures and trade would pass from us, and the
result would be that our money would follow, and if our
money followed that mast mean the impairment of the
country. There is another phase of the question which loads
me to believe that the policy proposed would be a very
disastrous one to Canada. In whatever line you choose, if
you allow the people to assemble together and associate
together in trade relations, the money will follow, on the
principle that the greater attracts the leus, and sixty mil-
lions must absorb five millions. Our social institutions
would be imbued with their manners and customs,
and the result would be a complete absorption of or
extinction of our national existence, and we would
imperceptibly fall right into what many people on the other
side desire, and I am sorry to say a great many desire here,
annexation, and our country would be virtually destroyoi.
Let me go further, and ask what other interests would be
injured by it ? Perbaps the most important at the present
time that would be injured by commercial union, or un-
restriced reciprocity, would be the agricultural interests of
this country. The tone of ail the arguments which have
been addressed from the Opposition side, I think, without
exception, was that this would be a great panacea for the
farmers of our country, and that it would be a great ad.
van tage to the farmers of the country. I would like to ask
them why ? I would like to ask them how is it that it
happens to be so ? If the American people were ail manu.
facturers and not farmers, then I could understand that it
would be a great value to the farmers of our country to get
their market; but the American people have a variety of cli-
mates stretching from north to south, and a varied country
from east to west, with ail kinds of soil and with all knda of
climate so as to enable them to raise every line in which our
farmers are interested or engaged in bore, and indeed to
raise very many that we do not raise at ail. I see in their
vast wheat-growing areas of the western States, a mostj
dangerous competition for our farmers, and with their1
southern climate, their northern elimate and with thei

climate found in the middle of the country, that they raise
very largely and very extensively every line of produce
raised by the farmers of our country bere. If we look at
iheir Trade and Navigation Roturns we can see in w hat way
this principle would affect the farmers of our country. I
see that the policy would expose them toe c )mpotition in
the various industries in which tbey are now eugaged. The
United Statei to-:ay are engaged in the same line of pro-
duce, and they are exporting the saine articles that our
fariners export. The American tarmers raise somewhere
about $2,500,000,000, in round numbers, worth of agricul-
tural produnts. He consumes out of that a portion at home
and he exports 8550,000,000, in round numbers. In that
respect he becomes a com petitor with our farmers. Our
position is about this: We raise about 8400,000,000 worth
of agricultural products. There is about 8338,000,000 worth
consumed in the country, and we must find markets for
about 84.2,0O0,000 worth in foreign countries. The American
bas to find a market for 8550 000,000 worth, and is it reason-
able to say that the United States, if we bad commercial union
or unrestricted reciprocity, would not send a large share of
that stuff over here into Canada ? In some parts of the coun-
try they have an early season, and, consequently, their grain
comes in earlier than ours. Close to our borders they raise
some lines cheaper than we do in Canada, and everyone of
those lines would come into direct competition with the
farmers of our country. The hon. gentleman for North Nor-
folk (Mr. Charlton), in speaking on this question the other
night, said that wc would open up a market of 60,000,000
people to the people of Canada. But he might as well have
told us that we were not only opening up a market for
60,000,000 but we werc cntering into trade relations with
a people and giving thom the privilege of throwing into our
country $550,000,000 worth of agricultural products in the
year if they can find a market for it bore. To tell me, or
to tell any farmer in this country, that that will not dis.
place in the market a very large amount of agricultural
products, ia something I do not think any farmer will
believe. Before we had our protective tariff we found
oats coming in at Georgian Bay from the western States
and being sold there. In one day the price of oats was
reduced 20 cents a bushel, on account of western oats
coming into the market from the States. We
found that the lumbermen were bringing their pork
from Chicago, because they got it cheaper. It was
this corn-fed pork, raised cheaply ; and our farmers were
unable to sell them pork. We iound that corn was coming
in and taking the place of grain and oats for the purpose
of feeding cattie and horses. Every one of those linos
came in direct competition with the farmers of this coun-
try. I hold that, whatever trade relations we have with
the United States, it would not be in the interest of the
Canadian farmers to take off the duty which we have on
those commodities I have referred to. So sure as it is taken
off, so sure will we find the saine condition of things crop-
ping up very soon as we had before. [ pointed out that
while the American farmer bas to find a market for that
$550,000,000 worth of products, ho would throw a large
share of it into our country; and when the people of the
United States supplied our own people we would have to
find a market four thousand miles away, and the cost of
transportation over that four thousand miles would come
out of the pockets of the Canadian farmera. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), in speaking on
this question, endeavored to build up au argument that
seemed to me to have, at least, the advantage of origin.
ality. That hon. gentleman bas had an experience in
educating the people of this country as to his views
upon tariffi. In 1876, I understand he was a protectionist;
in 1878, he was a free-trader ; and since that he has
been a revenue-tariff man or a free-trader, I do not know
which. During the yars eof 1878 and 1879, when the pre.

1888. 367



COMMONS DEBATES. MÂRO 22

sent protective tarif was put on, and for the last ten years,
he has endeavored to educate the people of this country in
the belief that the consumer always pays the duty. He bas
advanoed varions kinds of arguments for that purpose, and
he turns around now and tries to prove to the Canadian
farmer that not the consumer but the producer pays the
duty. Because it happens to suit his purpose he turns
around and preaches all over the country that the Canadian
farmer loses an amount equal to the duty on all our stuf.
which goes to that country, and, therefore, that our farmers
are at a disadvantage, and that it is a hardship to them be-
cause they pay 15 eents on every bushel of barley that
goes to that country. He says the amount sent from our
country to the States is so small that it cannot affect the
market of that country, and yet he bas been telling the
poor people of this country, for the last ten years,i
that, by virtue of the National Policy, they were obliged
to pay more for every line they used because they had
to pay the tarif. HZe forgot that he was building up
an argument against his own logic. He says in one
case that the producer pays the duty, but, on the other
side, he says that the poor man in this country
pfys the duty also on what he consumes. Is there any
force in hie argument ? I contend there is not. The hon.
gentleman from North Victoria (Mr. Barron) endeavored
o give as bis argument that the Canadian farmer was a1

very large exporter and whereas ho raised the goods ini
this country and he was obliged to find a market for them he
was obliged to pay the duty, and that, therefore, it was in
the interest of the farmers that we should have this com-1
mercial union. He went on to show that we exported1
from Canada last year 18,225 horses, and that those1
horses were valued at $2,214,338. He was correct in this,1
so far as the Trade and Navigation Returns go, but whon I
asked that gentleman a fair question he very indignantly1
refused either to answer it or to give a reply at all. The1
taunt came back of ignorance; although he intended, as1
he said in the outset, to debate this question upon high-tonedi
principles. Last year we exported, as I said before, to the
United States 18,225 horses ; of which the value was1
$2,214,338. But did the farmer, he asks, get that amount
of money ? No; he said the farmer had to pay $442,000
in duties. I asked him how he got at the amount of the
duty which he told the Canadian farmer he had to
pay; was it by taking the value of these horses as given
by the Trade and Navigation Returns, and multiplying
that by twenty ?-because the American duty is 20 per
cent. He did not deign to give me a reply. It did not serve
bis purpose to enlighten the farmers of this country on
this question. Now, I will show the House and the country
wherein his argument was unfair and misleading. I have
here the Trade Returne of the United States, and~I find that
the Americans imported last year 38,000 horses, whereas
we exported 18,000. They valued those 38,000 horses at
82,450,000, while acoording to the hon. gentleman's
e~timate ours were valued at $2,214,000, that is over twice
the number of horses valued at about the same amount
by the Americans. Therefore the value on which the duty a
should be computed would be less than half of what the hon.
gentleman stated. The United States returns show that in-
stead of 8442,000 heing paid upon them, there was just
8245,075 paid. This shows how unfair a presentation
of the case to the Canuadian farmer the hon. gentleman
gave. It would lead him to believe that this 8442,000 i
was taken out of his pocket, when in reality, if
there was any correctness in the argument advanced for
the last nine years by the hon. member for North lorfolk
and bis friends, it was not the seller of the horses who paid
the duty, but the party who got them in the United States.
The buyer who purchased them bore got those animals at à
the market price they were worth when bought. Upon r
wçat value was that duty imposed ? The value put upon e
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them by the American offiler whose duty it was to collect
these oustoms rates at the line. We only value the horses
when they are going over the lines, so as to ascertain
the value of what we export. The Americans who collect
the duty put their own value on them. A large number
of horses are taken into the United States for the im-
provement of their stock, and there is no duty on them.
But instead of valuing those horses at $2,214,000, he should
have valued them at a little over $1,000,000. Did the Cana-
dian farmer get that money ?-the hon. member asks. He
Answers: No; the duty was taken off the $2,214,000, and lie
got the balance. Now, one of two things the hon. gentle-
man must admit, either his deliberate intention to mislead
the farmers of Canada or his ignorance. If he intended to
mislead the Canadian farmer, he ought to be ashamed of him-
self. If he was honest in hie calculation, and made this child-
ish blander, then I say he ought to be ashamed of it. That is
hie dilemma, and he can take whichever horn he ochooses. It
is not much to the credit of the hon, gentleman, who was so
very imperative in forcing his views on the people of this
country, I say that this measure would injure the Canadian
farnera very much. I need not diseuse its effect on the
cattle, sheep or other products of the country which we ex-
port, because I find that he made the same mistake with
regard to them that he did with regard to horses. There-
fore, that argument was most fallacious and unfair, and
should not have been used. The Canadian farmer received
the market value of his horses in this country, where they
were bought by buyers. Hon. members will remember
that a short time ago England sent men to this country to
buy horses. They only pioked up a few, because they said
the market price was so high here that it would not pay to
buy them. But those they did buy they bought at the
Canadian price. The American buyer did the same-
he purchased them at their market value, where he picked
them up, and when he took them t the United States
he got them in as best he could, whether at a reduced
value or free of duty it made no difference to the
Canadian farmer. If the Americans have to pay more for
the horses which are taken into the United States from
Canada, because of the dut3 , it makes no difference to the
Canadian farmer. If the American comes into Canada and
bays an article he pays the market price here. In the same
way, if we go to the United States to buy anything we have
to buy at their price, and when we come to the border
line we muet pay the duty, which may enhance the
value of that article here. This measure would also
bring the Canadian farmer into direct competilion with
the American farmer in hie oats, hie peas, his barley,
his wheat, hie Indian corn, his hay, bis roots, and
almost everything else he raises. It would do more than
this; it would bring him into direct competition with the
American farmer in one ot the most important linos in the
country, namely, the dairy interest. According to the Trade
and Navigation -Returns last year we exported to England no
less than 73,604,000 lbe. of cheese, which represented a value
of $7,108,000. HIow would commercial union, or unre-
stricted reciprocity, affect the Canadian farmer in that Une ?
I will show you how. I have here a clipping from a news-
paper in relerence to an enquiry made on this subject in
London :

" LoNDoN, March 20,-It waa announced in the Rouse of CommonB
to-night that the Colonial Office is about to enquire of Canada whether
the alleged adulteration of imported American cheese also relates to
the Ganadian product, especially as regard the practice of using animal
fat in making cheese. "

The adulteration of American cheese has so lowered its
price in the market, that it would be unfortunate if our
cheese were sent t England, through the sane channel, and
should be known as American cheese; and if we have un-
restricted reciprocity, that must be the result. While we
exported that large quantity last year, we find that the

348



COMMONS DEBATES.
American cheee producer. with his far-sightodness shipped lbs. a year, a very large amount of which would oome in
his obeese to Brockville, Gananoque, Kingston and Mon- here to take the place of Canadian butter and thus reduce
treal in ordcr to have it sent to the E;glish narket as the reputution of the latter in thooign market@. What
Canadian cheese. That ils bing done every day at the will the l'rmer think of those sumo mon wbo teck
present time. Over 5,000,000 Ibs. of this cheese was so much oredit for having that poliey of restrio-
bronght into Canada during the last year, and shipped to tioriimpisod ou those spurious compounds, but who
Europe from here, so as to croate the impression inI Eng- Dow want iid restriction roved, Tboy reuind me of
land that it was Cauadiau cheese. This cheeie is adulter- the cow, which, after giving a psu cf milk, kioked the psu
ated with lard, cotton-s'ed oil, a t d various ingredients that over sud spilled ilai. 1 boliove the Canadîan farmors are
depreciate its value. I say it will be incumbent on our Goav- sufllcic:lly iutc1ligent to sewbut would be the rosuit to

ornment te do, as they have sbo3 thcy arc alway-s ans'oa hm were this restriction aboiihedf Woere we to do sway
to do, wbenever the interets of ariy grcatclassot tho petplewith it, what w ui thie bo to prevot meo Amorican
is ooncerned, to devise some nioans, by which theo I)cIitsîh irrmeî [from sÉendîuii, to this country thiH vory largeamonut of
1urchaser may discrirninate bot voeuJanaditsand Amnet-i s; ut iorsbutter? f what other lin wouid this po iey bring
eau cheeme. I wouid suggest that thé-,Canadia'nGovovirunst aboutiupetition with Our Canadian farmer on . gntie
should lablevery box of ebhou>uthat reýmùs froîn- iheUnil mow will rn bor tho it rotered Tby theannuume-
Z)tates as jUnited States choese, snd car own as Canîîdî mont, a ow yoas ag, that air Chales Tupper had u-
cbeese, so that theru would be nai p -sibiîty of inistake. coded li havitig( anadiau cattie takeon olY the setiedulu when

llad we unrestricted reciprocity, tho depreciation intbo iînportd sileGrot Britain. Our ani diev h anarmr had beae
value of Americari choes woul bo a gret drawback, as i uiicingtup a vory argetad impoant export trade tosureat
wold destroy the standing of Canadian ehos y in the home' Bitainm w twas our hstnd argos market. The oAmorias
market. The saine pritcipeo would apply te pAeriopn werh iwso competiug ithre , d,o utrtuatoly for [hema
butter, which wouid be shipped te foreign countries as contagieus disoe, knw ias leurc isveuryni, had aprung
Canadian butter, nd thus dostroy th reputation Afcr up ainong thoir ? tti ad destroyd thoir trad uic nglnd,
article in the market. Peopt do not knowiton how te 'boauso thiionwish oGovrnmoit refumed to rsow Ameicn
dîsoriminate betwen theeoe omargarinoe, bu thorae Uni catte tbe b impolre alive nd transported through thecoun-
other various cempunds ard our own butter, asd otton tyfor ar f transmission of tho disiuse. Tho rert wasthe
put the two on the soulenvl. Seib tye impotanaef te n wavrei Cahduiid, and threugh the eidfluece cf the

His subjntImay rfer to a dishspion thatwo ihd ony tbe gli h farmtrs,e G aBdian .attr Cwre aso seduled and
tweofsrs ago in this loae on the quotidi of oleomarga- ex'luded fr-m the English mrket. ld that poGioy bean

wuleaud ds may buIi th a dof <(IaIadia -heesain tatomet Brmistedi , it would bave m autdestruction to the cattie
made by Mr. T esi ati a moeug apf p the N aloAaicy buieas of this country ; but te th crodit f Sir Charlos

bud Agriultural Convention held lu New Yo k on the Tupper, bsn ilsai, ko n sucpded by his indefutigable energy
Cdth February, an , relative to this butter question: and grt îtbilityi gotting that ordor resinded, andthe
ar For tonyearthe manf cture ofnartifkial ow ottr bas been growin t CauieiEi cEttle wer otaken off th rchedue, sad we jey

until dairymen everywhere finIthbir vocauonq airnut ruined. andT t he btobeitsof potat important trade sincoe. upposing we
1,000, amilch cowm in the cautry o brvew butte, ad hed hadnreoiproeity unrstrioted, how long would we owaspy,
aud the land on wbich they are kept soethingt over 7m00,r00 areocl

Worthb nominally $50 an acre, bas declined 2p-ricentThese reduc- s Egais Or cattie, th supriwr position w hdld as dm-
tions represent a s of $IOO,0U0,000. Thi es ot brouht about parcd Wifi the Arnloicais? u a short time we wod
tbrough honet and fair copetition, but in conseq t stthe men- tptnd inthit warno osii asthe Arneritian former. Our
outrageo s and glarîug fraul that can bd practice , fr k lioe btitute i
is 6otod to lie c,1,mer f r whatit , bit ts butter. Thquioplen: adiea wbllity nschoued at or cattie raisers ruined.
New York city ao ear pyind ntlei vthoaion am0os 0)rtut. titr The e eofi ûztsw of tt1 imiportant linos In which the Cana-
tley suppose tp b. butt r, n il whch tàrîfiguto th nnfe oirrnue- diiu armer lm lu goly intcrcmted. Iu cvot'y une cf thoee
hait profit. co wse 7W grocers (f the ct y have recited to dear in thea , had res i c unr)stricted ireow lon w o l w t o tu y
article. " Amrgard our te, sutdhe r aerrpositi ute diret scIo-

If themauf.ctre sof this spurius article mans that largoutiae wih theromerntian do n I hour tie wto e would

reduction t the Americaniarm , icont must mean a propor- it in luh au e puo ition.t Acmo r orKing a , Or

tio un te ly la rg o re d a u t h at cbth C an a d ia n fa rm e r . ub st iue B o t e) o hb n . s c mbh e e or a l rise nrg in ed.

ss ftste hk themrrasetrscognbstdb us a ftat.iThpexpofpationcf

Newston, New York, New aygn, Oleveland, Baltimore, Oincinnati, the condition of the imorsn inth fertil valley cf
Louisvile and ht. Louis bave large bogue butter factories, whie Aniapolis, read the reports cf agricultraryeietio. At
hicago manuftactures more bogu butter than aIl the other iteS the tim ho gave theso reporte, ho rertinded the ilouse

together." that the gentlemen who conposod thode agriecotural

Spekiug in Prince Edward cunty s short ime ago, the secieties repr.sentod bth sidows e wpolitika, that thew
candidate supporting the bon. gentleman who represeuts the were a large riumbor cf Beformers as well as Conserva-
Opposition, samd the Opposition wre titmd te propordit, tives in thnser toietion. Temhon. merber for King'
beesase the hou. member for Brant, one cf their number,' (Mr. Borderî), lun endeÀvoring te minimis;e the force of

wen this abject was discused in thdisloase-and when thi drgu<ne n, s md tht the bot. mombor for Annapolis
" ceont a pornd e was put on ic cleansoms revenue, a t , (Mr. Mis) h d read long reports fro e thse ari

centis a poand of an islaud revenue tax, which was suppo ed cltrali, ctioe, but eoat it wainthrg bat appas,
te bosufficienttuexlode it from the r uutry-itrodued a thet it som e t e roemportsod he applei from first te
resointioi for prohibiting the impcrvttiou et these sipuricusLit. Sure y the hon. gentleman wwciothaowedge tat
articles into the ountry. But if t e policy udvocated by the the meebr for Ann pois spdke net orflycf apple but
Opposition, fa nrestrietOd reciprocity or commercial union, cf cattie, potatoes,ocets, ay, The alost every lin 'repre-

soauld bh adhoped, what advatage could we derive from rnting o agriultural itrsts f that poduetve valley,
that prthibit.ry reolatin? W a bnefit woud thenCan- sd th t r e rad nethanly th hortof'e e agriultural

d0 carmors dervea frou the prohibitive duty f 10 een 10 soiety but f a large lumbor fthortsfrd that ho adin
lb. sud the inland rev-nue dtyet8u entws a simposed c t bis baril ri tiekutnuless than nitwaoty-nwog them fres
these articles te-day, if wu had commercial union ? Al the P-vrice f Nova Scotia. Was not tht likoly topes an
resriction wouid b broken d at wa entirely, wd thecantry index te t---couditionohe agriucllttruitrtsrefathatProvince ?

would be flooded with alil this atuff which the Americans le read thoso reports fairly, ie gave very valuable inform-
chose to send us. The Americans manufacture 200,000,000 ation to the flouse, information which would prove to the
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members of this House and to the country that, notwith-
standing all that bas been said of her unfortunate conli.
tion, the Province of Nova Scotia is in a healthy condition
and her people are peaceful and prosperous. The
hon. gentleman from King's (Mr. Borden) said that
some one in his part of the country had purchased a farm
in 1866, the year after the abolition of the old Reciprocity
Treaty, for $15,000, and had sold it to the hon. member for
only 82,000 a short time ago. If that hon, gentleman had
been fair, and had drawn the proper deduction from this, he
would have told the House, and through the House would
have told the country, that the value of farms at that time
was largely enhanced, owing to the important market we
had at that time in the United States on account of the
disastrous civil war in which, they were engaged. Some
hon. gentleman will say that was by virtue of the Reci-
procity Treaty. No, it was just after the Reciprocity
Treaty had expired, but it was just at a time when every.
thing we had to spare was bought up by the United States;
it was immediately after the years when 3,000,000 of the
people of that country 'were taken away from their ordinary
pursuits, from agriculture and from manufactures, and from
other linos of business to defend their country, and every-
thing that we could sell brought a high figure in that market.
I was living in the United States at that time, and I know
that we had to pay for pork 20 cents a pound, for beef
15 cents a pound, for a suit of clothes 885, for a pair of pants
$25, for a pair of boots $15. That was in 1865, the last year
of the American war; and all over the Province of Ontario we
had not only Americans, but Canadians, buying up our sheep
in thousands, to put on the prairies in the west in order to
re-establish thoir agricultural industries after the disastrous
effeets of their very long and disastrous war. We had the
sheep, and the pork, and the grain, and the cattle of our
country bought up at fabulous prices and taken over there,
not as the result of the Reciprocity Treaty or of the negotia-
tions of 1854, but as the result of the destruction of the
agricultural pursuits of the people of the United States on
account of that great civil war which lasted from 1862 to
1865. Every one of those hon. gentlemen has called atten-
tion to the very glorious times which existed in this country
from 1854 to 1866, during the time that the Reciprocity
Treaty was in operation, but they never tell the people that
we had the Russian war in 1855, the very year after the
treaty was accomplished, and that, on account of that, the
Canadian farmers' wheat sold for $250 a bushel. I remem-
ber a farmer selling 200 bushels of wheat in 1855 for $2 50
a bushel. That brought nearly three times the amount it
would to-day, and yet hon. gentlemen compare those times
with times of to-day, whon the American is only able to
sell his wheat for 75 cents a bushel, I remember when a
pair of cattle were sold for 8175, and beef was
proportionately high, and everything that went to foreign
countries that would bear long transport was sold for
equally high prices. After the Russian war had passed
over, we had the building of the Intercolonial Railway, the
Northern Railway, and the Grand Trunk Railway. These
great works were going on, and large amounts of money
were brought to the country; and, afterwards, when times
got harder, we had the great disastrous civil war which
commenced in 1862, and we felt the beneficial effects of it in
this country-ns far as the enh nced value of farm products
were concerned-up to 1869 and 1870, and therefore we hud
good timtes, the farmers enjoyed good times. But while
those were partially, but only to a srnall degree, attributable
to the Reciprocity Treaty, they were largely due to the
fact that so many of the agriculturists of the Unitei States
were taken from their peaceful pursuits in order to defend
their country, and our Canadian farmers liac to fill
the place by supplying what they formerly produced.
Therefore, it is unfair to say that, if you give commercial
union or unrestricted reciprocity, you would bring

Mr. SPioWLE.

back the glorions times we enjoyed during those years.
If we had unrestrioted reciprocity, I believe it would
be a disastrous blow to the farmers of this country. I
believe it would kill out the manufactures of this country.
I believe it would destroy the commerce of this country.
We have in this Dominion a territory of more than 3,500,-
000 square miles. We are expecting to go on and develop
this country; we have the resources which nature bas given
as to supply the wants of our people. We have not only the
resources on the top of the ground, in the shape'of timber,
but we have the resources below the ground in the shape
of minerals. We have the fish in the ocean and in the
lakes. We have the minerals in the ground, and we have
manufactures springing up and giving employment to the
people of our country. We have those vast and fertile
fields of the west raising vast quantities of wheat every
year. As they grow older, they will supply us with the
wheat whieh we require, and we will supply them with the
manufactured goods which they need. We will keep our
people at home and we will keep our money at home, and
the people here and in the eastern Provinces, when they
cannot buy a farm in this portion of the country for the
amount of money which they can command, will go out to
that western country and get their farms for nothing. I
heard a gentleman say that the farms have depreciated
in value, and he gave the reason, that we had not
unrestricted reciprocity. Those gentlemen forget to tell
you that we have added a vast area to this coun-
try within a few years-Manitoba, the North-West Ter-
ritories and British Columbia-and that our farmers have
been going in large numbers into that western country.
Are we any worse off in that respect than the American
farmers, if you take the return which they get for their
labor ? The apostle of commercial union, himseif, Mr.
Erastus Wiman, states that the price of a barrel of flour in
New York is from $2.65 to $3.50. In what part of Canada
do you find any such price ? If the American can only
get from 82.65 to $3.50 for his flour, and it is selling in my
part of the country, where they raise flour, for 84.10, and
has been all the winter, is it likely that the American will
not throw that into Canada and get the enhanced price
paid for it here ? But is the Canadian farmer in the east
any worse off than the American farmer in the east ? We
hear hon. gentlemen in this House talking about the popu-
lation growing less in Ontario, less in New Brunswick, less
in Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia, less in Queboc,
and they say it is Lecause the people are driven ont of this
country owing to the high tariff. Now, I have bore a
clipping from the Boston Provincialist, which tells as that
the very same condition of things is going on in the eastern
States of the Union. It says :

'' What advantages are there in the New England States-over Nova
Seotia and New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island ? We see the
statement made, that the young people leave their provincial homes by
the score to seek employment in 'the States.' But to these young peo-
ple ' the States ' mean a very few centres of business, and outside of
these centres there are as many deserted farms and tenantiess houses,
and as great a dearth of young people, in Maine, New Ramnpshire, Ver-
mont, and other New England States as can be found in the Maritime
Provinces, in proportion to the population. Take Massachusetts even
-the Mecca for most provincials-and two evils are met by all-in-
tensely close competition, in the cities, and 'no business ' in the coun-
try. The exceptions to this are about the same in the two countries
under comparison. Let any who doubt this take a trip to Cape Ood, or
down New Bedford way, or through the central and western counaties ot
the State. Who has not read of Fairhaven and Nantucket, the once
greatest whaling ports in the world ? but now almost unknown. And
wise people say that Gloucester, and Provincetown, and other such
places are going the same way There are thousands of deserted farms
in New England to-day-the owners having moved to Boston or other
large cities."

Now, I say, that proves that the very same condition of
things that is to be found in our country to-day, is found in
the eastern States. The people are going westward. It is
said, that "westward the course of Empire takes its way."
A great many young people take Horaoe Greely's advice
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and go west, where they can make homes for themselves
and start anew in the operations of life, with all the energies
of young people, with all the prospects of a long future be-
fore them that their fathers enjoyed when they were young.
Then, I say that Canada is in no worse position than the
United States. We find that the esme operations are going
on in both countries, and a fair comparison of the condition
of the farmers in both lande will unmistakably show that our
Canadian farmers, man for man, are botter off to-day than
the American farmers. Remembering this, I come to the
conclusion that this resolution would result in great disaster
to the people of Canada, to the great agricultural class of
this country, and, remembering this, i can only tell the hon.
gentleman opposite, that I am not only disposed to vote
against his resolution. but I am disposed to fight it inch by
inch, in every part of the country, whorever I may
be brought face to face with the people. I Can
tell him that when both sides of this question are
before the farmers of this country, it will not take long to
show on which side the great majority reste, and those hon.
gentlemen will be as unfortunate when they appeal to the
people again on the strength of this resolution as they wero
in 1878, as they were in 1882, and as they were again in
1887. They will not only find themsolves, as they are to-day,
leaderless in this House, with scarcely more than a corporai's
guard to support them, but they will find their party
entirely snuffed ont of existence, ar.d we willjhave but one
party in this country, the Liberal-Conservative party, the
party which bas always sbown a commendable desire to work
for the good of the people. That party which bas always
been ready to come to the defence of the farmer. Whon
combines are alleged to exist, a committee is appointed to
ascertain whether the allegations rospecting them are truc,
and, if so, that party providest egislation to choke tbem off.
And as long as we keep up that barrier lino, we keep those
oombines at bay, and whon they come within our torritory
we can control them by law. Wo do not want any great
monopolies here, we want no Vanderbilt monopoly, we
want no Jay Gould monopoly, in our country ; but when a
monopoly does come here, we can legislate to take away its
injurious effects. I do not care what class of the country
requires attention, whether it is the farmer, or the miner,
or the shipowner, or the fisherman; as soon as there is a
want apparent, the Liberal-Conservative party are ever
ready to come to the defence of the people of the country
and provide legislation that will do them good. Remember-
ing this, I am prepared to oppose this resolution, and to
support the National Policy, that has done so much for
every class in the country but more especially for the agri-
cultural class, who are in truth the backbone of this
country.

Gen. LAURIE. I feel that it would not be right for me
to give a vote on this question without laying my views
before the House. During the first 15 years that I lived in
this country I was a free trader, but I found reason to
change my views, as they were impracticable under our
circumatances. After having seen what was going on
in our own country, and especially after visiting the great
Centennial Exhibition in Philadelphia, I came to the conclu.
sion that it was to protection that the United States owed
the progress they had made, and that if we were to make
similar progress, under the conditions that surrounded us,
we must copy their example and introduce a National
Policy. Theb hon. member for East Huron (Mr. Macdonald)
has pointed out that the right hon. gentleman, the leader of
the Government, in 1877 and 1878, was ready to go any
length for reciprocity. I think hoe stated that the right
hon. gentlemau was ready to go any length for a reci-
procity of trade or a reciprocity of tariff. But we have
also been told by the hon. member for Halifax (Air. Joncs)
that the utterances of our public men in the discussions of

, the National Policy in this House, and afterwards in the
country, caused much irritation in the United States, and
did more than oven the National Policy itself to embitter
public sentiment in the United States, and the minds of
leading statesmen in Congress, against the people of this

> country. If that is the case, and if the statement of the
hon. momber for Eat Huron (Mr. Macdonald) is true, thon
it is clear that it was not the utterances of the right hon.
gentleman and his party that embittered our friends across
the border against us, but the utteranôes of hon. gentlemen of
the Opposition, such as I will read for the information of the
House. We thoreby learn what the utterances were, if the
view of the bon. momber for Halifax (Mr. Jones) be correct,
that embittered our neighbors across the border. For what
do wo find in the discussion on the National Policy ? I
read this:

" No person will assert it lei proper to project industries that are not
naturally adapted to the country, but when they are suited to the land
it is the duty of the Government to foster them. Arts and manufactures
do not spring up un a virgin soit.lIn the firet place, trade has a tendency
to remain in beaten tracks. Then the advantage is on the side of a
nation in which manufactures are establi.hed, becaise money ie more
easily obtained there than in a new country, I believe that the interests
of the nation at large would be promoted by protection, and that the
manufacturer.being brought to the door oi the farmer would afford a
market for a great many articles of produce that would not bo saleable
if the market were 3,000 miles away. With a home market of this kind
established by protection to manufacturera, the agriculturist can benefit
bis soil by producing a rotation of crops."

That came from the hon. momber from North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton); it did not corne from any bon. member
supporting the presont Governument. If that ia not enough,
what have we hore ?

" The American Government, always alive to the interests of their
people, and aIl that relates to the prosperity of their country, bave re-
cently passoed a Treasury order, increasing very considerably the draw-
back on white refined sugar, the reult of which, I learn, bas been that
the great bulk of that quality now used in Oauada comes from that
quarter, and their manufacture le entirely abandoned at Montreal,where
formerly large quantitieos were made; hence it follows that if our trade
with the West Indies is to be encouraged or sustained, such exceptional
legislation as I have referred to must be met by corresponding legisla-
tion on our part."

He goes on to say-and this has a bearing on the present
case :

" Such a system could not continue very long, for lu a short time,
when the Americans found that they had destroyed our trade, they
would dictate their own terme, and that it would be seen how disastrous
the present [Grit] pohcy was.'

By whom were those sentiments uttered ? They were
uttered by the very hon. gentleman, the member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones), who, from his place in this House,
a few nights ago, assured this flouse that the discussion
of the National Policy embittered the Americans against
us, and did more to interfore with our obtaining reei-
procity than even the National Policy itself. If that be
the case, thon I say it was hardly fair for that bon. gentle-
man to throw that as a charge against us and assume that
the supporters of the Government were to blame, that it was
the National Policy party who were to blame, when the
very sentiments ho himself enunciated were the sentiments
that did the most to embitter our frionds across the border
against us. But our friends on the Opposition benches, in
the course of their arguments, have dwelt at length on the
great prosperity of the United States. They have shown
that the United States, not so favorably situated agricul-
turally, commercially or minerally as ourselves, are very
prosperous and we in Canada are suffering from depression i
although it is plain, from the evidence that they have adduced,
they have shown that we have superior natural advantages
to what the United States enjoy. Have not those hon.
gentlemen proved a little too much? Have they not
proved that in this case, if our neighbors across the border,
with natural advantages, have prospered more than we have,
there must be a cause for it. What is that cause? We, who
have supported the National Policy, have maintained that

1888a 371



COMMONS DEBATES. MARca 22,
it is protection to manufacturers, that that was the cause of and what has put them in a position to do so ? Is not that coun-
the great prospority in the United States, and that we are try able to raise products for its own ordinary consumption ?
proceeding to follow that example. Let the hon. gentle. Undoubtedly I claim it is. Bat protection has artificially
men say what they like. I have heard it stated this evening created large cities and large centres of population. Those
from the Opposition benches that if the National Policy has in no sense are natural marke ts; they are artificial mar-
not already developed our manufactures into such a com- kets created under a system th at we desire to adopt and
plete state as to enablethem to compote with the manufac- which we desire in our own way to promote our own mar-
turers of the United States, thon it was a failure. It was ket. The hon, member for St. John (Mr. Ellis) stated that
hardly fair to assume that our manufactures can be devel- the British market being far away from us was of lIttle
oped in ton years and placed in as perfect a condition as value, and that the West India market had practically
the manufactures of a country that have been fostered become valueless. On this question, other members from
during seventy or eighty years. I say that our friends on the Maritime Provinces, and myself, I am happy to say, are
the Opposition benches have proved too much. Thon, what prepare 1 to j>in issue, and at the same time he assumes
is the object ofthe resolution placed before the House ? There that the only market left to us is the market to the south
must be a definite object in it. Is it to increase our expor because the United States are nearest at hand. I claim, Sir,
tations or our importations ? If it is to increase our if a market near at hand is the only market desirable for us
imports, that is a question we will consider presently. If it that it will be botter still to carry ont the view of the pro-
is to increase our exports, on what description is the moters of the National Policy, and, under the same system
inerease proposed to be made ? I hold in my hand the tariff as our American neighbors, increase our own home market.
submitted by the Committee of Ways and Means of the It the argument of the hon. member for St. John (Mr.
iHouse of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress, and what Ellis) is good for anything that the nearer a market
do I find? Let me here say that, while it must be acknow- is to us the botter for us, then I say to him the home
ledged that raw materials are the main product, we can market that we have ut hand is better still, and, there-
exportprofitably. I find in the new tariff submitted to Con- fore, out of his own mouth and by his own argument I
gress, and which may very possibly be passed this session, desire to prove my case. I will deal with the remarks
or if not this session it will be ready to be brought he made and I will dispose of them. Another point that
forward immediately after the presidential election, ho raised was when ho said: " It was hardly fair to consi-
that nearly every material in which the vast der that sugar sent from the Maritime Provinces to other
mass of our people are interested, as exporters, Provinces was a product of the country." In onee sense,
is to be removed from the list of articles subject Sir, it is not a product- He disputed the fact whether that
to duty and is to be placed on the free list. Surely, thcn, raw material being imported, the manufactured article pro.
if the United States Congress are prepared to meet us in ducel from that raw material is a product of the country.
that way, if the Government of the United States, repr(- There again, Sir, I join issue with him. The article that
sented by that legislative body, are prepared to deal with us we have by labr changed firom an article of small value to
in this way, is it wise for us at present to go into these de- an article of m uch higher value, to my mird, is a product
tails, and describe how this country is suffering ? What did of the country, as our mechanics and laborers have reaped
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) say advantage thereby ard as money has gone into the hands
the other evening ? Did ho not say that it was unwise for us of the people of the country. It is a product whieh we
to discuss the matters relating to the fishery negotiations, have handio 1 -n! passed out to other markets, and in that
and Itake it that what applies to the Fisheries Treaty would sense it is a pr 'duct of the country. Gentlemen on the
apply equally to the subject now before the Hlouse. The other side of the liouse, in their desire for unrestricted
hon. gentleman said that our neighbors at Washington reciprocity, s. eàk as free traders, but as a matter of fact
would watch the discussion, and ho was unwilling that any the apostle of this commercial union or unrestricted reci-
language should be spoken that might be used against us in procity, whichever it may be called, or whether it bo both,
regard to that question. Practical negotiations must follow distinctly tells us that ho supports it because it is protection
any proposition made by us for reciprocity. Certainly hon. in a marked and more extrema form and likely to make
gentlemen on this side of the House have used muci lan. protection more permanent than ever, even as it is at preser t.
guage that may be fairly used against us in any negotia. At present, Sir, we have acommittee investigating combines,
tion on which we might enter. Hon. gentlemen of the and, if this be the case, is not this the most gigantic com.
Opposition have assured the country that the Dominion bine that has been proposed ? We are asked that the two
cannot go on any longer in its present position. natio ns should combine to hold all the consumers of those

An hon. MEMBBR. Hear, hear. two nations in the hands of the manufacturers, and for this
purposo I assume that Canada is a nation. Comparing the

Gen. LAURIE. While the hon, gentleman takes that prospects of countries which are following out the free
view, the large body of the House take the opposite view, trade policy, we find that the exports from Great Britain
and we are prepared to justify that view. We do not merely have dimirnish cd largely the world over. I find that in ton
state it, but we hold to it and we give our reasons. We are years the exp ort from England to Gelmany have decreased
told it would be proper for us not to eeek to promote inter- £10,000,000 sterling; the exports from Englandýto Holland
provincial trade for the interchange of the products of each have diminished from £ 16,000,000 to £9,000,000, the exports
part of the country, but that we should look to the natural fro England to the United States from £d3,000,000 to
market to the south of us, and that that was the object of £27;000>,000 ; and the exports to Belgium from £7,000,000
the reciprocal arrangement. In regard to the natural market to £6,000,000 ; and yet, Sir, we are told that a free trade
I do not hesitate to say that the term I natural market " is country is better for the manufactu i or than i& proteeted
thoroughly fallacious. I am not prepared to recognise that one. That hardly appears to be the case, and those figures
those markets are in any sense natural markets to us, for are from Mr. Giffen, who is, above all ihings, an apostle of
those markets were artificially created. We have heard from froc trade. The English manufacturer s lately raised their
the hon. gentleman from King's, N.S., (Mr. Borden) of the hands in astonishment when a large contract for locomo-
grcat value and the large amount of produýe that, could tives, by one of the large rail way co mpanies of Erglarid, was
urderfavorablecircumstances, beexported to New England. given to a firm in Belgium, where strict protection and
We have heaid of the large market there and the very large a very high tariff is gra nted to the manufacturers,and highly
amount of goods that the people of the United States were protected Belgium was able to compete with free trade
iready to purchase. But why are they ready to purchase that England in free trade England itself. This shows, Sir, tha

Gon. LAumiz.
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protection there has developed manufactures and enabled
manulacturers to manufacture cheaply when they once got
fairlv started and under wav. Again the great aroument

by this House, it would be the case of Servia, which has
tried the same system and failed. 1 should be very sorry
to see Canada pluced in the condition of that euntrv. and

whichhas been used is that the farmers are suffering, and thorefore I shall do my utmost to oppose the proposition
that the farmers will suffer under the protective system. I made by the bon. gentleman. Our atention has bon
ho'd in my har4d, Sir, a paper elaborated by Sir James called to the great exodus that bas gone trom this country.
Caird, who is a etrong apostle of free trade in England. He I heard the hon. member foi Queen's, P.E.L, eay that Prince
has considered this question, and has examined the reports Eiward Island was almost depopulated. I can also say
in the United States and ho bas come tothe conclusion that that there is also a great exodus from the Province from
value in agriculture is enhanced by increase of a non-agri- which I come-a very great exodus.
cultural population. As-shown by a table prepared in the Mr.KIRK. Har, hear.
agricultural department it appears that the States in the
Union were divided into four classes. The first had a popu Gen. LAURIE. The hon. gentleman says "heur, hear.'
lation of only 18 per cent. engaged in agriculture, tie If that hon. gentleman were an employer of labor, I do not
second with 42 pericent., the third with 58 per cent., and think he would say "hear hear." I am an employer of
the fourth with 77 per cent. In those States that had 18 labor, and it is almost impossible for us to get the labor
per cent. only employed in agriculture, the value of the we require. Therefore the people do not leave beoause
land was £7 14s. an acre, and the wages of they cannot get work. There was a time when work was
the agricultural laborer was £5 a month. In the second not picnty in this eouriry, and whon mon had to go Io the
clase, where 42 per cent. were employed in agriculture, we[Tited S1ates to get work. Tbey thon estâblishod relations
find that the value of the land diminishes by £ t 10s. an in that country, andi ow having i olatiois there and wish.
acre, and that the monthly wages have also diminished. Ining not unnaturally to soo the worid, they go, and the
the third class we find that 58 per cent. of the population resui 18 th4t it is almost impossible to obtaisi thoneesary
are employed in agriculture, the land is only £2 149. an supply of labor iii Nova Scotia. Last winter it was nost
acre and the wages of the agricultural laborer £3 los. a difficult to obtain the labor ve required, and now, when
month. In the fourth class, where 77 per cent. are em- spri g bas opeed, it lstili more diffleut. Therefore while
ployeJ in agriculture, we find the land but worth £1 sterling our industries are promisîng, wo have not sufficicut labor
an ae3re, and wages of the agricultural laborer £2 10s. a to cuttivate them. The bon. member for Quecn's stated
month, just half what it is in 1he district where only 18 that many 0ftnose who lot Prince Edward Island sont
per cent. of the population are employed in agriculture. rerittances homo to pay for the farme they purchased.
This shows, Sir, if proof goes for anything, and by the Fortunatcly that shows that they have soro desire to go
evidence of the United States Returns, that the lems of theback, anti intended to do so. But I arn sorry to muy
population employed in agriculture the greater the value of that is not my iperience. 1 have knowe a large
the agricultural land and the greater the returns to the number to go away lu the piug and corne bac
agricultural laborer. But, Sir, we are told that if we adopt in the autuni; When they coreback they have a good
commercial reciprocity with the United States, we shahll suit of elothos, but instead of bringing ny moncy in
prosper. Now, Sir, what are the views of the statesmen ibeir pockets, thcy corne b live on the old poople during
of the United States? I will read an extract from a letter tho winter. Lt i4 not tho case with us that they bring back
addressed by Mr. Frelinghuysen, the Secretary of tho late large sums of rnoy. The hon. mombot'foi'Halifax wao
Republican Goverument, to Senator Miller, Chairman of the astonishetithether' veuing ut ry eayiug I heur, heur,"
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, in which he says :whn he pointed out that it was impossible last summer

" Any increase of our trade with foreign countries commensurat, with f r owrrî of'veels fitting out for the f1hherios b <ibtain
our induistrial development and requirements can only come through crews, bocause the youiîg mou had gono te the States.
our commercial relations with countries inferior to us in wealth and Why, thut was u argument itinst birnscif, beauge
population."lit ehowoctthat while there was work, tlie jmop wcro nuL
Nuw, Sir, that is the position of the republican statesmen there to do it. Therefoit is not arîythirgcor)cted with
if the United States, and I think it wili be found that the our industriat system thut bas causod this exodus. I ar

Democratic party take the same view. They say that reci- not prcpared to say what thcy go for, but I Foy tbey do
procity with nations equally developed with themselves not go because lbey caunot geL work. The bon. gentleman
would be no reciprocity whatever. They want to establish who introduectiis re-olution oxprobmcd bis belicfthat ibis
reciprocity, if they establish it at all, with such nations as courtry wiul suifer tcrrikAy il bbe premeut sy8tem of govorn.
will sel therntheir raw material, and in return take their meut is coulinucc, antiLeotold us thut urmresticted reui-
manufactures. He aums up his argument by saying : procity is the ouly thiug thut will put Catia ou ber feot

t It follows that the superior nation which aid in such development aghin. le told us aIse that Englantiisfricidles, antiho
can monopolise tke greer portion of the import trade of each and &Il." dwelt on the is olâted condition the mther country occu-
Thatihelicpsition the United StUtes would take if we pied; but hoaesured us that ie tnrestristed recipronily
adopied suob an arrangement as that proposeti by the hon. wcre tidoptet i imediutey by Canlada, Eniglanti would
movmber for f3auth -Oxford. 1 had a little persona[ expe. make frieutis again, aîî'i Irelai would bo concijiatoti.
r ience of this very thing two years ago.Duty took me to thc I have been posteti on the walls evurywhero Iiadway's
biuth c Europe. I there founti a young and struggling teady Relief and Johnsoi's Liniment,as cure a womtlt
ration witb vast natral reaources-Servia. Servis id hei diesei antii auppears toe me the hon.gntleman's pre
in .ubjection to Au§tria-Hungary, anti is bouni under treaty seription is nt mrely to holp Candbl ute oitl a panaa
Io seeAdher raw material to tsat country; but she is not for ail evils, and ail alments arca cat by this woa orfut
peruitted tesenti ber manufactures there. Theoretically remedy. The only alvation i uretricted, arciprocity
ti!ie l permitted, but practically the superior advantage s soul be introduced-and God forbifileuth a thing hould
btid lîy the more adivancedt country ensure that Servia witb ever liappen-the only ealvation frein du-cet taxation would
iLs gicat nabural îesources shal onîy @end ifs raw material ho te lacigi f a duty on ie patent mediciie which

to Austîîa-Llungary, and any attenpt on it8 part tû senti the ho. gentleman e hrying.10 palm off on us, aud in so
manutiac,,tures 1ut once crushed eut. 1 Mw the discontent doirg w anig tinose revenue enough to enwbheoefPra usianage
and hopeleeseés in wbich the people of Servisivet, antiI wiihet direct taxatiotac1hwill ortgointoal theargumrts
muai s"y that if am-y argument were neeeasary tf0prove 1o brourht forward by hon gentlemen on ibsm side tetohow
me that the propoition hoId out to ais ahouldflt b.adopted how our trade will be redued undbr ucrestrited reipro-
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city and how the importa of the United States coming in dian four being no good to make bread with, and our people
here to the exclusion of the importe from other countries, wonld only use American four, but after a W hile they dis-
will reduce our revenue from customs, so that we will be coversd that this theory was absurd, and the consumption
compelled to resort to direct taxation. I do not think of Canadien four hessteaily increased. In 1886 we
I should reiterate the arguments advanced in support importsd 213,000 berrels fromn the United States, in 1887
of the contention, for there can be no doubt that the posi- we imported 172,000 barrels, while in Nova Scotia we find
tion thus set forth will be one from which we cannot escape. we have reduced our importation from tô,oOO in 1886 W
The hon. gentleman the member for South Oxford (Sir 10,000 in 1887. Therefore it je evident we en use Cana-
Richard Cartwright) went on to say that the present dian four and do as well by baying it, though of course, it
system would become a great strain on hie loyalty. Of entails the purchese by carloade and not by single barrels;
course, Sir, loyalty is a sentiment. Bach man is his own but as;eafiehing vasselenuhring home 120 barrels ot four,
law in the matter of sentiment, and no one cen prescribe it je not likely to coma home with one berrel. One of the
what sentiment another should hold. The hon. gen- grievances ofthe National Policy ie the sugar grievance.
tleman holds hie sentiments, I hold mine, and each of urs We are told that we are playing into the hande of the menu-
is entitled to hold his own ; but I have never yet been able facturers in the case of sager, and that sagar is worth only
to understand the peculiar position he gives hie loyalty. 16s. 6d. per cwt. in Liverpool (Great Britain), whilst
He says that whilst hie forefathers were loyal and made in Canada the consumer had to pay three andiae haf
great sacrifices, he now considers the debt of loyalty is cents per pound higher than in England. The hon. gen-
paid. His forefathers were right in doing what they did, tleman who made thie statement, forgot to mention the
but hie duty is to strike out for himself. The debt is paid price of sugar in New York. That wonld be a feirer
and squared. Ris loyalty was a limited liability affair, and comparison than to compare Canada with free trade
he is now free to act independently of it. As an illustra- England. Bad the hon. gentleman for South Oxford given
tion of another species of loyalty which is not a limited the comparison with the country south of us, it wonld have
liability concern, I will read a few words of a letter that I been sufficieut for ail practioal purposes W arrive et an
received from one of my electors I have the honor to opinion on his assertion. Stpposin we took the duty off
represent. He says sugar, what do w come back to? Wecorn back to direct

"I hope the Fishery Treaty will hasten a free arket for our fih,f the duty is taken off articles that we consume,
which without a doubt, we need, but not at a sacrifice of Canada's rights
and honor:" dthave recoure W direct taxation. He telle us that the

refineries of Montreal are makiug 87,000 a day profit. The
The writer of that letter is only a poor fisherman, but I amehareholders will be gled to hear that, bnt I doubt if it is
prepared to put his view of loyalty alongside of that ex- reelly the case. Re also undertook to tell ne eomething
pressed by the hon. gentleman opposite who introduced in regard to the catch of mackerel. He saye ourfishermen
this resolution, and I am confident that hon. gentlemen will muet te their macksrel to the United States. Well$ it is
admit that the writer of this letter gave a better idea of very true that, to a large extent, the United States je
loyalty in the few words he expressed than did the hon. the market for our mackerel, but je that an unmixed
gentleman in his speech and resolution. I have heard the hardship, that onr fishermon shonld take their meokerel to
phrase as used, in connection with the proposal of the hon. the United States? I think, whn we consider the large
gentleman, deecribing this proposal as " a heroic remedy." protection we have aiforded to our fisheries, while, aho
I demur to that statement. I conceive that true heroism eays, that ie, on the one baud, our market, on the other
consiste in making a sacrifice of your own interests for the hand he forgot W tell the Roue that our fisheries
benefit of otherp. But as I understocd the proposal of are the source of supply W the United States, that
the hon. gentleman, hie idea of a heroism is to sacrifice they have to get their fish frornun, and therefore the price
other people's interests to his. That is not the interpreta of the fish going to the United States is largely fixed by the
tion that 1 should be inclined to give to the term "heroic quantity we send thena. Lt je truc that e duty of $-
remedy." I heard an hon. gentleman state that if it was a a barrei je charged, but, il our mackerel were admitted free,
question whether ho lost his nationality or his property, lo the price wonld corne down. As long as the duty is kept
would raiher lose his property. The hon. member for Queen's up, ths fishermen je the United States gete that benefit,
.N.B., stated that, and the reply was flung across the floor that but our fiehermen do not suifer. I will show the graat
that was a foolish speech to make, that it woulid be fer chang which bas taken place in the mackercl trade owing
botter to lose one's nationality than one's property. But to the protection of the fieheries. In 1880, et Gloucester,
is it not possible, if this unrestricted reciprocity were the principis entrepôt for mackersl, the total catch was
brought into force, that we might lose both nationality and 190,000 barrels; lu 1881, the catch was 163,000 barrels; in
property ? That is certainly a danger that I dread. I am1882, 170,000 barrels; in 1883, 108,000 barreis; in 1884,
sorry to see the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) is not 223,000 barrels; sud then we corn to a different etate of
in his place, because I would like to comment on a few pointsthinge. We corneto e comparison between the catch of
with wh'ch he dealt. He remarked, among other things, mackerel which the United States fishermen made when
on the difficulties our fishermen had to meet when they they were ellowed to go where they liked W Q.h, sud when
carried their fish to American markets, in not being able W they were restricted. L 1885'the catoh was 157,000
bring back their supplies. I can assure the hon gentlemen barrels, but lu 1886, when they were kept out of our fish
that there is no difficulty in this regard. If our fishermen ing grounds, the catch wes only 58,000 barrels, sud there
go to the port of Boston to sell their fish, they can bring wae consequently a market for our fishermen; and lu 1887
back Canadian produce in bond and at as cheap prices their catch was again rednced to 44,000 barrels, ehowing
as they could American produce. All of us who have visited that practically we hold the eupply of the fish in our
the eastern portion of the States, know that wheat doesown bande, and, if we hold the auply, the consumer
not grow in any quanti y around Boston. New England isj dependent upon us, sud we fithe prie and not
not celebrated for her growth of cereals. These products come the Americane, sud, eonssqnently, the duty le paid on
from the far west, and the distance is just as far fron the these fish by the man who wauts to bny them. An illus-
wheat producing districts of the United States as from those tration was given of the hardebips our people suifer jn
of Canada, and the products are as easily taken from the one connection wiîb fiebing, by the description which wae givea
place as frorn the other. Our people have found that out. 1 of ths work of a fshing vasel in one summer by the
At firet there was a great deal of nonsense talked about Cana- bon. member for Halifax (Mr. Joues). As I undvratood
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it, the statement was that, in 1885, a fishing vessel him, that the orops of 1887, in Ontario, were much
was on her fishing cruise from theslet June to the 30th reduced compared with those of 1882. I cannot concoive
September, and the catch that was sold amounted to 800 that this is a charge against the National Policy. I
barrels of mackerel, and all the fishermen realised for the do not know that unrestricted reciprocity would give us
season's work was 830 apiece. This may be so. The hon. larger crops, it depends very much on the season. Now,
gentleman has stated it, and that ought teo be suffoient, but I have pointed out that in the Tariff Amendment Bill
it is a very curions fact in connection with this that the submitted to Congress by the Ways and Meais Com.
whole catch, les duty, must in that case have been sold for mittee, there is placed on the free list a large pro-
$1,200, or 81.50 a barrel, and that is a low price. Even portion of these articles that we are so auxious to send
with the duty added, it would be only 83.50 a barrel. I into the States, on which we now have a duty, and for
hold in my hand the report of the Boston Official Bureau of the remission of which duty we are so anxious that we are
Statistics for 1885, and the statement made by the secretary prepared, almost, to sacrifice anything and anybody but our
of that bureau is that Nova Scotia mackeret at that time, own selves, and to throw our manufacturers to the wolves.
October and November, 1885, sold for from $6 to 88 a barrel. Whilst we are doing this we find that at Washington they
It is odd that our people, who, as I said before, are fairly hard- are prepared to take the duty off most of these articles, It
headed, should, when the price ranged from $6 to $8, have is true the duties romain on some others, but it will be
accepted only 83.50. But there are ups and downs even in the found that of the articles on which duties romain we export
mackerel fishing. I met a young man this year, during my already more than $13,000,000. The hon. gentleman gave
canvass, who had been in the mackerel fishing in us at length a statement showing how 97, 98 and 99
the United States. He had been urged to go there per cent. of various products went to the States. They do,
by those who said thore was no chance of getting a Sir. How will unrestricted rociprocity make more than
living here, and so ho had gone to the United States. I 100 per cent. of those articles go to the States? Therefore,
asked him what success ho had had, and ho told me ho had what benefit are we going to gain, commensurate with the
made $1 for his work during this year from the Gloucester sacrifices we are asked to make, in simply sending one or
fishing. I do net think ho had been paid botter than if ho two per cent. more of those articles to the States ?
had remained in this country, even if, as the hon. gentleman Mr. DAVIES. It doubles the quantity of consumption.
says, ho had got only 3u instead of $1 for his season's Gen. LAURIE. But if the quantity is net availabl. If
work. I do not think that those who told him it was botter
for him to go to the United States advised him well, and I we have no more barley, for instance, to sell, it will not
think there are people who lead others astray sometimes, as double the consumption. Then the hon. member for Ilali-
they did in this case I think the hon. gentleman from Queen's, fax mentioned that Nova Scotia exportod fruit. He said that
P E I. (Mr. Davies), stated that those of us who believed in had nohing to do with the National Poioy, and that was
the National Policy, "had been dangling it before the eyes the view taken by the hon. member for King't county (Mr.
of a deceived people for political purposes." Might not that Bordon). Now, I am inchined to think that is a little wide
be considered a fair description of the resolution which the of the mark. I think tho duty imposed on potatoes going
hon. gentleman himself has submitted for the consideration into the United States bas improved the farms of King's
of this House, that heis holding it up and "dangling it before county very materially. As a matter of fact those pro-
the eyesof ade,3eived people for political purposes?" A com- parties were being considerably run down by tho export
plaint was made that, while we professed under the National of potatoes, without any fertilisers being used to supply the
Policy to discriminate in favor of English trade, the average exhaustion of the soil. I am aware that Prince Edward
duty on the imports from Great Britain was 21 per cent., and Island also sende a great many potatoes to the States. But
011 those from the United States only 16 per cent., so that we in the case of King's county the advantago bas been that
were discriminating against the mother country and in favor when that particular article was low, the farmnors fed their
of the United States. But surely the hon. gentleman potatoes to thoir cattlo and made beef, and in making beef
knows that the large proportion of our raw material cornes they furnisbed fertilisers to their land, consequently they
from the United States, and that comes in free of duty have been able to inrase the product; and I believe the pro-
in order te stimulate and encourage manufacture ln duct of fruit has also largely increased, owing to the fact
this country and enable ns to manufacture at a low price, that the farmers wore not at all times able to export their
and, by encouraging these industries and helping our potatoes and doprive their farms cf fertihsere. But the
products of the soil, the fishery, the mine and other potato market is not closed in the United States. Thore is

industries, we employ more people, and the more people we a duty, but last autumn a very large amount of the potato
employ, the more meney we have, ad the botter market at product was sent to the United States. Whenover the

homeo, have for everything we have te bsel. The hon article is wanted it goos thore, when it is not, it is used at
member for South Huron (Sir Richard oartwright)h howed home, and tho farm benofits. I boliovo that in the matter
that England had a large trade with fndia, and ho said that of fruit export the retention of the dutios in the United
that Eanhad alage thad with adpendeand he s itan States has really net injared that district to the extent that
was natural because that was a dependency, The Indian is asslume J. Now, the hon. member for Halifax was rather
Government some years ago found it necessary to protect jocumeas I se that was fe lia he rithe
their manufactures by imposing a duty on certain importa. jocular-at least 1 assumed that was the lino ho teok in the
tien, manufaectresy imposing eadtyf ondia certincan description ho gave of my visiting Shlburne county dur.tions, and they increased the wealth of India to such an inm. atcnas ilra hth as
extent that now that country is able to manufacture ing My lst canvaSS. I wiil read what ho esys:
largely from raw materiale, which, although indi. " I would like the hon the Minster of Marine to go along our soast

would nover have been established but when ho visité Halifax neit year, instead of allowing his gunboat to go
genous te India, wb down the shore electionering in the county of Shelburne, instead of
for that policy. The people, in working Up the material sending ber down there to sound along every little harbor in the eounty
which the have have se increased in wealth that they are of 8heiburne, but of course not to make promises. Oh, no; we have

the0wod of the gallant member for Shelburae (Gen. Laurie), that ho
able te, utilise a much larger portion than befere of the the 'word t h abn ebrfr8ebre e.Lui> hth

made no promises. 1 do not say he did, but I say that, whenh b went
manufactures of England. He told us how much the pro- down on board that Dominion gunboat, with the Dominion flag flyiing
gress of Michigan was greater than the progress of Ontario. over his head, and the so-calied engineer going into every port along

. that coast and sounding, and saying this would be a nice place for a
Why, Sir, possibly because Michigan has been longer living waarf, and that wouid be a nice place for a breakwater, and yon mait
in a state of protection, possibly becanuse Michigan has been require a lighthous here-I do not say ho made any promises, but the
in a position te make a market of ber products to a non. inference wonld be naturaL."
agricultural and non lumbering population. Her goods I1Now, am I to understand that is a correct statumemt of
have sold more readily. He made out, if I understood what occurred ?
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Mr. JONES (Halifax). Yes.
Gen. L AURIE. Well, I say distinctly it i4 not.
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Will the hon. gentleman allow

me to a6k whether that lightship did not carry him down to
his election in the county of Shelburne.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is not the point.

Gen. LAURIE. The hon. gentleman aska me what did
occur, and I will tell him. I think it would have been
better if the hon. inember for Halifax, in this statement,
had not, by innuendo, implied that I had stated what was
not the case. The hon. member for York asked me a ques-
tion in this House the other day, and he told us something
about the promises made in the election. I answered that
question; I thanked him for asking the question and giving
me an opportunity to make the explanation.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). You did not answer the question'

Gen. LAURIE. The gunboat did not go into every
harbor along the coast, did not go electioneering, did not
go into every port, there was no engineer going sounding
along that coast and saying this would be a nice place for a
wharf and that would be a nice place for a breakwater.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Did she carry you down ?
Gen. LAURIE. Yes, and I will tell yon how she carried

me down. Domestie affairs took me home previons to
the elections. Shelburne is deprived of the privileges of a
railway. We have 66 miles to travel by stage, and it only
travels in the night. It doos not suit me totravel in a coach
ut night if I can help it. It would take me two days to
arrive at Shelburne, and I had appointments there. I found
that this vessel was going down with some stores and fittings
to supply a lightship, and I telegraphed to the Min ster of
Marine asking if I might get a passage in her. I obtained
passage in her, and according to the usual rule on board
those vessels, I paid for the three meals that I had on board.
I left Halifax in the middle of th 3 day and arrived ut Shel
burne at 8 o'olock the next morning, and left the vessel
there. Now, is that going into every port along the coast ?
But there is something more. I met the President of the
Yarmouth Steamship Company who complained to me that
the passage at Barrington, entering into the channel, was
very bad, and he wanted a wbarf there. I said : Yes, I
knew they wanted a wharf. But I want yon to understand,
Mr. Speaker, that the president of this Yarmouth Company
does not reside in my county, and ho has no vote there.
A petition was sent in last spring signed by both political
parties urging that a whaif should be bailt at Barrington.
When it was found impossible that a steamer could be got
to tow the new lightship built at Shelburne to her berth at
Barringion. the Newfield was ordered to tow her around-
hon. gentlemen wili try to make something ont of that-it
happened that the Newfield was around there. I tele.
graphed the Minister of Marine, asking if, as the vessel was
engaged in the lightship service and being on the spot, she
could not be employed in ascertaining where the channel
suited best for vesseis to approach the shore, so as to select
the best place for the wharf.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). We are getting at it now.

Gen. LAURIE. You are going to get the whole of it. I
went to Barrington and saw the Collector of Customs,
and asked him to select two gentlemen, one on each side of
politics, so that there should be no politics in it, to go and
see the captain of the vessel and show him where, in their
view, would be the best place for him to examine.

An hon. MEMBER. Before the election ?
Gen. LAURIE. Certainly before the election.
Mr. JONES (lalifax). How many days?

Gen. LÂUAI.

Gen. LAURIE. I would ask whether the description
given by the bon. member for Halitax (Mr. Jones) of the
gunboat going into every port along that coast and saying
this would be a nice place for a wharf and that would be a
nice place for a breakwater, and you must require a light-
house there, is a fair description of what I have stated. I
would ask, Mr. Speaker, whether wheu the vessel was on
the spot and it was known that it was desirable to ascertain
where the right place for this wharf wouId be-'which is to
accommodate steamers which cannot at present get up there,
but have to lay off to disembark freight and passengers-I
say it was a desirable thing that this should be doue, and I
particularly explained that I was most auxious there sheuld
be notbing connected with politics in regard to it. I wish
further to say this: I do not know why the honý gentleman
should be surprised that when I went on board of the
Dominion gunboat there should ho a Dominion ftag floating
over my head. What flag would ho like to see fioating ?
Surely, on a Dominion vessel, the Dominion flag should fly,
and I am proud that that gag is the Union Jack.

An hon. MEMBER Pull down the flag.

Gen. LAURIE. So long as I live in Canada I hope the
ftag of old England will float over us; so long as Canada
remains as she is I trust the flag of Canada will remain
what it now is. I wish to have this matter explained, be-
cause it is most desirable that this story that this vessel
was round there canvassing with me, that she visited every
harbor, ahould be sontradicted. The hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) bas himseolf stated il, so that I am able
to contradict it; before this time I had no opportunity.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). You corroborate it.
Gen. LAURIE. I beg your pardon. I distinctly stated

the vessel being there I asked that she might sound one
harbor, and that she did. If that is not a different thing
from the colore ] statement of the hon. member for Halifax,
then I am not able to understand English; but I am glad I
have noticed it because hon. gentlemen will now understand
how everything is eolored for political purposes. In reply
to an enquiry as to how it is proposed to obtain unrestricted
reciprocity the hon. gentleman says we should make over.
tures to a friendly ration-they have shown themselves
so friendly in the past. I have no better fLienIs
in the world than the fr ends I have in the United States,
but to speak of thom as a friendly nation, to speak of their
Government as acting on high principles, especially in
regard to thoir treaties, is to give them a character I do not
think we are warranted in giving them. What happened
in regard to the Treaty of Washington in 1873 ? It was
provided that the products of our fisheries should enter the
United States duty free. On a quibble they made the pro-
ducts of the British Columbia fisheries pay duty during the
whole term of that treaty,.on the plea that a proclamation
had not been issued bringing British Columbia into the
Union. Under the same treaty a similar question was
raised in regard to canned fish entering from the Mari.
time Provinces, and they imposed a duty of one and
a-half cents on each can containing canned fish entering the
United States. That is another illustration that it is not
wise for us to put ourselves too much into their hands.
What has the Minister of Finance been doing lately? HRas ho
not been at Washington negotiating a fresh treaty in place
Of a treaty made by our Government, the Government of
England with the Uni:ed States, to which they acknowl-
edged they were bound by law, but in regard to which they
said it was not applicable to the new system of moraluy
among nations. Il they are able to shift their ground and
change their views in regard to treaties, in what position
would we find ourseives as a nation of tive millions against
sixty millions, or in that proportion if, in the event of any
arrangement being made, they declared after it had been in
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operation for some time that it was not in harmony with
modern ideas and, therefore, they declined to be bound to it
any longer. It seeme to me that in view of our experience
we had hetter be careful in dealing with them in the future.
The hon. member for Halifax pointed out that it was a ri-
diculous argument to use that it was unfair to discriminate
in regard to gooda against England and in favor
of the United States when we had already dis-
criminated against England in favor of Can-
ada, and he thought the cases were similar. I hardly think
that is the case. We were legislating for our own people,
and within our own boundaries. We have a right to decide
how to raise our revenue, because we have undertaken the
burdens that our revenue is intended to meet, and couse-
quently we have a right to impose taxation. The amend-
ment moved by the hon. member for Halifax (Mir. Jones),
expresses a most debirable proposition, that it is desirable
that we should obtain the coasting trade of the Uaited
States if possible. Undoubtodly it is desirable, ard if the
hon. gentleman had moved it as a separate resolution, I
would have been one of the first to support it. Of course
it is desirable, in fact there is a great deal that is desirable
that we should obtain. It is desirable that we should obtain
reciprocity in natural products. Tacking it on to the reso-
lution which is hostile to our country, which is opposed to
the policy under which we believe we are thrivlng, bas
neutralised its effect, and bas prevented it from being ac-
ceptable to many members. Speaking for myself, I am
satisfied that I cannot vote for it. I bolieve that a
great many who approve of the principle of the
motion, are, like myself, compelled to oppose it,
because they believe it is tacked on to a proposition that we
cannot support. As it is late to-night, I will touch upon
another question very briefly. I asked just now what the
object of this proposai was ? Was it to increase our imports
or to increase our exports? I assume, Sir, and I hope that
it is intended, to increase our exports, to benefit our pro-
ducte, and in benefiting our products to afford more employ-
ment within our borders. It seoms to me the right chord
was struck by hon. gentlemen from the Maritime Provinces
when they said that we should not look only to the United
States as the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) proposes, but that we can ilook to other countries
as well; we can look to the West Indies, to the Brazils and
to South America for a large trade, and I think we may
reasonably look, in an especial degree, to those Islands
under our own flag, and under our own Queen. If we want
to enter into commercial relations to a larger extent, as i
proposed by the hon. gentleman, I think it would be botter
for us to initiate proposals for commercial relations with
the Islands of the West Indies rather than with our friends
to the South of us. Mach as we love them, much as we
respect them, I can See that we will be in a false position
if we are placed in competition alongside of them.
We are not sufficiently advanced to hold our own against
them yet, and many of our industries would go to the wall.
In the West Indies we have a population-in Jamaica- of
600,000. They are consuming mainly the products which
we produce, and they produce what we desire to consume.
It is true we would lose three and a half millions of our
revenue on the importé from the West Indies, for wC
should lose the whole duty on raw sugar, although we
might reasonably expect as a balance against that, the
improved business our increased trade would give us.
If the hon. gentleman's argument is worth anything,
when he says that we can afford to abandon seven
millions of dollars duty to improve our trade with the
United States, I think we might more reasonably propose
to abandon three and a half millions of duty to im-
prove our trade with the West Indies, especially when
in studying the statistica we find the West Indies con-
same what we produce and that they produce what wo
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consume. The United States are competitors with us,
they are customers and we can find markets in othor direo.
tions for what we want to sell. We need not confine our-
selves to what bas been falsely described as a market of
60,000,000 people in the United States, for have we not
New Mexico, the Mississippi Valley, Arizona and the Care.
linos, which do not offer much market, to trade with ? It is
true, of course, there is a market in the border country, there
is a market in New England, there is a market in the lake
cities, and there is a market in Minnosota for our wbeat, but
this market for our wheat is simply that it may be manu-
factured and sold in its manufactured state to those who
otherwise would be customers of ours. Why, instoad of
sending over millions of bushels of our whoat to Minnosota
to be manufacturod, should we not manufacture it oursolves.
And now, as regards the cattie of our own North-West. I
thore any need of sending hords of cattie to Chicago to b.
put into cans and sent back to the North-Wet for
consumption; would it not be a wiser way to
stimulate our industries there, if we could pi epare our meat
at home for consumption by the people of our country and
for exports to all parts of our own Dominion. Go where
you will you see canned meats, always with tho Chicago
brand. You will hardly see in theo eastern Provinces, and
certainly not in the North-West, any prepared meat without
tLe Chicago brand. Lot us not destroy the National Policy
which we have been at some pains to build up, but so far
from destroying it lot us try to add to it and improve it.
I thiuk thie is within our power to do. I fuel satistied that
the members of this Hlouse will not bo recreant to the duty
imposed upon them to build up this country and faithfully
continue in the good work whiob they have begun. I am
satisfied that in the period of years of an ordinary man's
ifle they will se. the good results of such a course, and that

we shall be able to carry, not the scalps of bon. gentle-
mon who now vote against us, but as a resuit of our policy
shall so win their good wili, as they see the progress that is
made, that those hon. gentlemen will be the first to acknow-
ledge the error of which they are now guilty, and to approve
of the course which we have taken. Lot us vindicate this
principle which we laid down in 1878, which we endorsed
again in 188.1, and lot us confirm it by our votes in this
louse in 1888.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, at this lato bour I
will only detain the House a few minutes, as it s no doubt
weary of this discussion, and of the very long speeches we
have had on this question. The hon. gentleman from
Shelburne (Gon. Laurie), who bas just resumed hie seat,
took a long time in describing the fact that it was not our
fishermen that paid the 2 duty on the mackerel that went
to the United States. If that b. the case, I would like to
ask what is the reason that this very Government granted
a large sum of money to indemnify the fishermen in Prince
Edward Island for duties which they paid to the United
States on the mackerel ? If our fishermen did not pay this
duty, thon this Government did wrong in refunding it.
That is the only answer I will give to that argumentof the
hon. gentleman. HE also says that our people who go from
the Dominion to the United States do not emigrate at all,
but that they go there to visit thoir friends. There muet
be sorne emigrants there, because they had friends there
before them, whom they went to see, and those friends must
have emigrated from Canada some time. I will speak of
the Maritime Provinces principally, because I know nothing
about Ontario and the west. I would like the hon.
gentleman to come down to the Maritime Provinces
and make such a decla-ation as he has made
in any settlement or section of the country down
there. Why, Sir, ho would be laughed at. I have tra-
velled among the farming community down there, sud I
know what I am speaking of. Thore is scarcely a house
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that you go into, in which you will not flnd that one, or
two, or three members of the family are in the United
States. Why is this the case? Because they have left the
country, and they have gone to the States in order to earn
a little money, and they send considerable suma back to
assist the people they have left behind them to maintain an
existence in th:s country. I shall make my arguments
short and endeavor to limit them as much as possible with-
out making any repetition. But repetitions must be
inevitable in such a discussion as this, which has taken sncb
a wide range, and upon which so many speeches have
been made. When my hon friend from Queen's (Mr.
Davies) addressed this House, and pointed to the exodus
from the country, showing that the lands had depreciated
in value, in our Island at ail events, and in the Maritime
Provinces generally, that our trade had disappeared
from the country, that our shipping had disappeared
and that prices had been lowered for produce, ie was
replied to by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries with the
argument that this was utterly impossible, becanse, he said:
" Look at the state of the country, look at the savings
bank returns, in the year 1874, and you will find that the
savings banks deposits were $336,000, while in 1887 they
were 82,200,000. He says this is the most conclusive evi-
dence of the prosperity of the people. That argument bas
been used here before; but ho was answered, that, in place of
being an evidence of prosperity, it is an evidence of depre-
ciation of trade in the country, bocause the money bas been
withdrawn from industry or from other banks and placed
in the savings banks for safety. Since the adoption of the
National Policy one of our oldest and most substantial
banks has gone to the wall, and a large number of people
who put their money in other banks withdrew it and
placed it in the savings banks in order that it might be
safe. Before the National Policy was adopted, and when
we had reciprocity with the United States, our farmers,
instead of depositing their money in the savings banks used
to buy farms with it for their sons, and establish them on
those farms, thus building up the country, increasing its
population and making it prosperous. But the same sons,
who, in better times, used to get farms of their own, are now
leaving the country and going to the United States. Thon,
we have heard about inter-provincial trade. I reply to the
statement that there bas been trade established between the
Maritime Provinces and the Upper Provinces of the Domi.
nion ; the Minister of Marine said that there has been. He
said that ho found a statement that S12,000,000 had been
sent by the Province of Nova Scotia to the Upper Provinces
to buy manufactured goods. If 812,000,000 went from Nova
Scotia, there would be $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 from New
Brunswick and $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 from Prince Ed-
ward Island, and that is the very thing we complain of,
that the large manufacturing Provinces do not take any of
the products we have to dispose of in return for what we
buy from them. We are forced by the National Policy to
purchase our supplies from the Upper Provinces, and we
have to send them the cash. They do not take anything,
from Prince Edward Island at any rate, unless it be a few
barrels of oysters. The result of fostering these manu-
factures is that the manufacturera are encouraged to pro-
duce materials of inferior quality, and eau force us to buy
them. Now, when the National Policy was adopted, we
were told that everything was going to be lovely ; tall chim-
neye were going to rise in every village, and everybody
was going to become rich at everybody else's expense, and
the people in Prince Edward Island were induced to vote
for that policy in the expectation that these things
would come. But they did not come, and in place of times
becoming better and farmers getting better prices for their
produce and becoming wealthier, everything bas been grow.
ing worse; and to-day, I say it without fear of contradiction,
the depreciation of real estate in the Province overbalances

Mr. ROBERTSON.

five times the depositu in the savings banks. I know this to
be the case. I do not come here to say what I do not
know and do not see. I am in the habit of talking to the
farmers, and I see and hear of these things every day, and
I do not come here to mislead the House. But this depre.
ciation exists, and we believe it is going to get worse4 We
are told by hon. gentlemen opposite: "Why you muet not
say anytbing about it; the man who does so is disloyal to
his country." Although the depreciation is going on, they
say we must let it go on and say nothing about it. I would
like to ask this question: before the free trade policy was
established in England, when Cobden and Bright and their
confrères saw thoir country becoming poorer, their poor-
houses filling up and times getting bad, did they hide the
facts ? Did they not get commissions sent to investigate fthe
state of affairesand supply the remedy ?-which was free
trade. Now, it is free trade we want in the Maritime Pro.
vinces. When we had free trade there before, we pros-
pered. Our farmers were able to purchase more lands, and
they got botter prices for their produce, and they believe
that if they get free trade again they will prosper again.
I would like to ask, are we more disloyal on this side of the
House than the hon. members on the other side? All we
ask for is friendly trade relations with our neighbors, not a
political union at all. Now, I know that the House is tired
of figures, but you will permit me to read a few relating to
our own Province, in order to show how its condition im-
proved while we had reciprocity with the United States.
Our Island is not as old as the other Provinces, its settle-
ment dates back only between eighty and a hundred years.
I take the decade before we had reciprocity, and I find that
our imports and exporta were as follows :-

Year.

1844....... .........
1845. ........ . ...............
1846........................
1847.......... .............. .....
1848.. ............ .
1849........ .............
1850.....................
1851 ............ .................
1852................
1853.................... ..... .....
1854 ..... ....
1855 .............. ......
1856 .........................
1857 ..................
1858.......... .................
1859 ........ ..... ...............
1860 ......... ..............
1861..................
1863..........-. ............
1863 ......... ....... .............
1864.... ..........
1865 ... ............ ....

Value of Imports
from

United States.

$ 7,160 .... ,
14,105
20,320 ......
35,325 «....
81,905 ......
82,580 ......
41,600 ......
87,430 .....

171,290 ......
187,915 .....
195,836
216,202 ......
174,580 ......
251,480
210,020 ......
310,280
282,145 .....
216,e60 ......
234,660 .....
423,860 .....
418,300 .....
454,000 ......

Value of Exporta
tO

United States.

$ 6,285
15,325
6,625
4,105
6,420

32,410
55,385

109,340
141,850
120,500

81,880
161,305
90,075

242,260
319,100
439,990
392,025
233,875
217,235
528,670
387,210
604,640

That finishes the period of the Reciprocity Treaty, and the
decade previous to reciprocity. You will notice that in the
previons decade our imports exceeded our exports, but
under the reciprocity our exporta increased very largely,
and every year exceeded our import, showing we had the
advantage, and the balance we received in cash :

Year.

1866....................
1867....... ...........
1868. ............... ..............
1869........ ................. ,..
1870 ................

1871...................... .....
1872.................
1873 ...................
1874.......... ..................
1875..........................
1876 ......... ............
1885............
1886..........................

Value of Importa
from

United States.
$370,930 .....

242,600 .....
350,038 .....
279,131 .....
227,942 .....
230,000 .....
250,000 ...
275,000 0.....
394,803 .....
845,603
337,967
230,019
179,775

Value of Exports
to

United Statea.
S108,315

185,955
239,392
236,815
408,548
410,000
456,006
470,000
198571
382,900
217,710
479,540
67,886
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Ton years after the Reciprocity Treaty had been abrogated, by the adoption of any particular policy. The noxt serions
we did only about one-third the business we did during the objection they bring up 15 in regard to thc revenue of the
last year of reciprocity. Take 1886, our exporte only country. They say, i we adopt a früe trado policy, or
exceed by a few dollars the exports of the last year of the reiprocity with the United States, we shali losc 87,WUd000
reciprocity period. This shows bow important it is for us a year. 1 was fot in the leuse at the ime, but 1 amnin
to bave reciprocity with the United States, if it can bc the habit of reading a littié, and if 1 remonber ariglît, the
arranged, as we believe it can be, should the Government present Finance Min iâter declared, wben Mr. Mackon,îe was
only take the proper steps. I hope to sec reciprocity in power, when be was explaining why the was required
brought about in a short time, and that the Government a revenue of $23,000,000, that it was a million toc nuuch,
will take the proper stops in the matter. In the Maritime and that the Goverrnent éxpendituro should ho cvored by
Provinces we were under the impression that the Upper $?2,000,000. WeII, now the expenditure is $1,00,00().
Provinces were in love with the National Policy and would 'aking thé story which they told us thon, thit the c(utry
rot help us to get reciprocity even if the United States were oould be govertied with 822,000,000, wu have al mar-
disposed to grant it, but I am glad to sece, since this discus- gin, we have a margin equat te noarly double thc arnot
sion began, that in the other Provinces the same feeling they say we are te lose by the adoption ot reciprocity
exists as exists in the Maritime Provinces, and that we ad1 with théUnited States, and, if the eeultrylecenernît'ally
look with hope to reciprocity. Were it established in governed, the saving could bo made in the Govertiment cf
the Maritime Provinces we could treble our exports to the this country, and thore would bc ne nocclsity for any
United States. Take the article of potatoes. In Prince change in the taxation or for any rcsort te direct taxation,
Edward Island, if the duty of 15 cents per bushel were which they hold up as a bugbour te the pecple, but which
removed, in place cf a 1,000,000 bushels wu would expert inb nt neccasary ut ail. think iwais Mr. x'ato serwho
2,000,000 or 3,000,000, which it would be just as easy to nuiése was talking about tho temperance qluott4ýien ii înlard,
as 1,000,000. What were tbe serions objections railed whoj eortain gentlemen said t hi t the revilee ofte
againt thé adoption of a free trade plicy by hou. gentle- much revenue th t you cannot afya rd tot arpe treiporire
men opposite ? Thé first is that sincu wè have adopted the prinipea in this cuntry; " nd MiH. Goa th to e rut ied:
National Policy the Governmenthas appealed several times Itive me a soer people and willftiirmebroite
t) the country and havé always héen sustained, and th eWel,ntir. Speaker, give us a prespr weMop Mand thre
Govérnment are not slow in boasting of their success. But wull bi e trouble about the revenue. T e atr roJectione
there is a little leson to b leamned evun by the Govornroneit is, thut this dise iminats aginst arat illin. Porhaps
f rom the elections. In 1878, yon will rmember, S ar, tb d it may, but what does this Gevernm nt do, ad what <byo
Uovornment appealod te the people on tho National Policy, the National Policy do? ls it neturcn diseriinatig
but in our Province we were told the National Policy was agaiiitt Groat Britain evor sinoo il. bas bcoor estab-
only a méanstan endand thatend was rcrovity with thelid, and, if yehcarry out theNational olcy
Ulnited States. We returnéd the Government te power with teitsl egitimate end, ye , will stop ail importations
a majerity of 70 te 80. Four years later t bey came back rom Great e itain and fto nevry othor contry,
again, and neither on this occasion did tliey prench thé and thon where is the discrimination ? It is tecipburd
National Policy purely and sinply. They tsaid we have t wt te talk abutit. The fifth objection, and iclrul
reciprecity, but givo us a littié time. The peoplg renewed objection, thoy bring is thut this wll injure Gthernantac-
theirconfidence in the Govermentandrturnod thern witha turers. That it wil injure some manufactures iy undoubt-
najority cf 60 or 70. Thon they came back laLst venr, but the odly true, but, if w as a puopleaor if this ovr ment or

people trad Iearned a littie in théerneantime. Yet with the this lieusie are geing te maintain a handfuilf tii tufactu-
assistance of th Grrymandering Act, the Franchise Art, isrs, and teemake thom millonairs in this outryn t th
and other m3 0ns, they came back with a reduce ajorityof xpeae s of thi tradoe tanduthe expensecf eto oi fth
rem 15 te20. Evn that shoulde s a caution toethcGovr whole contry, thon olieve our Govrrnsnaot is gotirg
ment, because ther fwill héanoth r netion in fuur yoar, bck t the old udal untes; and, f Gwaretne governed
and if thoir numbeors are reduced in th esame vratimen, by a f sw manufbturers, a will f in a ithort iei the
they will bc back hère in thé minnity. Tbenexd tbjection ame position as the peoplof Ireland are on regard te
is thecharge of disloyalty. D bon, gentlemen oppoite thir landlords. It i very pecuar in regard te bon. gen-
serionsly mean te say that we are eseyal than they? t hemon opposite that, whi arguing againtt froc trade with
fDo they mean to Isay that thé Liberal party are more dh- might and main, they almst ail wind up by adig
lGyal or lèse loyal than thétlonservativPsolc may refyer t they aie ready for greatr commercial outions with
an incident which teek place in the Nltle village lrom thé Unitd Stats. The onrly conclusion to h drawn fre
which I came. Whoen th North-W8t; Rellion started, that is that they are afraid te goto thir contituon icos on
the Minister cf Milita called upon the velntters through this point. They are the servants cflthé matou luorisit
aut th anntry, and thé section of the country frea which tey are afraid cftheir constituents. ih boni. merbor for
N conaele composed almot entirely cfLiberais. We have ast Grey (uir. Sproule) and th bon. the Ministcreal
there a vounateer corps which is muade up fivc-jsixt.hs cf Interior told us that we sbhould have nothing te do with thé
Liberale. ThépMinietendf Militia hadobrdered thjm to bu Yankees t ail, that thé Yankee farmor arc poorer than
ready o start for the Northe t, and evry man, without urfarm ra. If that ise otat isan argument agait don.
exaeptitn, volunteered bis services. Evn men who, did nct gentlemen opposite, bècasae, if thé Yankee farnmer i
belong te hé company aked that they m ght b alowidt ogo becoming poorr in thé saine way that our farmars are, thé
in thépltac of any who wer Aissng. The captain tle- ooner th y corme togéther thé botter. If i cmans anything,
graphd tth Minister cf Militia that hequotac f volun- it is an argument aegaindt any protective poli e gt ail. 
tors wore ail ready, and they were neanly to a man a l think I could show, if Ibwereneot afraid cf detaining thé
Liberaus. I knw f another company not fur away, cor- buse te longthat théimnited Stat s was procedingvritne
pcaed cf men wo are nearly ail Tories, and, when thé cap. under a revenue tarif thsn eh bas been under a prtetiv
tain of that company sent fhe thmty Ter ineho benly got poelicy. If thé Minister of théeInteior had tak n up thé
thr hmono ome at hie a. I do not know wlere thy subjet andoruade a speh un thé resulteaf protection in thé
sere, but thé captainwculd net fand the . Thé charg ef' United Stati think it wold ave bgen much more effec-
doyalty which hIa . been threwn aoro ete thiso staide ur tiv than thé speech afrdeliver d thé other night. New
back. it jene o aloyacty for any Govrn menter any peopieoavénly Thtesay. te sefar as w are concrnedr inthé
to ak thatthetrade of heiront country aromdi botter aritme Proviot-iI anse tTy i-if théestate f
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affaire which has existed for the past eight years is to con-
tinue for another eight years, the first thing the Govern.
ment will find there will be such an agitation for repeal
that the Province will be severed from the Union, because,
unless they do something for us in this regard, and in regard
to our winter communication, we will have to sue for repeal,
and to see if we cannot work our own affaire better, as we
did in the old times, and as we can do in the present time.
The hon. gentleman who leads the Government pictured the
condition of the country well, when he compared himself to
the monkey in the tree, shaking the fruit to the hogs. It
was an ugly picture, but it was a true one. It reminded me
of a man who had a picture in which Old Nick was repre-
sented urging him on. Ali the boys took a pick at him,
and he got no sympathy, so he took the picture to an old
elder of the church, and showed it to him and the elder
said : "It is a very ugly picture, but it is a true one." The
picture the Prime Minister drew was very ugly but it was
very true, and, if we are to be governed by combines like this,
if we are going to be feeding these hogs, the yeomanry of
this country, hke those of the North-West, will rise and tell
the right hon. gentleman to get out of this country, both
himself and his hogs,

Mr. KENS Y moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:40 a.m.

(Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FAIAÂ, 23rd March, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ELECTORAL RETURN.

Mr. SPEAKER. I have received the certificate of the
Returning Officer at the last election for the Electoral
District of the County of Prince Edward, that John Milton
Platt, Esquire, was duly elected for said Electoral District.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved :

That it be resolved that in admitting John Milton Platt, Esquire, to
represent the Electoral District of the County of Prince Edward upon
the production of the certificate of the Returning Officer, this House
still recommends a strit adherence to the principle of requiring the
production of the usual return.

Mr. MITCHELL, Might I ask what the meaning of that
is? Have the strict Rules of the House not been complied
with ?

Mr. SPEAKE R. For some reason the certificate bas not
been before the House.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS INTRODUCED.

The following Members, having previously taken the oath
according to law, and subscribed the roll containing the
same, took their seats in the House : -

JoRN MILToN PLATT, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of
Prince Edward, introduced by Mr. Laurier and Mr. Ohariton.

WiLLua P. Rooms, Esquire, Member for the Electoral District of West
Middlesex, introducod by Sir John A. Macdonald and Mr. Poster.

Mr. RoBERTSoN.

REPRESENTATION OF KENT.

Mr. WELDOT (Albert), moved the adoption of the re-
port of the Committee on Privileges and Elections respect-
îng the West Kent election.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think there are portions of
this report in which we cannot concur, but I have no desire
whatever to delay the issue of the writ, and, therefore, the
report may be adopted, I suppose, on a division.

Motion agreed to, on a division.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 61) respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara
Central Railway Company.-(Mr. Rykert.)

Bill (No. 62) to incorporate the Grenville International
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 63) to amend the Acts relating to the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(hlr. Perley,
Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 64) to incorporate the Chatham Junction Rail.
way Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Adiron-
dack Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

TREATY BETWEEN HER BRITANNIC MAJESTY
AND THE PRESIDENT OF THE

UNITED STATES.
Mr. THOMPSON. In the absence of Sir Charles Tupper

I beg leave to introduce Bill (No. 6à) respecting a certain
Treaty between Her Britannic Majesty and the President of
the United States. The Bill was ready for introduction
when the notice was placed on the paper. That was done
with the expectation that the Minister of Finance would be
able to introduce it at an early day. It is desirable that it
should be before the House at as early a date as possible,
and, at his request, I make a motion for its introduction.
It is thought more proper that its introduction should have
been expedited, in consequence of the publication of the
Bill in the papers of the country. I may state, by way of
explanation to the House, that its publication was evidently
through a breach of confidence in some of the persons con-
nected, in all probability, with the printing of the Bill, and
not in any way owing to the fault of those who had it in
charge for the Govern ment. It is unnecessary that I sbould
explain the Bill at any length, because it simply gives the
effect of the treaty before this House.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

WRIT FOR KEN V'.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). BEfore you call the Orders of
the Day, I would like to enquire, Mr. Speaker, what is the
position now with regard to the issue of a writ for the elec-
tion in the County of Kent. I understand, Sir, that you
issued your warrant some time ago, and we were informed
to-day in the Committee on Privileges and Elections, at the
time that report was up for consideration, that the roason
why no writ had issued was that the Government had de-
clined as yet to appoint a returning officer, or had failed,
at all events, to appoint a returning offlier, and that there
was no one to whom that writ could be addressed. Now
that this permission has been obtained, I suppose it is un-
necessary you should issue a second warrant, but that the
Government can appoint a returning officer to whom the
writ for holding the election might be addressed. I would
like to know exactly what the position is, as I think, the
House having determined that the election ought to take
place immediately, it would be well to know precisely the
position of the matter at the present time.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the position
stands thus: Mr. Speaker having received the report, should
issue his warrant.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). He bas issued it. I under-
stand that Mr. Speaker did issue his warrant.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is what I said. He
did issue his warrant, but, looking at the report, I took the
liberty of thinking that I should report that it should
remain with the House to order the writ. On communica-
tion with Mr. Speaker, the question seemed to be of so
much doubt that I understand Mr. Speaker had withdrawn
his warrant.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I did not so understand it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. So I understand it. If

it had not been withdrawn the practice would be to move
for a writ of supersedeas as to the previous warrant. Now,
as I nderstand it, a warrant must issue-a new warrant
must issue unless it is considered that the old warrant was
effete. I think so beyond a doubt. At all events, I think
a new warrant should ho issued, and a writ of supersedeas
could be moved for unless it is held that Mr. Speaker has
withdrawn his warrant ; if ho has, of course a new war-
rant is necessary.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). With the permission of the
House I would say that I understand the warrant of the
Speaker was issued, and that the Clerk of the Crowin in
Chancery took no action upon that because there was no
returning officer appointed to whom the writ could be
addressed. The issue of the warrant and the proceedings
upon that warrant have not been stayed by any action of
the House. The House simply referred it to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections to enquire into the
matter as to the propriety of the issue of the warrant
under the existing circumstances. But the regularity or
the validity of the warrant was not, it seoms to me,
questioned by any action that has taken place in this
House. That warrant bas been issued an is in force.
It is the duty of the Clerk of the Crown in Chan-
cery to obey it, and act upon it, as soon as the Gov-
erniment appoint a party to whom the writ can b oaddressed.
That is precisely as I understand the mattor to stand at the
present time.

Kr. SPEAKER. The writ bas not been withdrawn, that
is it bas not been formally withdrawn, althongh it is under-
stood that the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery would not act
upon it until the House had decided. I suppose a warrant
for a writ of supersedeas would do.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would move for a writ
of supersedeas to that warrant. It was issued at a time it
ougbt not to have been issued. I think if the hon. gentle-
man will look into the practice ho will find that this is the
practice. There may be a question of the legality of the
issue, and the seat of the elected member, whoever he may
be, might be challenged on the ground that the writ was
issued on a warrant which was illegal, because it was
issued before the House had declared its will in the matter.
I now move:

That the warrant of the Speaker issuel for the election in Kent be
withdrawn.

Motion agreed to.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved:
That the writ fora new election in the riding of Kent be issued.

Mr. LAURIER. There was another point suggested by
my friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Even it the war-
rant of Mr. Speaker had issued legally, there was no return-
ing officer. When the warrant does issue it is the duty
of the Government to appoint a returning officer,
and I suppose they will attend to that promptly.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, yes. The facts were
simply these: the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, when
he received the Speaker's warrant, informed the Governmont
of it, and asked for the name of a returning offloor. Whon
that came to the Government I was acting as Minister ot
Justice, in the absence of my hon. friond bohind me, and,
looking at the judge's report, I was of opinion that the
House only could take action in the matter. 1 communi-
cated that to Mr. Speaker, and it was tunderstood the whole
thing should stand over till the House met.

Mr. LAURIER. But there were some instances where
there was no reason of this kind and the Government did
not act promptly, as in the case of Dorchester.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, wo gave it every
consideration.

RECIPROCITY WITII TIIE UNITEI)STATES.

House resumed adjourned dobate on the proposed reso-
lution of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
mercial intercourse should obtain between the Donuion tof Canada
and the United States, and that it is expedient that ail articles manu-
factured in, or the natural products o either of the said countries
sbould be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or ot internai revenue alone excepted).
That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amond mont:
That Canada in the future, na in the pat, in desirous of cultivating

and extending trade relations with the United 8tates in mo far as they
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various intereste and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and has since
received in so marked a manner the sanctionand approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jonos (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment:

That In any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the fret importation lnto each country of the natural sud
manufactured productions of the other, it ie highly desirable that it
should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-
rment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should be
thrown open to vessels o both countries on a Iooing of complete reci-
procal equality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States
or Janada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other ani
be entitled te registry lu either country and tu ail the benefits thereto
appertaining.

Mr. KENNY. Mr. Speaker, before proccoding to doal
with the resolution which is now under consideration in
this louse, I deem it my duty, as one of the representativos
of the Province of Nova Scotia in the Commons of Canada,
to refer to what I consider a very remarkable and very
improper statement which was made in this House on
Thursday of last woek. On that day, Sir, the bon. mombor
for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) stated in the course of his
address, in effect, that the Government majority in the Pro-
'ince of Nova Scotia had been secured by promises to rail.
road companies. I am not disposed, Sir, to cavil at anythîng
my hon. fi iend froin Queen's may say. During my brief par-
liamentary career, I have noticed that that hon. gentleman
seems privileged to indulge in the wildest flights of fancy.
In that rôle hein quite unrivalled and quite inimitable. But,
Sir, when a gentleman occupying so prominent a position
in this House and in this country, leads in a debate like
this, one of the parties in this country, as the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) does, I think
the observations of that gentleman claim attention. On
the occasion to which I refer, theb on. member for South
Oxford, referring to the remarks of the hon. mnember for
Queen's which I have quoted, stated that "thoy (the
electors of Nova Scotia) offered themselves to us, but Mr.
Blake was too honest to buy them." Now, Sir, as a
representative from Nova Scotia, I confess that i felt

1888. 381



COMMONS DEBATES. MARC 23,

humiliated when I heard that remark, and infinitely more so
when I saw it recorded irHaansard. That statement, Sir, is
now historical; these words are indelibly inscribed on the
parliamentary records of Canada; and coming from a trained
parliamentarian, from a gentleman who weighs his words, I
regret to have to say that, in my opinion, they are insulting
to the people of Nova Scotia and utterly unfounded in fact.
I know, Sir, that my opinion on such a matter is of slight
importance to the hon. member for South Oxford; I re-
cognise fully, Sir, the great disparity which exists between
our positions in this House; but, Sir, as a representative of
the people of Nova Scotia, sent here by the metropolitan
constituency of Halifax, I tell that hon. gentleman that
while the people of Nova Scotia may not be so gifted in the
wealth of this world as their fellow-countrymen in some of
the other Provinces in Canada, yet, man for man, in man.
liness of character, in uprightness of conduct, in a high
sense of honor, I claim that we are second to none in this
Dominion or out of it; and I tell that hon. gentleman-and
I am glad teobe able to do it here in vindication of the
good name of the Province of Nova Scotia-that the gold
has never been coined that can buy the people of Nova
Scotia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am as anxious as any man in
Canada can be to see a fair and honorable measure of
reciprocal trade established between the people of
Canada and the kindred nation to the south of us
with whom we have so much in common. I am in favor
of a very extended measure of reciprocal trade with the
people of the United States, as great a measure as would
be compatible with the interests and self-respect of the
people of Canada. I have the greatest admiration for the
people of the United States, and I have given as tangible
proof of that as any man can give. I would consider it my
duty here or elsewhere to do anything that a man fairly
can do to unite the great English-speaking races all the
world over in the closest bonds of comity and frienship. I
fear, Sir, that the course we are now pursuing may actually
thwart the object which I believe the people of Canada
and their representatives here so much desire to attain-
some reciprocal trade between the United States and this
Dominion. The hon. member for South Oxford bas in-
troduced a resolution in favor of what he is pleased to
term unrestricted recip- ocity. Sir, I can understand reci-
procity, or I remember what we understood it to mean a few
years ago. I have some idea of what commercial union may
mean; but, Sir, I must proclaim that, in my opinion at least,
unrestricted reciprocity is not within the domain of prac-
tical politics. The suddenness of the apparition of un-
restricted reciprocity is most startling, and induces one to
enquire whence it comes. I find, Sir, that it emanates
from a party which only a short year ago in the general
elections held in this Dominion, raised every cry, made every
appeal, advanced every argument that human ingenuity
could devise ; and yet, Sir, we n ever heard of this unrestricted
reciprocity until it is suddenly bounced on this Table. Are
we to attribute its appearance now to the emphatic expres-
sion of the opinions of the people of Canada as given at that
election ? Are we to attribute it to what the proposer of
the resclution, in a moment of exuberant candor, was pleased
to call "our friends of the Quebec conference ? " Are we
to attribute it to what some gentlemen call "our frienda
on the other side of the border? " Are we to attribute it
to the amiable American gentlemen who, on charitable
thoughts intent, have been visiting Canada during the
past few months and interesting themselves in all that con-
cerne the affaire of Canada? That apparation, Sir, is so
sudden that instinctively one is reminded of the well-known
lines:

"Be thon a spirit of health or goblin damn'd,
Bring with thee airs from heaven or blasto from hell,
Be thy intenta wicked or charit.able,
Thou comei tn in oaquestinable shape
That I will speak to tue! 1

Mr. Kr. w.

I believe, Sir, that the result of the late election is the primary
cause of the apparition. I believe that the utter help.
lessness and hopelessness hon, gentlemen opposite have of
ever obtaining power in this country, and the taunts of
their followers that they had no policy, have made them
reckless, and ont of sheer desperation they have resorted to
this expedient. They know, Sir, that Canada looks favor-
ably upon a fair and honorable arrangement with our
neighbors to the south of us; but in order that political
capital may be made, a great commercial question has now
been prostituted for party purposes. The condition of the
Opposition is so desperate that they have come to the con-
clusion that they must have some cry, so they shout •' unre-
stricted reciprocity." I do not believe hon, gentlemen are sin-
cere in the course they are now taking. They know that their
present coarse is more likely to retard than to advance our
chances of trade relations with the people of the United
States. I hold that I can prove that from their own utter-
ances. Have these hon. gentlemen forgotten that Mr.
Mackenzie, when he led the Government of Canada, told us
it would be unworthy of ourselves to go "cringing " to the
people of the United States. Has the hon member for South
Oxford forgotten bis own utterances, when in a position of
responsibility in this country, ho said :

" They say we must have reciprocity and we cannot live without it.
For the Dominion of Canada I take exception to that statement. While
reciprocity is desirable, we are not in such a state of subjection to the
United States that we cannot live without it. We have men and ships
and will carry the war into Africa. We will find new markets for our-
selves and cut them out. There is nothing better calculated to prevent
the bringing about of reciprocity than to teli the Americans we cannot
live wihout them. - would induce theru to beleve they had the power
to drive ni to their own terms."

Rave hon, gentlemen opposite forgotten the utterances of
their own press, which I have in my hand, but will not
delay the House with reading. I find that my hon. friend
whose absence I regret to-day, the senior member for Halifax
(Mir Jones), is reported in the .Morning Chronicle of July 18th,
1884, to have stated in a meeting of the Halifax Chamber
of Commerce that "lhe thought it would not be well to
appear too anxious about the matter, and there was no
doubt the Dominion Government (the same Government
that we have to-day) were willing to have reciprocity, bu
nothing was to be gained by seeming over-anxiorus." The
correspondence between Mr. Bayard and Sir Charles Tupper
shows that the Canadian plenipotentiary expressed hi
readiness to confer with a representative of the United
States at any time. Our Government is prepared at any
day to discuss the question of our commercial relations with
the representative of the United States. I have amply
proved from the utterances of the hon. gentlemen opposite
and fromn the writings in their press, that the line of
conduct they are now pursuing is not calculated,
even in their own opinions, to promote the cause
of reciprocity. It is one which they themselves have pro.
nounced unwise and undignified. 1 can say, therefore, that
having gone back on their record, having contradicted them-
selves and having proved their insincerity, I cannot attach
the slightest importance to their utterances, nor do I believe
the country will either. This important question of our
commercial relations with the United States is to be made
by them a foot ball for disappointed politicians. What is
contemplated by this policy which hon. gentlemen opposite
call unrestricted reciprocity ? Mr. Longley, of Nova
Scotia, who is an authority, does not attempt to conceal the
full force of the meaning of commercial union. "It
implies," he admits, "the establishment of a common
tariff against the rest of the world ;" and with
the greatest frankness he adds: "Let no person
be deceived. This will mean that we will have
to adopt the American tariff against Great Britain."
Further on he says, "I cannot ignore the fact that commer-
cial union involves to a close degree the relationship be-
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tween Canada and Great Britain herself." But we have an
authority across the line from which to quote, Mr. Butter.
worth, who bas stated that he is opposed to any measure
which does not eontemplate a Customs union. We are
forced, therefore, to the conclusion that what bon. gentlemen
opposite contemplate is a customs union. Now, what are we
to get in exchange for such an arrangement. In order to
arrive at an estimate of the position we occupy in regard
to the United States, we have to consider our trade rela-
tions with that country. I find our importations from the
United States are $45,000,000, and our exporta $37,000,000;
thus the balance of trade is against us. Of the $37,000,000
exports, $11,000,000 are on the free list, and it is proposed,
in the contemplated changes of the tariff in the United
States, that 89,000,000 shal be added to the free list. That
would leave $16,000,000 to be aceounted for. Now, I have
examined what these $16,000,000 are composed of. 813,-
000,000 are composed of articles of which the total import-
ation into the United States is only $14,743,000, so that ii
we acquire the whole additional trade it would only amount
to $1,600,000. These $13,000,000 of dutiable articles are
chiefly made up of the-following :-

Elorseas......... .........................
bheep.......................
Barley,. ..........
Hay,..... .................. ......... ....
Malt ,........ ......... .................
uattle..... ............. ..
Coal, bituminous ..........
Wbet.... . ..... .................
Oats........................
Butter.............. ... . ..........

Imported from
Canada.

$ 2,300,000
1,100,090
6, î71,000

789,000
150,000
883, ,00

1,422,000
218,000
27,600
38,000

Total U. S.
Importa.
2,464,000
1,183,000
6,173,000

790,000
153,000
979,000

2,715,r00
218,867
29,500
38,1CO

$13,100,000 $ 4,743,000

So that out of a total import of8 14,743,000 by the United
States, Canada furnishes tho whole amount with the excop-
tion of $1,600,000 worth. T.ke ont the article of coal which
goes principally from Briti! h Columbia to San Francisco and
you will find Canada does within halfa million dollars of all
the business the United States desire to do in those articles
with countries outside of themselves. There is stili three
million dollars to be considered, and this consists of different
articles which may possibly be put on the free list, but in
any case the anount is insignificant. It is admitted on both
sides that, as the result of' unrestricted reciprocity, the loss
to the revenue of Canada on our present imnportations from
the United States would amount to $7,300,000. But under
commercial union, another serious loss stares us in the face,
and that is the duties on importations from Great Britain
which amount to 89,300,000. We pay 88 per bead, on im-
portations from Great Britain, and the people from the
United States pay 82 per head. Under any new arrange-
ment, therefore, the result of the commercial relations
between the two countries, under a common tariff, would
be that Canada would lose 87,000,000 more, or in ail
$14,000,000. Therefore, under this arrangement or even
under unrestricted reoiprocity, if it is practicable, we would
have to resort to direct taxation, and the provincial subsidies
and Railwby subsidies muast cease to exist. As authority
for that statement, I shall quote an article which appeared
in a leading Liberal paper in the Province of Ontario. It
says:

" The inhabitants of the Maritime Provinces are probably men of
common senue. They understand that a fellow 'cannot eat hie cake
and have it.' They are suppoused to favor reciprocity with the Unlted
States. A good many of them are believed to be free traders. The ab-
olition of the Provincial subsidy would help them get what they want.
Why, then, should they not consent o it 7"

The'n, I will quote the Halifax Morning Chronicle, which,
as recently as December 2nd, 1887, defined commercial
union as a customs union; and on Decomber 3rd the same
paper makes this announcement:

" It is gratifying to learn definitely and authoritatively, from bis own
lips, that Mr. Jones is not only favorable to commercial union, but sees
no difficulty in working out a practisal scheme on that buas."
Therefore it is evident that hithorto ail those bon. gentle-
men have contemplated commercial union. Now, I wish to
place on record some more figures as regard the trade of
the United States. On examination it wili be found that
of the whole importations into the United States, 66 per
cent. enter througb the port of New York, and 8 per cent.
through the port of Boston. I rofer to that because, un.
doubtedly, under a commercial union those two citios would
become the distributing points to Canada. Great stress bas
been laid, by hon. gentlemen opposite, upon the great exo-
dus that is going on from Canada, au they nover seom to
be as happy as when they are roforring to the fact that a
number ot Canadians are leaving their own country ; they
seemu po.itively to gloat over it. The westward
flow of emigration bas been goiig on for many
years. It went on just as much undor the Grit
régine as during tho subsequont period of our history.
The same thing is noticed in iho Eàstorn States, and evon
in the agricultural portions of the State of New York, and
considering the manner in which a great party in this
Dominion have been constantly bolittlin and traducing
their own country, the oily surprise is that more people
do not go away. When it was suggested the other day
that an additional number of 11ansards should ho issued
containing this debato, I could not holp thinking that some
of the numbors would doubtless find their way to "car
friends " across the border, and I could not help wonderin g
what the Amorican statesmen and politicians would
think of us as they reud some of the spoches. If there is
one trait more than another in the American character
which is estimable and admirable, i t i their love of country.
They ail unite in praising their own [and, and the riches
of the English language are exhausto in finding words of
eulogy. We know that, in the United States, the political
differences are great and the political knife makes incisions
which are deep and broad, but thore is one point on which
they will always rally and in regard to which you will
always find them united, and that is in lauding their own
country. Nothing bas contributed more to their great im-
portance and their groat success than their love of country.
It is much to be regretted that this feeling does not exist
with us to the extent it ought. Its existence I acknow-
ledge, but it does not exist to the extent it ought in the
Dominion of Canada. lowever, in order to show that the
exodus which bas been going on f In so many years, from
the western flow of emigration, is no reater from our own
territory than from certain of the Eiastern States of
America, I will read a statement of which a portion, I
think, was read the other day, and which 1 may say, for
the Information of hon. gentlemen opposite, wa.s prepared
by one of their own political supporters. That document
reads :

''The growth of the population during a decennial period may be
influenced by transient causes, but if we take a period of fifty years and
compare the growth of one country with another, duritng that period,
we shall be able to determine pretty accurately which country has
within it the greatest elements of progress. The Ngew England mtates
afford a fair field for comparison with the old Provinces of Canada.
This la what the census reveal

lnore in
M aine................................ ..... 1830-1. 1881. 50 years.
New Hampshire.........................
Vermont.... .... ........ .......... 1,953,717 4,010,026 2,056,309
Massachusetts ........ ..................
Connecticut .................... .. ......
Rhode island .............................
Ontario........ ...........
Quebec ....... ....... . ...........-...
New Brnnswick..........1,66,215 4,141,44 8,074,200
Nova Scotia ....... ..............
Prince Edward Island. ....... ........
While the New England 8tates hav* merely doubled their population

in fiftyyears, the eider Provinces of Canada have neaîly quadrupled
t heir ain the same period."
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I do not think that is very discouraging. It may not be
very gratifying to hon. gentlemen opposite, it is true,
but there are the figures, and, if they are not true, they
can be contradicted. It is not fair to ourselves, it is not
doing justice to our own land, or to those people who are
to come after us, that unfair and misleading statemonts
should go abroad.

" Dropping Ontario from the comparison, let us see how Maine, New
Hampshire and Vermont-the States that lie immediately on ourborders,
whose soil and climate are similar to ours-have grown in population
during the past fifty years comparedwith Quebec and the Maritime Pro-
vinces:-

1830-31. 1880-81. Increase in 50 years.
Three New England St.tes..... 949,435 1,327,713 378,278
Four Canadian Provinces,....,. 828,513 2,227,961 1,399,451

" In other words, while the increase of population in the New England
States on our borders in fifty years bas been only 38 per cent., the in-
crease in the four Provinces has been 169 per cent. Figures like these
require no comment.

" If we drop Quebec out of the statement and compare the growth of
the Maritime Provinces with that of Maine, which lies immediately on
our borders, the result will be found hardly less remarkable:

1830.31. 1880-81. Increase in 50 years.
Maine ....... . ........ ......... ......... 399,455 648,436 248,981
Maritime Provinces............... 275,379 869,495 584,116

" In other words, while the increase of Maine in population in fifty
years has been only 62 per cent., the increase of the Maritime Pro-
vinces in the same period hai been 212 per cent.

" Let ns limit the comparison between Maine and the Maritime Pro-
vinces te a period of twenty years, and exclude Prince Edward Island,
and we shall have a still better opportunity of judging of the com-
parative growth of two pieces of territory differing but little in soil or
climate and where the natural advantares are nearly equal. The fol-
lowing table speaks for itself:

1860-61. 1880-81. Increase in 20 years.
Maine............... ....... 628,279 618,436 20,157
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia 582,940 761,714 178,774

"Maine which twenty years ago had 45,000 more people than New
Brunswick and Nova Scotia combined, now has 113,000 less ; and while
Maine in ibat period bas only added to ber population by 3 per cent.,
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia have increased in population more
than 30 per cent."

I know that these statistics are very tedious and tiresome,
and I shall be as brief in reading them as possible. But
they are important, and I consider it a matter of duty on
the part of every true Canadian, of every man who loves
his country, to put the true condition of the people before
them, and before the world. Now, for the benefit of hon.
gentlemen opposite, let me read what this Grit editor says:

"Some people are never tired of telling us that if Canada had been
annexed to the United States its progress would have been greater than
it bas been ; others when tbey cross the line from even the least pro-
gressive of the New Engiand States into Canada, profess to be struck
with our want of progress and lament that the influence of monarchial
institutions should sa depress a people. The true test of the value of this
kind of talk is ,n the census returns, and we propose to use them for the
purpose of showing that people who employ such language do notknow
what they are talking about, and are only repeating the ignorant chatter
which they have heard used by others who are as ill-informed as
themselves."

These extracts are taken from the St. John Telegraph, of
November, 1881. As regards this exodus, which seems
to delight hon. gentlemen opposite, and which they
are so fond of attributing to the National Policy,-why,
Sir, what took our people away years ago? It was becanse
they could not find employment in their own country, it
was because we had no manufactures. Now that factories
have been cstablished all over the land, people find employ-
ment in their own country and are able to live happily
bore, and-their labors add to the national wealth. I hope
hon. gentlemen will bear in mind that, after all, we have
held our own as regards population, when we compare our
position with that of the neighboring States. I find that the
population of Nova Scotia in 1860, was 330,000 ; in 1870,
387,000 ; in 1880, 440,572. Now, as regards the position
of our working classes, I regret exceedingly that the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) is not in the louse when
1 speak of this matter, because I cannot do so in the same
manner that I should have done if he were here. But I
find that we have had the usual professional wail over the

Mr. KENNY.

condition of the poor man. The condition of the laboring
classes in a country like ours is one that concerns the
public, and is of public interest. The Government have
exerted themselves in every way to improve the condition
of our working classes. We will see what my hon. col.
league says about the working classes and the workingmen
in Nova Scotia. I find on page 271 of the Hansard, that he
makes a reference to Canadian girls, and this is what he
says :

" Why, one of our Nova Sceotian or Canadian girls who goes to the
United 8tates as a domestie servant, is able to earn from $14 to $20 a
month with ber board, while a poor girl in the Province of Quebec
who, perhaps, cannot leave ber home, is laboring there for $3.50 a
month and paying ber board.

Now, I do not know what may be the conditions of labor
in the Province of Quebec, but I do know that in* Nova
Scotia one of the great difficulties we have in honsekeeping
is to get domestic servants. For that I am disposed to
blame the National Policy. Formerly, for labor of that
class, there was little employment in Nova Scotia, and
they either had to take positions as domestic servants, or
more frequently they lof t Nova Scotia altogether, alienated
themselves from their home associations, from home ties,
and sought that work in the United States, in the mills at
Lowell, which they could not obtain in their own country.
But since factories have been established in the Maritime
Provinces and all over Canada, that class of labor finds
employment in these factories. I am quite satisfied that
when the Labor Commission examines into the condition of
the factory operatives irn the city of Halifax, the results will
be most satisfactory to those who take an interest in the wel-
fare of their fellow-citizens. I speak from my own know-
ledge when I say that whilst that factory bas not been
remunerative to its own sharehoiders, it has been a great
boon to the poor people and to the working people
of that community. It is true that as a result we have
greater difficulty in getting domestic servants, but I never
heard of a domestic servant in Nova Scotia earning only
$3.50 and paying ber board. I do not know, as I said
before, how it is in the Province of Quebec, but I must do
my hon. colleague the justice to say that while his accuracy
is most commendable, ho has been careful not to describe
this lowering of wages in respect to the girls of Nova
Scotia, and for that much in their behalf I thank him.
As regards the condition of the laboring classes, 1 find
that while my hon. colleague has not given us the benefit
of his knowledge, and as no man in Nova Scotia is botter
informed on that point, whilst he has indulged in the usual
doleful wail over the condition of the poor man, I will give
you the views of a leading gentleman as to the condition of
the laboring classes in Nova Scotia, and I ask the attention
of the House seriously to what I am about to read ; 1 ask
hon. gentlemen on both eides to treasure in their minds
what that gentleman said a few years ago as regards the
condition of the laboring classes in Nova Scotia. I find in
the Morning Chronicle of 18th May, 1834, the following
report of bis speech -

" Re was of opinion that Halifax laborers had no good reason te be
dissatisfied• * e believed that a laboring man who is sober and indus-
trious can get along, in Halifax as well as in any part of the world.

• He was glad to know that laborers were living much more com-
fortably now than they did in the past.· • He could recollect when
wages were 75 cents a day, and flour was from $12 to $14 a barrel now
it was $6.25 per barrel, with tea, potatoes, cotton and almost ail the
other necessaries of lite as cheap as ever they were, with wages at $1.25
a day."

It is not fair to give a quotation without giving the author.
The gentleman who made that statement, which is recorded
in the Halifax Morning Chronicle of May, 8th, 1884, is now
the senior member for lalifax (Mr. Jones). Now, I have
done that hon. gentleman the justice which he refused to
do himself. I have given you, Sir, his calm deliberate
opinion upon the condition.of his fellow-countrymen, when
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h. was far removed from bis present surroundings, when ho
wa not entangled by the exigencies of party, when ho
could give to his follow-citiz.ns in Halifax, calmly and
deliberately, sach statements as I am sure will have
infinitely more weight than the excited speech he ha. made
in thisU ouse. I am quite sure it would b. difficult, it
would be impossible to fnd in the annals of our parliamen.
tary records or in the outside political utteranoes of our
public men, a greater tribute to the National Policy than
ha been paid in these word, by the Penior momber for
Halifax. The hon. gentleman in the course of his speeeh
-and I very much regret his absence, because I shall have
to ourtail my remarks very much in this connection in
oonsequenoe-wished we had the happy days gone by. The
happy days of Grit politicians, when flour was from
814 to $16 a barrel, and wages were 75 cntsaday-
those were the happy days 1 The laboring man is now to
be appealed to, ho is to be called into line, they are going for
the farmer and for the fishermen and for the laboring man.
But the laboring mon of this country are mot likely to for-
get that when the hon. gentlemen who now profes to be
their friends wore in positions where they could have help-
ed them, when the laboring mon of Canada asked them to
frame a tarif which would enable those laboring mon to
live at home with their familieo and keep them about them
in their own country, what did they give them in answer to
that application ? They gave them soup kitchens thon, and
noV they offer them direct taxation. As regarde the con-
dition of the laborer I think in Nova Scotia, at leat, I have
given you as high an authority a. hon. gentlemen opposite
eould possible expect me to give them. But to arrive at
the true position I will, in order to b. explicit,-and i
must ask the House to give me a little time in this matter-
place before hon. members a record of the depouits in the
savigs banks in Nova Sootia, extending over some
years. It has been attempted to belittle the importance
of these savings banks returns, and it has been said
they are not indicative of the prosperity of a country.
Hon. gentlemen, in fact, have gone so far as to say
that these savings banks returns are no indications
of individual or national prosperity. This is a
very startling proposition, but it is quite in keeping with
the whole line of argument we have hoard from the other
aide. The fact is these hon. gentlemen have se bad a cae
that in their efforts to defame their own country every
principle of moral and ethica has to be subverted to suit
the cse. I am disposed to attach very great Importance
te the savings banka returns as indicative of a very happy
state of thing. The deposits in the Government Savinga,
Banks in Nova Scotia were:

In 1867.__..........$644,887In1 ..... .......... ........... ............. .. 1,63%981
1878 .... . . ....... ~~..... ... 2,210,600

18 3.... ................... .».. 5,790,733
1887....... .... ,.. ............. .. 9,064,829

During the Grit regime the increase was $ß79,084, but the
increase from 1883 to 1887 was $3,274,098, the deposit in
1887 amounting to $9,064,829. That has been the increase
during the last four years under this terrible National
Policy which is ruining the country. My hon. colleague
from Halifax (Mr. Jones) desires that the people should
have "money in their pookets "; but the people have not
only theI "money in their pockets " to gratify their ordinary
requirements, they are not only by bis own word, proved
from hie own mouth, more comfortableand more happy than
they ever were before, but they have been actually able ta
pile up this enormous surplus of savings. The people
are btter housed, they are botter fed, they are botter
clothed and botter educated than ever before, and
they have been able to put away thié large sum. Those
poupe who are able to do that muat have had "money in
Um.wpook>ta." We have heuard omething about thel our

trade, and we have heard that the people of Nova Seotia
wer. paying 50 cents a barrel more than they should pay
on iour. Sir, I remember very well in a diacuasion
that took place in this House lat year, in wbich I took a
very subordinate part, it became my duty to say that Sour
was passing over the Interoolonial Railway through Halifax
for Newfoundland, and was competing wiîth American Sour
which started on its Atlantic journey from Boston or New
York; in other words, by the arrangement made for that
shipment over the Intermolonial Railway the Newfoundland
market was s.cured for Canadian millers. W. al know that
the duty in Newfoundland is precisely the same on American
Sour as on Canadian four, and, therefore, if Canadian four
was not choaper it would not secure the market. I will
quote a botter authority than the senior member for Halifax
in defence of Canadian four, and in contradiction of his
statement that Nova Sootian people are paying this 60 cents
on thoir four. The hon. member for East York (Ur. ia.-
konzie) is reported to have made a speech at Halifaz in
187Z, when ho made the following remarks :-

"Now, when your leaders come dowa hers they deciare, su Dr. Tupper
did the other day, that the Uax on four would not raisé the pris. ont ent,
and Dr. Tapper quotes me as an authortty for that statement. Weil, I
do believe wh it. I do belleve tat no las would affect the pries of a
commodity of whloh w. prodines a surplts."I
Now, Sir, that is an answer, I think, to the senior member
for Halifax r1fr. Jones) as regards Sour, but in order to
give hin a reply nearer home I will quote him, with the
permission of the House, what was said by one of the gen-
tlemen who occupies a position in our Local Legiulaturo,
and who, in politics, is a politieal associato of the senior
member for Halifax (Mr. Jonces). I will quote wbat Dr.
HIaley, member of the Local Legislature for the County of
Hants, said :

"' The daty has not increased the pries of Canadian tour on@ fraction
of a oesa. W. Import lb la bond, and oau do sosvia Boston by packet
chper than we oan by railway. '1Ot do yon mot find a gei del
more lacoaennce In getting anadian flour than Amorieas?' 1Not
the slightest. It oomes to Boston by the oarload, la bond. It la jst
exs.clly aseasy 1gel asl.American.lb ijatas ehea&, sud, 1 thiDk,
juit good. T duty henot ncred the prio 'bat, Lur g o
chief import, and Boston being the ity from whchw can imp t
the lowest rates of freight, the duty bas enabled us to obtin, via that
city, the flour that we formerl boubtin New York amd Boston, when
we had to p.y higher rates of eght for briaging It here.' g
Hore, thon, is a complete refutation of the statement of the
member for Lalifax (Mr. Jones) that our people were pay-
ing 60 cents a barrel more for flour. Nov, Sir, we have
been treated, also, to a dissertation about the ooal trade, and
hon. gentlemen have tried to show the verygreat disadvan-
tages that important industry is laboring unor la tIhe Prov-
ince of Nova Sootia. The hon. the senior momber for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) favors un with a letter from Mr. Lith-
gow, and Mr. Lithgow is a recognised authority on all
matters connected with the coal trade. But, Sir, thanks to
the member for Pictou (Mr. 0. H. Tupper), who ha. been
very viligant, we have ascertained that this letter was
written in 1879. I think, Sir, that if the senior member for
Halifax (Mr. Jones) had been sinceroly desirous of enlight.
ening us as tohis knowledge of the conditions of that trade,
and as to the wishes and views of those who are engaged in
it, ho would have given ns au extract from the ialifax
Morning Chronicte, of December lst, 1887, when that gen-
tleman, in reply to a reporter, states the following in refer-
ence to the coal trade. Ho sys:

" Our ceai owners to my surprise, are, i aderstand, ot anuxious to
have tbeir coal admitted fre. to thé United States to be followed as a
matter of course, by thé abolition of daty a our si , apprhendla, I
bellevs, tint the. Ameriemam retront eompetitors in onr vestern
markets, notably Montreal and Qusb.e. They do not th"k athat the
northern markets of the Statu would take our coal te the extent they
did under the old treaty."
Well, now, Sir if that hon, gentleman had been anxions to
Convoy to the Parliament Of Canada th.very latest infor-
Smtion which h. had apon that Important indubtry, I think
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it would be bitter for him ta have given ns theviews -which
h. knows are entertained by ceai owners in 1988, ather
than te travel bak to Sn old le#er of 1879. But, fir, the*
statistics of the oal trade in the Province of Nova sotia
me most instructive. W. 8.d, Sir, tbat of the coal vaiWed
in 1888, Nova Scotia oumumed 46,O00 tons, Quehoe Con.
sumed U#9$ tons, New Brunswick consumed Pf6,O00
tons, Prince Edward Island coesumed 4,100 tons, N.w.
foundland cosumed 73,000 tons, the United States Con-
snmed 41,00 tons, and the West ladies consumed 17,00
ton. In other words, the Province of Quebee took from the
Province et Nova Scotia, lest year, more oSl than Nova
Seotia had ever shipped lu any one year tothe United States
under the Reciprooity Treaty. More han that, Sir, hoi.
gentlemen wlo eme from the coal district. of Nova Scotia,
who kepresent those constituencies and who are in touch
with their constituents, have never said one word in favar of
reciprocity in coal. Now, Sir, if they were so exceedingly
anxes fetr it, if their districts were sufering for want ofit,
I am quite sure we should bave had some expression of
opi»ion from those gentemmen in favor of it. On the con-
trary, ir, as far as I can gather from conversations with
thosegentiemen, they are notatall desirons that theprémant
fiscal relations as regardsos hould behanged. Nov w,,we
have heard a good deal about the fishermen. The fisherman
is evidently growing rapidly in the éstimation of han.gentle-
mon opposite. The hon. member for St John (Mr. Skimnr),
who favored us with the address which charmei us so maih
lat evening, j eminded us in eloquent tenus of the very
great value of the fisheries that surround the Maritine Prao
vimces. I understood that hon, gentleman to say that they
are oa valuable as the wheat fielda of Ontario. That fa"t
was never brought so vividly before my mind as it we
whon I heard the statement from that hon. gentleman, snd
Sir, T listened to it with a fat deal of pleasureand u thlik
every tre Canadian mut ave bee glad to hear it. It is
a good thing Bir, to direct attention to Canada% diversity
of wealth. Nothing could be more unfortunate for th#
oogutry. than that it ahoni have oaly oue. indaetry. If we
were simpiy te beame agrieulturists snd our * fail,
what would become of us? As you al know, ir, hat
is simply Ireland's trouble to-day, that ahe basooly on
industry. And Sir, that is the condition of things which
we are bound as statesmen, as politicians, aüd as reprosen.
tatives of the people to do all that we possibly can to avert.
leo portion of of our pulation are more u»sfl tW Canada
than her fishermen. They are a stardy, honet, mindustrious,
thrifty lot of fellows who from the depth of the océan gather
at great risk and with great labor that wealth which Provi-
dence hae placed at our doors. 1 believe, blr, that their con-
dition :is suadily improving and ncw that like the laboreas
they can in the words of the senior member for laillax
(ur. Joues) -

nBey four tW und t cot $12 fer $25eaud by te* a °" cottes
ndalt neceemarlea of Ilfé mi ch.sp *, ver hyoot2

To qote my hon. friend's language:

To quoýe him atill:
"will he living mors comfortably "-

And to contanue the panegyrie on the National Polioy:
" they will have no good reason to be diuatiuaed."
But the hon. member froin St. John (Kr. Skiner) made a
suggestion which I thought was a consideate One and a
thonghtful on.inu the interasta of thé iharmen. Tha*I& was
that ve h4ld puah oar commue. to the West Idles a.d
Brazl. Now, Sit, to do that we muet have atesmneru, aud
it will be recollected by hon. gentlemen tIat lut year *bien
I urged a subsidy to a lime of steamers to the WestIndies, I
did sa at the instance of the citiwens of Halikhz and also I
believe, sud 1 still belier., largely in the interesteof ou O
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fishermen. When I did urge this I was atroiyoppqsed and
aimast vioMla bysamor member
for Ualifax (Ir. ones?. i a inge oge&tle
men of tbis gouse, but, Sir, it did ot discourge me. And
I~hope to s. steamers carry our mails, passergere and flsb
and other exporta directly 4o tii West ladies ind 'oBuh
Amerios, and I belleve it vill benett our fishermen, our
milers, and our manuaseturers. w 5fr fortbe infbaa-
tion of the hon member for St. John, w o evidently go
taken verg great interest iM this questionhbg to 1« ytha1
the fisheries exports of the trovinoe of lova Socot iaI
year to tàhe Jnted Btates, which the hon. senior uomb0rfor
lalifax says is our only mark' amounted ta $272,;0,

while our export to -the West ndies and South Amorion
amounted to 1,228,00, a difference of $554,b00 1V
Noiw, Sir, ihese han. gentlemen who have suddei4y
become so zealous about the fishermen will, I tink,
in angling for them that they have not tsken the bait.
The fishermn know tiat tbe pary opposite are no friands
of theirs. Many of them remember, and remember affec-
tionately and kindly, the late representative in thiflouse,
Mr. Power. Mr. Power ws a Grit in poliis, bat
he was a man who could rise above party In the
interests of is country and his ceuntrymen, and to
help our fishermen lie voted for the Washington Treaty,
rhioh was a great boon to the, as it gave them free-access to

the American market. But while -ir. Power was voting
for the Washington Treaty. ils colleague, the present
senior member for Halifax, waa voting against it and
against thé ntersts of tIe flahermen ina doing so, as, to-day,
in his efforts to thwart reciprocity, he ls arraying himself
against their best interesta. Well, Sir, the sabermen, who
have been so desperately appealÎd to in tbis HIouse, knew
Mr. Power and trueted him, and they bésr his iuemory in
grateful récollection; and they have still ringin their
ears the words of caution and advice whioh that hon. gen-
t1eman gave them, and which he was in a position to give
them from his lnowledge of the. party opposite. Ref'errmng
to thé Grit party in this country, h. said that it was the
party that stop by step and inch by Inch hadopposed every
concession to Nova Scotia. But, Sir, 1 find that the Halifax
Moraing Chronicle also opposad the Washington Treaty,
which was of such great advantageto toih fisherman. That
paper, on July 8th, 1881, aaid:

IlSir John ha peouliar claima upon Iagland's graitud. Ne has
helped the HonMe Governmeut to comptte the national degradation by
.the WahIngton Teaty."

Sir, we have heard something of the generaI trade of Nova
Scotia. We were told by the hon. senior member for
1Halifax:

"The mer hu his wheat that ho eultivates, his grab1uà h1t horses
and sheepSU lhe various articles that ho ultivates and raises; the
flsherman from hie hard toit hu his fish, sd the tuI=Wman hau his
lumber; but *er. déoe it all go? It goes1;o the UniwteStates."

Now, Sir, that is statement that is intended. to influence
the fishermen in Iova aotia to vote to restare hon. gentlie-
mOn opposite to the Tremury benoe. But what are the
facta dl tih case The fishery products of Nova SoStia
Iast year amounted to *3,899,ti7. Of that amouat
$,3540O went to the United States, while $1,698,o
.worth went ta the West Indies and South America; snd of
the exporte to the United8tes, Consui General Phelan's
report shows that a large percentage was transported ta
the United Btates in bond and transhipped to other markets.
Now, air, from the fact Ourea en t crry
our fish from Halifax to the West Indies e qnantities are
ahipped in bondto N4ew Yobrk and-then re 11eipped in steamers
t thé West Indies. Consul General Phelan in his report
issued in Augast, 1887 estimates lhe tota e rte from tIe
port of Halifx to lhe Jitedtates at -115. Of that
amopnt$968,'l vas entered for ond1618,188
or 44 per cent., was trausbupped, I not de ps at
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my command of ascertaining exactly what this tranship-
ment in bond consisted of, and although I would not be
understood as stating that it was exclusively fish, I am satis-
flied that a very large amount of it was fish. We are told
that of the products of the forests all we raise goes to the
United States; but what is the fact ? Here is a compari-
son of some of-our exporte to the United States with those
to Great Britain :

Products of To Gt. Britain To the U. S.
The Forest................$788,000 $ 345,000
Animals, &................ 138,000 95,000
Agn'culture ......... . .. 1........ 627,000 210,000
Tue Fisheries...............718,000 1,358,000
The Mine. ...... 78,000 628,000

Now. Sir, as I may not again have the opportunity o! deal.
ing with the question of the fisheries, I wish to refer to one
statement of the senior member, for Halifax. That hon.
gentleman said:

"What ie the position of these fishermen? $500,000 per year is what
the fishermen of this country, under the present poliey of restriction,
pay to the revenue of the United States, that is, when they have the
oash."

My hon. friend does not say the year. I did not know when
the hon. gentleman was speaking, whether he was speaking
solely of the fishermen of the Lower Provinces, or whether,
in the expansion of bis heart, he had taken in all Canada,
and was speaking for all the fishermen of Canada. But I do
know this, and I have taken some trouble to inform myself
on the point, that the total importations for consumption
into the United States of dutiable fish last year amounted
to 82,817,3à1, and the whole duty collected was 8611,937.
Now, of that fish, there went from Canada into the
United States for consumption the total value of 81,330,-
832. It is a little difficult to arrive with 4 mathematical
preocision " at the exact amount that each different dis-
trict in Canada may have sent, but [ find that our total
exporta to the «United States of fish, including anchovy,
haddock, herring, dried salmon, mackerel, pickled salmon
and others, amounted to $1,331,832, and that amount
would include fish that was afterwards re-exported in
bond, the duty on which could not have exceeded
8335,000. I give my figures, and I do not pretend to be
infallible. I have taken some pains to make them up, and
I shall be very glad to kr>w if I am not correct. I desire
to be correct, because, in discussiog a great question like
this, it is our interest, at all events, if it is not our object, to
arrive at the strictest possible accuracy. Well, we have
dealt with the laborers and the fishermen, let us now deal
with the farmers. I was very glad to learn, for I had
not the pleasure of hearing my hon. colleague the
other night, that he stated the farmers were doing well,
that the farmers of Nova Scotia are not in a bad condition,
and he correctly attributed that to the diversity of employ-
ment in that Province. He said:

"We have not only our farming industry, but we have our fish, our
coal, our lumber, our shipping industry, and our farmers are all to a
certain extent more or less interested in one or more of these industries."

Again ho said :
" We have in a part of Nova Scotia a very large fruit induitry which

has grown up lately with the old country, and which has brought
$100,000 into our Province."

I quite agree with my hon. colleague that the variety of our
resources adds very mach to the prosperity of our people
Then he added that the National Policy had nothing to
do with our prosperity, because the National Policy did no
make the crops. It has never been claimed for the Nationa
Policy that it did, but we claim that the National Policy
gave life and vigor to our coal trade and expanded any
manufactures which previously existed. My hon. colleagu
forgot to mention that the National Policy had enabled un
to start cotton mills, wollen mills, glass and iron works
sugar refineries, and although these have not been all profit
able to tle investQrs, they have given reminerative em

ployment to many of our people and thus created a home
market for our farmers. The hon. member for Pictou (Mr.
Tupper), in his very brilliant speech the other evening, and
the hon. member for Annapolis (Mr. Mills) gave much and
valuable information as to the prosperous condition of
our farmers, which our fellow-countrymen will read
with pleasure. Our ambition should be to try and
increase the number of the manufactories in order
to benefit our farmers, and that is what Mr. Parnell is try-
ing to do for Ireland. He simply wants to get in Ireland
what we have in Nova Scotia, and that is varied employ-
ment for the people. HIe wants for Ireland what we have
in Canada, a National Policy. As regards the Ontario
farmers, which is a question I feel almost like apologising
to the House for referring to, because it lies more with the
residents of that Province to deal with it, my hon. colleague
whom I am always happy to follow in any good example,
took a very great interest in that question. He seemed to
have become very much devoted to the interests of the
Ontario farmers. Now, I hold in my hand a copy of a
record sent to Congress from a delegation, held in Washing-
ton in January, 1887, of people interested in the shipping
business of the United States. There were some 329 dele.
gates present, and nearly every state and territory were
represented. The memorial states the following:-

" The fact that the people of the United States are now producing so
much more of the raw material f rom farm and mine, and sach a super-
abundance of manufactured goodi, that our own markets are glutted
snd stagnation thereby produced. Stagnatioai, experienoe has shown,
is the parent ot financial crisis, which bringe ran ta the producing
class or every community.

It is evident from these words that there is a superabun.
dance of manufactured and agricultural prolnets in the
United States, and among these 329 delegates, not one con-
ceived the bright idea of importing the superabundant pro.
ducts of Canada, but they said:

"Our best markets should be those of Central and South Amerie,
the West Indies and Australasia, from which we are practicaliy ex.
ciuded by the want of shippiug."

Now, Sir, the Ontario farmers know they have to meet the
competition of the American farmers in the English mar-
ket, and they know tbat it is a very sharp, keen competi.
tion. What the Ontario farmers want, it seems to me-
and 1 make the suggestion with all due respect-are more
consumers, more customers for the produce, not more com-
petitors at their own doors. Now, let us look at the condi-
dition of the farmers in the great State of New York. I am
quite aware that it would not be fair to Ontario to institute a
comparison between that Province and New England States.
We all recognise that Ontario's wheat fields are of infinitely
more value than agricultural districts in the New England
Stateas. What do we find as to the condition of the agricul-
turists in the State of New York ? I will read from the report
of the National Bureau of Agriculture, Washington, 1885, in
iegard to the condition of farmers in theState of New York.
I do not know whether what I am about to read has come
under the notice of hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House, but to those who represent rural constituencies, and
to the farmers of Ontarie, I think this is a very important
statement. This official document says:

r On the whole, farmers are more in debt than they were ten years
ago, and there are a large number of farms which were purchased a
few years ago and mortgaged, which now would not s el for more than
the face of the mortgage, owing to the depreciation of the farming lands,

t which, on the average, is fully 30 per cent. in ton years. Probably
l one-third of the farms in the State would not sell for more than the

cost of the buildings and other improvements."

Now, I do not know, of my own knowledge, whether such
a a condition of things prevails in the Province of Ontario,
s but that is the condition of things in the State of New
, York, and for the information of hon. gentlemen on both
- sides I have given them the authority from which I have
- quoted. As regards the agricultural districts of the New
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Bngland States, their population has only increased 9 not going to express an opinion as to whether that is in th
per cent. in 30 years, as compared with a total in- true intereet of the people of Canada, but I know from ex
crease of 62 per cent. in the Maritime Provinces. I was perience that sncb will be the result. As it was in Halifau
exceedingly sorry that my hon. colleague could not make at Confederation, so it will be in Canadian cities and distri
out a case without referring disparagingly to the city of buting centres, places like Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton
Halifax. When indulging in his usual dreary, doleful, dis. Winnipeg, &c., as soon as you remove the Customs barriers
mal secession wail,.he told the Dominion, from his place in Now, Sir, my hon. colleague has gone into the condition o
Parliament, that Halifax was fast going to decay, that Nova Sootia; ho has undertaken to give us, with all th
property was depreciating in value and that large amounts authority of a member of Parliament speaking to hi
of it were sold for taxes. I say that hie attempt to dieparage colleagues in this assembly, the general condition of affairi
and belittle Halifax in the eyes of the country was un- in Nova Scotia, which was made iu a letter written by
kind, ungenerous and unjust. I think Halifax deserved gentleman in Halifax some years ago, and the letter is give
botter treatment at his hands. The hon. gentleman has as to the condition of Nova Scotia to-day. This is the bes
lived and prospered there for many years-it is my native authority the hon. gentleman can give us. He quotes Mr
place-we have both spent the happiest days of our lives James Thomson, a personal friend of mine, a gentleman fo
there. All the dearest associations of our lives oluster whom I have very great respect and esteem; he quotes hic
round that old city. Surely we can say a kindly word of it as saying that some counties in Nova Sootia are sufferinà
in an assembly like this, in the presence especially of from depression in trade, and that the value of propert3
numbers of gentlemen who have never visited it. Those who there is infinitely less thaq it was some time ago. Now
have will bear it in kindly remembrance. I have. noticed what caused this depression in the value of property in
that the most lugubrious of the hon. gentlemen opposite Nova Scotia ? I think the hon. gentleman ought to have
generally had a cheery word for his own constituency, for told us. It may be that he meant us to infer that this great
bis own home. What hope can there be for a city, depression to wltich Mr. Thomson makes reference, was
when her own sons speak so gloomily of ber as caused by the policy of the present Government; evidently
the bon., gentleman has spoken of Halifax ? Is the his object was to convey that impression. Now, the only
bon. gentleman's argument so weak that in this authority we have had quoted bere on this point, is Mr.
broad Canadian land, ho could not find ample illustration of Thomson. I will read algain the last portion of hie letter
it, without dragging in dear old Halifax ? I can not deny which the bon. gentleman quoted:
that property is depreciated, and very seriously depreciated "Taking four leading counties, representing the four of our leadin8in Halifax. Real estate in London and in New York is indnstries,-Oape Breton ai representing the coal mining interest;
depreciated. There has been a great hrinkage in values, Anti onish as representing the farming interest; Hiants as repreenating

sud L bs ben erygret a Halfax I indtha th asos-the 3tip building intereut, and Qneen'a as repreaenting the lumberingand it ha been very great at Halifax. I fnd that the asses- interet, and we will find that the asuessment rolis amonuted inlm ta
sed value of property in 1876 was 611,913,882, and in 1886 stisI:, while in 1884-at the time he was writing-they had
was $14,518,930. To the latter figures could be added fac. decreaud t lois than $8,000,000."
tories wbich escape assessment at present, which might It was the tarif, and wbat tariff ? and who says it
make the total increase in the past ton years to be 63,000,000. was the tariff ? Why, Sir, Mr. James Thomson says it is
I do not say that that is anything to boast about, but I will the tariff, the same Mr. James Thomson who hu been
say that the condition of things would be much worse in quoted here to the Parliament of Canada as an authority
Halifax, if we bad not, subsequent to the date named by on the present condition of Nova Seotia. If Mr.
the hon. gentleman, started some factories. These factories James Thomson is an authority as to the condition
may not have been very profitable to the shareholders, but of Canada, ho is equally an authority as to the
they gave remunerative empliyment to a number of our peo- cause of that condition. Mr. James Thomson tells us
ple. The wholesale trade of Halifax bas been disturbed by it is the tariff. I have his letter in my bande, and it bears
Confederation. That is a matter on which I can speak date July 19th, 1818. He said it was the tariff ; it was the
freely, and in that respect Confoderation bas been of no tarif of hon. gentlemen opposite ; the tarif which was
advantage to Halifax, because it disturbed the distributing supported by the senior member for Halifax. It was the
trade of Halifax. Previous to that time, Halifax supplied tarif of the Government of which be was a member, that
the Province of Nova Scotia and portions of Prince Edward caused that depression in these counties, and for that I give
Island and New Brunswick with the imported goods which Mr. James Thomson as my authority. Now, Sir, as Mr.
the people of those districts required. Those goods paid James Thomson bas become historical in this matter, it is
tribute when they passed through Halifax; but when we only fair to you that I should tell you the circumstances
had Confederation we immediately let in upon us the keen under which this letter was written. It is addresed to the
competition of the cities of Quebec, Montreal, Toronto electors of the county of Halifax. Ho said in that addres,
and the neighboring city of St. John; and in a small d" The time in no* rapidly.approaching when you will be required toeommunity and a emall market, you will recognise that elect members for the ominion Legislature, and in order that you may
that had a very depressing effect, and consequently, our be botter prepared to perform that duty, let me place a few facto before
trade bas been very much diminished in that respect. I do ye"
not hesitate to say that Confederation bas had that effect Remember this authority is rooognised by the senior
upon the city of Halifax. The introduction of steamboats member for Halifax, who quotes him in this Legislature.
and railways have also, of course, distributed trade. I Mr. Thomson goes on to say:
listened aUentively to the bon. member for South Oxford,
in the very able speech which ho made in introducing his "I think, however, you will agree with me that we ought, ln tbe
resolution the other evening, and in referring to the distribut- first place to look to our owa interests.»

ing trade of Canada, and the probable effect of the change The intereste of Nova Scoti,-
proposed, he said that no great political change of this kind W. mut net follow leders but measures. W. mut not support
would be wrought without some disturbing element. Mackenzie bcaue he lu a represeutative of the Grit party, nor i-
Now, Sir, I recognise the existence of these disturb- donald bcause ho is the representative of the Libera Ooaervative
ing elements in Halifax in consequenoe of Confederation, Party>; but support that party, whatever its name which will bot pro-
and I would advise Canadians to be very cautions and mote the interests of the Dominion, and whieh wd1 give us that justice
careful, that the same disturbing influences do not prevail which has so long been denied."

when yo allow your markets to be inundated by the· That is the justice which the Grit Government had denied
products of American warehouses and manufactories. I am to the Province of Nova Scotia, and this is simply verifying

Mr. KENNY.
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thi woda of the late Mr. Power whioh in the previous which I was not personally engaged and In which I had no
portion af my argument I quoted to you. personal interest, and that I had better mot say anything

The questiawhth meet afreet us u. the tarif ,Shl there be a about it. That is a dangerous doctrine for hon. gentlemen
revision of thearif or not ? That i t.he question to be determined at to lay down, because it is the duty of a public man te dis-
the poU. It la not a question of p-otection or no. Neither of the op- Ouse every phase of busines and every branch of industry

are free traders Macdoiald preaches a protective polie, whioh in any way concerns the country, ad to bring to
t uanle pUa It in practice." Parliament te best information Le can gather on the topie.

Then Mr. Thomson, referring to the condition of Nova 1 Sd in the heroio efforts of hon. gentlemen opposite
Sootia, Baye: , to obtain suoport for their heroic remedy that a bid
" In other words, every lab.ring ma sla compelled to gire oe day's bas been mame for the support of the shipbailders and

labor out of ton to support the Government. shipowners of the Lower Provinces by telling the ople
Now. We were told tho other day that the present tarif that, if they would only vote for the resolution of hon.
presses enormously upon the poor man and adds to the gentlemen opposite, the coasting trade of the United States
poor man's sufferings. Listen to what the best authority would be çpened to them. Every man who owns a ton
that can be quoted from Nova Scotia sys as to the tarif of shlpping would be very glad to see such a bappy state
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. .Tone) supported: of affairs; we in Nova Sootia would be very much delighted

4 The articles used by the poor mat, by the present tarif pa as indeed to see it. We have had reciprocity treaties before, we
much and in many cases far more than those used by the wealtby. have had hon. gentlemen advocating reciprocity before, but
Rike and satins pay no more than woollens and cottons. The te& used they never thought so much until no« wof the shipbuilders
by the weaithy manufacturer of Ontario pays about 10 per cent', and shipwners. 1 do not consider it-fair to ut this ues ionwhil that .used by our poor fishermen pays between 30 and 35 .i
per cent. Out of every tan pounds of te& the former uses, the Gov. and before the people of the Lower Provinces in suah a
ernment takea one, while out of every four pounds the latter purchases, manner as to lead tbem to suppose that the shipping in-
the same Government extracts one ound. The cigarssmoked by the
millionaire at the bank ball pay ony 30 per cent., while the tobacco rets of the Uied Stat were a mu more prsperous
smoked by the poor fisherman on the Banks of Newfoundland pays 200 condition than our own, that we, on that account, should
par cent. The wine consumed by the rich merchant pays leas iban 20 risk any change which under any cirumnstances a outûoma'
per cent., while the rum drunk by the oor laborer of tbis Province union must involve. I think, if I catch the arguments
pus more tliau s.per cent. For every idollar'm worth of vne î iort-
ed f>r the wuatby, the Goverment geta 20 cents; hile it make advanced by hon. gentlemen opposite, that more than one
poor min psy $3 s for every dollar's worth of rum imported for him. bon. gentleman has told us that the condition of our ship-" it surprinn liait te more lightly taxed manufacturer of Ontario ping is infinitely worse than that of the United States. Icau mmd dow eigoods and under-mell he highly-taxed people or ung a gards the shipping industry, that there is ne
thi. province? haýû s ead temipigidsty ht h s 

Ils itahtenihidg thtt with a tariff constructed to enab!e the grocers 1înalust1y in the Lower lrovineos which of late years bas
of Toronto to import from New York, ihat our West Indiarade should suffered so much from depreesion a that cf shipbuilding,
ianguish, tatcur cooper s sould ack employment, our flhhermen cus- and when I listened to the statement of the hon. member fortomlera, mand our ships rcturn empty to Ibis port after baviug deposittd
their cargoes at tbat great emporium of the United Stat-9s? St John (Mr. Skinner), to which I have referred befbre,

" With these figures before you, taken from tbe public records, 1 ceall of the value of our fieberies, and when I reflect upon what
nupa you teexercise jour franchise in favor ofr theîrty whicb wlti <> had been the value of the shipping industry, I come to theadmest the. tarif as vii1 make it fair and eqîuiable ln té operation. The

resent Goverament have not listened to our reasonsble demand, but conclus'on that prcvious to the depression in our ahippingav@ reftied to make any amendment. Let us try an ither, and let us we were a people woll to do. Gentlemon wao reside n thee cara in theselectionofourrepreentaives to cboose men who vii western portions of this.Dominion can have no conception ofnot heitate te abandon auy Goveriment tuat vii net do us justice." the extent of our shipping industry of a few years ago.
And we followed Mr. ThomEon'e advice, and we were Nova Sceotaper capita was the largest shipowning eountry l
exceedingly careful in the selection of the represent- the world. We not only built our hipt, Sir, but we manned
atives, and refused to aend the present senior member them, and we sailed them and their carnings came home to
for Halifax back to this louse. As regards the city enrich Canada. It was an export trade and all the world
of Halifax I bave a statement of its population. The contributed to it. Our freight was carried from one part of
population of Halifax in 1860) was 5,00 ; in 1870, the earth to the other, and the earnings, large in those
:h9,000; in 1b0, 36,000. I have already given the House days, came back to enrich our own country. The value of
a statement of the deposita in the Savinga banks in that industry, Sir, I am happy to say, was recognised by
1876, when we went into Confederation. The deposits the present Gvvernment, and as a abipowner I thank
in the chartered banke at that time were 82,209,873 ; tem for that reougnition of that important industry.
to-day the amount is 88,818,763. The tonnage entered at When those hon. gentlemen, who profe. so much intereat
Halifax bas increased between 1866 and 18b7 by 307,785 for the shipowners, corne down to Nova Sotia and talk
tons. I find we are dealing not only with Halifax but with to us as regards what they weregoing to do for us, I ad.
the general condition of the Province of Nova Scotis, and vise my fe[low countrymen to ask them what had they
therefore I may say that the exports of Nova Scotia in dune for us when they were in a position to do anything for
1868 were of the value of 84,563,361 i;in 18b7 they us-when they were in a position of power in this country ?
were of the value of $8,561,425 or very nearly double. I would advise my fellow countrymen to judge them by
The tonnage entered inward and outward in Nova Scotia their acte and not by their words; and they have come to
ha inereased from 1867, when it was 1,440,382 tons, the same conclusion as I have, that they have doue abs
by 2,911,681 tons. I do no& wish to exaggerate the condi- lntely nothing for us, but that they have ratier clogged the
tion of things in Nova Scotia, or in the city of aIlifax. I wheels of progres tthan belped us in any branch of in-
admit that depreciation of real estate exista, and I admit dustry I regret to say that this great shipping industry of
that far more of our people are leaving than we bike to see; the lower Provinces bas almost virtually oeased. That has
but I say, as a publie man, that it is not fair, it is not in the been caused by the improvement in steam and the much
public interest, that these defamatory statements of the con- cheaper stearnships which are now built on the Clyde, and
d.tion of our own eountry and our own cities should go also by the iron sailing shipe. We, who wish to continue
abromd, and therefore it is that I have gone to some trouble in the shipping business, have disoovered that the iron sail-
to gather these statisties. I fear that in doing so I have' ing hip id a more profitiable investment than our wooden
trespesed very much on the time and attention of this ships, and it is very unfortunate for Nova Scotia and New
House. We have also had a bid made for the shipbuilders Brunswick that stagnation prevails in this industry. I am
sud ashipowners. I was told lat year, when I attempted to EomeCtisc satonished, Sir, that considering the great
talk about sugar, th"a I was talking about a business depression which exists in the shipbailding trade, or rather
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thei shipowning trade, for shipbuilding Io nearly extie
that more depression does sot prevail lu toth the Province
of New Brunswick and the Province of Nova Scotia than
exiate to.day. Those wooden ships', Sir, became, instead of'
a source of prodt to their owners, an actual source of loss,
and los ha& been involved in selling thein. Now, Sir, let
me look for a moment at the condition of tehe shipbuilding
industry of the United States, to which our attention has
been invited. These are the figures, sad, gentlemen. they
are remaarkable 1gures:

Atlantic eat asing ve 4 .................

eer 1..,.. ........... tOtMe7Q

Ooesting tonnage ,essel enrou.deud 18e7aad, is M »,ssas
do do do 10o. ,êI 38s

ota sing ton ag, 184 ........ ........ aa
do do 1887............... .......... ,32

Deeres............................ 1,stst

Or, ln other wordal a decrease of ....... .. $t0,00,06

The eomsting tonnage of Nova Seetia taking the arrivai.
and departures, ha nearly doubled in the paat year Maine.
once fonemoet iW alipbaiI :

Tu 1 the new toa u meamed...................... ... 08
la lm 4a de 8,1

01.s84

Or a difereaes of vatne of .. .... .... a,eoo

I een sau •svely, Sir thM there are few vesels on the
blocks in ain, but whilst that hs been going on in Maine
and iho United StatMa, theru ha a"ao, been a decrease in
tonnage in the Maritime Provinces. The total, tonnage of,
sailing and stea bas decrea.ed in the Maritime Provinoe
from 1878 to 1885 by 25,190 tons, or about 87 per cent. In
six 14w Engad. States, by 73,498 tons, or 6j p- cen,
Well, Sir, let un look et what the Soaten Berab says abont
the Maine abipbuilding. The Boston &rald of 9th Septem,

er,. 1887, esys:

"T'.d .ya desslatien of te sert whieh Charles Lamb noted at the
BauUtb,. Bouse, and whieh ha likeneJ to tho desolation at Baloluta
rigs over the ohip yards of Bath where 10,000 men onge
toied without eeasing, and another 10,000 delved and toiled in
turn for then, there ls new but soant employment for- a alima
1,000. Thirty yeors age, along the front of Ansitat Bath ion@e
the frames and forms of barques and brigi, an sloops and,
schooners and full-ri d sdiis and wooden steamers Hlthrally friùged
the river bank for t m Now, only the memores of thee 
stately hello thatiledaway ses lft;to.Bath. Wher. gisat e.tdawes
put together and yardse wer. cliv with ipdustry, grass growa now;
piles rot away. neglected, w4arves fall slow]r to decay, or lu tomeilaes haae 1e eeb gardene, or * -triormed lawn. lThe
old ieedu and ahopa black and fabl ad beta un their aged,
lesanamar every rafter bongin their bodies drop radul topieces ong
the ghosts of shipping and the graves of sto s. T ty year ago the
ships of Bath sailti into every port il ivery elime. Wherever ships
wereg.&hered together, thoi mails of fath carried the. Sta s ad'Otrioee
T>irty y.aea oe yards of Bath lance ha f a handred fallp-r1ggs
ships in a twe e month. In the last two years they have not la4nau e
one, nor built one nor planned one. Nor l there at te present time,
within the wide orders of the United Btates, a single -ll.rigged ohip
in course of eonalrmtiogi."

Now, Sir, I thibk that when hoï. gentlemen compare the
condition of our shipping, depressed as it is, depreciated iu
value as it is, they will recognise that we have not a great
deal to find fault with as regards our shipping interest as
compared with that industry in the United States. We. are
told, Bir, with great rejoicing by hon. gentlemptî opposite,,
that we have no inter-provincial trade. We have not sueh,
aninter-provincial trade as I would like tesoe, but it is grow-
ing and will nteadily increase, We often forget, in diseassing

M. Kumm

Sthisquestionthat we have only ha 20 yeanof national
ife, and how short is 20 years in the lite of £ nation. 1
remember the early days of Confbderation when gentlemnen
bad to gome te tina Parliament fowm the Loer Pm.#ises.
They hd te take the steamer nt Halifax and mahe te voy-
ego to New Tork, then travel aoross th tate of fte Ttk
by the Suspension Bridge, or some other aul. and thm get
around to Presoott Janction for Ottawa. T*at usuaily
occupied six days. At that same time, Sir, t" railmM-
existin a Nova Scotia oould only carry <ne 60 mila,

ih. As hon. gmameaé kRaw g wa n w «Ma
here from Halifax in two days, and I am informed that
when the Short Line Railroad shail have been built we
will be able to nake the journey in one day. When the
wney is shortened to one day, I hop, r, that we will

have the pleasure of seeang soma of our frtends froin Onta-
rio down there. They will find that we have not such a bad
oeun-y; *at we re bot eueW a potety striken people as

wun mlrýftm tb. rhkofamm bon. gentlmen;ý they
enar not" "anmt falo" nSr "en ks," nor

6eowrds," uer "&uskies." Now, 8fr, we eannot only
traIel fronr Ottaws with mome oomfbrt, and easo, and
.xtýstion, bnk4 to-day, w4 eau fom Halifau, e. the
Stie, t« Vaneevr on the acifie, and al threugf

Canada% territory. la not this progress ? I do hon. gen-
tiemen omrite-ome. of them at lest. justice tu
maq tha v ave had mme cnversatioa with them, that they
ageed that the, construction of that great Canadian
enterprim, t a gnai&tnt ralroad M ha raised
us se m"h iWt the estabnua of or ighkebors as
well as of the whole Britis. public, that that roa-d
sbonUk he to us al Canadians a souree of national paida
Âud thâm neyer was a great wSk, se poesoeuted
for party purposes as that very road bas been. I woud
may to hon. gentlemen wheo are ever grumling about
our inter-proviocial trada: Rememberoer short national
emisteuce; give us a chance; we are still i eaur national
youth ; we still need sme care and considaatiea; do not.
drive.us from the paternal roof; do not turn us over te
strangoes; do t beguitr of the-horrible erime of s g
ing your ownprogey. y, Mr,. Wiman, the, father of th,

fad, never abuses anada. and if hou. gentlemnen opposite
are go;ng to follow him, cannot th y take that example
from him, and occasionally saya kind word for their eeun-
try rt was only 17 years ago that our curienaies were
asslmilated. Have we no imter-provincial trade ? lhe sniaor
member for Halifax told. us that th* Maritime Provinces
send to Ontario $10,000,000 annually to pay for good@.
Well, Sir, that may be trueê;, I do not venok for the
acomrmey e the figures. Ask the Halifax andi Mone.
ton sugar rdfners how long they coitd work withont the
mSdi*#s of Obtari,. Q«ehe and, Manitoba; ask the Gotton
maannfcturera of St..John, Windsor, Monotos and Halifax
where they sell tha major part of their produots, and thaey
will tell y in the Upper Provinces. The productseof our
iron wor. and of our eal mines go largely to Ontarlo and
Quebec. They say we have n inter-provinaial trade becansa
Oatario and Quebe0 do not take our fah, coal and lumber and.
we donot take-all their surplusproduoe. Would any American
&statsawho values his rogutation s&y that heoanse Honn-
gylvania supplies New Yor, Ooaetiou, Rithole Island,

asaschuetts,VèrAont, and Nov Hwampshirêwith ceal, sud
beoause PenSwylvania does not take, becaus. uhe do.. not
require, the surplus agriacltural produtions of thos. State*,
therefore thene is no imter-atatq trade betwea them, andi that
God sud nature bad deorSed thatit is imposile for them to
liveunder theuma polig sUd th e sam. flag,? No Amearian
legiastor woald: make-such a statement as that. Sir it is
surpriaing that we have accompliAhed so much. "If the doa-
trineof natural trade, arises trom contignity of territoey,
wore univer*ally adopted, there would be no stabilit in the.
frontiers of.the nations i every nation whose territory is eo

Mft



1988. O0MtO0NS DRATEs.
termione wilth tMaof another would god a nataral trdAê histoy-Lord (hatham told 4o ]Rouse of Lords, that that
strangled by th. natienal tarif., and a rearranment of unnatural war had so robbed England of ber prestige, that
the houndarieswvould be n.meuary." Wih tothe noneamo t the nat sof the world esop rastodo
mission Of Lh Ieroolonial Railway I e M my viws rber rvenraoe. I appose the bon, geutLeman who made
lat year, and I have only to say that o denmrd"Z ar tisa tement had some ach words riagingi ishisemory,
in what theb on. uember for .John (Kr. Skinner) ha Sir, I recognie vith the bon. gentlemen the domestio di
sid on that &abject. A.sregarde the$ fots of the pr poed oWitoesofGreat Britain, I willo furtber and express my
policy, a getleman whio oo aos a ist in theot0er end of individual opiaion, that Ireland banot been treated fairly
this buildng t"in as, in a'Do onao peaiper of 2Oh ,orjusaty byEnugland, bot now that thegroat masses of the
188,7 that we have invemed in man4atas $104,00M, nglish ple are aroased to a sense Lof t injustice that
and that a natoma union would men adepreciation to the oesntry hruso long and saotiently labored under, I believe
extent of 6 p er cent. in the valua of that proprVy. Now, thbat the rumedy wD b. aw't and sure. 1 pray it may be no.
Sir, in that desirable in theinterstsofCaadai sTatinnot Ireland's wrong, once righted, none will be more true to
my individual opinion, bat it is that of a gntleman much England than Iretand's sons, and we shall see i Egand,
botter informed ha" I am. But I know that one of the what we Canadians al wish for, a united, happy and pros-
largest boot and sho. mnufastarers in the Lower Prov- perous people, ad Englaed wtll be in the future the beacon
ines bas stated that if we bad commercial union e awold of justice and freedom for the world. I think, Sir, we need
have to close hi& manafaotory in £4 oars id other large not give ourselves ey aaxety for EagIad'a future. Sinoe
manufacturers have expressed tbemselves in simitar terms. Lord Chatham spoke 80 many years ago, we know what ber
la it wiae to rua the riak of destroying ail these industries, areer lhes besn, and ev mnow that the Canadian statesman
whi.h are giving employment to onr people and adding so who moved this reselution bas spokes, I do »ot think we
mach to our weahh, and drive thm t tsek in a foeiga need be o maoh alarme& I a »M Sme, Bir, that Bngand's
stat that protection whiohachangeofpolicy nmghtdeive sateomea, owie in couaoit and prudent in action, will be in
them of in their own? Our sugar reo.ne on bLEb. the future, as they are today, redy, willing, uriou, to
imperilled. This sagar regning induatry promotes our unite the great Beglishspeaking peoples in th 0closest ties
trade with the West Indies, ad oonsequatly helps our of friedship. The reébresee made by the hon. member for
fitheries. I have abow. that 66 pT cent., of the whole Sonth Oxford remid me, oo, thMa no people in the world
importa of the Uaited Stats go to New York,and I be.ve have ever suffered more for creed or for country tha. have
that commercial aunion would drive the distributing trade Iriahmen. Nowhere is ail that Iritshmen !ove most dearly,
af Canada largely ta New York. I fear that commercial their religion and its olergy, more revorenoed and respected
union would aimply mean building up the cities of the than in this Canadian land, and the status of the Irish
Uuited States at the cost of our own. I may be wrong, rac. is infinitely superior in Canada, to that of their fel-
When the question comes belore Parliament, I shall be low-countryman saross the border, and any political change
prepared to discusa iL on its merite. But this far I am would mar that bappy state of thinge. I cannot wieh bot-
satisfied, that under that system Canada would become the ter for Ireland, than that ber position may become like into
slaughter market of the Amerioan manfaoturrs. Of that ours, and that when ehe acquires her own local meif-govern.
I have bad personal experiene. I remember being In ment, she may also be enabled to inaugurate some system,
New York some years ma and wanting to purcha.. some by beamty or otherwise, whoreby she, too, may have a Na.
goods of a certain lacs, «omIled on a fimr of bankers, one tiomal Policy as we have, which wili enable ber to employ
of whom was formerly in that basineas, Mr. George Bliws. some of ber population in manufacturing, and not be soiely
Re gave me the names of certain firma from whom I could dependent upon one industry, so that like Us, with varied
make My purcbas sayin: "You must, tll them F ou industries, the Irish farmers' bet market will be the hore
want the gooda for Cada.' Ireplied, with natural ddlfi- market. I repeat, Sir, that I am in avor of a reciprocity
dence, that I was a very mnalt purohaer. He aid: "If you treaty with the United States, one that may b. fair, and
vill only tell them you want tLe goods for Canada, yeu honorable, and mutually advantageous. I belleve that the
will get the heaper thLan A. T. btewart or Clalim ould Government of this country is desirous of making Suob an
buy t fhm.He wenon to tall me that while the manu- arrangement, and that the matter abould remaja untram,
facturers would not break thir pricou in thir own meilld in their bande. But I will« ay this, owing to the
territoxy, they would alanghter thir productions la changed cond ition of the two countries, owing to the greater
Canada. Now, azy ma who hoias any knowledge of lb deveopmemt in the larger eentry and its bee competition
dry gooda busines knows that for continental goode- in the produoes of the oi, a still keener competitios in
Frendh, Swias and German goode--New York is a great mmaufmctaring pumsmits, agret car. andc aution muet be e-
slaughter market, and that yon oaa ao"tely buy thosegood eroimed in heeing seoh a tr.aty, and I do not believe, if
there at auction for infinitely les money than you could we bad tbe old r.eiprocity in forve to day, it would be au
import thom for in any regular business channel. Under ge a gaeial advantage to Canada s it was formerly,
commerial saion Canada would b. made the slaughter bos. the condition of thingm ha. very muci ehaoged.
market for a portion of those good, and I am quite oortain Believig, fron the ofk-quoted utteranoes, that ihe course
it would mean the depreelation and alumt the destotionpr"dby bon, gentlemen opposite is mot Mloidated to
of the distribution trade of Konitreal. It wolid be for theeeS b.ease of reiprooity, i smait not vote for the
people of Canada to deeide whether Montreal a"d oer other rsoelation nor for the amendment of the enior member fer
distributing ceniressbhomd bmeseridoid. Thehoa. -tieman Halifax (Ur. Jones). And further, Sir, I say this from
who moved this resolation toid m that Emgland b not a my piae. in Parliament, that if the negotiatiseocordially
friend in the worid, tht ahe was torn by internal diamension opened botieen Mr. Bayard and 81r Obaries Tapper do not
and msameed by foreia aggresion, and gave that am reason come te a suceesefuiles, I shall hold this agitaion
for our voting for unrestrioted recipceity with the United rmpunsible for the failre. I have considered this question
States, Thialanguage esoed to my mind,thedayvs when, from tihestandpointofeaOmadifn amas Ifeit my duty to
as a boy at school, I committed to memory, that grand «onider aà quetions tha ome bdfore re; and as -regars
»peesh of Loa.d natha, whe ohidhg bs brotber pease, .etiment I ia6t piad gauity to being subject te its
for tei outragessa conduet In ing larss agaset , inasne. Md to having that abr of it which I belie*e
them their follow eoutrymen as ths o of ti* Atlanto- er> Irisbnmn po .m It u nt be sid that I have
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will admit that I have not been guilty of any sentimental
uh. I will simply say that I was born under the British
, that I have lived happily under it, that I believe the

Canadian people are as happy to-day under it as any people
in the world, and that I believe we enjoy as great a measure
of civil and religious liberty-and as full- proteetion for- life
and property as any people in the world. I do bope that
under any circumstances-nopoliticalhange willbebrought
about, and I will do hon. gentlemen oppositethe justice -to
say that I believe a large number of them, in their hearts,
do not desire a change. In conclusion I may' say, again, I
very much fear the agitation they have inaugnratd .will
retard rather than advance the cause of reciprecity.

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

After Recese.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION.

Mr. MONCRIEFF. I stated yeesterday that the report
which I read of an interviewer's conversation with the Iron.
member for West Lambton (Mr. Lister), was taken from
the Surina Observer, the organ of that hon. gentleman. I
find that I unintentionally made an error as to the news
paper in which the report appeared. I should have said
it appeared in the Sarnia Canadian, of the 2Jth July last,
not the organ of the hon. member, and an abstract from
the Detroit Evening Newa.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.
Bill (No. 8) to incorporate the Canada and Michigan

Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex).
Bill (No. 9) respecting the Canada Southern and the

Brie and Niagara Railway Company -(r. Ferguson,
Welland).

Bill (No. 18) to amend the Acts relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland).

Bill (No. 21) respecting the Port Arthur, Duluth and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Dawson.)

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed debate on the proposed resolution of Sir
Richard Cartwright, the amendment of Mr. Foster, and the
amendment to the amendment of Mr. .Tones (Halifax).

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. (Translation.) It is only the im-
portance of the question now under the consideration of the
House that could induce me to take part in this debate
after hearing the learned and searching speeches of the
gentlemen who have preceded me. There is question, Sir,
of a measure which interests not only our actual prosperity,
but likewise the future destiny of one-half a continent.
There is question here of knowing whether Canada must
remain stationary, or continue ber not too rapid progress,
or soaron lofty union and vie with the neighboring Republic.
I wish to say, from the outset, that I shall not treat this
question in a partisan spirit, nor make it a question of
party. The subject stands far abovo the confines of party,
mnasmuch as it interests the present and the future of a
whole people. One fact, Mr. Speaker, which must strike
those who are occupied with public questions, is, that agri.
culture, the principal resource of a country, is not in a
fiourishing condition, at least in the Province of Quebec. I
shall not speak of what takes place in other Prqvince, but
I knew, and it is my duty to say, how matters stand
in the Province of Quebeo, one of whose representatives I
bave the honor to be in this Rogse, If you go through the

Mr, KumI.

counties, outside of Montreal; if you make an excursion
through the parishes, you will lind in the ranges and con-
cessions a number of empty houses whose tenants have left
for the United States, one after one at first, and whole
fainilies following in their wake. In Berthier county,
which I have the honor of representing, and which is cor-
tainly one of the wealthiest in the Province, there are
parishes where one-fourth of the owners of land are away
in the United Stdtes, withtheir families, and whose names
still stAnd on the electoral liste, but who answer not the call
wben the day of voting arrives. And this, Mr. Speaker,
does fnot represent onehalf of the emigration to the United
States, which starts from our country places, for besides
those who-have left their farms vacant, but still in their
name, there is the large number of those who parted with
them before leaviig, and which are occupied by others. I
have been told that the number who have sold their pro.
pertyýbefore leaving the country is at least double that of
those who'have retained them in their name, to earn their
bïèàd and the livelihood of their families in the United
Stgtü. Yet, Mr. Speaker, it were a capital mistake
toim ine that the Province of Quebec does not afford
the frmer every desirable advantage. The soilis fertile,
the earth is adapted to tillage and fit to bear large crops.
The acres of public land, already ·surveyed, but not yet
occupied, may be numbered by the million. They offer
room for several millions of additional inhabitats. I shall
not say that the Province of Quebec doces not advance,
because it certainly progresses slowly, if you will ;'still it
progresses. But most assuredly the progress is not com-
mensurate with what it should be. Why are things thus?
There is one sole reason. If the soil is productive and
adapted to cultivation, if the climate is wholesome and the
people sound and robust, it is because we have not a proper
market thrown open to us for the surplus of our produce.
In Canada, Mr. Speaker, we know that there is no restric-
tion to the disposal of the surplus of our products. We know
besides that there is no restriction of exportation in EKngland
of our farming staples, but that there is such restriction in
the case of the United States. If the British market is not
more favorable, it is because the profits of the farm produce
are wholly absorbed by the cost of transit, freight and in-
surance, and when our grain has reached England, it entera
rnto competition- with that of the Western States
and such Ejuropean States as Turkey, Russia, Egypt and
others. On our borders, Mr. Speaker, we have a nation of
60,000,000 souls who already absorb a great part of our
surplus, but the cost of transportation is replaced by very
high duties, a circumstance which operates juast as disad-
vantageousty in regard to agriculture. The following is a
list of some articles which we export to the United States ;
and if we compare the total amount of the exportation of
these products with the United States, we shall find that
they absorb from 92 to 95 per cent

Amount exported Total amonnt
Aiticles. to he U. 8. of exportation.
Barley$............5245,988. .5,277,9
Horsea ...... .... 2,24,338 2,350,92
Eggs............. ........... ,821PS61 .11835,569
Sheep .......... .974,48. .1..595,
fly............................... 870749 143,396
Potatoe............,..2.439,206
Woollenus....... 288....317.250
Bes .. ......... 206,317 20,402Malt .~ ~ ~...... .............. ........... ..... . 146,,012 146,@12
Poultery ............................. 98,919 107,909
Flax.......................... 7422 78,42
Vege1ab...... ... .- 75,517 83,69

12,24,29338 12,

Thus, on -twetve articles of ,agrieultural production, vo ex-.
ported for 418,162,950; the -Unit -ed States boughtcf thia
for S$12149,2919. leaving for i&I other points 0.1,018,659.
la other word.ý, the tTaite4 8Jtatw bougikt92 pe»r oent.,cf our

392



COMMONS DEBATES.
surplus. Let us set aside this Customs barrior. Lot us
aboliah these duties which absorb 20 to 40 per cent. of the
value of goods, and at once we incroase by so much the
value of the products of this country, because the surplus
which we expert to the United States is as a drop of water
in the sea compared to the consumption of the United
States and, consequently, cannot affect the price. If thon
the abolition of duties did not tend to lower the prices in the
United States, our farmers would reap the advantige, and
add to the slender profits which they reap tc-lay, the
amount of duties that they are oblige] to pay. Those
duties, in the case of certain articles, are equivalent to one-
third or 40 per cent. of their value. Thus, in the course of
last summer, we could purchae hay in Berthier county,
which is one of those yielding the most and the best,
for 86 a ton. The duty on hay in the Uni¶ted States
is 82 a ton. This makes 33 per cent. of tho farm
produce of Berthier ciunty-and there are many such
counties in the same predicament-ab-orbed by Aimerican
duties. On barley there is a duty of 10 cents a bushel, and
of this grain we exported 9,437,717 bushes. That makes
8 43,771 taken from the produetion of the counîtry before
reaching the American market. It is the sanie with
many other article&. Before our farmers can place a
single particle of their farm surplus, they are forced
t take one-third or one-fourth, and dop'it it in the
Treasury of the United States. Once mo:e, Mr. Speaker, if
these Customs duties were abolishel, wo should so what
we saw in 1854, when the oId Roiprocity Treaty was con-
cluded. During the year 1S5<, the united Province of
Canada, that is, Upper uand Lwer Coiada had expor:ed to
the United StaLes:

Animals and their products .......... ........ $ 966,196
Farming products................3,281,092

4,247,288

Twelve years later, that i4. during the year expiring 30th
June,,1866, the sano two Provinces iai exported to the
United States :

Animals and thir products ............ .......... $11,181,741
Farmitg products ...... .. . ................. 13. 8,008

Tital..................... .........- 2,48 ,749
4, i 7,2S8

Increase in 12 yeara cf...............20,025,461

Or nearly 500 per cent. Now, Mr. Speaker. if we mean to
say that this is a natural progressiom which wouli have
taken place withont reciprncity, I should draw tho atten-
tion of the House to the fact that in 1867, the year which
followed the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty, the ex-
portations from Ontario and Quebt c of agricultural pro.
ducts and farm produce show the following diflereitc:-

1887. 1867.

Animals ani their products.... $11,184,141 $ 3 686,191
Farming produce....... .13,298,000 ,85,227

24,483,749 14,871,418
14,871,418

9,611,331

Reduction.
$6,498,560

2,112,781

9,611,331

In 18S6, ou!r total exports to the United States, leaving
aside the export ofspecie, rose to 834,770,261 ; in i867 they
fell to $2,t59,034, howrng a reduetion of $11,911,177.
Further again, after twenty year' experienee of this
policy of excusion, af.er having experIed so many millious
Io tacuitate commere ai relations we i: d that the exports
of the Provinces of Ontario and aebec te the United Stateh
are less considerable than they were in 1866, as is shown
by the followsing tigures taken from the Trade Returns of
Canada for the year finishing the 30th June, 1887.

50

Exporta to the United States, Ontario."i " " 84 Quebe.

Exporta in 1866.......... ........ ................

Decresas in 21 years. ....... ......................

$20,803,434
4,7110,170

$25,513,704
34,770,201
9,258,47

But if we take the whole Dominion ; if we add to the Pro-
vinces ot Ontario and Quebeo, the five new Provinces and
Territories of the North-West, we find that our total, ex-
ports to the United States are still lues than the total ex.
ports of the two provinces of Ontario and Quebec in 1866:

Total exporte, 1866......... ........................... $34,770,201
1887 ........ ............... .......... . 34,658,275

Deorease........ $il1,26
Therefore, during these twentyone years, from 1866 to 1887,
our agriculture, making no allowance for any proges, it may
have madeduring these twontyone years, has0ost,eaob year,a
trade of over $9,000,000 with the United States; or say
$19 0,000,000 since the abolition of roeiproeity. But it is
clear that the actatl loss must be mach more considerable,
because our agriculture undoubtedly ca>ntinued to make
progress from 1866 as it did during the preeding
tweive years. It is, therefore, cîlar and undoubted that
the American market is the natural market for the Cana-
dian farmer, and that our agriculture, under reciprocity,
would rapidly beomne developed and prosper, whie under
the system of exclusion adopted and maintained by the
United States and Canada since 1866 it languishod and bu-
came impoverished. Now, I beliove there is no divergence
ot opinion, either in the liouse or the country, as to the
advant:geis wbich would reult from a treaty of reciprocity
with the Uited States in all that concerna our natural aud
agricultural products. But 1ibero are two ways of looking
at this question. There is a way of being in favor of reot-
procity which is effective and practical, and there is on
which is not. Assuredly we cannot present ourselves before
the American Congress and say te it : We have every inte-
rest in obtaining free admission into the United States for
our products, and we ask that you grant us reoiprooity in
respect of them, but we have nothing to offer you in return.
We cannot amk the Americans to make with us a fool's
b:irLain. Wer e tvo inake such an advane to Ilium, we
could not bope to succecd. We inust, on the contrary, go
to themr with luit hands so as to obtain in return the advan-
tt'gos we require. In 1,t, the United States say to us:
We have already refused you reciprocity on natural pro-
duets alone; we have had aiready with you recipro-
city on such products, which, when it came to an
end, we had no desir to renew. We are unow ready.
t, make a new treaty with you, but ouly on cou-
dition that it embraces also reciprocity in manufactured
products. Then, Mr. Speaktr, the attempt is made to in,
duce this flouse uni the courtry to believe that there is a
real antagonism botween reciprocity and the National
Policy . This pretention, S!r, is absolutely false; no anch.
antagonism exist-i. I am one of those who beliOve in pro-
tection. I advocated that polîy ut a time when a certaia
number of those who accept it to-day, believed in free
trade. From the time I began to study the economie posi-
tion of Canada, I formed the opin ion and gave expression
to it, as I do again this evening, that we require protection
to create home industries; i carne to the onclusion that
protection was e-sern t ial t o t he development of our resources,
and to our becoming a great people and a great country.
That doctrire I preschid in 1-71 anid 181Z, under a (>n.
servrive G >vern ment, and inr 1875 utader a Libura r,1/nne.
My opinions have not -inet chaîged. But, Mr. Spoak r,
rnust fre trado with the United Statos imply that we car -
not have a protetive tariff against other coantrics,
which, being governie by different economic con-
ditions, would destroy our industries if we opened
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our doors freely to their productions ? Assuredly not.
But do we not know that Canada and the United States
stand in the same economie conditions, and that manual
labor is as dear in the United States as it is herao? Do
we not further know that the raw material is as plentiful in
Canada as it is among our neighbors, and cheaper ? Have
we not boundless water power and the most potent in the
world? And are not our mines of extraordinary richness? And
are not our forests the finest in America ? ln every respect
of natural resource, are we not equal, if not superior to the
United States? If such is the case, Mr Speaker, I defy con-
tradiction from any member on the other side of the House.
It is evident that we have the wherewithal to meet Ameri-
can competition, and can not only hold our own, but even
go ahead of them. It would be different, Mr. Speaker, if
there were question of England, Germany, France or Bel.
gium. We know what are the wages earned by the work-
ingman in Europe. We know what the European prole-
tariat is. In America wages are high; the workingman
may earn, by his honorable toil, the livelihood of himself
and family. We cannot, therefore, put into competition the
proletariat of Europe with the independent labor of
our continent. This is why we can with profit throw open
our portals to Americans, and send our produce to them,
while we cannot the same thing in the case of Europe.
Wherefore it is I assert that we should maintain the pro-
tective tariff, in so far as Europe is concerned. There is
another important question requiring solution, and which
cannot be solved except by thorough reciprocity with the
United States. The adoption of a protective tariff, in 1879,
had as immediate result, the establishment of numerous and
powerful manufactures, whose productive capacity exceeds
by a good deal the wants of local consumption. At the
end of only three or four years, competition had grown so
keen, production so great and the prices so low that a fear-
ful crisis ensued which had well nigh carried away the
most of the manufactures and the capital staked therein.
The companies found their market overdone; thoir stock
became enormous without any possible away of disposing of
it, even at a sacrifice, or any other market, and with liabi-
lities to banks which they were unable to meet. The con-
sequence was that they had to suspend and suppress their
dividends. Public trust was so shaken, that stocks worth
125,150 and 200 per cent. fell to 50, 40, 30 and even 10 per
cent., and at a given crisis, ruin loomed up certain and ine.
vitable. It is from this imminent common peril that arose
combinations among manufacturers to lessen production and
raise prioes, so as to pay dividends ou an inflated capital with
reduced production. Thus, to-day, the public pays an ex-
cessive price, out of proportion with the cost price of the
goods consumed. This is an abnormal state of things
which cannot last. Public opinion is already stirred and
moving. The attention of Parliament bas been drawn to
the subject, and the motion of the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) is only the first muttering of the
storm. We cannot materially increase the industrial pro-
duction of the country. We cannet rely on a consumption
much larger than that which we have at present. We are
already obliged to reduce production in order to pre.
vent the ruin and extinction of manufactures. Conse-
quently there is only one remedy, and that remedy is not to
be found in the country, but elsewhere and outbide. Certain
hon. members said yesterday, Let us go to the West Indies,
let us go to Brazil, to find markets for our products. But,
Sir, why go so far to find markets when there is one so
near ? What advantage would it be for as to go to
Brazil or the West Indies, when within fifty miles of Mont-
reai we can find a much more advantageous market, and a
population of 60,000,000 souls, which can absorb, not only
what we now produce, but what we will be able to produce
in the future ? I would be glad if some of the hon. mem-
bers opposite would reply to this simple question, since

Mr. BAusOLIL.

they admit the existence of the evil and the necessity of a
remedy. There is one fact to whieh the hon. Minister of
the Interior wished to draw the attention of the House, but
on which he did not much insist. He pretended that reci-
procity with the United States would destroy the shipping
trade of the St. Lawrence. This pretension is somewhat
strange, and it is rather remarkable that no business man
of Montreal or Quebec, and no member of this House has
been willing to endorse it. For the past twenty-five years
the Government have been spending in the deepening of the
canals between Lake Superior and the St. Lawrence con-
siderable sums, amounting probably to $25,000,000 or
$30,000,000. Now, what is the object of these works ? It
is to create a lino of navigation, a lino of transportation
between the United States, Western States and the Atlantic
uid the St. Lawrence. We have never considered that our
sacrifices to that end wore too great, and we are ready to
continue them so as to offer the commerce of the west a
larger and more advantageous route by enabling our
canals to admit vessels of the heaviest tonnage. We
know that the North-West is the granary of America
and Europe, and that the St. Lawrence offers in-
contestably the most advantageous and the shortest route
for the transportation of the products of the one to the
markets of the other. Weli, Mr. Speaker, in what way could
the abolition of the duties on American imports affect in-
jariously our shipping trade ? Is it not evident that instead
of the American merchants sending their grain in bond
through Canada for transhipmen t from Montreal or Quebec,
our Canadian merchants would buy American grain and do
the business themselves to their own benefit? What will
thwart this transit trade when we have a direct lino with-
out bonding system, without business embarassments, which
will extend from the Western States down the great lino of
the St. Lawrence ? Is it not evident, rather, that by making
the St. Lawrence free we can use it, not only to transport
to England the grain of the west, but also to distribute in
the west manufactured articles of which these immense
agricultural states have need, and open also to our industries
an immense field easily occupied. The price of the trans-
portation of grain could thus be lowered to a minimum,
and in a few years an exchange eould be established, equally
profitable to both countries, and making Montreal the
worthy rival of New York. But I am quite surprised to
hear the hon. Minister of the Interior (5fr. White) express
this pretension in face of the result which the Government
policy has had on the commerce of the St. Lawrence. It is
only one week ago the Montreal Board of Trade held a
meeting specially to consider the question of commercial
transit between Canada, the United States and Europe.
It is notGrits, nor Nationals, nor Liberals whocomplained
of the Government policy ; it is their own friends such as
Messrs. G.A. Drummond, Ogilvie, Edward Murphy and
lHugh McLennan all patriots and devoted to the Govern.
ment. And these gentlemen said that, in consequence of
its policy, the Government are completing the ruin of the
transit trade of the St. Lawrence, and whilc, in 1872, we
transported 80 per cent. of the grain shipped to Europe, to-
day the figure has fallen to 12 per cent. Such are the facts
unanimously set forth in the resolutions unanimously
adopted by the Montreal Board of Trade and the citizens
assembled. No condemnation of the Government could be
more energetic whose policy, far from widening the pop-
ularity of the St. Lawrence route, is fast achieving its
destruction. The retsolutions are as follows:-

'' Proposed by Mr. G. A. Drummond and seconded by Mr. Ogilvie,
and resolved:

' That the charges imposed on the port of Montrealareso burdensome
as to drive business from the 8t. Lawrence River and the Oanals, fore-
ing it to seek another channel toward American porta. Therefore the
commerce of tbe 8t. Lawren-e is not developed in proportion to the
lines and bulk of ite business, inasmuch as during 1872 we exported
nearly 28 per cent. of the grain and flour shipped to Europe from the
American continent, while now we export only 12 per cent.
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And such influential Conservatives as Mesers. Edward
Murphy and Hugh MoLennan complained of this policy
and went so far that it was of a character to shake thoir
loyalty not only toward the mother country, but also
toward Canada. In respect of the commerce of the St.
Lawrence, I am pleased Mr. Speaker, to be able to cite be
fore the House certain documents which I submitted to the
Montreal Board of Trade. A few years ago, this institution
ordered the drafting of a plan indicating the shortest route
and the easiest and cheapest means of transportation botweon
the United States and Europe. Mr. Thomas Keefer, the
well known engineer, who was commissioned to draw up
this plan, came to this result:

" That ifa thread be stretched upon a globe, from any point in the
British Channel to Toledo, on Lake Crie, and arranged so as to be upou
the shortest lins, it will be found that the River 81. Lawrence does not
deviate at any point more than 3 miles, connecting, in the shortest pos-
sible distance, with the most espacions, steady and economical mode of
communication, the greatest food-consuming country in Europe with
the greatest food producing country in America-inhabited by the
parent and offspring of the most favore: race of men."

And Mr. Keefer added :
"The distance of Ohicago to Montreal, oan the Welland and St. Law-

rence Canals, iu 1,261 miles,-involvlng a lockage of 553 feet by 54 looks'
there bei2g 71 miles of canal, 185 miles of river and 1,005 miles of lake
navigation. While the distance from (hicago to New York city PO
Buffalo and the Crie Canal is 1,419 miles, involving a lockag of 65 feet
by 72 locks,-there being 352 miles of canal, 201 miles of river and 865
miles of lake navigation.'

Consequently, the St. Lawrence route is, for ail points of
the North-west. not only Amorican, but also Canadian, the
most direct way between Europe and America. Now, Mr.
Speaker, the Canadian Pacifie Company have just complet-
ed a second lire between the Sates of the west und
the St. Lawrence in summer, and the United States
seaports in winter. They have completed a railway
between Sault Ste. Marie and (ho Northern Pacifie.
It is already advertised that, next summer, the company
will move over 200 to 250 grain cars daily in the single
port of Montreal, which will thus soon become too narrow
for accommodation. Thus we have routes which are the
shortest, in summer and in winter, to transport the products
of the Canadian and American seaboard to the markets of
Europe. Reciprocity will furnish them with all the traffic
which they aun handle and even more, since commerce
always seeks and finds the straightest and cheapest lino.
It is useless, Mr. Speaker, to recall to mind that if navi.
gation is benefitted by theo etablishment of reciprocity,
railways will equally profit thereby, for navigation lasts
only six or seven months of the year, and the balance of
the transportation is doue by railway. Now, the country
built the Pacific Railway at a cost of hundareds of millions,
and it is important to the future of the country that this
company should be enabled te realise profits sufficient to
obviatte further sacrifices on the part of the country.
Several of the gentlemen who preceded me, on the oppo-
site side, have claimed that we are assuming an attitude of
humiliation in regard to the United States, and that we
fail before them like paupers in search of alms. That is not
a correct picture, Mr. Speaker. As I had the honor of
setting forth, Canada possesses resources and advantages
which the United States appreciate very much, because
valuable to themselves. We cau offer Americans as much
as they offer us. Reciprocity would be equally beneficial
to botb countries, by stimulating production, increasing
business in such proportions that millions would profit on
both sides of the line. Some of the members of the House
have also maintained that this question is a novelty, an
entire novelty, of which they never heard. They were
quite surprised to learn that there were folks who dreamed
of laying the foundations of a commerce more advantageous
to the United Statea. They evidently have not studied the
history of the establishment of protection in the country.
l 187l, the choie was squarely put between a

protective tariff against the world or a protective
tariff against Europe and tree trade with the
United States. The question was a second time put
in 1872. On each occasion, politicians, farmers and
business mon in both countries deolared that it was the
policy the most advantageous for both countries. In 1874,
the hon. the Ministor of the Interior-he was not then
Minister-movod before the Dominion Board of Trade the
adoption of commercial rociprocity, in an eloquent speech,
wbich ho bas the scret of making, and moved the follow-
ing rosolution:-

" That this Board desires to express its gratification at the growing
sentiment among our neighbors luithe United States, lu favor of more
intimate reciprocal trade relations between the United Statea and the
Dominion of Canada, as evidonced by the resolutions passed by the
National Board of Trade:-

" And that it he an instruction to the Executive Counell to take
whatever steps it may deem necessary in order te secure the adoption ot
a treaty for rtciprocal trade with the United States, upon a broad,
comprehensive and liberal basis."

And the seconder of this resolution was no othor than Mr.
Adam Brown, who has the honor of representing the city
of Ramilton in this lHouse. The roason given by Mr.
Brown for supporting this resolution is that it was abso.
lutely essential to establish the warmest relations possible
botween the two countries. These are his words:

"In seconding the resolution I feel indisposed te make any lengthy
remarks after the eloquont speech of Mr. White, He has estabiiehed the
fact that this Dominion can prosper wîthout the renewal of the Rocipro-
city Treaty; and he has also established the tact that in the interest of
the progress of both this country and the United States, we ought to
have reciprocial trade between the two countries. Thisquestion shonld
be regarded in the broad light f thumanity. It is a matter of the
greatest consequence to us in this country that we should live on the
most amicable terme with our friends across the lines. We should cul-
tivate peace in every possible way, and I believe there la no manner in
which peace can be more thoroughly cultiavted between two great
nations, than by reciprocal trade relations botween them. I have
simply to say that I have great pleasure in seconding the resolution."

It seems to me that the hon. member would have had
great ploasure in seconding the motion of the hon, mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). Now,
these are the termi in which the lion. Minister of Interior
expressed the advantage which we could derivo from the
Reciprocity Treaty, not only in natural products, but also
for manufactured products:

" I think the figures 1 have given prove that this country han pros-
pered and can prosper without that treaty. But I think no one can look
to the position of both countries on this continent-coming to the dis-
cussion of this question on equal terme, each feeling that It «an pros-
per without that treaty-without realising that it would b. to the ad-
vantage of both to have the freest possible intercourse. Here we are
with a common lne of frontier extending somne four thousand miles
with many intereats in common, with the same language, religion and
traditions, each proud of and loyal to his own form of government, but
willing to respect the national sentiment of the other; and It does seem
to me, that the closer we ean bring our commercial relations the more
prosperous will both countries beoome."

Mr. Speaker, I have positively nothing to add to these
words of the hon. Minister, and I believe that they would
be as true to-day as they were in 1874. Now, as to the objec-
tions urged against the proposition before the House. Tho
first ie that we should lose an income of seven millions
and a quarter by adopting this policy. That is perfectly
correct. We should certainly lose the revenue whioh
we raise to-day on American products coming to
Canada. And is thore no way, out of the $35,000,000
which we spend every year, to practile the smail economy
of $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 ? s it not possible to bring
the country back to its condition of a decade back and
manage the affairs of Canada with 825,000,000 or $26,000,000
a year-a sum which was looked upon as extravagant in
lc78 ? Is it not possible to inaugurate a system of economy
and put an end to the extravagances and the presents made
to the Pacific, and which, it appears, are about to be
repeated ? I it not possible to forosee that the great
progress which is going to be made in the country will
bring on a much larger migration and yield a revenuo
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much more considerable on European goods, wines, silks,
and other luxuries imported into the country ? It appears
to me, Mr. Speaker, that there is nothing herein to terrify
a Minister of Finance, prudent and wise and determined on
administering the country in the wisest possible manner.
At all events, everybody knows that the matter is feasible;
and the bugbear of direct taxation is invoked because that
tax is -known to be unpopular-and with reason-while
indirect, taxation deprives the people of part as much,
without their noting it. As for me, I prefer -the easiest
method of colletion and administration, that which gives
rise to least disfavor, and I should certainly oppose all
attetnpts of imposingdirect taxation. And the great objec-
tion is this: It is said that, if Canada once gets a taste of
'the American market, there is no certainty that it will
remain true to Briain. Mr. Speaker, our loyalty is above

l1 snupicion-I speak for the French Canadians. A few
years after the cession of the country to England, in 1775,
the Freneh Canndians had the oppo.rtunity of proving their
loyalty. Great temptations were set before them, in the
way of promises, by the revolted Americans, to induee them
to desert the British cause. But we fought for the English
fiag in 1775. We fought for the fiag in 1812, and we did it
with glory. It will ever be one of the most glorious recol-
lections ot French Canada to be able to say that, in 1S12,
he -was the first to uphold the 'rown of 'Great Britain.
To-day the French-Canâdians do not desire arnexation ;
they are loyal and they have reason to be loyal. They are
loyal beeanse they wish to retain the protection which they
derive from the Eritish Throne; they are loyal because
they count on England's continuing to respect the treaty of
1763, and beeanse they are confident that under the ægis of
the British Crown their institutions, their language and
their laws will be respected and in surety. We French
Canadians know that we can always roach the foot of the
Throne with our petitions and grievances ; we know that
there we will be listened to With respect and with the
intention of granting us justice, should justice bave
been elsewhere refused us by intolera t inimical fac-
tions. It is for that reason, Mr. Speaker, that we have
no desire to change the protection we enjoy under the
British Crown to enter, as one of the American States,
the neighboring Reptiblic, in which, it is true, our rights
might be guaranteed, but in which also they might be torn
from- us through the adoption of an amendment to the
Constitution. These are the reasons why we are loyal
and why we desire to maintain British connection, and we
will continue to be in tbe same frame of mind as long, at
least, as-we enjoy the advantages and guarantees which we
possess tc-day. But, Sir, we must not forget that history
teaches us ihat it is not by btarving tbc people you
can make them loyal, contented and - peaceful. We
must not forget the condition in which the country
vas in 1849, when the Galts, the Holtons, the McPhoi-

sons and the Abbotts signed a manifesto declaring
that they despaired of the future of their country, and
that their only hope lay in annexation to the United

'States. We must Dot forget, Sir, that at that time the
country was in a highly excited condition, and that it was
only in establishing reciprocity, that is to say, in giving to
Canada the commercial advantages of annexation without
'its politicai drawbacks, that a crisis and a revolution was
'aver-ted, and the political annexation to the Unitel States
avoided. And what followed the establishment of recipro-
city ?'Prosperity was re-established, the dieloyal becamue
.the leaders of the loyalists, and to.day we behold those gen-
tlemen bearing proudly the marks of royal favor, which no
doubt they highly merited. Well, Mr. Speaker, like cause
produce like results. If you allo w agriculture to perish,
if you allow commerce and manufactures to languish, the
resuits which woi e produced in 1849 will be renewed. You
*ll again have agitation and uneasîness. You will reate

Mr. BEAUSOLZIL.

a new annexation movement whichyou will not be able to
stay except by again having recourse to the sane remedy,
reciprocity with the United States. That is why, on this
side of the Houe, we desire to give te our commerce,-our
agriculture and our manufactures, all the extension and de-
velopment of which they are susceptible by giving them
access to the american market, convinced that in this way,
and in this way alone, we will be enabled to avoid political
disturbance, and to long continue loyal subjects of Ier
Majesty, while remaining fafthful to Canada, our country.

Mr. DUPONT. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, Canada for
Canadians ! This was the watchword emblazoned on the
Conservative standard in 1878 and it led to a triumph, salient
and unprecedented in our political annals. The loyal ad-
herence to the same principle, and the good faith with the
Conservative party carried it out, paved the way to a-second
victory in 1882. Then, by the same token, and in spite of
some mistakes committed ln the intervaly between 1882 to
1887, the party was a third time victorious over its
adversaries in 18S7. Canada for Canadians ! After these
three trials and triumphs, it is idle to insist before this
House and with those who are versed in politicson the fiact
that the system of protection is unquestionably accepted by
the country, in spite of what was said, the other day, by the
hon. member for Montmagny (Mir. Choquette), who declared
that this policy had never been loyally submitted to the
constituencies. We are bound to believe and every one
ought and does believe, except the hon. member for Mont-
magny that these three Conservative contests have dèfi-
nitively established protection in the country. Everybody
is convinced by the way in which these contests were
conducted that tho people understood whatthey were about
in approving the establishment of protection. In 1878,
1882 and iŽ8S7, several representatives of the Province
of Quebec, at present in this House, took part in the con-
test and remember that the issues were, on the one side, a
protective tanfï, and, on the other side, opposition to this
tariff, on the ground that it would increase the burden of our
taxes. No contest could have been carried out more honestly
and no can one deny that the people willingly accepted
protection, as pledged to establish national manufactures.
There was a popular motive in ail this, Mr. Speaker, and it
lies in a retrospect of the condition of tariff throughout the
IDominion from 174 to 187S. The Americans, after the
civil war, strove to reconstruct their industrial institutions,
and develop the resourcos of their country, especially in
respect of agriculiture. In 1874, the Americans had su far
succeeded that their farming products competed with those of
Canada, in our own market. It will be likewise remembered
that, at that time, the products of American manufacturers
were working ruinously against us, in spite of a revenue
tariff which afforded us a protection of 14 to 17J per cent.
In this competition with the United States and the foreign
nations, our industries came near being wrecked, and it was
high time th at protection intervened to save them altogether.
I fail to understand how the hon. member for Berthier (Mir.
B.ausoleil) eau declare to-day that if we had absolute free
trade, or no tariff on goods coming from the United States,
our present manufactures, which owe their present develop-
monts to a protective tariff, could stand the shock of com-
petition without being shaken. It is impossible to sub-
stantiate suci an assertion by facts. From 1874 to 1878,
our industries were absolutely stagnat. The barns of our
farmers were packed with produce for *hich they could
find no opportunity of sale. Our manufàctu!es were, in
great moasure, closed. Our tradesm-n were, in too many
cases, in the toils of bankrupt-y and our people left the
country in crowds, crossed the border, and sought labor
in American factories. I -remember distinctly that,
during this dismal period-1871-1878-nearly on-half
of the lands, in the parish which r- inhabit, wre gold
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at wbeSros sale. I remember also that wealthy tradesmen,
pblitical friends of gentlemen opposite, went into insoivency,
dragging many others in their wake. Things were pretty
much in the state throughout the other counties of the
Province of Quebec. Such wa uthe condition of torpor
into whib ourtrade, our Aindustries and our agrouiture
had fallen It was to remedy these evils that the policy
of protection was introduced, and to the saine redeemirng
cause may be attributed the popularity which it has since
enjoyed. It is the remembrance of the misfortunes borne
under a revenue tarif that bas secured the steadfast
attachment of the people to the system of protection and
animated them to maintain the present Government in
power. It is singular that gentlemen of the political in.
telligence and experience of my friends opposite, have not
yet seized the real significance of the popular feeling, as
clearly expressed in 1882 and 1887. Lot us now examine,
Mr. Sfeaker, the condition of affairs in Quebec since
1872, the date of the establishment of the protective
policy. There is no gainsaying the fact by anybody
Ikat, since then, our industrial interests bave revived.
Our farming interests have grown and flourisbed, our
trade, in ail lines, has spread and prospered, and the
progress has been substantial, that, sinoe then, trade
has not slackened, manufactures have more than held
their own, and the farmer-I fear not to affirm it not-
withstanding the contrary from the hon. member lor
Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil), and other hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the IHouse-is content with his lot, however
hard it may be to find a man in this world who is wholly
satisfied with his condition. The changes brought about
by the National Policy bave been such that we have, at
present, a local market for consumption. not only of a
large portion of the products of our own fields, but, also> for
the consumption of the prcducts of our manufacturos, I
beard the hon. member for Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil) say
that our industries were as developed in the Province of
Quebec, as to leave a surplus of manufactured good in the
hands of wholeaale bouses, which was set down as a grievous
drawback. The glutting of the maîkets is a frequent occur-
rence in the United States, and we aUl know how the Ame-
ricans act in the premiFes, which the hon. member for B. -
thier (Mlr. Beausoleil) must surely be aware (f it. They
form what the hon. gentleman calls coalitions, and thvy
truop over to Canada and sacrifice enormous lots of mer-
chaudise at lower prices than they could sell them on thcir
own markets. It is for tie purpose of holding their prices
on the American market that they make of Canada and
other nations, slaughter markets. It is by such a policy
that they suceeded, as was the case bore from 1874 to 1878
to tain the industries of those countries which they thus
overflow with their overproduction. Why do not the
Uuited States, with their sound industrial institutions,
dating back fiBty years, not adopt free trade with Great
Britain ? Why do bey not open their markets to ail the
nations ofthe,globe? The hon. member for Berthier (Mr.
Beauoleil), says ihat in Europe labor is too cheap. But,
Sir, if labor is cheap in Europe, there is the great distance
to be coverei to reach the Americans on their own mar-
kets, and there is'the transporaton of merchandise which
repr-wee't s.omething. How do the Americans, who keep
their ewn uarkets to themselves, in manufacturing and
fbrmiçg prod'fets, manage to go forward and compote with
Einghmli e kmn on their own market? They shouli find
itemselyes on a equal footing with the British manufa-
ture. The A mericans appear to understand their
twa iutertsts differently from my hon. friend. The
nenmber for Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil) and other bon.
utembers of this Bouse have asserted that if we had reci-
procity -with the United Statea, Americans would come
in here and build manufactories for us. It is a fallacy, Mr.
Speaker. -A nation -whieh, for ifty years, has been

making sacrifices in the interests of its manufacturers and
developing its natural resources would wantonly waste its
eapital in a foreign country t, develop its industries ; and,
do that, too, when this foreigu country had removed the
barriers between them and when it was irce to transport its
merchandise into that country and there rit ithe uanufac-
tares founded at the expense of the national credit I do
not credit the Americans with any such lino cf conduot.
Certainly, under the former rociprocity treaty between 1854
to 1866, not a cace can bo pointed ont where Americans
supplied capital to establish thctories in our midst. I hold,
and every sensible person must hold, that we have no right
to rely on the lack of patriotism in the Ainerican people to
foster the national industries of our Dominion. A nation
must lean on itself in this respect. If we,ourselves,eannot
develop our industries, nobody else will do it for us.
If we do not do it, or it we lot existing industries
perish, that will happen agaiui whicih took placo fron 1874
to 1S84. Our workingmenu will tako refuge abroad ; our
larmers will have no local market for their produce and
emigration to the United States will assume alarming
proportions. We have benC told that our manufactures
can hold thoir own against thoso of the United States..
That proposition is utenable, for the reason assignied by
me a moment since, and there are powerful reasons as well,
American industry bas a far broader character thau ours.
The capital invemted thero is immense, re presenting hur-
drecs of millions for every million that we have aillotted to
ours. As I just said-and I like to repeat it, that the House
may eoîteh the ifull foro oft my argument-it is quite easy
for' American manufacturoers, representing hundreds of mii-
lions ot cap tal, to undet go sacritioes to make war on Cana-
dian manufactures oi the same demci iption, in which only a
few millions are laid out, and then, whor these industries
are swept away, control our market as they do thoir own.
Such would bo the result of tbsoluto freo trade botween the
two countries Sir, a distingtuishcd statesman, a deop
think< r, in speaking of the national industries of France,
miide use ot these words :

'. I understand that a nation should beoaiste before undertaking the
heavy sacrifice uecessary tothe creatiun of a national iudustry, but
what cannot understand is that a nuaion having undergone those sacri-
flees, abould atterwards allo w them to perih.'l

What does the gardenor do in ornamenting bis dweiling
with fruit trees, and sheitoriing thseo younrir treos after p'an-
tation ? He sobjects theim to wihat nay bu trWed a
tutelage. Wben they have grown and bigun to bear tilowerc,
with te certain promise of fruit, he sets up before them
screens against the high winds blowing across the fields,
endangering their branches and sbaking the fruit te the
ground. Tbus will act the sagacious mmn who set about
fiounding a national indubtrial plo.icy. After planting it
firmly in the soil, they give it a tutor in the shape of pro.
tection. Their screen is the protective tariff, meant to
prevent foreign competitiou from strewing the ground with
the ruin s o' the National Policy. A nation having no
national industries is untit to bear the naine. A nation that
cannot suffiee unto itself, and whieh is always obliged to
buy from abroad, wdl never attain the highcst rank. It will
occupy an inferior position amnong the nations, and, in spite
of its numnbers, wli pass in the tifth or sixth place. Surely,
Canadians have a higher ambition thari tihii. The hon.
gentlemen on the other aide are forever praising the
American Repubic, dazzhng our eys -wib reflections of
the progress which it bas achieved in its brief carrer. Why
do tbey not tell us of the sacrifices which Americans have
made to create their national industries ? The hon.
member for Berthier bas not always been a representative
of ihe people, and although ranking bigh among the
poitinal mon of the party, ho is aiso a distinguisbed
publicidt. lie owns havivg been a piotectionist., £t only
a protectionist, but a prohibitionist. We have on record
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what the hon, gentleman and the counsel ho gave
rural representatives in 1871, at the very period when he
informe us that he was a champion of protection. To those
who were desirous of favoring, at al[ cost, our loreign com-
merce, without regard to our national industries, ho said:

"O wing to the lack of economical knowledge among the represen-
tatives of country constituencies, those hailing from cities and towns
easily made them believe that trade is everything ; that the imposition
of high duties would tend to weigh most on agriculture and raise the
prises of the etaples of life. Thus it is that the farmer has been
imbued with a horror of taxation, and that any sensible improvement
of the economic standing of the country has been impossible. Further-
more by the aid of brilliant theories, the farmer was led to believe that
trade is the source of all wealth. The example of the large cities eame
opportunely to convince those who at firat believed to be sceptical.'

This was the gentleman's advice to country members.
and it was well if he himself would now follow it. What
does ho say, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the objections alleged
by free traders ? fie makes no exception in favor of the
United States, but holds that we must protect ourselves
against all nations, and even against the mother country.
This is what the hon. member for Berthier said at that
time, and yo can compare with what ho says now. You
will be able to judge, Mr. Speaker, as well as the House,
whether ho was right thon, or whether ho is right at prosent.
Personally, I fancy that he reasoned with more force at
that time than ho does at this moment. In respect of the
attempts made as in 878 to raise the tariff and introduce
protection, here is what ho said :-

" There were two obatacles to success-the intereste of improrters
and shippers firat; and next, the prejudices and sophisms which had
been spread among the people. The followers of the present Govern-
ment have had to meet a multitude of obstacles to economise reforma-
tion. But the chief one from which aIl the othera ftow, is generally set
forth in these terms:"

You will observe, Mr. Speaker, that here is a thorough
refutation, to my mind, of the arguments laid before this
louse, by the hon, representative of Berthier. He con-
tinues :

" To protect national industries is to tax the larger number for the
benefit of the few."

E xactly what the advocates of free trade affirm to-day.
" It is to increase the price of aH merchandise, and in consequence,

to oppress the consumer and oblige him to pay dearer for articles which
he might otherwise get cheaper. Thus too, it bec imes a burden on
agriculture, whose prospects are none too bright as it is, and generally
impoverishes the whole country. No doubt this reasoaing looks con.
olusive at first sight. We hope, however, to be able to show, from facts,
history and reason, that it is fallacious and the contrary of what ought
to be said."

Mr. BEAUSOLEIL. Will the hon. gentleman allow me
a question? Does ho mean that I bold another language
to-day ? Did I not say that I was in favor of protection ?
I think that I am a protectionist and will remain such.

Mr. DUPONT. I hardly understand, Mr. Speaker, how
a man can be a protectionist and a free trader, at one and
the same time. The hon. gentleman is for free trade with
the United States, and still says that ho is a protectionist.
That goes beyond my logic, and I fail to see how the hon.
member can be for his country and in the same breath,
favor free trade with the Americans. I beg to be allowed,
Sir, to cite one more extract from the admirable writings
of my hon. friend when ho was not only a protectionist, but
a prohibitionist:

'' We lay down these principles, with the right of expanding them
later. The Government should prohibit the importation of every article
of foreign manufacture which may be wrought in this country. Tney
should likewise forbid the impartation of raw material, uniess it has
no existence in the country, in which case importation should b3 fres."

To illustrate the wonders achieved in' this country by thei
pilicy of protection, it is hardly useful to recali a tew. As
Isaid in the beginning, despite the mistakes which the o
Government may have committed, the people have i
thought fit to maintain them in power, as the hon. gentle-i
men on the other aide of the louse must admit, precisely

Kr. DUpon,

because the nation had confidence that the Government
which established protection would maintain it. I was
astonished, the other day, to hear the hon. member fôr
Montmagny (Mr. Choquette) tell us that Cartier, in his
youth, had given expression te the free trade views.

Mr. LANGE LIER (Quebec Centre). Net in his youth,
but in his old age.

Mr. DUPONT. That Cartier, in his mature age, had
favored free trade. I was surprised, Sir, te hear the hon.
gentleman declare in this House that ho did net recognise
the foilowers of Cartier in our present body. I believe
that if Cartier, the great French Canadian patriot, was in
the place ofb is successors, ho would have done as his suc-
cessors did and are doing. Cartier would net have con-
sented te see his country in a state of poverty; ho would
net have seen the industries of his country in a state of
agony; ho could net see the business of hie country in a con-
dition of ban kruptcy; ho would net have witnessed general
misery through the country, without being stirred te
action. Cartier was patriot enough te sacrifice the dearest
of his theories for the gool of his fellow-citizens. If Car-
tier had understood, as ho would have been obligod in 1878,
that a revenue tariff was no longer available te prevent the
ruin of the Canadian people, Cartier would net have hesi-
tated a moment te lay aside his thoories and establish a
protective tarif. It is insinuated, Sir, that we are far
behind the American people. We have only te take
the trouble of comparing our trade with the foreign
trade of the great republie te understand the foreign
trade of the two nations, in the rati of their numbers.
On consulting the trade and navigation reports and tables
of the United States, for the past year, we find that with a
population of 60,000,000 they have a foreign trade of
$1,408,000,000, while the Canadian population of the same
year bas a foreign trade of $ý.02,000,000. What is repre.
sonted per capita of the population, $1,408,000,000 for the
United States, and $20.,000,000 for the Dominion of
Canada? Might we say, Mr. Speaker, that our foreigu
trade, in respect of our population, is inferior te that of the
American Republic ? To do this, it were necessary te make
a statement founded on facts and figures, and there are
noue which hon. members can adduce that would convince
this House or the country. One hon, gentleman, the mem-
ber from North Norfolk (Mr Charlton), I think, ostablished
that the inland trade of the American Ropublie was equal in
tonnage te the inland trade of all the nations of Christen-
dom put together. These statistics precisely prove that if
a nation wants te spread her inland trade it must of neces-
sity establish a protective tariff, provide for all its wants
and the development of national industries. This, there.
fore, confirms what L stated that a nation cannot be a
nation, and never its own master, unless able te meet all its
requirements. The Americans did net always have inland
trade se widespread and flourishing as the one they enjoy
to.day. They wore the prey, for a certain period, of a
number of theorists. In 1824, the illustrions orator and
statesman, Henry Clay, depicting the desolation which thon
prevailed in the United States, under free trade, said:

" We have under our eyes examples of the terrible effects on our
manufactures of the undecided and vacillating course of the Governmen t
in this regard. Villages and parts of villages sprung up under the
influence of p-otection, as I said before, have fallen uinto ruin and been
aban doned. Going through New England, one ses lofty and spacious
buillings, with broken windows, torn shutters, sad, noiseless and with-
out activity. If you ask the cause of this pitiful state of thingo, you
are told that these buildings were formerly cotton factorie, or otherwise
owners were obliged to quit work on account of the overwhelming
foreign competition."

Mr. Speaker, is not this picture analogous te tlat of our
own oountry, before the introduction of the protective
tariff? In the small town, our neighbor, St. Hyacinthe,
filled to-day with thriving factories, under the old systemn,
we ued to gaze at tall buildings tenantioss and abandoned,
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where previously was heard the hum of active trade. Since
the advent of protection, not only have these buildings been
occupied by other manufacturera, working on full time, but
a host of other factories have risen under the inspiring
breath of the National Policy. I heard the hon. member
for Berthier read, a while ago, a long list of agricultural
produits exported by us to the United States, and tell us
that on them we paid duty, whereas, with free trade, we
should pay nothing. The hon. gentleman took care, how.
ever, not to add that, with free trade, there is another list
of products, which ha might put alongside of the other,
which would come into competition with the produce of
our agriculture. He forgot to mention this other fact that,
with free trade, our local market would b. lost, and our
industries ruined by American industries more powerful
than ours. I shall take leave to read to the Bouse a table
of prices of different farming products from the United
States, with the view of showing that it is only here that
agricultural products have gone down in price, but that this
fll has been feit in all the markets of the world. Take the
Americans as the largest ex porters of agricultural products,
and where is the advantage, I enquire, of having free trade
with them, inasmuch as we trade on the same lines ? Is it
not better to open up more distant markets, with nations
devoted exclusively to manufactures, and which must reacb,
outeide of their territory, the products necessary to the sus-
tenance of their inhabitants, as Great Britain, for instance.
In 1881 Indian corn was worth, in the United States, 54
cents a bushel. In 1887 it was worth only 47 sente.
What would be the result if American corn, exported
to the tune of about $20,000,000, came free of all dut ies
into Canadian ports? This corn would compete with our
peas, oats and other grain. And what would be the result ?
We saw what it was in 1874 down to 1878, and the farmere
of the country oried aloud for duties on the produce then
exported in less quantities from the United States, while
they could not be imported to-day if we had free trade.
Corn meal has also gone down. Bacon from 10J cents feli
to 8i1r cents a pound; salt pork from 9Î cents to 6 cents;
pickled beef from 6j cents to 5h cents; butter from 19
cents to 15e- cents; cheese from Il cents to 91 0 cents.
The first list of prices just given is that of 1881. The
next, which is the lowest, is that of the prices in 1887.
Thus, it is not here only that farming products have
lowered. There is a surfeit of agricultural produce. This
glut was chiefly caused by the immense devolopment
of the American groat west, able to export to-day wheat
and fresh meat enough to feed the world. Mr. Speaker,
the exportation of bay to the United States bas been men-
tioned as one of the articles that we could not advanta-
geously export. But we forget, as shown by the bon. mem-
ber for .Rouville (Mr. Gigault), that the hay export to the
United States gradually decreases. The cause of this de-
crease is that the United States have immense tracts of land
exhausted by the raising of wheat- W hen it was learned
that in New England Iodler could be sold, prairies in the
Western States were started, and immense prairies are
made every year. Hay becomes more plentifal, and even
to-day, if the duty were raised for this article, we should be
obliged, as we are now, toe sufer the competition of western
hay. I wholly deny that our farmers would reap all the
advantage of this reduction of daties, for, as soon as there
is competition in a foreign market, the duty is paid Partly
.by the consumer and partly by the producer. Our market,
the moet advantageous for the sale of our farming product,
will ever be Great Britain. The day is not distant, I fancy,
when the United States will be obliged to do as, in 1842,
England did, under the government of Sir Robert
Peel-establish free trade, at least for natural producta.
Their agriculture will soon reach a state of perfection
and development such as will preclude all foreign
competition, Besides, Mr. Speaker, you understand

the present condition of things in the United States. You
are aware that the American treasury is gorged by the
finds accumulated theroin. The President lately declared
to Congress that it was absolutely necessary to curtail
certain duties, and at one stroke it was determined to knock
off the worth of $30,OO000. In that sum is comprised the
timber and lumber going from Canada. It is one of the
articles that would be entered freo heroafter. We have been
told that the United States are a favorable market for the ex-
port of potatoes, and it appears that this root is laid down
on the liât of the exporte that shall bencefortb go froc to
the United States. Many other articles, to favor the export
of our products to the United States, bave been placed on
the free list. Thon why does the bon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) corne and ask uq, under
such circum'stance, to establish frec trade with the United
States ? Why this hurry il the Amoricans, procisely be-
cause of their economic condition and the development of
their manufactures, are on the point of granting us free trade.
The President of the United States, apprehonsive of the ac-
cumulation cf millions in the exchequer of the American
Union, declares that it is necessary to lighten the burdens,
and it is certain that before lifting the barrier wbicb bars
manufactured articles from the United States, tho Americarsa
will remove all obsructions to admit the entrance of the
natural products of every country in the world. Hence, Mr.
Speaker, by asking now for free trade from the United States,
it i quite within the possibilities that we shall demand
what Americans would like to give, because perbaps in the
necessity of granting it. But, il that is the case, tho
motion of the hon. momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) imposes on the nation a uielos sacrifice; and
there is even more, Sir. As was so well isaid by tbe bon.
member for Westmoreland (Mr. Wood), can we reasonably
grant free trade to the United States and refuse it to Great
Britain ? What can the United States do for as that England
has not long since done ? Free trade with the mother country
we have. Then why raise a proferential tariff against Britain,
who allowse us to export to her our agricultural and manu.
factured products ? And it is worthy of remark that we
export more of our agricultural products to England than
we do to the United States. But as England enters into no
coinpetition in farming produce, what reason eould we
have that would drive us to give free trade to the United
States, by remov;rg the duties which prevent their import-
ing their merchandise and agricultural productions, and
competing with ours for certain classes of produce ? What
reason could we allege to refuse England what we allow to
a foreign people ? It were a false and singular situation
which the mother country would not tolerate, for it would
be laughable to expect the defence and protection of Britain
ovEr the Dominion of Canada. Anyhow, Mr. Speaker, free
trade is not feasible, however earnestly its practicability
was demonstrated by the hon. member for Birthier
(Mr. Beausoleil) and tho other hon. gentlemen who
folilowed him on this question. If we must bave free trade,
we shall have to ehoose either the United States tariff or
the Americans must adopt ours. If we take the American
tariff, who will pretend that we have sufficient capital, or a
business class numerous enough to cope with the business
classes and the capital of the American Republic ? The
Americans will do the imports for the Dominion of Canada;
ail goode will be imported for ns in American ports, and
then will corne the downfall of our commerce and the ruin
of our maritime towns and our cea ports. And next, Mr.
Speaker, bave we grcund for belief that the Americans
would embrace our tariff ? It does not look as if we could
reasonably entertain any such pretence, sud it were bet
to give up the whole thing and say no more about it.
Another result of free trade will be direct taxation. The
hon. member for Berthier (Kr. Beausoleil) who is not
among the least of the mon of hie party, by any means,
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took care to make the House understand, and to say, these 815,000,000, impoeed, on fancygood@,-are not- borne
that bis electors may be made aware of it, that there- by the farmers, as my hon.f riend- insinuated, but by
is no danger whatever of direct taxation, that with the wealthy classes of fthodowns, who eau afford the luxury
the help of a little saving we shall reach the surprising re- of wearing fine clothe&. That is the class of persons who
suit of lowering the figure of the public outlay to the point are called upon to carry thekburden of indirect taxation, as
where it was when these gentlemen quitted power. Sir, these taxes do not weigh on the fariner, who generally gets
our guide to judge men is by their past record. I shall take his raiment from home-spun. If the produce of the
the liberty of examining, for a few moments, with the hon. farm is not sold, the faprner does not purchase
meniber for Berthier (Mr. Beausoleil), what his friends did clothes of foreige markets.; He is - thus able,
when they were at the head of affairs and whether they every year, to control the- amount. which he
brought back expenses to the lowest of Conservative years. pays to the pnblic exchequer. If the products of the farm
First, as to the public debt, from 1874 to 1878. They raised find no sale in the local market, or in foreign-,markets, and
it rather above $40,000,000. As to the increase of outlay, ho is compelled to keep them, he economises on his par.
1hat took place in the followirag proportions :-The expenses chases, and consequently loses -lesu in taxes. But when
during the last year of the Macdonald-Langevin Administra- we have direct taxation, in wet or shine, the farmer. will
tion were $19,174,000. During the first year of the Mac- always have the same sum to pay. On $ 12,0O,QOO or 815,-
kenzie Administration they slightly exceeded $23,000,00. 000,000,'which we shall be called upon to distributeamaong
The next year they reached $24,000,000. The third year a population of 5,000,00 inhabitants, ho will pay, every
showed $23,000,000, and the next, $23,600,000. This schedule year, $3 a head for each, member of his family, after- the
proves, in respect to the administration of both parties, the assessment of bis property or income is taxed. But, good
contrary of what was asserted by the hon. member for year or bad year, he will have to pay that tax, and will not
Berthier. If the country keeps on growing and prosper. be able to control the amount which he pays in to, the
ing, the outlay, so far from lessening, will increase. From public treasdry. I say, therefore, that the direct tax
1874 to 1848 the increment took place, although the weighs more heavily on the farmers than on any other class
country did not much improve. It was, indeed, one of the of citizens. Mr. Speaker, is direct taxation possible in this
periods in our political history which showed least pro.-ress, ccuntry, especially under the c >ntrol of the Daminion
an epoch of real decadence under a revonue tariff. And yet Government ? Li dngland thay hive the inco ne tax, but it
the public debt and the exponses increased considerably. must not be forgotten that the BriLish Government exercise
How can the hon. member reasonably hold that a country control on the muni ipalities. It is the officials of the
keep 3 on progressin g and producing that prodigious anomaly municipalities, over whioh they have control, who ass
which no Government has, nor will ever produce, a diminu- the incomes of citizens and la id estate, while here,
tion of expenses while the country progresses. dlence, Mr. the Federal Government has no jurisdiction over munici.
Speaker, despite the fallacious promises made by hon. gen. palities, neither far property assessments, nor for income
tlemen on the other side, we have no hope, if we judge by assessments. What will result froin the composition of
their past record, of seeing a decrease of the public expenses. direct taxation? There will be required adegion of public
I do not oare to upbraid them with the increase from 1874 functionaries. Not longago, I joined the hon. members on
te 1878, because this is not the time to discuss that point. this side of the House and gave th3m, a hand in opposing
I wish simply to establish the fact that, under their admin. a Government measure. One of my.reasonsfor this conduct
istration, the public debt notably increased. I establish was that there was question of preventing the increase of
further that a country advanciug in the ways of public offices. Thehon. members do not hesitate, at the
progress, must increase its outlay as the public service present tirue, te praise a sy4tem which tends toaunh on
requires. The hon. member for Berthier having turned the country, and overy nunieipality of the Dominion, a
the small end of his telescope, sees that it is not possible considorabho number oftaK-gathererd. Whenwedatermino
our Customs income should lessen by more than 87,000,000. the amount of direct taxes which w. muat impuij, under
He adds that this is about the amount we draw on our froc trada. I think w. are agin mistakeL byplaoingthe
present exports from the United States. But, Sir, I ask figure too low. An enermou8 amouat wihl be, needed te
you and the House whether it is reasonable to say that our cover the collection of these taxes, and psy ail those
Customs j evenues must diminish only in the ratio of the who will b. roqaiied te mako tus collection. The
amount wa receive from United States importations? Is it hon. members have complained of the Franchise Act,
not more sensible to say that Ameiican industries, developed ùud of tb. subdivision ef counties carried eut byLIe Ceuser-
as they are, could export into Canada whatever they liked, vative Government, because, semingly te thon, the Admi-
when we shall have, as the bon. member for Berthier, nistration exercised a pressure on tii electoral body at
along with the Americans, has said, a protective tariff thoir exposa. What woUld the situation b. if a Lien of
against all the nations of the universe ? Is it not true te officiais lad the ehootorat» under tiiir-hanciasd'conld
say that the United States will supply Canadians with control iL by tii payment of the direct taxes? What
almoet all the articles they require for consumption ? What would happen at eletion times, wien LIepeeple ae called
is there that the United States cannot furnish in the way spon te pronounce judgnent on Lii.Gaverniment, ne natter
of woollens, cottons, leather, agricultural produce, and iron wiat party is in power? The result would be. that Gev-
ware? Now, Mr. Speaker, if the United States eau sup- ernmont offieiale weuld b3ar down on tii eleotôtà for tiiir
ply all these objects under a reciprocity treaty, what will vote in favr of tii powars tha b., wlever tey.are.,TËe
we have to ask of other foreign countries ? I believe, hon. members donot se te foar tbis state of things. IL
indeed, that we should reasonably presume on a diminution strikes me that tiey lave.lately waxed inihardiheod. I
in our Customs ot 87,000,000, but that this decrease will hink we should net b. justlfied, under the circumetasces, i
rather rise to 815,000,000 or 616,000,000. To make up the a;lopting the motion of the hon. membor for Souti Oxford
Customs revenue we shall have to pay about 815,000,000 of (Sir Richard Cartwright). Lt wcro a strange position te
direct taxes, and we shall gain by importing, without assume toward the nation, if we aoeepted sncb treades. I
duties, on products to the United States, about 83,000,000. think that, ahthough we have the pewer te do iL, iL is net
This will probably be about the amount of duties which reasânabie te adopt sncb a proposition wlon scarcely a y. r
will b. left to pay on our exoorts when the American las elapsed since the whohe nation declarod in faver of pr
tariff shall have been modified by Congross, as will shortly toction, sine tii Government carriod the elections, hr the
be the case. Thus we shall lose $15,000,000 in Customs Le third Lime, on that question, in spite cf aoi the foreuaat of
ob*iate the payment of $3,000,000 of direct taxation, And hon, gentlemen opposite. Tii countr Weuld be 4usti-
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fied in blaming our attitude toward it. Our conduct would
resemble that held at the wedding-the father hAd pledged
her ; the mother had made ber over and the whole family
rejoiced at the wished-for union. When the priest's turn
came to ask, as usual, if she accepted the alliance proposed to
her, "Good air," abe said, "yon are the first who dreamed of
asking mesuch a question." And she refused. Mr. Speaker,
in the day of popular meetings, when the officer of the law
will ask the nation whether she accepts the commercial
alliance set before her, sho will reply: Good sir, you are
the first one te ask such a thing," and the will withdraw
her trust in the pesent Parliament, if it means to engage
in an alliance fraught for ber with such fatal consequences.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Speaker, this important
subject ha been discussed at such great length and with so
muoh ability, that there is very little loft f#r me to say, an J
I do not know that I can add ary interest to the debate. i
can, perhaps, hope te do no more than to answer an objection
or two that have been raised, and can, perhaps, endeavor to
impress upon the House a few of the points taut have beo
touched upon. i am aware, Sir, that in discusng this
question we were called upon by the Mini tcr of Marine to
give weighty and important ieasons wby we should intro-
duce this resolution, because, ho said, it was a quetion s
tar reaching in its importance, so vast in its magnitudo,
that ho considered the responsibility very great for any one
te introduce such a reolutiun into ibis Pa liament. Woll,
Sir, our reasons have been given, given more ably than 1i
ean hope to do. Instead otf reciting them, I would say that
i contider they mighl, per haps, be su mmed up iin this, that
the reason thut we have introduced this motion is in order
that we may materially benefit the people of Canada. Sir,
it has been charged upon us that we picture the
country in blacker colors than it should b b pictured.
It bas been charged upon the Opposition that they
decry their country, charges of laek of patriotism have
been buried at us because the mover of this resolution, and
some of the gentlemen who succeeded him in debate on this
side, have feit it necessary to point out that there has been,
during many years pat, a large exodus of the young mon
and the old meri of tis land into otherLi bd, and they
claim that is decrying ibo country, and My hat we ought
virtually to be ashun.eJ of our-elves. Now, Sir, t do not
think that we have decried the eouintry, i do not think
these gentlemen, in stating what thoy do, dccry the country.
I hold, Sir, that we have a good country, I hold there is no
country under the canopy of heaven that is a botter country
than Canada. If I were asked to prove it I think I might
do so by asking hon. gentlemen prescnt it they know of
any other country under the sun that could manifest so
gieat a degrec et prosperity as Canada does to-day, whose
affairs have been so mismanaged as those cf Canada, Sir, it
it the mismanagement of the country, it is the mismanage-
ment of the Government, that these gentlemen complain
of; and when they point to the fact that our population is
leaving us, it is not that they glory in it, they regret the
fact, they point out the causes, they seek for a remedy in
order that this exodus may be stopped. But I do not wish to
dwellupon this point. Iam oneof those who would be delghted
if it wcre not necessary to allude to these things at ail,
But when we find that during the lar-t decade, instoad of 20
per cent. being added to our population,whieh would oly bo
a émall estimate of the natural increase of this country alone,
te say nothing of immirants coming to us of otber lands,
there has onily been an increase of 16 per cent. to our pop-
ulation, in 10 years, when, from the naturai irereaso alone,
it should be 20 per cent.; when you find that you have lont
every immigrant that came te the country and 4 per cent.
of 3 our natural increase beides, it is tire te enquire whether
we are managing affaira in such a way as will redour.d te
the beSt interest of the country. Now, Mr. Speaker, when

oit

we look out to see where the hundreds of tbousands o f
Canadians that have left us, have gone, whore do we find
them ? In England ? No. In France? No. In Germany ?
No. In Australia ? No. Where then ? Almost wholly
within the borders of the nations to the south of us.
Why did they go there ? Was it because they loved the lag
that flata o'er that nation more than the flag that they left ?
No, for they loved the old d1ag. Wai it because they admired
the polituil institutions of that country more than tho poli.
tical institutions of this eountry ? No, I am satisfied they
would tell you that was not the roason. Was it bocause they
had groater liberty thore than in this country ? I am pro-
pared to say that was not the reason. On being asked the
roason, what would they say ? They would tell you that
they went tidoe bocause they thought they would obtain
there a larger tield and a botter field for their energy and
their enterprise. To the Minister of Marine who askod us
to give ai answer why wo had brought such an impourtant
question as this beto e the House, I would say that one ut
the objects wo hoped to attain hy this resolution is to
ac'ertaon upon what tormt we can acquire the right to
work that fiold without leaving our own homesteadls to
do it. Thut, Sir, is one of our roasons. It has been
said to us, il was said to u4 by the hon. member for
Pi>tou (Mr. Tupper) who spoke so fluently and pleasantly
the other night, that tho hon. membet for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) and othors who instituted com-
pariseons botween this country and the United States did so
in a very unfair manner. The hon. gentleman was foreud,
however', to admit that when a comparison was made it was
not to the advantage of Canada, and ho took refuge in a
btatement, which I think apon reflection ho himset would
not have cared to mako. Possibly I am wrong, possibly
the growth thut is expecte'd in this country by our Conser.
vative friends may be measured by the standard ho set up
on thut occasion, possibly their desires with respect to the
development and extention of the country may beono higher
than the standard ho set up; but I must say for my part
that 1 am not content to me'asure the standard of Canada,
and Canadian progress by the standard set up by the hon.
goitloman on that occasion. What did b say whon h
inetured those who hao Iproeeded him on this side of the
iouse for intitLuting comparisons with the neighborinig

republio? le said that it was not fair to compare Qanada
with four or five millionu of people with the United States
with sixty million s. Could anything, ho sked, b more
unfiair? If they had boon honeKt and fair in their dosire as
regards making a comparison, hon. gentlemen on this side
of the louse would have compared the pingrosa
made by Canada with the progress made by the
United States when that country contained four or five
millions. Sir, is that the standard set up by the Conserva-
tive party by which to measure our country and to rest
content with it. No wonder we are deprcssed, no wonder
that we are confined within narrow bounds, no wonder
there is a lack of enterprise on the part of the mon con.
trolling our destinies if thoy arc content with Canada
progrossing in the Lame ratio as the United States prospered
when they had the same number of inhabitants as Canada
bas at the prescnt time. In 1800 the United States had
hall a million more people than Canada has to-day. Seven
years before the waters of the Hudson were disturbed by
the steamboat thut Fulton built upon its banks, thirty
yeasm or more before Stephon->n buailt bis first locomotive
to run upon u Brnglih ruilway, thirty years before Faraday
had expeiimented with electricity, forty-four years before
Morse haJ flamhed the tirst message across a telegraph wire,
the United States possessed half a million more people than
we are to-day. The hon. member Jo-- Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
a'ks as in this nincteenth century, in this year 1b88, with
a cable lying in the depthe of the Atlantic ocean across
which we flash our commercial and other message& to the
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people of England, when the whole world is encircled with
telegraph wires by which we can real in newspapers the
news transpiring in every part of the world, when we have
steamboats traversing the ocean and arriving in fleets at
our ports, when our country and the countries all about us
have lines of railways built, not hundreds, but thousands
upon thousands of miles-with this state of things existing
we are asked to be satisfied because we prosper as well as the
United States did in 1800 ? What labor-saving appliances
have we had since thon ? The hon. gentleman talked of
the volume of trade, and said that even in 1840 the volume
of trade in the United States was not as great as that of
Canada to-day. Would he expect it? Has it not been by
the great labor-saving appliances brought into use that the
rapid advance has been made of recent years? Would you
expect an increase of commerce in 1840 in proportion to
the advance and development that might be expected in a
young nation like Canada? No, the standard is too low.
I regrot that such a standard is set up by one of the prin-
cipal speakers of the Government in this House as a stan-
dard by which we are to judge our progress, and if it comes
up to that standard we should be content. We have been
told that this is a bold and revolutionary moasure we propose.
That was one of the utterances, I think, of the Minister of
Marine, that it was a bold and revolutionary measure. Yet the
same hon. gentleman before ho finished his speech declared
that this Government had on the Statute-book of the ]and a
standing offer to the Americans to reciprocate with us in
trade. And the hon. membbr for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
told us that the Finance Minister had in Washington made
an offer for reciprocal trade with the neighboring nation
in the broadest and freest possible manner, and yet we are
denounced as guilty of treason because the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has seen fit to
introduce a resolution to sanction just what Sir Charles
Tupper, the British pleni otentiary, according to the
statement of the hon. mem or for Pictou (Mr. Tupper)
offered to the American plenipotentiaries when in the city
of Washington but a few weeks ago. The hon. gentleman
for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) told us that this proposition
involved national degradation and abject surrender, and
that we are called upon to commit a deed of infamy. What
does the hon. gentleman think of the Minister of Finance
proposing the consummation of such a deed of unparalleled
infamy ? The Minister of the Interior told us in his speech, in
reply to the hon. member for South Oxford, that he very
much doubted if people so high spirited as Canadians
would be content to accept a measure of unrestricted reci-
procity, even if Great Britain wore willing to grant it.. I
was rather amused when the hon. member for Berthier
(Mr. Beausoleil) called our attention to the fact that if
that were treason now, if that was a mean and despicable
thing to propose, the members on this side of the House
wore not alone in venturing to propose such resolutions.
He brought to the attention of the House the fact that lead-
ing business men in this country assembled in convention,
sent to advise upon this question and to promote the welfare
of this country as well as possible, meeting in the National
Board of Trade had discussed this question in the year 1874,
and in the year 1874 the representative business men in
Canada had decided that it would be a wise, and a proper,
and a just thing, and a prudent thing to do, to initiate
measures looking towards the renewal of the reciprocal
trade arrangements that existed between the United
States and Canada for some years previous. Sir, it will
not weary the House, I think-for, perhaps, some gentle-
men present now were present thon-if I read the
propositions of those prominent gentlemen, so as to
lot you know what their viows were, and to show you
that this is not a question suddenly sprung upon the
country, as those gentlemen would lead us to believe. It is
a question which las exercised the business men of this

Mr. PATzasoN (Brant).

country, and those who have tbought of the interesta of this
country, ever since the day that the treaty was abrogated.
It was in the year 1874 that this matter was brought up.
At that meeting which I have referred to there were repre-
sentatives of the National Board of Trade of the 'United

| States and Canada present and a prominent gentleman of
our Board, always active, for he has always been an active
man in business so long as I can remember, made some
remarks upon the desirability of renewing the Reciprocity
Treaty with the United States prior to submitting a motion
for adoption by that body. He had been speaking of the
abrogation of the treaty and stated that we had got along
without it, and ho says:

" Therefore I believe we have grest reason to trust that before long
we will realise what is the fond desire and hope of every true patriotic
Canadian -that we should have more extended commercial intercourse
with our neighbors.

And again :
" Now, Sir, although the figures which I !propose to present indicate

that we have prospered in spite of the abrogation of the Reciprocity
Treaty, yet the progress of the country düring reciprocity will show
that it cannot but be for the advantage of Oanada as it certainly will
be for the advantage of the United States that closer commercial re-
lations should exist between the two countries?"

It would be well worth while, Sir, to road it all, but I am
not very fond of roading extracts or of troubling the flouse
with them, but to get the views of as eminent a business
man as this upon this question, I think we should bear
something of what he says. Ie concluded with summing
up the figures of how the country lad prospered without
the old Reciprocity Treaty and continues:

"I think the figures I have given prove that this country bas pros-
pered and can prosper without that treaty. But I tbink no one can
look to the position of both countries on this continent-ooming to the
discussion of this question on equal terms, each feeling that it can pros-
per without the treaty-without realising that it would be to the advan-
tage of both to have the freest possible intercourse."

I do not know any stronger words than those: " The
freest possible intercourse." And again;

I Here we are with a common line of frontier extending some four
thousand miles, with many interesta in yommonwith the same language,
religion, and traditions, each proud of and loyal te hie own form of
government but willing to respect the national sentiment of the other -
and it does seem to me that the closer we eau bring our commerciai
relations the more prosperous will both countries become."

Entertaining those views, Sir, and expressing them in sueh
admirable language you will not be surprised to learn that
he closed his remarks by moving the following resolu-
tion :-

" That this board desires to express its gratification at the growing
sentiment among our neighbors in the United States in favor of more
intimate reciprocal trade relations between the United States and the
Dominion of Oanada as evidenced by the resolutions passed by the
National Board of Trade ;

" And that it be instruction to the Execative council to take what-
ever steps it may deem necessary in order to secure the adoption of a
treaty for reciprocal trade with the United States upon a broad, compre-
hensive and liberal basis."

Sir, the mover of that resolution upon which every patriotic
Canadian should unite, is the name of a distinguised gen-
tleman, a gentleman whose name las long been known to
the Boards of Trade of Canada, a gentleman whose name is
known in the history of this country-the name of the
Hon. Thomas White, Minister of the Interior. This is the
gentleman who thinks that Canadians ought to be too high
spirited to aocept a treaty with the United States of
America, even if England consented. Sir, this resolution
was seconded by another prominent gentleman and in
seconding the resolution he said :

"I feel indisposed to make any lengthy remarks after the eloquent
speech of Mr. White fie has established the fact that this Dominion
can prosper without the renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty ; and he bas
aise established the fact that in the interest of the progress of both thi5
country and the United States we ought to have reciprocal trade be-
tween the two countries."

Some Ion. MEUBERS. Hear, hear.
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Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I commend the next state-

ment to the gentlemen who greeted me with "hear, hear."
" This question should be regarded in the broad light of humanity.

It ts a matter of the greatest consequence to us in this country that we
should live on the most amicable terms with our friende acroas the lires.
We should cultivate peace in every possible way, and I believe there is
no manner in whih poce ca be more thoroughly cultivated between
two grat nationa thua by reciprocal trade relations between them."

Who was the seconder of that resolution? It was Adam
Brown. Yet, Mr. Speaker, you saw how that patriot's breast
heaved and how he throbbed with feeling as ho contemplated
the dire act of treason about to be consummated by my
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright); how
he looked into different authors, if possible in order to find
words that would faithfully describe that member, yet be
was the gentieman who, in 1874, seconded that resolution
and seconded it in theIl "broad spirit of humanity."

Mr. LANDERKIN. he las got inside of the tiger since
then.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, he bas got inside of the
tiger. Possibly it may be so. It is nothing much in the
debate of course and it is nothing much to bo considered
because those gentlemen in time have altered and changed
their views. But I would just eay this, that when their views
have changed and changed so radically, it would befit them
in describing their opponent to use somewhat milder terms
than they did, for as they have seen new light it is possible
others may see new light too, and, therefore, they ought not
despise mon whom they consider to be now in the darkness
in which they themselves et one time groped. We arc told,
Sir, that this is "cringing " to the United States. I do not
see any cringig to the United Stutes in making this pro-
position. I do not consider it cringing to the United
States when Mr. Bayard, a leading statesman of that
country, invites a proposition like this on our part. When
Mr. Bayard writing to Sir Charles Tupper, a couple of
months age, used such language as this:

"[ am confident we seek to obtain a just and permanent settlement
and there is but one way to promote it and that is b) a straight forward
tretment onuhliberal ndtatesanalike plan of the entire commercial
relations of the two conntries."
When Mr. Bayard makes a proposition of that kind in
writing to Sir Charles Tuppor, I see no "cringing " to the
Americans if we say: " We are willing to accept the

roposition you have made, we are willing in the great
egisiative halls of this country to pass a resalution stating

that we also desire that which you have said." And, Sir,
it seems to me it would have been a fit and proper thing,
if the health of Sir Charles Tuppr lad permitted it-and
we aIl regret his absence througr illness-for him to be
present and move the resolution which las been moved by
the bon. member for South Oxford, to give effect to the
very views he expressed in reply to those entertained in
common with him by Mr. Bayard ; for what is the reply
that he made to Mr. Bayard's letter proposing that we
should take this means of dealing wit t heentire com.
mercial affairs of these people:

"I entirely concur in your statement that we both seek to attain
a just and permanent settlement-and that there I but one way to
procure it-and that is by a straight forward treatment on a liberal and
utaisanlike plan of the entire commercial relations of the two coun-
tries.,

Can there be stronger language ? We ringe not to the
Americans. The proposition suggesting the solution was
first made to us by Mr. Bayard in this letter to Sir Charles
Tupper; Sir Charles Tupper concurs in the sentiment; and
the proposition of my bon. friend from South Oxford simply
asks this House to concur in the sentiment beld both by
Sir Charles Tupper and Mr. Bayard. But we are told by
the hon. member for Pictou that Mr. Bayard receded from
that position on the 7th of December in his reply to the
offer of the British plenipotentiaries. I do not so read it.
I understand Mr. Bayard in the correspondence-and I

have read it carefully-to say, that we do not desire to
mix up in the consideration of the question we are now met
to consider, another question of great importance. I under.
stand him to be ready and wilUing to enter upon negotia.
tions in regard to that matter, and to endeavor to carry
out what he himself had suggested ; but ho did not deem it
wise to ask Congress to give the Administration power to
do it in that conneoction ; for he looked for a solution of
the fisheries question, as he said, by agreeing to an inter-
pretation or modification of the treaty, and in that way
atone. But we have no right to say, bocause ho took that
position in reforence to t e method cf dealing with the
question, that ho had receded from the position he had taken,
that it was in the interest of both countries that the entire
commercial relations of both countries should b. reviewed
with the view of effeeting reciprooity of trade between
them. But, Sir, it has been cEarged upon us that in
this proposition submitted by the hon. member for South
Oxford, there is some covert treason ; it has been hinted
that there is a desire for an annexation, and that the adop.
tion of this resolution would mean a change in thepolitical
relations of the country. Sir, I do not beliove it; I1trust it
is not necessary for me to say in this louse that I do not
desire that. Where Is the danger ? What doc M r. Bayard
say in reforence to that matter ? Does ho stipulate that in
adjusting our commercial rotations, and in effecting
reciprocal trade relations with the United States, either
country shall alter its political status ? No; ho is ver
positive on that. After having uaed the words I have quote,
ie adds :

, I say commercially, because I do not propose to include, bowever,
indirecty, or for any intendment, bowever partial or oblique, the politi-
cal relations of Canada and the United States, nor to affect the legisla-
tire independence of either country."

I say, Mr. Speaker, that no words can more fitly describe
the resolution offered by the hon. member for South
Oxford. And now, we come to consider the question as to
how it will affect us. Our o pponents have argued on this
matter, it seems to me, on di 'erent lines. Their arguments
have been somewhat contradictory; the positions taken by
them have been-1 trust I may speak it without offense-
somewhat mixed; I have endeavored to listen to them. I
bave noticed, and I think, you, Sir, cannot have failed to
observe that they would in many cases lead off with an ar-
gument that no reci rocity could benefit the agriculturist,
the miner, or the fisherman, that instead of that, it would
possibly do them harm, and yet before they would resume
their seat, they would point with pride to that standing
offer which we have on the Statute- k of the country as
something they could boast of. Why, Sir, I can soaroely
understand their position ; yet it may, perhaps, not be as
contradictory as it first appears. It may be that,
they think they are safe in offering that, as the
United States will never accept roeiprocity on such
terms. That may be the solution of their position.
Now, Sir, we had a reciprocity treaty with the
United 6tates for twolve years, and what was its effect
on the trade of the two countries. I do not intend to use
more than one or two tables of figures. I do not think they
have been given juat in the way I propose to give them, or
I would not subrmit them to the louse; but in considering
this question, 1 think it well to look at the extent of our
trade with the United States under that old treaty, to see
whether the Americans have been to blame in r using to
treat on the old lines; and if it sbould be found that It
old treaty was working much more advantageonsly to
Canada than to them, we could not find great fant with
them if they manifested a reluctance to renew it on precisely
the same basis, but that there would be much to be said for
their contention that if there was to be a renewal of trade
relations, the treaty must be somewhat broader, and they
must participate somewhat more in the benefits intended to
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be secured by it than they did before. What are the facts
in regard to our trade in the last year of the treaty ? I have
looked up in the Trade and Navigation Returns the trade in
horned cattle, horses, sheep, wool, butter, and cheese under
the head of animais and their produce, and I found that our
imports from them and exports to them compared with our
total imports and exports in these articles in that year were
as follows:-

Total Jm- Importa Total Ex- Exports
Article. Tot.- from the TotE to the

ports. U. States. ports. U. States.

Horned cattle... $ 92,224 $ 91,624 $4,312,222 $4,312,142
Horses................. 104,404 101,767 2,590,725 2,590,505
Sheep ................. 20,403 16,222 570,202 570,194
Wool........... ....... 483,079 435,698 756,239 753,113
Butter ................. 11,193 9,344 2,094,270 1,254,436
Oheese ............... , 232,472 217,850 123,494 33,943

Total............ 943,775 872,505 10,447,152 9,514,333

The only item in which we took more from them than they
took from us was that one item of cheese. I then took
agricultural products-barley, rye, oats, corn, flour, beans
and peas, and vegetables-and I tound our imports from
them and our exports to them compared with our total im-
orts and exporte in these articles in the same year to have

been as follows:

Article.

Barley and rye.
Oats...............
Corn . ...........
Wheat.............
Flour.........
Beans and pease...1
Vaga hla

Total
Imports.

$ 49,655
11,301

1,062,012
2,164,749

402,277
2,104

Importa
from the
United
States.

$ 49,093
10,366

1,062,012
2,162,862

390,604
1,659

Total
Exports.

$4,623,341
1,615,185

46,587
3,106,112

†5,198,746
1,282,801

Exporta
to the
United
States.

908,158
19,142

3,017,022
3,671,250

376,938

was a little anxious to ascertain how the trade is running
to-day; and on taking the returns of precisely the same
articles, I find that although the treaty has been abrogated
we send a very large quantity of the products of the farm,
the forest, the sea and the mines to the United States,
despite the imposition of heavy duties. The following is a
liEst of our exports to as compared with our imports from
the United States of animals and their produets since the
abrogation of the treaty, for the year ending 30th June,
1887, taken from the Trade and Navigation Returns;

Importa Exports
from the U.S. to the U. S.

Horned cattle..... ...... $60,497 $ 887,756
Horses............ ..................... 83,624 2,214,338
8heep ............................. ............... 73,447 974,482
Wool........................... 2,098 288,251
Butter.................. . ........ .................. 51,733 17,207
Oheese...... ............. & ............... 4,573 30,667

$275,972 $4,412,701
Or, we importel from the United States of these articles to
the value of $275,97C, while we sold to them to the value of
$4,412,101, so that you will see the balance is in our favor
even to.day, notwithstanding tho very high duties imposed
against us. I will now give you, Sir, a statement of our
imports from and exports to the United States of agricul-
tural products:

Barley. .......... .,..................

Wat..... . . . .

Flour...... .. .................. ......................
Bear.... ................. ........
Bea................. .. ..............
Rye... ....... ..................

Hay ..................... .... .............
Potatoes.........................

Product of the forest ............................

Products of the sea...................

Importa.
$ 2,557

9,611
884,125

18,307
630,592

7,588
6,399
2,539
4,936

35,837

$1,600,491

$103,707

$452,917

Exporta.
$5,245,968

12,210
105

265,940
3,204

206,617
331,349

12,350
670,749
328,602

$7,077,094

$9,082,951

$2,622,581
Yegetabies .. ......... 20),895 17,407 24,696 18,405 OVV5k~UV~. -- OV -L,-U - - O, taking th.j total of these etatemente, I find we in.

3,712,903 3,693,903 15,897,468 12,659,723 ported from the United States goode to the value of$?,433,-
Tibe ad iube 20,25 -- - -- - -- 087, while we exported to them to the value $23)195)3(p.

Timber and lumber 200,125 167,764 13,846,986 6,461,015 Hon. geritieMon wiIl therefore eee that the United States
The fisheries......... 852,178 333,100 980,311 171,908 having Bcess to Trade returne just as we have, willfind the

1__1_1__ balance of trade too Iargely in our favor, and it seeme to me
Now take the totals and we find that when we ae told by hon, gentlemen opposite that they

________________are willing to negetîate a reciprocity treuty on the basis of

Animas and theirnatural prduct, which was the basis of the old treaty,pnialoduc.....$ 4,75 $82,0 104715 they are tsi mply declaring that they are prepared to aOceptproduce ...... ...... $ 943,775 $ 872,505 $10,447,152 $ 9,514,333
Agriculture pro- eomething it le not likely they themeelves believe th
ducts................ 3,712,903 3,693,903 15,897,468 12,659,723 United States wili be prepared to concede.

The forest...... .... 200,125 167,764 13,846,986 6,461,015
The fisheries........ 852,178 333,100 980,311 171,908

- - - - - - - Navigation Returns of Canada.
5,708,981 5,067,272 41,171,917 28,806,979 Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, I am. Dees it make

Total Exporte to United States............... ......... $28,808,979
Total Importa from United States............. ,067,272 Mr. BOWELL. It woud take too long for me teexplain.

Balance in our favor ............. 2,3,0 Mr. PATERSON (Brant). 1 think I know wbat the hon.
~Prie pr brre, $.90 IPiceperbarel,$23739707 gentleman means, judging by a question hie aeked the otherp087w$6. nighti; and contend that the duties paid on this $23,0,-

Thus yen will see that of these different articles which 00H worth f goode, which we send to the United States,
1 have enumerated, the produots of the fartn, the fisheries and on whih the United States levy a eavy dty, come
and the foreetIwe imported front the United States te a alme t entirely ont of the pocke s of the farmer , the lum-
total value of 85,067,272, while wo eold to them te the bermen and the fihermen ea this country. Theo reason is
extent of $28,806,979; or in that year we sold te them clearly te be seen, and has been fally explained by the hon.
$23,739,707 more than we bought. Looking at these member for North dNorfolk (Mr. Charlton) and by the hon.
figures, à will hardly be expeetei that the United States member for Huron (Mr. Macdool ald). There s bsuch an
would be very anxione te renew the treaty upon the basi U immense production ef these articles in the United States,
0f the old iReciprocity Treaty; and youmuet remember that that the quantities sent in by Caradian do ntewell the
1 have quNted only the figures from the two Provinces of volume t supply teo such an extent as te affeut the price
Outito and Quebec. I have nut had turae te examine the M and there R this further fact te be borne in md that
return of the Maritime Provinces, but ne doubt they would i the ameunt I have mentioned here je already embracd
very much swell the balance in favor of our experts.... in t... volume .f.upply in the .. nited Stat..e..bcause th

.MrMRtATr.soNI(Brant).
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gooda bave been sent there notwithstanding the duly. you do; there are mine horses that you have to sell in Ca-
Ioontend, therefore, that if the duty were off, the supply nada; that is whatyou want to look ut. We will suppose
boing no greater,the demand remaining the same, the prices itht the buyer !rom Btfalo is thore and has paid S Loo for
would remain almost stationary. Thus nearly the whole the horse. A buyer froni Toionto wants the other nine
of the duty would go into the pockets of the Canadian i hores for 880 a pioo. No, says ho, I want 8)00 tor those
exporter, who bas to find a market for those articles' horses. I got 8100 for the boret I sent tio utaluo, and, if
in the United States. The hon. the Minister of Customs you do not give me 8100 for the others, the man in Buffalo
asked, how do you know there is any duty paid on them will get thom instead of getting one; and therofore, if you
at all; they might have gone there in bond? So the. increase the export price of your horses, which ho uays
might. It is true our trade returns do not show that; but amounts to one-touth, you increasoe the price of the horsos
in order to be sure on that point, I also took the returns of for saleu t home as well as in the forcign market. I think
the United States, and I found that the articles I have that is patent and apparent to every one. The hon. gentleman
enumerated are on the dutiable list in the United States asked how the home narket was to ho improved. lie says
roturns, equal in amount to the total amount of the returns it is by building up an urban population, that the market
sent from here. There noed, therefore, be no donbt about is to bu improved. low is that goîing to be done ? Look
that matter, and the American tables are bore for reforenco ut the city of Toronto, i an glad to agro with the Mi-
if the hon. the Minister thinks I have made any mistako. nister of the Initerior in thim matter. I hold that it is a
The bon. the Minister of the Interior gave us tables to show boiefit to the tarmers of this country to have towns, and
that the products of Canada wero selling in the United cities, and villages built up in this oountry. i have alwaya
States at lower figures than in Canada. ie solemnly read maintained that the justification for the incidental proteo-
the figures bore, and almost wound up bis speech with a tion that was given to the maniuacturors of this country by
tbte of that kind. What was his object ? If the hon. gen- rosoni of the inposition off duties was to give a market to
tleman believedthat that was the actuali state ofthe American the farmo a; I thought it tonded to build up tow ns and
markets as compared with Canadian markets, thon I ask him citios so that the larmors would find a market for thoir
how hocan justify himself in keeping an offer on our Statute- produoe. 1 thought it was a groat thing to sou cities like
book to induce the farmers of the United States to send in Toron to, Hiamilton, Halifax, Charlottetown and other cities
their cheap products bore and to put down the pices spring up, boause, as you increase the niumber of the
in all agrieultural products ? Ho knows, and in another part dwellors in towns and cities, you are creuting a larger
of bis speech ho admitted that the price of products wast denand for the products of the farm and the field. But,
higher in the United States than it was in Canada, and, if while tha is true, it is also true that we are growing more
we had a free market there, the dutv which is paid into the produeo in this country than will supply the market, and a
American treasury would go into the pockets of the Cana- portion has to bo sent abroad. Neverthuless, it is a Uenefit to
dian exporter, and we would be so many of millions of dol- the farmer to have a homo market, to bave itios and towns
lars richer than we are now. You will find that ho admits bultup in his owu courntry,aund I dosire to so thom built up,
that the farmer would gel more for what ho sells to the and to seo theso citios and towns that wdl provido a home
States if the American duty was removed. He said the market for the Canadiua farmer, givinig more demand for
whole of our exporta to the Unitel States upion what ho grows, and I propose to accomplish that by voting
which duty was charged amounted to about 826,000,- for the remolution of'th honbo. member for South Oxford
(00, and the duty paid on that amount to about 85,0100,î e. and by seeing it carried into effect. The growth ot Toronto
and that assuming that we paid that duty we wouîld has betn great, th growth of Montrea ias been great,
save by unrestricted reciprocity that $5,000,000, but but, if you carry out the proposition of theb hon. momber for
would sacrifice the duty on American goods coming South Oxfoid, whut do you have as a homo market for
into Canada, amounting to over 87,250,000. That the Canadian farmer? You have ti city of New York, you
is bis position. He admits that we would Bave the bave Brooklyn, you have Jersey City for a home market,
85,000,000, though we would lose $7,250,000. li not that with their two millions of peuple, uad if yu, p Ithe rec-
rather bard on the fa, mer ? If that amount wero saved, i t procity treaty, you have balale with its 200,000 people for
would go into the pockets of the farmer and the lumberman a home market, you have Boton witb its 400,4,00 inhai-
and the fisherman. la that to be taken out of the pockets tants for a homo market, you have Uhicagî with half a
of these classes in order to benefit one class alone ? Cer- million people for a home market, you have the groat and
tainly not. I notice that ho uses another argument and that growing city of Detroit with its 200,000 peuople for a home
is this: Admitting, ho said, that we paid the duty, as ho did market, the moment you carry this treaty into effect. If the
admit, the price could only be increased to the farmers of bon. Minister of the inte tior wants to see townis, and cities,
Canada in relation to one-tenth of their whole product. and villages built up to give a market for the Canadian
They produce 8400,000,000 and they only export 840,000,00o farmer, I point to a more excellent way by which the
of goods, and, therefore, ho says, you would only benefit Canadian farmer can get a home marke't with millions of
them by onc-:.enth of their whole yield, if you had reocipro. people in eitios which bave not to bu built up but
cy. What ho said you wanted to do was this: Do not be which are built up, and are waiting to buy the pro-
so careful to enihance the price of the surplus export of one- duce of the Canadian farmer, ana will become bis
tenth of wbat yon produce. What you have to do ls to home market. One of the very sorious charges made
improve Lhe home market where you seil the great bulk of against the hon. momber for South Oxford (dir Iicbard
your produce. Let us examine that statement a little. He Cartwright), and more particularly agaiunat our honored
admits that the 10 per cent. which we export would be leader, in that we have broken faith with the people of the
advanced in price by the amount of the duty. Let us illus- country and bave broken faith with our late leader, Mr.
trate that. We will take Buffalo and Toronto or Montreal, Blake-who, we are glad to learni, is being benefited in
and Boston and Halifax, or Charlottetown and Boston. We health by bis residence abroad-by the introduction of' this
have a reciprocal trade arrangement with the United resolution, and they say that we, as a party, are pledged
States. The duty of 20 per cent. is taken off horsem. The by Mr. Blake in bis speech which they refur to as the Ma!-
horse that was selling in Canada at 80, the buyer from vern speech, fully pledge'1 to the National Policy, and not
Buffalo offers 810j for, because the duty is taken off. He to disturb existing arrangements. 'Ibis bas been dwelt
buys that horse, ho gets, according to Mr. White's own upon by overy speaker, I tbink. It bas bcen une of' their
admission, $20 more for that horse tian ho would have got stroigost points. The Minister of the interior, tho Minimter of
when the duty was on; blut ho Mays, what doe it matter if Marine, the member of Pictou (Mr. Tupper) and, i boieve
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all the other gentlemen who have spoken on that side, have
urged this point very strongly. A breach of faith, a some.
thing that should not be done-and the Minister of the
Interior gave to us a portion of that speech as delivered
by our leader at Malvern, and, Sir, I may just repeat
again what was said, and which he quoted as being said :

" We have no longer a large surplus te dispose of. We have a large
deficit and a greatly increased scale of expenditure te meet, and it is
clearer than ever that a very high scale of taxation muet be retained,
and that manufacturers have notking to fear. I then declared that any
re-adjustment should be efected with due regard to the legitimate inte-
rests of aIl coecerned. In that phrase, 'aIl concerned,' I hope ne one
wili object to my including, as I do, the general public. In any re-ad-
justment I maintain that we sbould look especially to sncb reduction of
expenditure as may allow of a reluction of taxation, te the lightening of
sectional taxes; te the lightening of taxation upon the prime necessaries
of life, and upon the raw materials of manufacture, to a more equitable
arrangement of the taxes which now bear unfairly upon the poor as com-
pared with the rich, to a taxation of luxuries just se high as will not
thwart our objet by greatly ehecking consumption, to the eurbing of
monopolies of production in cases where, by combination or otherwise
the tarif allows an undue and exorbitant profit to be exacted from con-
sumers, and to the effort-a most important point--to promete reciprocal
trade with our neighbors to the south."

And, Sir, hore is the speech whieh the late leader, the hon.
Mr. Blake, delivered at Malvern. Now, I would like to
know what breach of faith there is with reference to this
matter. Do not the hon. gentlemen opposite know what
the National Policy is ? Do they know what it was they
propounded to the country ? Do they believe that they
themselves are standing by the National Policy as they
said they would ? Let me recall to them what their
National Policy is. Let me read to them the resolution
that was offered by the present Prime Minister of Canada
when ho was leader of the Opposition, in 1878, the resolu.
tion upon which, he said, they took their stand, upon which
they would fight their contest, and which, if they were
victorious, they would carry into effect when they came
into power, and which they claim, having come into power,
they have carried into effect. lere is the resolution:

" That the Speaker do not now leave the Chair, but that this House
is of the opinion that the welfare of Canada requires the adoption of a
National Policy, which by a judicious re-adjustment of the tarif, will
benefit and foster the agrieultural, the mining, the manufacturing and
other interests of the Dominion ; and sncb a policy will retain in Canada
thousands of our fellow-countrymen, now obliged to expatriate them-
selves in search of the employment denied them at home, Will restore
prosperity te our struggling industries, now so sadly depressed, will
prevent Uanada from being made a sacrifice market, will encourage and
develop an active inter-provincial trade, and moving (as it ought to do)
in the direction of a reciprocity of tarif. with our neighbors, so far as
the varied interests of Canada will demaad, ywill greatly tend te predmce
for this country, eventually, a reciprocity of trade."

What does that mean ?
Mr. HESSON. It does not mean unrestricted reeiprocity•
Mîr. PATERSON (Brant). Oh!1 Well, I would ike

the hon. gentleman, as he bas been kind enough to give an
explanation-I would ask him, in all good faith, what roei-
procity of trade it referred to ?

Mr. HESSON. The natural predacts of thecountry.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The naturai products only ?

Yes, I see. Very well. Then bere is the position gentle-
mon are in row. They represented-for I have the right
hon. gentleman's words and could read them-how agri-
culture was depressed as well as the manufacturiug industry,
and mining, and alil others, and the only remedy proposed
for the agricultural depression, as well as for the manufao-
turing depression, was this, that they would put the duties
upon Yankee grains coming into this country, so that the
farmers might have releif, by the imposition of these
duties, just as the manufacturers were to have. Ard now
we are told that since they did that, they are willing to
take these duties off Yankee grains and let that come in
here, but you cannot take it off your manufactured goods,
for it will do them harm. Is that the position the hon.
gentleman takes? Sir, there is no distinction in the in

Mr. PvumasoiN (Brant).

dustries there, and hon. gentlemen are as mach bound by
that resolution to promote reciprocal trade with the United
States in manufactures as they are in agricultural products,
every bit, and in mining, and in all other intereste. Why,
Sir, 1 can read yon where the First Minister, in making
this speech, pointed out the condition of the farmer; I can
read you how he alluded to the fact that his intereste were
being greatly damaged by the introduction of these articles.
Why, h. gave as the case? He said :

"I ad th at the farmers of West Canada and Est Canada could not
understand there was anything in barley, for instance, being obliged
to pay a duty of 15 per cent upon going in the United States, whereas
the produce of the &meriean farmer was allowed to be brought into
this country free."
And his voice trembled, I can remember, almost, as ho
pictured the state of the farmer. I put a simple case said ho
-which I have donc frequently, and I can get no answer-
1 put the ease of a man in the Eastern Townships, dwelling
near the imaginary lino between this country and the United
States. Suppose a man bas 100 acres on the Canadiau side
and 100 acres on the A merican side of the lino. Ho grows
100 bushels of barley on the American side and takes it to
the American market and gets $1 a bushel for it; lie takes
his 100 bushels of barley grown on the Canadian side to the
same market and gets but 85 cents a bushel for it, because
ho has to pay 15 cents for taking it across that imaginary
lino. How can it be said in this case that the consumer pays
the duty ? It comes out of the pockets of the Canadian
farmer. And so he goes on to show why the agricultural
interest was depressed as well as the manufacturing, mining,
and all other interests, and there was only one remedy that
would give us relief and that was reciprocity with the United
States, and failing gettivg reciprocity with the United
States in all these industries, duties were to be imposed
upon all the products of the farms as well as upon manu-
factures in order that Canadian farmers might get relief.
And these are the gentlemen who say that faith is broken
with the country ; these are the gentlemen who, themselves,
stand pledged by their own policy to secure reciprocal trade
arrangements in all the industries of the country, as soon
as it can be effected. They have to do that or they have
to take the ine already adopted by the hon. member for
North Perth, that when the First Minister moved that
resolution, he was moving it as a direct fraud on the farmers
of this country, to treat them differently from other classes.
They can adopt which hora of the dilemma they choose.

Mr. RESSON. The farmers are not fools.

Mr. PATJERSON (Brant). The farmers are not fools,
but all mon are not farmers. Now, then, what did Mr.
Blake say? Mr. Blake was the leader of the Liberal party.
It was not a strange thing for Mr. Blake to think that it
was possible that he might be successful in the contest, that
the Libralparty might be called upon to assume the reins
of Governament and to manage the affairs of the country.
Sir, I say it was not an impossible thought for him to
harbor, if h. did barbor it, of whieh I am not able to speak
positively, because I think the people of Canada, if they
had understood their own interests, nay more, if the battle
had been fought out in a fair, honorable and manly manner,
would have put the Liberal party in power; and ho had a
right to expect it. Canada should nover, in my judgment,
have sent back to power a party with suh a record as
gentlemen opposite left behind them, a record foul with
injustice, a record of which they themelves ought to be
ashiamed. I say it was not an improbable thing, then, that
ho should have thought that it was probable that the coun-
try would, when it had the opportunity, say to hon. gen-
tlemen opposite: You have misgoverned us, you have
mismanaged ouraffairs, you have heaped up the debt of
the country, you have demoralised our public sentiment,
-you have done things unmanly aud unfafr, youb av. used
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your power to place your opponents at a disadvantage and
you have not dared to meet them on a fair and open feld.
He had a right to expect that the Liboral party would be.
entrusted with the reins of Government. What did h. do?l
Ho did wbat it was his duty to do. Expecting he would
be called upon to take office, knowing ho had protested
against the burdons placed upon the country, knowing that
ho had set hie face as a flint against imposing burthena, ho
perhaps thought within himself; the people will expect
that when I am in power that I will be able to greatly
reduce the burdens of taxation upon them, but this Govern-
ment ias so increased the expenditure of the country that
no man, however desirous he may be to reduce the burdons,
eau accomplish it except by doing it gradually. Ho, there-
fore, gave the country to understand just in what position
the people had been plaed by the extravagance of the
Government, and just what they might expect him to be
able to do when he attained ofioe. In stating that ho said
he was not able to promise such reductions in taxation as
ho would deaire ahould be made, and therefore there was no
danger that the taxation would not be enough to aford all
protection tn the manufacturing interests of the country,
and bis policy would be in the future, as it had been in the
past, that in raising revenue h. would levy duties upon the
articles such as could be produced in this country, and at
the same time aUow the manufacturera to have that degree
of protection that was afforded through the operation of a
revenue tariff. That was the position Mr. Blake took at
that time. But, as the Minister of the Interior read him-
self, while that was to be the position of affaire so long as
the then condition of trade between the two countrios
existed, he stat'id in the very @ame speech, as the Minister
of the Interior was fair enough to road, that a most impor-
tant point to which ho would devote himeelf was the pro.
caring of reciprocal trade arrangements with the United
States; and therefore if he had been with us this year, he
would have been found, I have not the least doubt, moving
on the same lines on which we are now moving and seeking
to attain the same objeot we seek to attain by endeavoring to
earry the resolution offered. He did not propose to take off
the duties that we lad imposed on manufactured gooda com-
ing in from the United States, unless the United States re-
moved the duties they charged upon manufactured goods
going into that .ountry. The manufacturera were thore-
fore safe, but he told the manufacturera, as he told others :
If the United States will consent to have reciprocity trade
relations, and will take the duties off gooda going into that
oountry, we will remove the duties from thoir goods
coming into this country. That is the position he took at
that time, that was his faith, and that was the faith ho was
obliged to keep with the manufacturera, aud that was the
faith he did keep, that if the Americans did not consent to
remove thoir duties, then our duties would remain as at the
p rsent time. That brings me to consider the point as to
how this resolution will bear upon the manufactures of the
country. No one attempts to proveseriously-they enunot
prove it-they cannot refute the arguments given by adozen
speakers during this debate, that it is impossible for our agri-
cultural, lumbering, mining and iahing interests not to be
benefited by reciprocal trade relations with the United States.
But they ay they will be benefited, but you will drive out
one important industry and that in the manufacturing indus-
try. Therefore, the manufacturing industry muet be aved at
ail hasards, even though at a great los to other interesta.
Would that be just ; would it be carrying out the priciples
of good verament, the greatest good for the greatest
number ? %that the principle that governs the hon. gentle.-
man'& administration of the affira of the country. It cor-
tainly ought to be so. No one will believe I am axious or
desirous to kill off our manufaturing interesta. I certainly
would not desire to se the manufaetaring interests of the.
country detroyed, but I am atie d that our aaufaotu

ors will not be destroyed by a reciprocal trade arrangement
with the United States. The hon. member for Hamilton
(Mr. Brown) gave us some instances of gentlemen who
telegraphed him and whose telogram ho read to the House,
and to them I desire the attention of hon. mombers. The
hon. gentleman as made them part of the history of
this country. He las assumed that responsibility, I
have not don. so. I desire to injure no man in his
business, and many of them are gentlemen whom I do
not know. I suppose they were conscious of what they
wore doing, and that the hon. member for Hamilton had
permission to read those telegrams te the House. At all
events they have become the property of the country, and
no one will wonder if they are canvassed over; and ail I say
in regard to them is to express my surprise that there were
in an enterprising city like Hamilton gentleman who would
be willing to say over their own signature that in a fair
field they were not able to hold thoir own. That i8 the
position in which the hon. member for Hamilton has placed
certain manufacturer@ of that city. The amusing part of
this is the ovidonce of the peculiar patriotim that affect
some of our friends on the other aide. Listen to this:

"Commeroiýl unies would cloue our forge and protide at the funeral
of our rolting mille."

I would not have found sncb fault if the writer had stopped
there, for hie declaration would thon have been simply a
statement that they were unable to hold thoir own with
other people. But the writer adds:

"As loyal Oanadians we protait against the possibility of our tariff
being arranged for uo in Wasuington,

They protest against the tariff being madeu t Washingt,>n
because commercial union wili put out our forge and preside
at our funeral-there is the prophecy, there is the arga ment.
I can respect one or two of those gentlemen who simply say
-I do not find many of them ay what I thought, but ail
speak in about the same strain-1 think there was some one
iere who had stated that commercial union or unrestricted

reciprocity would be hurtiul to the interests of the country,
and abstained from saying it would have a disastrous effect
upon themselves. Il seorne to me that most all of them seema
to think that the prosperity of the country ii depending on
those gentlemen from iHamilton in their own estimation:

" If commercial union sbould be adopted it vould utterly destroy the

Ipe indutry anncerany lead to annexation. Don't lot Washingtoa
dctat.. aur tarif."

Which are they most particular about-" the destruction of
their industries or annexation ? "

"Under commercial union we would have to hut down our works
.ntirely."

"ONTARIO ROLLING MILL$."
I much more admire that statement than the other. They
say we cannot stand under that, tohey do not put in any of
your loyalty and try to raise up a patriotio cry. This is on.
of the telogram I was looking for, I admire that :

" Commercial union would destroy our business In carriage and ad-
dlery hardware, and oale, and would seriously damage store busine.

"BURROW, STEWART à MILtNE."

Another tlegram saying that we aru not equal to our follow
men, not equal to fight our battle on a fair lino. A humili-
ating confession to mako, but nevertheless they do not put
the loyalty cry into it:

"UresUrited relproeity would ielos every sewer pipe fatory la
Canada.

"NADIAN SEWER PIPE 00."
" Unresicted reciproeity would be hurtfal to the oontry sud ruin

aur businss.
S OSBORNE-KILLEY MANUTVAOyURING MOAHIKISTS 00."

"W. coasider that commercial union would be most dissatrous to our
larest. " L • --

"4RAKILT 4,00TfN Co."

1888. 407



COMMONS DEBATES. MAOa 23,

That is the kind of telegram I like. They simply state
that they are not able to hold their own in competition with
their follow-3itizens, and with the men who dwell in the
States. If mon wish t as that position I have no objec-
tion, but I object to people wo . ing in their lo.yalty cant
as ttoey do in others of the telegrams. The Managers of
the Wheel Works, who employ a large number of people,
Bay :

"lAfter considering the question of commercial union in all its
different bearings, political, commercial and social, we are of decided
opinion that it is not for the interests of this country to entertain the
idea. It is but the stepping stone to annexation. As far as our par-
ticular business is concerned we are positive it would injuriously affect
it, if not altogether destroy it."

Again I want to know whother it is their dread of annexa-
tion or their dread of their business being ruined that
dominates in the minds of those mon. Sir, it makes me
suspicions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is both.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). It is both, I think the hon.
the First Minister says. Well, ho will agree with me in
this. I have no doubt they are excellent gentlemen and
enterprising mon, but if unrestricted reciprocity should be
carried and as a result it benefits the nine-tenths of the
people of this country, is it necessary for the other tenth-
comprising Mr. Garisbore, Mr. Beddoe, the Canada Sewer
Pipe Co., and D. Morton & Co, who make the National
Policy soap, and who say that unrestricted reciprocity
if it came into force, they would at once take their business
to the United States-is it necessary to keep those gentle-
men up at the expense of ail the other people of this conu.
try ? That is the question that is to be considered. Now,
they are very important men I have no doubt, and I also
think that those gentlemen feel they are important. If Mr.
Morton feels ho must take his soap works to the United
States, I presune that Canada would be able to establish
another soap works. I fancy so. There have been impor.
tant men in this world, Mr. Speaker. Palmerston was cor-
sidered a man of great importance and of great use in his
day, but Lrd Palmerton served bis generation and ho fell
asleep. The commercial affaire did not pause one moment
in England. There was not even a lull in its rush. and he
was quite as great a man as the makers of the National
Policy soap. The late Emperor of Germany was
a man exercising great influence, and it was considered
that it would be a serious matter if hoeshould be removed
by death. Death came and he was removed. But the
German Empire exists to-day, and tho German Empire is
going on. I fancy, Sir, that probably he was of as much
use and as necessary to the existence of Germany as Mr.
Beddooeis to the existence of Canada. I fancy that if those
gentlemen feel that they must go that Canada will exist.
It is not for me nor for you, Mr. Speaker, to take the posi-
tion because the industries we have will be destroyed that
we will not be in favor of a prcject of a proposai or of a
plan that will given millions of increased wealth to be
scattered among all classes of the community. And, Sir, I
think it is a piece of unparalleled cheek for any member of
Parliament to ujise in the Canadian House of representatives
and seek to sway the people from carrying ont a measured
designed, and admitted to be greatly in the interest of nine-
tenths of the people of this country, because ho las secured
half a dozen telegrams from as many mon in his city say-
ing-: "If you do that it will ruin our industries." Sir, I do
not believe it would ruin our industries. I trust our manu-
facturers have got more backbone, pluck, spirit, courage and
enterprise than they seem to manifest here.

An hon. MEMBER. Are they Tories or Grits ?
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Tories, every one of them.

I do not know that, but I went over the list and I was told
they were Tories.

1Mr. PATMaO (Brant).

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Every man of them is a Tory.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Now, Sir, it is not only

those men who have said this. They can afford to do it.
The representatives of the Canadian people have risen in
their places, àiinisters of the Crown have risen in thoir
places, prominent supporters of the Government have
risen in their places, and others will follow them I suppose,
and told you "if you adopt reciprocal trade relations with
the United States in manufactured goods you will destroy
and wipe out the manufacturers of the country."

Mr. HESSON. Hear, hear.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman says

"hear, hear." What an insult is implied in that "hear,
hear," to the men of Canada, to patriotic men, for
others to talk and mouth their loyalty and thoir pat.
riotism, and declare to the whole world that Canada has
produced a race of men inferior to the men growing in the
United States. That Canada is unable to hold her own I
deny, that Canada cannot compete in a fair field without
favor from Americans or any other nation under the sun I
dony too. The enterprising manufacturers deny it, and,
Sir, if this proposition is ever given legislative effect I ve-
ture to say that the people of Canada and the manufacturera
of Canada by their entorprise and their energy will cause
the bluash of shame to corne on the cheeks of any one who
in the past has risen to say that they were not able to hold
their own with any man corne frorn where ho might, and
against all nations of the earth, if they have but fair play.
Sir, I ask that gentleman opposite as I ask any hon. gentle-
man opposite, do you deny that there are hundreds of
thousands of Canadians in the Unitel States to-day ? You
deny it not. Your census placed in your hands and pre-
pared by your own officers declare it. I ask you what
position do those Canadians occupy in the neighboring
Republic ? Are they howers of wood and drawers of water.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) No, I think not. Go into

their cotton and other industries in the noighboring
States, and what will you find ? You will find that the
energy, the enterprise, the skul, the brains, which have
made those successful factories, have been supplied, and
largely supplied, by the Province of Quebec.

Mr. FISHER. And members of Parliament too.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) Yes, go to the legislative

hall, and high among the highest you will find Canadians.
Sir, they undertook an enterprise of tunnelling one of the
everlasting hills. The task defied the skill of their best en-
gineers. Thoir State took hold of the enterprise, but was a
failure; the work was stopped. Money was sunk; what
was to be done ? Two Canadians say: We will take the
job, we will tunnel your mountain. They undertook it; they
tunnelled it, and tc-day it is a success-a wonder in the
eyes of the world. Yet hon. gentlemen tell us we cannot
hold our own with the Americans.

Mr. BOWELL. And they were cheated out of their pay.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes, vou say they were

cheated out of their pay ; but does that lessen the fact
that Canadians were able to do the work that the most
skilled engineers in the United States were afraid to
attempt ? Go into their churches, and you find that their
pulpit orators are drawn from the people of Canada. Who
are the foremost among their leaders in the legal and
medical professions ? They are Canadians. And take any
position yon please, and you wid find Canadians at the top.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And who commands the Gloucester
fleet ? A Nova Scotian ?

Mr. PATERSON. (Brant). Yes, who sail American
ships ? Why, Canadians. A great portion of the powei
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a»d the development that hs been given to that country'
has been given to it by Canadians; and I ask the hon.
First Minister, if hoeis logicil, to give an answer that logie
demand o this question: If Canadians can leave this
their native land, and go to that which is another land, and
there, unknown and unfriended, take poitions and work
their way up to the highest places in the land-not a
solitary instance bore and there, but the most of them
attaining positions as high as the mont of the other inhabi.
tante who are native born to that country-if under these
conditiona they can go and compete with the inhabitants
of that which ie a foreigu land, will he say that tbey cannot
hold the trade of their own country when it comes into
oompetition with that of the Americans in a fair field and
with no favor? Sir, I am glad that it is left to bon. gentlc-
men on the other side to declare that Canada hae grown a
race of men who are not able to hold their own with the
people who dwell in the United States. Why, Sir, go to
their marts of commerce, and there their finest bueines
men arq Canadians. Go and examine their farms, and then
come back and tell me if they know how to till their landa
as the Ontario farmers do. My experience is that they do
not. No, Sir; in every department and walk of life, in
every trade and profession, Canadians are the equala of the
dwellers in the United States and the peers of any other
people under the sun. But some hon. gentlemen may take
the ground that we are equal to the citisens of the United
States, but claim that they have a larger field for their
operations than we bave, and therefore we are at a disad-
vantage. Well, if they take that ground, there is some force
in that. A manufacturer in Canada could not be expected, in
my judgment, to hold his own in Canada if the manufae-
tured products of the United States were allowed to come
into Canada free of duty, while the United States charged a
higb duty on Canadian manufactured products going in there.
The Canadian would be at a disadvantage. The American
would slaughter his goods in Canada, as we have been told,;
and therefore Mr. Blake took the position, and it was the
policy of the Mackenzie Government, as it is the policy of
this Government, only to a greater extent, te impose duties
on articles coning from the States. I was surprised to
bear the bon. member for Halifax (Mr. Konny), who spoke
this afternoon, for lie is a large business man, speaking of
the slaughtering goods in Canada as a result of the adop-
tion of reciprocal Iree trade with the United States. Sir,
they could not do that, under our proposition. I say
Canadians are able to hold their own with the people of
the United States, but I do not think you ought to ask
Canadians to hold their own weighted down against Ameri-
can. But how are you going to elaughter goods under
reciprocal trade between the two countries? It is absurd
for hon. gentlemen to make a statement of that kind.
They lose sight of the fact that the proposition of the bon.
member for South Oxford ie not to take the Canadian bars
down and leave the American bars Up; it is to take all bars
down, te let Canadians go into their fields and them ome
into ours, and to let the best mon win. Under reeiprocal
trade relations with the United States we will suppose
an American manufacturer to try to sglaghter goode
in this country. We will suppose that a manufacturer
of the city of Ogdensburg comas to the city of Ottawa
with that intention. He te dealing in a certain
line of goods, the price of which at home i O10p
cents a lb. ; but he has manufactured more than
ho can sell at home and keep bis p rioe up to that
figure; so h.says: " I will run over te Ottawa and sell my
surplus stock there at 8 cents, and I will not break my
home prioe. I will do very well ; I will get cost for what
I sell n Ottawa,and for what I ses at home I will get 25
per cent. progt." That might be a very good arrangement,
and ho might do that ifl the Canadian bars wre down and
the American bars were up ?.But the proposition is ail bars

à»

downu; and bow long do yon suppose it would be under
those circumatances before the manufacturer from Ottawa
would be in every store in Ogdensburg offering that samo
article at 8 cents a lb. ? Not twenty-four hours. It would
be utterly impossible for ulaughtering of goods to go on
under reociprocal trade relations, because we could go into
their markets and do the same thing there. We would be
to all intente and purpose commercially one country ; and
therefore to say that Canadians cannot hold their own
under perfectly equal conditions, is to say somlothing ibat
is not warranted b y the facts. Now, I do not wish
to read a great deal from the books, but I wish to
read something which I think is rather valuable. If
you remember, we had a committeo on trade depression
in the year l76, when trade was very bad in Canada.
There was a committec appointed by the IIouse which took
evidence to ascertain what was the cause of the depression
in trade and whether any rnmedy oould be applied. Some
of the first mon of the country were summroned belore that
committee and examined with reforence to the condition
of business, and the difficulties in its way. i havo not time
to read all tho evidonco; but there was one question put to
all these gentlemen, as to whother reciprocal trade arrange-
ments with the United States would romove the difficulties
they were laboring undor, the answer to which will be
found interesting. Many of those gentlemen were advouates
of the National Policy, and wre soeoking to imrpross upon

I the committee the necessity of imposing higher duties,
which the right hon. the lcador of the Governiment proceeded
to do as soon as ho obtained power in lb78. I will give
you first the statemont of W. G. Perley, lumber merchant
-1 suppose, the prosent member for Ottawa. Among
other questions, ho was asked:

l Q. Have the lumbermen any theory as to any #sps that minght be taken
by the Govrnment to reliee ibis depression or the hmrber trade ? Do
you know ef any remedy which the uovernneut could apply V"
Mr. Perley answered:

"Tbere is no defolte tbeory among us that I am aware ef. Ot courue,
we are ail antious to bave the priv"le"e ofwhendlug lumber loto the
United States without duty, if we coud have il. un failr termes. Thivt
would help us greatly. I do not know that tbere i any direct way of
relieving us in any other way.

"4 Q. leieprocity. if it ean be secur.'d. in the only practicl remedg'that can be applied ? A. I do not kuow of any other practiciti remedy

Taat is the statement of Mr. IPerley. The lunberinig indus.
try is§ the largest manufacturing industry in the ocountry,
engages vastly more bands, and, I think, bas four or five
times more capital invosted in it than any other oxcept the
flour industry. The next person examined was Mr. J. R.
Booth of this city, also a large lumberman. He was asked :

"Q. Do yon find the lumber business very much depressed at present?
A. Yeu.

"Q. Oan you suggest any remedy that mlght be adopted by the Govern-
ment for your relief? A. I think reclprocity and fros trade would
relleve IL.

lQ. You think free trde would b. the boet relief you could get? A.
In My opinion It would.

"Q. You mean reciprocity with the United States ? A. Yes."

Mr. John Ferris. a very large lumberman from New
Brunswick, was also examined, and gave the following
evidence:-

" Q. Your trade with the United States, because depressed wbea the
Reciprocity Treaty was repealed? A. Yes, I have no doubt of it."
Mr. A. l. Gillmor who has been a large lumber merchant
in his day was examined. le is a member of this House at
present, and I need not read bis testimony as hoecan speak
for himself. lis testimony was to the same effet as the
others. They also examined Mr. George A. Drummond,
manager of the sugar refinery, which is an industry that is
a good deai talked about and its value to the country
debted. Now, ho was not asked that question direct. Mr.
Drummond was complaining that ho was subject to unfair
competition by the United States, and what ho wanted to
urge on the committee was that they should lower the
duties on the raw sugar which h. imported or else impose
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a higher duty on the refined sugar; and I think you will
find that he claimed he was not fighting the United States
without the aid of any protection, but that he was fighting
the United States refiner upon some grades with 55 cents
per 100 lbs. discrimination against him. He said:

" It is capable of proof for example, that under the old tarif of Canada
I have been paying higher ad valoren duties on raw material than have
been charged on refined sugar coming from Boston or New York.
It must be admitted that I have been at a disadvantage. I have been
carrying on my business not in consequence of the tariff, but in spite of
it, not in consequence of protection but in spite of discouragement."

Now, there is the testimony of that gentleman, head of the
sugar refinery, that he had held hisown against the refiners
of the United States, not on equal terms, as he would have
under reciprocal free trade with the United States, but with
a positive discrimination against him. If that were true, why
could not that gentleman hold his own in fair competition
with others ? I want to refer to the flour industry, which is the
next largest industry to that of the saw milis in this country.
And here I might, in passing, allude to the remark of the
hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill),who contended
that under the old Reciprocity Treaty a large quantity of
flour came into Canada, and that it was a very ruinous
business. If that hon. gentleman would only take the
trouble, he would find that if we brought a large quantity
of flour into Canada from the United States under the old
reciprocity treaty, we sent out a vastly larger amount, and
the difference was what we imported we paid 8190 for,
while for what we exported we got $6 a barrel. We simply
brought in their wheat and ground it into flour and made
money ont of the transaction. So the millers, I think.
will not be found among those who wilI object to a reci-
procity treaty. Let me read you the following letter from
Mr. W. H. Hllowland:-

" It may be said that, in spite of al disadvantages, in spite of the bulk
the supply for the Lower Provinces comes from Ontario, and why ? Be-
cause we poor devilshave no other market on this side of the Atlantic;
and if we do not sell to our own people, we must ship our stuff 3,000
miles away, and take very serious risks of markets. Rather than do
this, we are glad to be permitted to undersell the Americane."

He thought we should shut oat American flour because they
charged duty upon ours. His complaint was not that we
could not hold our own against the United States, but that
we had to hold our own with our bars down while the Uni-
ted States' bars were up. lere is also the testimony of
Mr. William Lukes, of the Millers' Association, one of the
fathers of the National Policy, whose testimony will cor-
tainly be accepted by hon. gentlemen opposite. He was
engaged in a flour mill, and having been summoned to give
his evidence, gave it as follows:-

" Q. Why could yeu not manufacture-.a particular grade ? A. From
the fact that I am under the necessity of manufacturing a certain per-
centage of a very superior grade which must bring me a corresponding
value with the Ameriean superior flour which 'they manufaeture an d
sell. If we had the United States market to-day, we would be pleased.

" Q. Then that which would cure allyour grievances, as far as legisia-
tion could cure them, would be reciprocity ? A. I don't know that will
be ail we would ask. I would, as a miller, rather have the United States
market than any tariff or duties.

" Q. If the United States markets were opened to you, you could fairly
compete with the millers of the States? A. Yes. There are grades of
flour manufactured in the United States at $1 or $2 per barrel higher
than in Canada."

Now, thon, I propose to give you the testimony of James
Goldie, one of the largest flour manufacturera we have in
the country, a gentleman who became a supporter of the
National Policy, and who opposed my hon. friend from
South Wellington, I think on three different occasions, but
nevertheless he is one of the largest flour manufacturera
in this country, and he was examined in reference to it; and
what is his statement when he is asked whether he, as a
manufacturer, would be afraid of reciprocal free trade with
the United States and of holding his own with them. He
was asked :

Mr. PATERSoN (Brant).

"If you had fIre trade with the United States, would you not be
able t get wheat i nthiscountry from which you coula make as
goi fleur sas the UTnited States?7"

He Baya :
" I would undertake to compete with all the world if we had the

United States market to send it to."

Thon he was asked:
" Q. What effect would reciproeity in wheat and flour with the United

States have ? A. I would not like to say.
"Q. You think that would be the best thing which could be had ?

A. Of course we would not ask any favors.
" Q. At the time you had reciprocity did you not manufacture very

largely for the United States ? A. Yes, very largely, and since that, even
since paying the duty, I had a large trade-10,000, 15,000 or 20,000
barrels ayear."

It is absurd to state that a manufacturer like James Goldie,
who sold 15,000 or 20,000 barrels a year in spite of the duty,
could not hold his own under free trade, with the United
States with their bars down as well as ours. Thon, there is
the evidence of Mr. Millarky, boot and shoe manufacturer
of Montreal, representing an industry which, i believe,
employa some seventeen or eighteen thousand banda and
las a very large amount of eapital invested. What is is
testimony in this matter ? He was asked :

" Q. Then reciprocity of tarif you think woald benefit you? A.
Yes.

" Q. Would you prefer a rise in our tarifor a reduction of the Ameri-
cen tariff ? A. 1 do not care which it is.

" Q. Then you do not come here to ask for protection ? A. I come
here to ask for reciprocity of tarif with theUnited States. If they take
their tarif away altogether, I am perfectly willing that ours should be
taken away. If they ask for a 35 per cent. duty, I want a 35 per cent.
duty.d"Q. You are willing to compete with the United States if we have
reciprocal trade with the United States ? A. Yes, I should be perfectly
delighted with reciprocal trade.

" Q. Free trade then would suit yon very well ? A. Or reciprocity in
tariff. It is immaterial which." .

There is the representative of the Boot and Shoe Associa-
tion of the Dominion, who was summoned here as a wit-
ness, to give his testimony in reference to that industry.
Then, take the agricultural implement industry, which is
one of the largest we have in this country, and is a grow-
ing and extending industry. Do you mean to tell me that
the mon who are engaged in that industry, who have built
it up, the men who have the enterprise, and skill, and the
inventive mind, the push and the determination of these
mon, would not be able to hold their own even in the New
York market with the Americans. I give their testimony,
and first I give that of Mr. Frost, a well-known and promi-
nent manufacturer of agricultural implements. He was
asked:

" Q. How does the cost of material, rent and labor in the United States
compare with the coet in Canada ? A. The machine we sell at Prer-
cott for $75, twelve months' eredit, is sold by the American manufac-
turera at Ogdensburg at $100, American currency, cash down. The
difference between the American and Canadian prices eis 25 per cent.
We can sell at 25 per cent. cheaper than they can in the United States.

" Q. Then it would b. an advantage to you to have reciprocity with
the United States ? A. Yes, we could undersell them."

He says further, when the question is asked:
" Q. You drove the Americans out by being able toundersell them? A.

Yes, there was one firm at Worcester, Mass., which took machines into
Nova Scotia, to Halifax, from Boston. They sold them for $95 or $100.
We sent our machines of the same clas down by the gulf port
steamers to Pictou, and sold them for $75."

Sa he does not fear that he will not be able to hold his
own. Thon John Watson, one of the most enterprising
manufacturera in the west, is asked:

" Q. How does the cost of production here compare with the United
States ? A. I think we can produce as cheap as they.

" Q. What would be the effect, if we had reciprocity with the United
States, in your line of business? A. We would hold up both hands for
that. There would not then be so many manufacturers conflicting with
each other here, for we would strike out with particular branches of the
trade, say in one or two articles, and after we had supplied Canada, we
could send the balanoe into the States."
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He proposes to do a great business, as a live Canadian, and
not to allow the Americans to do it far him. That is the
stuff of which true Canadians are made. Thon we have
Oorsitt Bros. They wore not able to attend the sittings of
the committee, but they wrote a letter which wound up as
follows:-

" Whatwe have written answeus your enquiries, but we beg leave to
remark that our idea of the cause of depression in trade is ummed up
in this: The supply exceeds the demandein aIl departments of trade,
also, that if allowed an equal chance in honorable competition, we eau

uoessfUlly sel our machines anywhere against American manufac-
turers."

The Massey Manufacturing Company were not able to come
bere before the committee, but they sent a letter. They
are known to be one of the largest firms we have in Canada,
and they sent the following letter:-

"Gaunaxaw,-In reply to a communication received this day from the
Clerk of Commons, would say. We are engaged in the manufacture of
agoultural implements and farm machinery. Our average trade is about
$100,000 per annum, and this season we are increasing the business
about 20 per cent , and with very fair prospects. During the past season
we did a foreign trade la Germany to the extent of some *8,000 or $10,000,
and we anticipate a continuation of that trade. We may also add that
the existing tarif la satisfactory to us, and is sufficient protection ;
perhaps even a little less would also be. A still further advance in the
tariff would certainly prove adverse to our interest."

Now, I have given aIl these industries and I propose to refer
to the cotton industry. Wbat did the manager of the
Hochelaga ootton industry state in reference to this matter ?
He was asked:

"Q. There werea great number of Canadiansengaged in the cotton mille
of the United 8tates, and now they are desirous of vorking in Canada,
ars tbey not? A. The majority of the help I have, learnei in the United
étates. I have bal applications enongh from the States lately to fill
tvo or tbroes siah mille au mine."t

Why, Sir, I have often hoard the hon. the Minister of
Public Works talk about repatriating bis fellow country-
men, and inducing them to come back to Canada. I should
not be surprised if one of the results of the adoption of re-
ciprocity were to induce them, that modest, temperate,
moderato and able race of people to come back to Canada
so that our manufactures sould be worked by those mon,
who would be only too happy to come back to work under
the flag they had to leave in order to get work elsewhere.
This witness was also asked :

the salt industry, is to the same effect; the tostimony of
Edward Gurney, with reference to the foundry business
and stove business, one of the largest manufacturera in that
line, is to the same effect. I think it is worth whilo to
p ut bis testimony on record in reference to this matter,
because it will be interesting to some to know what bis
views were, for he is a leading man and considerable impor.
tance is attached to his views. Edward Gurney is asked :

"Q. Have they any facilities for manufacturing stoves any oheaper
than yon can? A. No.

" Q. Suppose you were selling at cost, do you suppose they could seil
as low as you can oeli, looking at the renta, labor, taxation and every-
thing? A. About thesanie when you cone to take into consideration aIl
the otrcumstances, and their having to introduce thoir gooda into a new
country.

"Q. But yours is an establiahed business ? A. Yes. Well, asuming
whatyou presume to be th ocase, we could make the gouda a little
cheaper than they Then wu bave connection in this cotuntry already
establithed, and they have to form one, and any differenoe there might
be would be overcome by thia fact."

Then ho is asked again:
"Q. If we had recipraity with the United States in your business, you

would be in favor of it ? A. I would he more than content."

That is the testimony of Edward Gurney, one of the leading
stove founders. Hore is the statemont of Mr. James Smart,
founder, in reforence to the same, only b does not speak as
positively; tho testimony of Wm. Buck, in the same indus-
try, but ho does not speak as positively as Mr. Garney in
reference to the matter; ho declared that at tho timo he
was making as good a stove as thoy could mako in the
United States; and I will vouch for it that ho is making as
good now. dIe says, thooretically, ho beliovos frec trade
would bc right, but ho is not as sianguino as to holding his
own as some others profess to be. i havo not triod to over.
state these testimonies. Thoso are the mon who say that
if you give thom froc accos to the United States market,
you may let the United States manufacturer( com e in bore
and they will bo able to hold thoir own. R. I. Smith,
with roference to saws, knives and similar goods, and D.
McCrao give the same testimony. In the Canadian mar-
ket they can hold thoir own. B. Rosamond, woollon cloth
factory, represonting the tweed industry, the strong sup.
porter of hon. gentlemen opposite, and their candidate in
the elections-let me road what Mr. Rosamond says with

" Q What would be the effect on your trade providing the duties of reference to our woollo cloth industry, on page 208:
the United States were repealed ? If we had free trade, could you con-
pete with the American manufacturera? A. I should go for free trade " aQ. I the present rate of duty satisfactory to yon? A. Yes, under ordi-
very quickly.'' nary circumatances 1t would be. We are in an exceptional position, being
WQ. Do you think you could compote with the Americamille? A. alongside of a country which has a high tariff against us ; but, under

We would try." ordinary circumstances it would be satisfactory. The duty is cortainly
Thon, I give you another, the Cornwall Cotton Co., on high enough ; if we had a country alongside of ns which was reasonable,

143: as our people are disposed to be, we would have no difficulty.
page "Q. You would be content to have roeiprocity with lthe United States?

"QV Van yon produce in your mille, with the same amount of money A. Yes, I believe it would ho or the boeet of everybody."
labor and machinery, as large an amount as they ean in the Unite That is the testimony of Mr. Rosamond, of the woollen mille.
State ? A. If W had the same labor, yes.

" Q. You say the coEt Of production i the United State is about thé I am afraid I have wcaried the Ilouse with these quotations,
uame ashere? A. Ys." but I thought it would be worth while to place the views of
lie is asked again. this gentleman upon record in order to show that h. and

" How do your gooda compare with American gooda? A. They com- others, who were contending against the Amoricans when
pare so favorably that we have no trouble in sellg against them. gold was 112 and when there was only a 17½ cents tarif

"Q. Are youru not superior to American goods? A.Somekindsiar; bore, were willing and able, under those circumstances,
the Americans mako some very fine goode. before they had acquired the strongth they bave now after
aQ go nu oft a e mor waste than ye do? A. No; v try to many years' prosperity, they were willing thon and anxious,
"Q. How would reciprocity with the UnitedStates affect your bais-I "they were ready to hold up both hands," as some of them

nosm? A. I think that cur people would be inclined to go for that, as it expressed it, for reci procal free trade with the United
vonld give them acoeua to a larger maiket.S

Q.You think you«n compote with them in their own marke#?Stato . Now, the hon. tho inister et'the Interior
A. Ye; it might bother us for a little while, but I think in the long run made one statemeut that struck me as having con-
it would come out botter for us. It would give us what we want by put- siderable force, and I gave it a good deal of considera-
ting us on an equal footing." tion, as, i am bound to say, I endeavor to do with all
The managers of that oetton mili,lhe largest mill I sup- the statements that come from the other aide. He said that
pose, we bave in the country, give this testimony. I do if we made a treaty with the United States, it would have
not know that I have time to read it all, all the other testi. to be necesaarily a time treaty, and that st the expiration
menies given here; but I merely mention that the testi- of that time, if the United States were to abrogate the treaty,
mony of Robert Mitchell, brass founder, of Montreal, is to we might find ourselves, as one result, probably, of recipro-
the a » eo t; the testinny of Samuel PIatt, Goderici, in al trade eolations, with larger manufactures oestablished
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and running on special lines-he thought that we would
find ourselves in Canada with large mills and a vast
number of them, and would be shut up to the restricted
market of 5,000,000 instead of having the enlarged mutual
market of 65,000,000 as we bad during the continuation of
the treaty. I say, Mr. Speaker, that statement struck me
as having considerable force, and I have given some reflec-
tion to it. I do not know whether the conclusion I arrived
at would be shared by other hon. gentlemen, but it seemed
to me to solve the difficulty, and to remove the danger which
I confess 1 thought there mr;ght be. Under reciprocal free
trade with the United States there would be an accession
to the number of our manufactures be; and I believe, of
course, there would be some displacement of capital, there
would be some disarrangement of trade. I speak quite
cognisant of the fact that I do not know how it would be
in my own business. I do not know whether I should be
able to hold my own with them. I would be sorry to say
that I could not, but I am free to say this, as a representa-
tive of a Canadian constituency, charged with the duty of
trying to promote the best interest of the people of this
country, that I am bound to go for what I consider would
be the best interests of the country at large, no matter how
it might affect me. There will be displacement, no doubt,
of capital, and some men may have to fall in the change.
There are misfortunes overtaking people all the time; there
are changes taking place even now, within our limits.
These things cannot be avoided. Suppose this change were
brought into effect, there would be warning gîven of
it, men would arrange their matters accordiDgly, and I
look for this, I believe Canada will not secure all the manu-
facturing establishments that are going to manufacture
goods for the whole continent of America. I do not believe
they will all come and locate in Canada; ail I expect is that
a certain number wili, that we will get our full shares
in some lines, that we are suited for, will get more than
they will, and that having got them, there will be a
prosperity to the country resulting from these reciprocal
trade relations that will give us an increased population in
a ratio greater, I believe, than we can venture to hope at
the present time. Therefore, I think that is the solution
of the difficulty suggested by the Minister of the Interior.
Tes, we will have more factories, the ones that we have
in existence will be enlarged and we will be enabled to
turn out more than enough products for 5,000,000 people.
But I consider before the time limited would expire you
would have as many more inhabitants as would make a
market for such mills as were erected within the bounds of
your own limits. Therefore that objection, to which I
attached considerable weight when I first beard it, I havej
worked out to a satisfactory solution according to my owni
idea, whether it answers the difficulty in the minds of othersg
I cannot tel]. What is the condition of the manufacturers
of Canada to-day. Some of them are enjoying very great1
protection an d some are not, and one of the difficultiesi
experienced by many hon. gentlemen on looking at this1
question is this : they look at the tarif and see that ai
certain article is proteced 20 per cent, another 25,1
another 30, another 35, and they say: If those1
manufacturera require that protection in order to exist,1
and you wipe out that protection, does that not
mean the crushing out of the industry? That would1
appeir te be so on the face of the tariff. 1 am glad the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) is present, for he,
is a business man and will understand the argument I will
address to the House, and will be able to correct me i it is1
not truc. While it is a fact that there is that amount oft
duty levied on manufactured products in this country, you
must bear in mind that the manufacturera are not protectedf
to that amount of duty in many of those lines. That cir-
cumstance does away with a great part of the difficulty.
Let me explain. I do not like to talk about MyE

Mr. Praso (Brant).

own business, but every man understands his own business
best, and it may serve as an illustration, and no doubt
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) can
give other illustrations from the locomotive works
and other industries in which he is interested.
The article may be taxed 20 or 25 per cent. and
may increase the cost to the consumer, but it is not due
to the manufacturer having, say 20 per cent. pro-
tection, but it is due to the system of protection itself run-
ning through all its ramifications, protecting that which is
the raw material as well as the finished product, thereby
increasing the cost to the consumer. The protection the
Canadian manufacturer has is the difference in the duty on
the manufactured article and the duty on the raw
material ont of which the article is manufactured.
Applying that test you will find the great bulk of the manu.
facturers of Canada are not enjoying as great a degree of
protection at the present time as some suppose.

An hon. MEMBER Give them more.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No. The consumer has
to pay more for the goods, but the manufacturer does not
get the protection, owing to the system running all the
way through and the duties imposed on raw material.
For instance, one line in which I am engaged myself
will serve as an illustration. There is a manufactured
article upon which 20 per cent. duty is imposed. You
would naturally say that the article is protected to the
extent of 20 per cent. Not so, because on 40 per
cent. of the raw material entering into the manufacture of
that article there is a specific duty of 2 cents per
pound, which is equivalant to from 25 to 33 per
cent. duty. The louse will, therefore, readily see that the
protection that is upon the manufactured article is the
difference in the duty between the duty on the finished
article and the duty on the raw material. There is on
some other goods of the same kind, sweet goods-I
have been speaking of a lin. that embraces nine-tenthe
of all manufactures of that kind, while as regards the other
tenth sugar comes into it, and as the Minister of Customs
seeks to obtain as much revenue as possible, it comes in
under the sugar duty-when yon come to that class you
have an extra cent a pound on the sugar, and 30 per
cent, on the molasses, in tact all the ingredients that enter
into it are protected, and therefore the protection given to
the manufacturer is only the amount of the difference be-
tween the duty placed upon the manufactured product and
the duty on the raw material. Take agrioultural imple-
ments. There is 35 per cent, protection. It means an
increased cost to the consumer, but the manufacturer does
not get the benefit of the 35 per cent. protection, be-
cause the duty ho has to pay on the raw material reduces
the protection he obtains, and in this case again his protec-
tion is the diference between the duty levied upon the raw
mat erial and the duty on the implement itself. There is a firm,
I may be pardoned for mentioning names, and I do not think
imdividual instances prove anything, but the cases are useful
as illustrations-there ic the Ozsborne-Killey Manufacturing
Company who declare that under unrestricted reciprocity
they could not hold their own. But the Waterous En-
gime Company located in my own city, one of the most en-
terprising firme in-the Dominion, have been doing for years
an export trade and have succeusfully competed with the
Americans in Australia, Hiungary, Russia and Chili, and
they say that if they have been able to hold their own
against the Americans in distant lands, they would be able
to hold their own against Americans in the United States,
because much of the raw nterial that goes into the manu-
facture of their articles pays a duty of 30 per cent, on
coming from the States, while in that case it would be free.
They say give us the American market, and as
proof of toir dsire t obtain it two of te_ sol
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of members of the firm have left Winnipeg, I not able to get prices that ware remunerative, and when
ara sorry to say, and have removed to Minneapolis, they were losing money, to try and form arrangements and
and in that young giant City they are carrying on business agreement@ among themselves in order if possible that they
by their own energy and enterprise, and in a competition mîght save themselves from bankruptcy. Others, I believe,
by tender for a fire engine they have been suocesaful against have been formed for the purpose of getting more than a pro.
rivale in the United States. Those young men wbo are pr rofit ont of their investment. But, Sir, our over-supply
unknown go into that City and buId up an industry, and no has broug ht it about, and our export trade, owing to our pro-
wonder the Waterous firm says: If we can do that among teotive system, is almost a nuility. ln 1878 we exported some
people with whom we are unacquainted we can hold our $4,000,000 worth of manufactured goods, but this year wo
own in this market and we will manufacture for the United have exported only a little over $3,000,000. S> it is that our
States in portion as well. The hon. member for Eat York (Mr. Government recognises this state of atTairs as amuch as any-
Mackenaie), whom every one regiets is unable to say what one else, and to-day we have agents sent away to distant
he would like to say in this House, asked me to do this for countries to try and open up trade. Wo havo voted bore
him. He reoeived a letter from a manufacturer and h. deeired year after year thousands of dollars to establish commer-
a portion beauing on this question be read. le did not feel cial agencies, and we are making expoditions out to Aus.
himself at liberty to mention the name of the manufacturer tralia and difforent places in order to got an outiot for the
and therefore h. could not give me permission to use it, and excess that we are manufaoturîng inthis country. But, Sir,
so if there is any danger of hon. gentlemen opposite requir- just imagine for one moment sonding agents thotusands of
ing me to give the name after reading it I will prefer not miles away ; sending agents away to Australia, to the
to read it, and will not read it. Argentine republie and to other countries in ordor to open

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Read it. up a trade with their people and to ex tend our trade and
our commerce, while bore is a propositîion made by a nation

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It bears directly on this of 65,000,000 of the richest people on tho face of the earth
question. Imay state that this is from tthe president of a to open their markets to us, and yet wo find mon rising in
large wood-working company, who make waggons and their places and saying that it would be an injury to us to
agricultural implemente, and a great many other things in accept tiis invitation. It is something marvollous that tbat
that line. After alluding to sorne private matters ho says: line of argument sbhould bo taken in a Canadian House of

" There are some pointa that,in my opinion, bave not been so fully Representatives, by mon who ought to be as intelligent as
demonstrated as they should be." 'Canadian representatives are supposed to be. Sir, the
That is in reference to the discussion on this question,- Minister of Marine made a very truo statement in reforence

to this subject when ho was speaking of the prospority of
" Take the injury to the manufacturers for instance. In our own Canada and regretting that we had not a very large import

business, that of the --- - Manufacturing Company, of which I Earatrade. le said
preuident, when Messrs Fuller, Wiman and Smith commenced their
ern!ade, Mr. - our manager, was wonderfullv exercisei and feared " After ail it is the inter-provincial trade that is of more profit to us
a fliod of waggons from the Amencan side would b. slaughtered in our than our foreign trade and we ought to cultivate that."
Oanadian market, and that we could not receive any return therefor. I agree w w h.m that this inter-provincial brade and thuI argued that free and unrestricted intercourse with them would open
up a trade benefielal te both, and that ve would get a fair sha:e of inter-provincial commerce is an enriching, and profitable,
American trade. He thonght that impossible, but while we were dis- and paying thing, but the trouble is her as bas beenouasing the question an order eau» from a raiivay contractor in the
tate of "cne for thirty caris, on condition that weshould pay thedutye pointed out by many gentlemen, that dooply as we regret

The price offered was such that we paid the duty of 35 per it there is but a very small inter-provincial trade and the
cent., and realised our regular Canadian prices, and subsequently facts are these. There are geographical difficulties in our
sold 12O carts in the same country alone. Had we had free wayas a Dominion. The hon. Finance Minister was I con-access to the American market our trade would have been .
largely increased and profitable. This is only one example. Giv. usa esider, the father of tho National Policy, an ] in my mind I
chance to enter the markets of America untrammelled and we have the give him credit for an earnest desire to prom ote inter pro-
energy, intelligence, akill and resourees to take the lead in our own vincial trade as one of the foatures of his National Policy,markets, and secure a fair abare of the United States trade. The extra
profit on stock, such as horses, cattie, &c., if sold to American buyers but it has been tried, it has been in operation for years, and
withoat or free frem duty impositions would more than qsadruple the we bave failed to overcomo the geographical difflualties
loss of such revenue. Do.eis of American buyers come to aast York that are in our way. We are forced to cone to the conclu.annually topurchasehorEes, who plainly tell the farmers that, if it were sien Ibat our inter-provincial trade bas net bau tho suos
not for the duty they, could and vould pay $20 te $Io more for the
animals they purehase than they now pay. se that our farmers, whetier we would desire. I agrce with the hon. Miniuter of Marine
Beformor Oonservstive, are rapidly beoeming supporters of unrestricted that if inter-provincial trade could bo promnoted, it wouldeprecty." b. a source of wealth to us, but there are great difficulties
1, Sir, was requested to read that. It is just on the line of attending it. Carry ont the proposition of the momber for
what I have stated that our manufactures wiIl not be inferior South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and givo us com.
to any others in competition. I grant you that if there are mercial relations with the United States of' Amorica and
a clams of mon who naturally may Leel timidity in thi matter what would happen ? Why, Sir, we become entitied
it would be the manufacturer, but it is our bounden daty, as to participate and will participate in ail the great
he saye, in the interesta of the whole country to take this inter-state commerce of that mighty republio, whicb
course, and I believe tbat what is in the interest of the bas made it to-day one of the greatest nations of the
whole country muet be in the interest of the manufacturers earth. We become participants and sharers in the pros.
too. We caenot increse the wealth of the people of this perity of that inter-1tate commerce which 1 nmany times
country; we cannot put extra money into the pockets of greater than ail thoir foreign commer ce. We have aceess
the farmers and other industries of the country withont to the millions of people in the United States, and, Sir, if
their being able to expend more money, and in the end it they have improved by this trade we cannot help sharing
muet redound to the benet of alL What has been in that benefit, to improve also, as commercially we will be
the progrosa f our manufactures? They have ex- the one people in that respect. They will enter and trade
tended and incressed, I grant you, but to wbat extent ? with us, 6,000,000 of people, and we enter a trade with
And what is their position to-dayI? la there not a stage of 6,000,000. Perbaps we may los some inter-pro-
congestion? la there not debt? Is there not trouble? Ia vincial trade, or part of it, that has been forced rmto
there n trouble among combines juet now, and i it not unnatural ehannela, but we gain a vastly greater amnout
being maired into? What a brought about those com- fron that great interontinental commerce which will- M Enh..h4w¶ lbsg e s e thrasgiC thi nriehing 11 I balleye, a It hag
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enriched the people of the United States. Sir, if it be an
undenied fact that their interest commercially has been the
great means of making them a rich and prosperous people,
does it not logically foliow that the securing to us as free a
right as they possess to participate in that intercontinental
commerce muet be a benefit for us ? And, Sir, are we not
justified when we contemplate this in offering this resolu.
tion ? Would the Ministry not be justified in taking that 1
proposition into consideration, and, if they agree in theV
arguments that have been advanced in its favor, seeking to
give effect to it, as they have been invited by Mr. Bayard to
do. It has been argued-and I will touch this point very
briefly-that this proposition discriminates against Great
Britain. Sir, that is one thing I do not just exactly like-not
so much because Great Britain has done so much for us in
that regard; but it looks as if when a nation takes your pro-
ducts free you should not leave a wall against it, while you
take down the wall that separates you from another nation.
But I regard the matter in this way : We have been given
permission-nay, mcre, I believe it is our duty to our Queen
and country, as British subjects, located in the Dominion
of Canada-to see that the interests of the Empire are
furthered, and we can only do that in this part of the Empire
by being true to Canada and Canada's interests. In that
way we show ourselves the most devoted and loyal subjects
of fier Majesty. But even in the tariff we have enacted
you find discrimination. You find us taxing Britain now,
and yet Britain is receiving our products by the millions
and tens of millions year alter year without taxing them;
and what is the reason ? Certainly not to benefit Cana.
dians. She does it because it is to her interest to do it;
and while she has received our products free, she has also
received the products of other nations free. England bas
not treated us with greater favor than she has treated other
nations.

Mr. HESSON. How about the cattle question ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon, gentleman is right
in that; but speaking in the main, England treats us as she
treats other nations. The English people look after their
interest and we must look after ours. But we find that the
very import duties designed by the hon. Minister of Finance
to operate more against the United States than against
Great Britian have actually discriminated against Great
Britian and in favor of the United States.

Mr. BOWELL. Quite the contrary,
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman must

not say that, because 1 have figured tLe matter out, and I
give the result as I have obtained it from the Trade and
Navigation Returns. The values of the dutiable and free
goods entered for consumption in Canadafrom Great.Britain
and the United States respectively during the year 1887
were as follows:-

Dutiable Free Total. Duty
goods. goods. Paid.

Great Britain... ........ $35,766,273 $ 9,195,960 $44,962,233 $9,318,920
United States............ 30,570,609 14,536,450 45,107,066 7,268,914
The value of the British goods imported was a little less
than the value of the American goods, but we levied over
82,000,000 more duty on the forner than on the latter.
The percentage of duty on the British goods, takirg free
and dutiable together, was 20î per cent., and taking the
dutiable alone, 26 per cent., while the percentage of duty on
the American goods, free and dutiable together, was 16J
per cent., and on the dutiable alone 23Ï per cent. The hon.
Minister of Customs will also rememboer that these figures
do not show as much discrimination against Great Britain
as I believe will be shown by the figures for 1888, because
the operation of the iron duties is not yet as manifest as it
will be when we get the returns for this year. A lofs of
revenue is to be encountered, but we hope that retrench-

Mir. PATZmiI (Brant),

ment and economy, combined with greatly increased pros.
perity, will enable us to overcome that. I notice that the
Government do not venture to ask us to vote down the
motion of the hon. member for South Oxford on the ground
of disloyalty to Britain, though speakers have greatly en-
larged upon that; their resolution speaks of the interest of
Canada, and of Canada alone, and that, I think, is as it
should be. We have had great speeches on the subject of
loyalty. I do not liire to profees my loyalty in loud
words, and very often I would rather act my loyalty
than speak it. If I know myself, I am loyal to Great
Britain; I believe I am loyal to Canada, and I think it is
our first duty as Canadians-it will be regarded as our first
duty by the people of England, by the Parliament of Eng.
lanp, by the sovereign we are proud to have reigning over
us-to attend to the interests of Canada, to build it up, and
in building it up to bring added glory and dignity to the
Empire. -Now, Sir, I would say in conclusion, that one of
the strongest reasons in my mind leading me to favor the
proposition of the hon. member for South Oxford, is that
if I am anything, I am a Canadian ; I believe in Canada;
I love Canada; I want Canada to go on to prosper, to in-
crease, to expand, to develop, to become a Canadian nation-
ality, on this continent, happy at present in the tie that
binds us with the mother country, but fitting ourselves, if
at any time it should be thought in the interest of the Em-
pire botter for us, to become, as the hon. First Minister
himself has spoken of us, a kingdom-an auxiliary king-
dom-that we should Lro on, so that if that time should
come, soon or late, weo shuld be able to take our position
among the nations of the earth, and reflect honor upon
that nation of which we now forni so important a part.
Mr. Speaker, this is what I want to say, and I say it
with feelings of regret: I have been throngh the
Dominion, or have endeavored to go through it
not with much time at my disposal, but I have at intervals
of a few years endeavored to take time enough from my
own affairs, if possible, to make myself acquainted with
the different portions of this Dominion; and in doing that,
while I was rejoiced at the hospitality and the kindness
with which I was greeted in all parts of the Dominion, I
could not fail to notice that there are commercial difficnk
ties in our way, which produce a certain amount of frio-
tion, and prevent the cement that ought to bind us together
from hardening as fast and as strong as I, as a Canadian,
desire it should. I could not blame the people, when I
found them in certain Provinces saying: It i reasonable
that you should be more content with Confederation than
we, because you have us for your customers, you
send your goods down to us and you make us pay
for them in hard cash. Yon. take nothing in return
from us, and we have to seli at reduced prices,
at 20 or 30 per cent, less than the value of our
goods to get the gold with which to pay yon for
yours. Sir, that is the difficulty under which these people
labor; and we cannot wonder, under these circumatances,
that that sentiment should be voiced in this House; for a
man should be honest in hie utterances, and if the Province
from which he comes is dissatisfied, if there are grievances
under which hie people suffer, the way to heal them, the
way to discover a remedy, i not to cry peace ! peaee 1
when there je no peace. Now, as I said, one of the strongest
reasons that induced me to support the resolution of my
hon. friend fromSouth Oxford is this, that I know, although
[ do not like to contemplate the fact, that unless we can
develop a larger inter.provincial trade, unless we can
become oemented more closely and firmly together than we
are, unless the present difficulties are removed-and I do
not see very well how they are to be overcome, unless
that friction is smoothened away and the feeling
of dissatisfaction engendered by this state of things
dispelled, there annot be that strong bond whiohIt a
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deirable should bind the members of a new nationality. Railway Company of Cnda, thf Canada Southern Railwav CXuny
It is not because these men are discontented or dissatisfiedean the Lodon aId t ompa, ndRa wîv Oin any
with the Canadian fiag. They are as proud of the Cana- and the Canads Southera Railway OompnyIlinto two i
dian Zag, it may be, as we are, it is not that they have a
diulike to Oonfederation politically, but it is because their Mr. LAURIER. 1 would like te ask the hon. gentleman
material interests are not, tbey think, as well served by te exp)ain what is contained in this motion?
Confederation as they conceive the interests of the older Mr. SMALL. The Bil as originally introduced consoli-
Provinces are served. I believe if we had unrestricted re- datedthoseseveralagreements. Ithasbhen propnsedbythe
ciproeity with the United States, we would open up natural seleitor of the Grand Trunk Ratlway that thero should b.
mnarkets for our productions ; the people of Ontario would two charters instead ofone in confiation cf 1 ho -igreements
trade with the people with whom they desire to trade, and between these difi'ont linos of railw.y. Tho motion pro-
with whom it is natural tbey should trade, and the people poses two agrents and twr chartürs, instoad of one.
of the other Provinces would do the same. We would lose
perhaps somue of the trade that we may have forced, by Mr. MULOCK. 1 would liko to a-k the hnn. gentleman
means of this high tariff, with the more distant Provinces, if notoe has boon givon ofthis ? It is in the
and some of the neighboring States might share part of nature of a Irivato Bitnc 1 think tho praetico i4 for a
that trade with us; but what could prevent our going in private Bit te introdeod ano o lt, -oîtit.od to this
and taking our share of the immense trade that could belouseand nottooriginto inteSolct Standing Committes
developed there and of participating with those people in its on Railways and Canais.
profits ? Trading in our natural markets, the tariff barriers Mr. SUALL I was undor the impression it onght te
removed on this continent, there would thon be peace and have boon introdurod in tho Rnilwny i This
prosperity. All the Provinces of this Dominion, free cor- motion as been made at the suggestion ot tho Clork of tbe
mercially and prospering commercially, would politically lieuse
become united and banded together as one, strong in up-
holding the Canadian flag, which I hope will ever be upheld Mr. MULOCK. ias noticeben givon for the appli-
in the hande of freemen worthy to dwell on the soil of caton of this private [iii?
Canada. I thank you, Sir, and the hon. members of this Mr. SMALL. Oh, yes. Tho Billim beforo tho Com.
House, for having listened to me as patiently as you have, mitte. and bas beon read a first timo.
while I have gone over ground that bas, no doubt, been Mr. LAURIER. It is a more mattor of form, as I under.
gone over already. But I feel some interest in this subject. stad
Ifeel that it is one of the moet important subjects that has
ever been before the country. I feel that its effects will be Mr. SMALL. Yos.
greatly in the intereets of the country; and therefore I de- Motion agreed te.
sired to say a few words in the hope that I might strengthen
the arguments that have already been advaneed. ADJOURNMENT FOR E&STER.

Mfr. IRYKERT moved the adjournment ef the debate.an YKR vd dthe adjourneto.he 1ft. r. LAURIER. Boforo the Orders of the Day are oalld,
Motion agreeod t, debate adjourned.would lie t as the Govrnment if they ave coe t
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of any definito conclusion as te the adjeurnmont of tho Hou..

the Houa.. on Wodneday. and as te what timo the adjournment would
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 1:15 a.m.

(Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 26th March, 1888.

The SPEAKEa took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaaTRas.

REPRESENTATION OF PRINCE EDWARD.

Mr.SPEAKER informed the House that the Clerk of
the House had received from the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, a certificate of the election and return of John M.
Platt, Esq., to represent the Electoral District of the Oounty
of Prince Edward.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 67) to inoorporate the Buffalo, Chippawa and
Niagara Falls Steamboat and Railway Company.-(1r.
Fergason, Welland.)

RAILWAY LEGISLATION.

Xr, SMALL moved:
That it be an instruction to the Comunittee on Railways and Canals

thbt they have power, if they think fit, to divide the 5iii lnttaled : "An
At to oconrm a ertuan agrmemnt made between the Grand Trunk

take place ? It would be important to know this before
getting through the present debate which we have now on
hand.

Sir JORN A. MACDONALD. It is contemplated that
the Ilonse should adjouru on Wednesday at six o'clock, and
stand adjourned until the following Tuesday at eight o'clock.
While I am up I would say that, from all I can loarn, there
is not much probability of finishing the debate on the ques-
tion before the House to-morrow night, and if a vote is not
taken to-morrow night I would ask the House to adjourn
the debate until we meet again after Easter on Tuesday
night. The debate would then go on on Wednesday and I
hope it will invite the louse soon to come to a vote, as the
louse, 1 am sure, feels inclined to do.

BILLS ON BANKING.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would liketoenquire
of the First Minister whether it in the intention of the Gov-
ernment to introduce speedily- the Bill with respect to
banking which bas not, as I understand, been printea yet-
the Bill as to bank and banking ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There is no Bill on
that.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I thought the hon.
gentleman, or one of his colleagues, stated his intention to
introduce a Bill with reference to banks and banking ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Sir RICUiARD CARTWRIGHT. I asked the question

as the impression had gone abroad, and a great many que&-
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tions have been addressed to myself and my hon. friend
about it. I take it for granted then, if the hon. gentleman
will permit me, that there will, in all human probability,
be no legislation on that subject by the Governmont this
Session.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. In all human probability
there will ho no legislation in this respect during the pret-
ont Session. I think that what I did say with respect to
the question relating to banking was, that probably the
Committee on Banking and Commerce would, during the
present Session, strike a sab-committee for the purpose of
considering that question. The charters expire in 1890, and
before that period I think the time and attention of those
gentlemen who are accustomed to finance and fiscal matters
should be directed especially to that subject, with a vicw to
having legislation, if required or thought necessary, before
the expiration of those charters.

GOVERNMENT MEASURES.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker, I would re-
mind the First Minister that the Bills relating to the
Franchise Act and the Contested Elections Act promised in
the Speech from the Throne have not yet been laid before
Parliament. It is of the highest importance that those
measures should be in the hands of members before ad-
journment takes place. We certainly want to know, and
the country wants to know, what legislation the Govern-
ment proposes. It is a matter of the first consequence,
because it relates to the constitution of this Houqe. Unless
those measures are in the hands of members before the
adjournment takes place, there will be no adequate oppor-
tunity of consulting the country with regard to them.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would say to the hon.
gentleman that not only those measures, but al[ the
measures promised in the Speech from the Throne, and all
the principal measures that the Government proposes to
submit for the consideration of Parliament, will be laid
before the Brouse for immediate discussion and action on
the reassembling of the House after Easter.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That will not suit.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGLT. I might point ont to

the First Minister tbat this would render it very difficult
to get the views of the constituents, unless we sit for au
unusually long time, which I do not suppose that he nor
any body desires.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sceptic enough to
doubt whether the time of hon, gentlemen during the
short recess will be materially occupied in explaining any
of the public measures to their constituents. I think my
hon. friends opposite, and on this aide of the House as well,
will find their time fully occupied in looking after their own
domestie interests and religious duties during the short
recess.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have now been a
month in Session and have not had those measures yet.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I take this opportunity of
saying, for the comfort of the hon. gentlemen from the
Maritime Provinces who use the Intercolonial Railway, that
free passes will be given going and returning during the
Baster recess.

THE CAPTAIN OF THE NORTPRERNLIGHT.

Mr. WELSH. I have been waiting for the last few days
for the Minister of Marine to be in his place, to ask when
those papers I have spoken of in connection with the
captain of the Northern Light will be laid on the Table of
the House ?

$X RICaUAD CARTWn1aIIT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If the hon. gentleman vill
take the opportunity at six o'elock to put the question, i will
see that my hon. friend is in his place.

Mr. WELSR. That is all right.

REPRESENTATION OF RUSSELL.

Mr. LAURIER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to bring to
the attention of this House the fact that the seat for the
county of Russell is vacant, and has been vacant for some
time. I notice that Mr. Speaker received the report of
Judge Osler and the final report of the Supreme Court
at the opening of the present Session. Looking at this re-
port I find it is very much in the same lino as the report of
the same judge in the case of the county of Kent, and
though the report has been before the Hose, and therefore,
within the knowledge of the Government, for more than a
month, the Government have not thought proper to take
action, for rosons which I myself would agree justifies us
in making the House consider as to the issuing of a Royal
Commission to further investigate the matter. As the re-
port is very much in the same lino as the report made by
the same judge in the case of the Kent election, that ie to
say, the question was whether further enquiry would be
desirable, I think the House should not delay any further
the issue of the writ. 1, therefore, move:

That the Speaker do forthwith issue hie warrant to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery to make ont a new writ of election for the Electoral
District of the County of Russell in Ontario.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would ask my hon.
friend to allow his motion to stand until to-morrow. The
only objection I have to it is the rule which I think ought
to be observed as much as possible, that in every osse of
this kind connected with the issue of a writ, we should aot
on a report from the Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions.

Motion allowed to stand.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed reso-
lution of Sir Richard Cartwright :

That it is highly desiraâbe that the largest possible freedom of
commercial intercourse sheuld obtain between the Dominion of Canada
and the United States, and that it is expedient that al articles manu-
factured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries
should ba admitted free of duty into the porte of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted).
That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to escertain on what terms and osa-
ditions arrangements ean be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
with.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of cultvating

sd extending Trade relations with the United States in no far s they
may not confliet with the policy of fostering the varions interests and
industries of the Dominion which wae adopted in 1879 and has since
received ia so marked a manner the sanction an approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment :

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for Ahe free importation inte eaeh oouatry cf th. natursi sud
manufctured productions cf the other, it le highly desirable Ahat it
should b. provided that during the continuance of any such arrang-
ment the .oasting trade of Canada and of the United States shouldbe
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complete reci-
procal equality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and
be entitled to registry in either country.and to all the bmnefits thereto
appertaining

Mr. RYKERT. Mr. Speaker, I think the only deduction
that can be drawn from the resolution of the hon. member
for South Oxford, and from his speech in introducing that
resolution, and the several speeohes made by hon. gentle.
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mon opposite in support of it, is, that it is nothing but an
insidious attempt t.ocommit this Hous to the poliy of free
trade. Running through all their speeches from begin-
ning to end is an evident disposition to advocate the
policy of free trade. They seem desirous, as it were,
by asnap verdiet, to commit this House to a re.
versai of the National Policy which was adopted in
1818. It seems to me, Sir, that before this ouse
can pas. judgment in a proper manner upcn a resolution
such as that which is now before it, it ought to be
satisfied that nome opinion bas been expressed by the people
of Canada in favor of snch a policy as hon. gentlemen
opposite have now adopted. I cannot understand why this
House should now, within twelve months after a general
election, be called upon to reverse a policy which was then

assed upon and approved of by the people. If the National
olicy ha been a failure in this country, that fact has not

yet been established by hon. gentlemen opposite; but the
country having adopted that policy on three different
Occasins-first in 1878, when they transferred hon. gentle-
man opposite from the Treasury benohes to the Opposition
side of theI Hous, in 1882, after the matter had been fairly
and fully discussed before the people and in Parliament,
and in 1887, when every person in the country was fully
alive to the importance of that question-it seems to me
that there ought to be nome strong and satisfactory reason
why this louse should now be cali upon to reverse that
policy. There i no doubt, in coming to the conclusion
they did, in 1678 particularly, the people of this country
were largely indebted to the speeches made by the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and the hon.
hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson). My hon.
friend from South Brant bas drawn the attention of the Bouse
to the year 1876, and I am glad he has, because i shall
perhaps be able to refresh his memory as to some very
important speeches made by him and by the hon. member
for North Norfolk in this louse and in the country. If
there are any two pereons in this country to whom we as
Conservatives are indebted for the establishment of the
National Policy, and the education of the people in favor of
it, they are those two hon. gentlemen; and I have no doubt
that when they expressed their opinions in Parliament,
they expressed wbat they really felt. At any rate, what-
ever they did say met wi'h a hearty response from the
people. Now, Sir, it would perhape be well, as a matter of
history, that I should refer to some of those speeches, so
that some of the younger members of thisR ouse who were
not here at the time, may be inforned to sorme extent as to
what were then the sentiments of thse hon. gentlemen.
The hon. member for South Brant would have been a littie
fairer, I think, if he had gone back one year, and had refer-
red to the report of the Committee on the Manufacturing
Interest made in 1874. Ie has made copions extracts
from the report of the Oommittee on Agricultural Depres-
sion appointed in 1876; but I would also like to refer to
the very important report made by a Oommittee of this
Home in 1874 when the hon. member for Eat York had
control of the Government. The whole question of the
effeet of the then fiscal policy, upon the manufacturing
and agricultural interests of the country was thon disassed,
and a report wa presented by the chairman of the cnom.
mittee, Mr. Wood, then a Reform member for the oity of
Hamilton, and that report, to my mind, has been vindicated
by subsequent events. In that report I £ad this
lauguage:

" This disturbing element in the manufactiung industry of the Do-
minion, arising eut of our geographical position and out ot the trade
policy of our neighbors, abould induce even those who may regard
freuetrade as a correct principle in the abstract, to recognise the neces-
sity for a modifcasion of that prineipte as a measure of self-protection,
and your Committee respecttnliy recommend the enactment of such
laws as iti regulate, if it cannot attogehe prevet, the @vil con-
plained oL"

OIF

"2d. The almost uniform testlmony before your Committee was to
the efeet that an increasd protection to manufactures will not necee-
sarily In.rese the .est of Zte manutactured article to the consumer;
and, la the opinion of your committee, the wituesses have made out a
very strong esse in support of this view."

4 It appears to be well established that the cost of manufacturing de.
ersses as the quantity ef goode manufactured increases. Thus a large
manufacturing establishment tan afford to sell its producta ut a lower
rate than a smaller ont. If therefore, Canadian industry le relieved
from the pressure of such undne competition as that referred to in the
firet paragraph of this report, the effect will be that the manufacturilng
establishments will be worked to their full capacity, and the cost of
production, and the oonsequent cost to the consumer will be proportion-
ately reduced."

Subsequent events have shown the correctuess of that re-
port. Manufactures have increased in this country, every.
thing ha been reduced in cost to the consumer, and all
over the country, instead of a slaughter market, we find a
home market for the produce of our farmers. In 1876,
when the hon. membet' for Bothwell (%Ir. Mills), thon Min-
ister of Interior, made a motion asking for the appoint-
ment of a committee, the hon. member for North Norfolk,
who was a very strong protectionist, uttered sentiment&
with which I think every member on this sideof the louse
and the vast majority of the people of this country will
agree. This language bas been repeated in this House on
several occasions, but, like a good story, it will stand fre-
quent repetition.

"It may be safely asutmed that no nation has attained to greatuess lu
commerce and manufactures without having, lunthe course of its history,
imposed exactions aod restrictions. & • Ibelieve that th intereste
of tihe nation would be promoted by judicious protection; I believe that
the agrioultural interests of the Dominion would be promoted by prose
tion, and that the manufactures heing brought to the door of the farmer
would afford a market for a great many articles of produce that wouli
not be saleable if the market were 3,000 miles away.

In that connection, to show that these sentiments were not
only those of the hon, member but of leading gentlemen on
the other aide of the line, I would like to quote from a
speech made by a gentleman in Congress in 1878 upon
the Wood tariff, in which speech h. seemed almost to have
adopted the language of the bon. gentleman. The Hon.
Mr. Tifton, on 3rd Ray, 1878, made these observationa in
Congress on the Wood tarif f:

" Mr. Chairman, I want these gentlemen who favor this Bill to adrise
me where the operatives of aIl the manufacturing interests of this country
are to and employient when the manufacturing interests arte stricken
down. I oppose this Bill because England la for it. I oppose this Bill
beoïuse every English free trader in this country is in f'vor of IL. I
oppose this Bill because English manufacturers are for It. I oppose this
Bill because i think it erring and inexpedient at this time. 1 oppose this
Bill because it strikes down our home markets, by striking down labor,
by striking down the consuming extent of the ountry-I mean the
factories."'

Thiat speech made in the House of Congress is in entire ac-
cord with the speech made by the hon. gentleman. The
speech of the hon. member for North Norfolk was endorsed
by that of the hon. member for South Brant (Mr. Pater-
son), who, upon that occasion, seemed to grow somewhat -

wild in his endeavors to induce the hon. the Minister of
Finance to adopt a fiscal policy for the protection of our
manufactures. In his appeal to the House, ho told them
that he bad pledged his electors, that when h. came to
Parliament he would ask for protection upon wheat. He
was satisfied protection upon grain would be a grand thing
for the farmers, and, moreover, he told the House that if
they did not agree to bis recommendation, he would bring
down a petition signed by 100,000 grangers asking the
Government to grant his demand. He was kind enough,
however, to tell the House that the Government bad yield-
od, to a certain extent, as regarded the fiscal policy, and he
pointed out the bonefits whic'î would accrue from the
adoption ef that policy as far as he, a manufacturer, was
concerned. Tbis is the language he used in his strong
appeal to the Minister of Finance :

"I trust that the wisdom which led him to yield tbat point will in-
duce him to grant the same to other industries, and that no sectionalism
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will tie hie hande. I hope that other hon. gentlemen will speak on
this subject, and whether the Committee is appointed or not, the
interchange of views will lead the Finance Minister to bring in a tarif]
which will redound to the prosperity of the whole Dominion.'

He pointed out that if one industry languished, all the
others would4 That was not the tone of the hon. gentle-
man's speech on Friday evening last. Thon, on the con-
trary, ho pointed out that if this resolution were adopted
and the policy it proposed carried out, it might have the
effect of destroying some industries. He thought, however,
the larger industries would be able to hold their own al.
though the smaller ones might collapse. He said:

" I have confidence that he will arrive at a conclusion on this point.
I know the difficulty he will have in satisfying ail parties, but weshould
keep in mind the fact that we are one people, and when one of our in-
dustries prospers ail muet benefit, while if one languishes ail muet suf-
fer more or less."

That was the language then used by the hon. member for
South Brant. In speaking of the pledges he had made to
his electors, in showing what the people demanded at his
hands, and in order to satisfy the electors when ho went
back to them that he had redeemed his pledges, he, on the
floor of Parliament, said :

" At my last election when my opponents told them that they need
not expect any protection from the teform Government, I had to assure
them that whenever this subject came up in the House I would raise
my voice in their behalf, and I think it is hardly possible that the duty
on wheat will give increased prices."

I wonder what the hon, gentleman says now? Thon, as I
said, ho threatened the Governmont with bringing down
his 10,000 grangers to compel the Government to grant
what ho thought should be granted:

"ILt is true some hon. gentlemen here think the United States pursue
a commercial policy that is utterly nonsensical in some respects; but
until the duties on agricultural products are removed, it is primafacse
evidence that the farmers believe protection to be in their own
intereets."

We have often heard the hon. gentleman speak of immigra-
tion to this country. We have often heard him denounce
the policy of the Government with reference to immigra-
tion, but in those days, when the question of immigration
was in its infancy, when the policy ot the Government of
Ontario was strongly in favor of immigration, the hon. gen-
tleman, in order to show what effect the adoption of the
policy ho recommended would have upon immigration,
pointed out the advantage it would bring to some of our
industries. He said:

" It is well known that we pay a cash bonus to the inhabitants of
other countries to come into Canada and settle in our midst. It is a
fact that some of those who have been thus induced to emigrate to
Canada have been compelled, from want of employment to which they
have been accustomed, to go to the United States. I believe by a
defensive tarif you would not have to pay to bring those men here.
Adopt it, and you will fnd the steam-whistle of our factories will be
the call for them te come."

He also contended very strongly that the duty on wheat
would not raise the price :

" I think it is hardly possible that the duty on wheat will give ni-
oreased prices, because we raise a surplus and export it. Nevertheless,
it will be a protection to our millers, and if any can be given to our
agriculturiste by a revision of the tariff they should get it. The party
te which I belong, and which is led by the Premier, will make a mis-
take if they refuse te grant this Committee."
Thon, in order to illustrate the boneficial effects of protec-
tion, the hon. gentleman points to hie own industry. He
said:

"The other year the Finance Minister, in revising the tariff, gave
some encouragement to our industry which it never had before. The
result was that a thousand men who were engaged in that indust in
Germany were literally transported, by the change in the tar , to
Canada and set to work here. The cost of the article was not increased
one iota, and Canada got ail the benefit. The middlemen suffered a
diminution of profits; but for them nobody seems to care much, the
producer and consumer receiving ail the sympathy. It is inevitable
that a like result would flow to other manufacturera under the same
policy. If the Finance Minister finds such is the case, I trust that the
wisdom which led him to yield that point will Induce him to grant the
came to other industries, and that no sectionalism will tie his hands."

Mr. RYKERT.

Thon the hon. gentleman was a little afraid that his friends
from the Maritime Provinces might find sone fault with the
policy of protection, and ho gave his opinion upon that
question. He pointed out that if this policy were adopted,
manufactures would spring up in the Maritime Provinces;
and ho thought, if they would look at the matter squarely,
they would be satisfied, on a full investigation, that a pro-
tective policy was the best system for those Provinces. He
said:

" I would remind the hon. gentlemen from the Maritime Provinces
that Ontario ie not given up to manufacturing. That interest beare
but a small proportion to others in this Province. It is the same in
Quebec. That being the case, what is to prevent Halifax under a pro-
tective tarif from having its manufactories ? What is to prevent the
establishment of industries in St. John, Charlottetown, and the other
towns of the Maritime Provinces? Protection does not mean Ontario's
interests at the sacrifice of the interests of the Maritime Provinces. It
is to stimulate the manufacturers of this Dominion irrespective of Pro-
vinces; but if any part of Canada could more successfully compete in
our markets I think it is Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, from the fact
that they have coal and iron lying side by aide They would be able to
manufacture cheaply and compete with Ontario."

That, Sir, is another of the strong arguments which the
hon. gentleman made, and I think that we, on this side of
the House, are strongly indebted to them for those argu-
ments, and the effect they had on the country. There 18
nothing which had so strong an effect on the country, there
is nothing which so strongly endorsed the opinions express-
ed by the leader of the Government, as the speeches made
by those two hon. gentlemen. They corroborated every-
thing laid down by our party, and the result was a charge
of Government, for which those hon. gentlemen have to
thank themselves. Let me, for a minute, point out briefly
what I consider the National Policy has done for Canada.
I will not go into any elaborate statements, because this
House thoroughly understands the question. It has been
discussed over and over again, and it would insult the in-
telligence of this Legislature for me to go into the matter
ful ly again, but the evidence is incontrovertible that we
have got rid of the slaughter market of which we heard
so much ; we have got a home market; our manufactures have
reached a much larger number, and a much larger amount
of capital has been expended on them, and, instead of our
farmers having to carry their produce 2,000 or 3,000 miles
away, they have a market at their own doors. The hon.
gentleman said that the prices have increased. Well, the
other day, what I was going to call the Grit organ, but I
do not know where to place it now, I do not think it is the
Grit organ now, the Globe, made a statement in regard to
certain prices. It was in regard to the price of hosiery,
and one of the manufacturers of that article in Dundas was
accused of making enormous charges. Mr. Lennard, of
Bickford & Lennard, addressed a letter to the Globe saying
that the prices in 1879, under the 17½ p.c. tariff, were for No.
1, 81 a dozen ; for No. 2, 81.20 a dozen, and for No. 3, 81 a
dozen ; that in 1887, under the 30 per cent. tariff, the prices
were 85 cents for No. 1, $1 for No. 2, and 77J cents for
No. 3; and that in 1888, under 10 cents a pound and 30 per
cent. ad valorem, they were 82 coents, 95 .ents and 75 cents
respectively. Thon in regard to agricultural implements.
There is a firm in the hon. gentleman's own constituency,
the firm of Harris & Sons, of Brantford, who sold agri-
cultural implements in 1878 for $300 which they sold in
1887 for $150. That shows that the farmer has not been
very muoh injured by this policy. There are one or two
more items which I will point out for the benefit of my
hon. friend from North Wellington (Mr. MoMullen), who 1
see is taking notes. In the years 1878 and 1887, we im-
ported the following quantities of the grain and other
articles named :

1878.
Oata ............ ,............... 2,162,292 bush.
Wheat . ....................... 5,635,411 "
Indian corn. ................. 7,887,507 "
Flour. ............. ......... 312,864 bbla.

1887.

19,797 bush.
22,53 "

2,029,061
168,124 bbls.
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When you come to consider the report of Mr. Blue, you
will find what bas happened during this period. Hie points
out that the following was the difference in the growth of
grain from 1871 to 1881:-

1871.
0n............. .. 3,802,830 bush.

Wheat..... .......... 6,367,961
Oats ....... ..... 42,459,153 "
Barley ...... . 11,496,038

1881.
9,025,142 bush.

20,247,452 &'
70,493,131 "

16,844,868 "

You will see that since the National Policy came into force
the production has very largely increased, and, following it
down to the present time, you will find that it bas enormously
increaed. Thon, if you look at the exports, you will see
where the farmers have got their markets. They exported
to England the following articles in the years named :-

Oheese....................
Sheep..... ...............

Wheat ...... .......

1878.
36,331,358 Ibo.

11,985 "
7,433 2 a

3,402,625 bush.

1887.
73,185,517 lbs.

68,147
63,62

5,048,084 bush.

So you will see who had the home market. I think that is
strong evidence to show that the farmer bas been somewhat
benefited and that he ba a market under the National Policy.
I wu somewhat surprised to read a lotter which appeared
in the Mail on Saturday, in reference to the farmers of
Ontario, from Mr, Shaw, who is the recognised author of
those pamphlets upon the subject of commercial union and
unrestrioted reciprocity. He says that Ontario is so much
retrograding, that the production of the farms has fallen
off :

" That the day ls not far distant when we will have to import rather
than export oarme grains from Ontario east ward. At least these are the
indications, and tbis will apply to ail kinds of coarse grain except
barley."

The question ut the polis last January was not a question
of commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity, but a
question between free trade and a protective tariff. We
know what the platform was of the present Government,
and that platform is fully laid down in the resolution passed
by the Manufacturers' Association at a meeting which they
held in Montreal in February, which says:

" Resolved, That the Conservative Government of Sir John A. Mac-
donald, with its clear, definite and emphatic policy of protection to
Canadian industries, is alone worthy of support, and this meeting
pledges itEelf to do ail in its power to secure the return of candidates
pledged to support the present Government, believing that the best
interests of the country demand that there shall be no uncertainty in
the tarif pulioy of the Dominion.",

These gentlemen upon that occasion, as I understand, were
oompelled to aceept the policy laid down in the Malvern
speech of Mr. Blake, and the policy ho laid down in Toronto
was not a policy of free trade but a policy of revenue tariff.
Upon that occasion in Toronto, Mr. Blake said:

"Our adversaries wish to present to yon an issue as between the
prsent tarif and absolute fret trade. That is not the true issue.
Free trade is, as I have repeatedly explained, for us, impossible, and
the issue il whether the prosent tariff is perfect, 'or defective or nust '
0 0 We have no longer a large surplus to dispose of, and a arge
deficit an d a greatly increased scale of expenditure to meet. And it is
clearer than ever that a very high seale of taxation must be retained,
and that manufacturer. have nothing to tear."

Thon ho was bidding for the manufacturing interest, and
he stated there, as ho did at Malvern, that there should not
be any change. We remember that the Malvern speech
came as a thunderbolt upon the people of the Province of
Ontario, that it was the subject of discussion in Giip, and I
recolleot, Sir, seeing a Grip paper in that style (holding up
the copy of Grip) called " The Sword Swallowed."

An hon. MEMIBER. No, he is not swallowing it; ho is
ahowing how emy it can be swallowed,

air RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Send it acros when
y= have done with it,
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Mr. RYKERT. It says:
Yanager Cartwrighi.-" It's a real, genuine swallow, ladies and

gentlemen ! No dece ption ! Any manufacturer in the country cancome up and examine for himself.'

Then we find some gentleman in the rear called
" Urgeni Party in the Background.-H'm I wonder why he can't

swallow TRIS sword "

that is, the Prohibition sword. At any rate, we had in this
paper the idea that the people were staggered ut the idea
of the hon. member for West Durham bolting down ail his
former principles on the tree trade policy, and ho is
represented as the clown, and Manager Cartwright the one
who showed round the cirous. Now, I say that the issue
ut the last election was plain and unmistakable, but it seems
rather extraordinary that on this occasion wo could find
these hon. gentlemen adopting a different course. Taking
advantage, I suppose, of their loader's absence, they come
down bore with a policy directly antagonistic to the
principles laid down by him in his speech ut Malvern and
also his speeches in Toronto and lamilton. They pretend
that the farmers of Ontario are in favor of this now kind
of policy. I deny it in toto. The lion. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) pointed out that a large majority of
the Farmers' Institutes had pased rosolutions in favor of
commercial union, or unrestricted reciprocity, or sorne
thing of that kind. Now, I tell the hon. gentleman that
the resolutions put to those meetings, with one or two
exceptions, were not in favor of commercial union or
unrestricted reciprocity. But hon. gentlemen opposite
embody ail those-commercial union, or unrestricted reci-
procity, or reciprocity. At ail these meetings, what did
they say ? Why, Sir, they said to the fiarmers: "Look
how you flourishod from 1854 to 1866." They pointed
to the past history of the country under the treaty,
and said, " You flourished thon." But they said
not one word about discriminating against England ; they
dared not say one word about direct taxation ; they dared
not say one word about annexation ; thoy dared not say one
single word about the revenues of the country boing defloi-
ont. Upon the contrary, they said: " Gentlemen, look
how you have prospered.; would you not like to prosper
in the same way again ?" Every rosolution carriod
was carriel under false pretences. 1 attended one of theso
meeting, and they tried to boit that down the electors of
Lincoln, and the electors saw plainly the other side of the
story. They were told-exactly as the hon. member for
South Oxford stated at Ingersoll-they were told that there
was danger of annexation, there was danger of direct tax-
ation, there was danger of discrimination against England.
They would not point out those things, howover, at the
meetings beld ail over the country, and they tried to get a
snap verdict. They moved a resolution at the close of the
meetings, and ut every one of these meetings the question
was not what the effect of commercial union would be,
but what would be gained by reciprocity. On Friday last
the bon. member for South Brant (Mr. Paterson) took occa-
ion to have a little fun at the expense of my hon. friend the
Mlinister of the Interior, and aise the senior member for the
city of familton (Mr. Brown), and ho read from speeches
it the Dominion Board of Trade, and ho also read a copy of
the resolution. Now, Sir, if the hon. gentleman had been
lesirous of being fair towards the member for Hamilton, he
would bave admitted that the language used by him, and
which ho read, was exactly similar te that which ho used in
tbis Rouse. On the 20th of March, in this debate, the bon.
nember for Hamilton said:

"I am mont sincere when 1 say that the Americans are a people wlth
rhom we abould lite in the greatest amity, with whom we should have
he freest commercial relations no long as they do not affect the statua
°f thia country as a par and parcel of the Britih Empire. We propose
kow to have the cosest relations with the people o the United tates,
iand our Govemnment have put la the Qustoms Act a standiag o2r t

1888.



COMMONS DEBATES. Mincn 26,
interchange with the United States in natural produots ; but beyend
that this country should not and will not go."

These are the sentiments expressed by that hon. gentleman
the othtr night, and they are exactly in accordance with
his speech before the Dominion Board of Trade. Now, what
did the Minister of the Interior say ? The hon. gentleman
quoted a speech which the Minister of the Interior made
before the Board of Trade, but ho was not exactly fair.
The hon. gentleman complained that I did not read the
whole of his speech. Well, life is too short to read the whole
of his long speeches; at the same time I think it but fair
that in challenging the conduct of the Minister of the
Interior and trying to show his inconsistency, the hon.
gentleman should have read all that ho said before the
Dominion Board of Trade. I have it here on page 95, which
the hon, gentleman could have found in the library if ho
had looked for it. The Minister of the Interior, then Mr.
Thos. White, said :

"It is quite true that the extension of our markets will be a benefit
to the country. But it is equally true that a home market is the best of
all markets, and we can create that by the building up of our manu-
factures. It would be a great boon to the farmers, if they will then
have a market at their own doors for their produce. Therefore, I hold
that anything injurious to the manufacturing interest cannot be to the
advantage of the farming community."
Now, why did not the hon. gentleman read that? fHe did
not think that worth his while, but ho thought ho would
make a point against tbe hon. gentleman by misconstruing
what ie said.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why did you not read the
whole of it ? You have not read the tenth part ofhis speech ?

Mr. RYKERT. I have enough to do to attend to the
hon. gentleman. I have taken up the somewhat lengthy
task of replying particularly to te hon. geutleman, and I
do not feel disposed to read the whole of that speech.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Thon why does the hon.
gentleman blame me for not reading the whole ?

Mr. IRYKERT. I think the hon. gentleman's speech is
like grasping at the substance and gaining the shadow.
The hon. gentleman's speech seemed to me to point to the
fact that ho has some doubt about the policy now being
enunciated. He las some doubts about the effect upon the
country, he as some doubt about the effect upon his own
industry, but ho says, "I am a patriot, and I will sacrifice
my own industry for the benefit of my country." That is
the substance of the hon. gentleman's speech. Now, lot
me take the hon, gentleman again into my confidence for
a few minutes. It is just as well that I should deal withI
him now. The hon. gentleman took up the Depression
Committee Report in 1876, and he says, "Why, Mr. Gur.
ney is against the National Policy-he is in favor of unre-F
stricted free trade," and all that sort of thing. fie took3
Mr. Massey, Mr. Goldie, Mr. Rosamond, and all those
gentlemen. Now, let me tell the hon. gentleman that I
took the trouble of telegraphing to all these gentlemen to
know if what was said of them was correct. I have all
their answers, and they are in the negative.

An hon. MEMBER. Read thema
Mr. RYKERT. I intend to read them. The hon. a

gentleman said, in reading a letter that the member for East b
York handed to him, that ho did not mention names. Well,9
ho did drop a name. Mr. Speight, manager. I happened to i
catch that name, so I took the liberty of telegraphing to
that gentleman, and here is his answer, addressed to Frank
Madili, M.P:

" Unrestricted reciprocity would destroy our manufacturing industries p
and not benefit the farmer. Prices are low for all kinds of implements; c
further competition would destroy us."

That is from Mr. Speight, manager of the establishment te i
which the hoti. gentleman referred, t

Mr, rKJar,

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon. He does not want to state what is not true. I did
not say that Mr. Speight had testified. The Minister of
Customs knows that. I give it an emphatic contradiction.

Mr. RYKE RT. The. hon. gentleman misunderutanda me.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No, I do not.
Mr. RYKERT. Yes, you do.
Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I know what you are trying

to do.
Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman read the letter sud

referred to the name of Mr. Speight as the manager, and
that is the way we found who the letter came from.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I did not.
Mr. RYKERT. I said the hon. gentleman read the name

Speight.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I mentioned the name of

Speight.
Mr. RYKER1T. Yes.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Allow me to explain. If

the hon. gentleman was a gentleman, and if he was carry-
ing out-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). If the hon. gentleman was

carrying out what was the understanding at that time with
the First Minister and the members present, when the
name slipped out inadvertently, he would not have mon-
tioned it. I did not complain that it was mentioned. I
did not say Mr. Speight; indeed the letter in which the
connection with Mr. Speight came in was in respect to the
manager, and Mfr. Speight differed from the manager, the
manager holding that unrestricted reciprocity would not
injure their business, Mr. Speight holding the opposite.

Mr. RYKERT. We have the letter. The hon. gentle-
man is very strong in bis language, yet he has neyer shown
that he himself possessed any of the characteristics of a
gentleman in this House. Flom the very commencement
of his oareer in Parliament till now he seems to have fallen
a little from grace

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have eaught you.
Mr. RYKERT. I sent a telegram to Mr. Speight, the

manager of that concern, to know what he thought of it-
and we have the answer and you have the aniwer now.
I also telegraphed Mr. Massey of Toronto. The reply I got
was:

II certainly do not favor unrestricted reciprocity to National
Poliey.1•
Mr. Goldie was also put down as one in favor of free trade.
He telegraphed me:

"I am not in favor of commercial union. I consider the country is
prosperus under the present poliey.JL

c'JAMES LiOLDIB.1
I have a letter also from him, which arrived this morning,
and which I will also give to the hon. gentleman. Those
are the names he quoted. I knew very well they did not
hold those views-perhaps they have changed, like hon.
gentlemen opposite. We are now discussing what is best
for the country at the present time. The letter says:

"J. 0. RY r, Esq .P.,"GuLP2th Marck, 188.
"Ottawa.

E" DAn 1,-I am in receipt of your telegram, informing me that Mr.
Paterson had stated last night that I was in favor of commercial union
r unrestricted reciprocity, and asking me if this statement was correct.

I am opposed to commercial union, or unzrestricted reciprocity, as it
i called. i am opposed te our poople begging reciotfron
he United States or toadying to them whatever. I v. we een
uild up acountry of our own, the future et whch wlsurpassuth
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imagination of the mont magnin, now. The prssent polley of our
Governent has done greatgood to tbis country. and I am as stronply
la favor fit now as in 1879. I au bitterly opposed to thé degrdm4g
oispetele of a number of our legiulators -"

Mr. RYKERT, phe hon. member for South Brant among
the number, I suppose.
"bsgging reolproedty from th. UnId Status."
I have also a telegram from Mr. Rosamond of Almonte,
another gentleman quoted by the hon. member :

" Pateson's statement altogether incorrect. Am as much in favor of
National Policy as I ever w T. rtaly oppoed tol any agreement wlth
the. United 81taIs that would interfere willi (Jaada'e right 10 regulate
ber own tarif."

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Might I ask the hon. mem-n
ber how Mr. Rosamond knew the statement I made?

Mr. RYKERT. I telegraphed the gentleman.
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then I say the hon, geitle-

man telegraphed something I never said. What I read
wa what those gentlemen said in 1876. Did he telegraph
them liat ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish the hon. gentleman would not
interrupt. It always leads to very unpleasant incidents
and we had better proceed with the debate.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not object to iL. The hon. gentleman
do.. nlot know any botter.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I always nail things when
said.

Mr. CHARLTON. I held that if an hon. member con-
oeives that a misstatement has been made he has the right
to nail it theri, and tbat i the best time to set it at reet.

Mr. SPEAKER. i did net understand that the member
for Brant (Mr. Paterson) said there was a miarepresentation.
He was only putting the question as to how the ion. mem-
ber for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) communicated with Mr.
Rosamond. That is what I understood. If there had been
any question of deliberate misrepresentation I would cer-
tainly have allowed it with pleasure, as I have done already.
What I meant to say was this: that it is better for the
House, in a debate like this, that bon. members should net
interrupt a speech, unless a question of order or of privilege
is raised.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I will aval myself of your
ruling, Mr. Speaker. I distinctly claim that the hon. gen-
tIleman has made a misetatement. The hon. gentleman led
off by saying that I had made certain statementa with re-
gard to those gentlemen, and h. said he had an emphatic
contradiction in regard to them, and h. read certain replies.
I asked how the gentleman knew the statement I made.

e said : "I telegraphed him." The statements I read
were read, as I said at the time, Irom the report of the
Committee on Trade Depression in 1876. I read the
questions, I read the answers publishod and submitted to
this House. That was what 1 read. The hon. gentleman
now rises and read a telegram, having sent a telegr am that
Paterton said so-and.so-what I never said-that the ger-
tieman is not in favor of commercial union. If yon think
that is an honorable course, Mr. Speaker, I will leave it in
the judgment of the Heuse.

Mr. RYKERT. It ia quite evident what the bon. gentle-
man stated on Friday nght-

Bir RICHA RD OARTWRIGHT. There is a point of
eider, MIr. 8psakr. After that bas boem raisd, the hon.
member fbr 'neoln (Kr Rykert) should, in corty nd in
justice to my hon. friend, read the telegram whi.h ho sent.

Mr. RYKKRT. The hon. member kr Soth Brst Mr.
YasmoD) indnoed tbis HoRe t0 beliv. on yrnt
that these gentlemen were in favor of thie reoluion.
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Bir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Not at all.
Mr. RYKE RT. That was hi@ sole object in reading it.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Read the telegram.
Mr. RYKERT. Hie sole object in reading the extracte-

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Produce your telegram.

Mr. RYKERT-was te satisfy the House and the country
that they were in favor of it. 1 asked : Are you in favor
of it or not ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I ceortainly think the
hon, gentleman should road the tclegram he Ient. lere is
a question of veraoity raised botween the two bon. gentle.
men.

Mr, RYKERT. The hon, gentleman does not seem to
grasp the question altogether. They liad botter wait till I
get through with them and perhaps they will bu satisfied.

Some hon. MEMBERS. The telegram.
Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman know that the whole

question before the louse that night was reciprooity or
free trade.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The Bouse knows what I
said; it is here in Hansard.

Mr. RYKE RT. I took the opportunity of roading the
evidence that was taken. If the hon, gentleman wants
more reading I cen give it.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Yes; but there is a question
of veracity.

Mr. RYKERT. There is no question of veraoity. My
word will go as far as that of the hon. gentleman, and I
have a record of 500 majority te prove it. £he hon. gentle-
man eame to my city during the lst election, and the resault
of the election was to increase my majority to near 500. It
Was never more than 100 before that time. Th'e people
were so thorougihly satisfied that the hon, gentleman was
talking nonsonse, that they increased my majority very
largely. If hon. entlemen opposite hope to disooneert
me by this kind oc interruption they are very much mis.
taken. I rather like it. I want to give the hon. member
for South Brant the evidence of a person nearer home, that
ie, J. K. Osborne, one of the leading members of Harris &
Co., of Brantford. This gentleman addressed a letter the
other day te the Empire, in which h. gives hie opinion on
this question. He sayu:

I The avowed objeet of Commercial Unioniste, frou a commerdial
standpoint, is to secure for Canada the chespest markets In which to
buy, the largest markets in which to soel, aud the devehlpment or her
natural resources, which it lu claimed would immediately follow. That
such would be the recuit of unrestrieted trade witb the United States I
very mucb doubt; but, granting that these expectations would, in some
measure, be realised, would not far greater benefits accrue to Canada
by making Great Britain instead of the United tates, the objective
point for clouer ommerol relations."

He goes on to say :
" It may be true that Canadian agriculturiata might derve mome benefit

from free intercourse with the United 8tates, and it Io un this large mass
of the electorate that tbe strongest gans of the Commercial Unioniste
are brought to bear. I believe that the vaut majonty of the canadian
armers are au well, if not botter off, than thos of the United States,

and ntil something more tangible than a barn statument to the contrar
la puee.nted, viii stick to my bef. 1 beieve tbis to be true oft f1

anadian farmers fren the Atlantic tu the Pacifie, nd if a couparson
Ia eistituted jet it be a fair one, say ontario farmers against thon of
New York, Ohio or Michigan, and Manitobana against those In Minnesota
and Dshota.

" Unrestricted tirade with our southern neighbors would eortainly not
enhance the prie. of wheat, eheese, butter or fruit, for the market for
these grat staples je Great Britain, sud the farmers of the United States
are our uompetigors in thes markets. Our cattle aiso find largest sale
in Great Britain and if cae was taken In the breeding of hoises th.

t In rait britain ouldbe a lismities and a payiag ont. SEv la
iaur hs s a s them pady oad e ns, ogwaad adllie ou d bout u..
tomsrMsNon Matu wrew&Y «shpIng Ji kaova a"d adopse
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" It is a mistaken idea, toc, to imagine that were aIl the restrictions

of trade removed, the Oanadian article would be enhanced by the present
American duty placed upon ii. 8uch a result could not be expected by
the mont sanguine. The American buyer takes our horses and our
barley because he needs them, not because they are cheaper, but they
are botter adapted for his purpose than any other. Were the tariff bar-
rier removed there might be more trade, but it would not be at greatly
enhanced prices to the Canadian seller. The American consumer would
largely reap the benefit of the reduction of duties, otherwise the whole
argument of free trade falls to the ground."

This is an important letter coming from one's own town.
I have here a letter from Mr. Gurney, of Hamilton, who
has sent it to me unsolicited. It reads as follows :-

" I am informed this morning that I have been quoted as a manufac-
turer in favor of reciprocity with the United States. To this I would
give a most unequivocal denial. Were I called upon to say whether
my individual business could compete with United States manufac-
turers, I should probably declare my belief that it sould, but that is not
the question, but would it be wise to readjust my whole business,
involving the sacrifice of two-thirds of my plant, on the basis of a treaty
with such neighbors as we have on our southern border, to which I
reply it would be the greatest blunder ever advocated by a business
man, and what applies to the individual is equally applicable to the
whole mannfacturing and mercantile community. I write this with
nome haste, as I leave immediately.''

That is the letter sent to me by Mr. Gurney, of Hamilton,
without his being solicited for it or even spoken to. The
only inference to be drawn from the hon. gentleman's re-
marks is just as I indicate, that the hon. gentleman quoted
those gentlemen as being in favor of unrestricted reci-
procity, otherwise what would be the use of quoting them
at allà It seems somewhat singular, Mr. speaker, that
those hon. gentlemen should have so suddenly changed
their front in this House. In the early part of the Session
a resolution was given notice of by the member for South
Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong), to this effect:

" That in the opinion of this House, commercial union with the United
States would be mutually advantageous to both countries, and it is
therefore the duty of the Goverunment to use all proper means to secure
such union.''

Sir, after that resolution had been on the notice paper for
a few days, we find it suddenly withdrawn and a new motion
introduced which is now the subject-matter of discussion in
this House. My purpose in alluding to that is simply this,
that those gentlemen do not seem to understand what they
really want as regards this question. It is necessary for
the members of this House to know exactly how they do
stand when we come to diseuse and express an opinion on
this resolution, and I think I will be able to shovi the
House what the position of hon. gentlemen opposite is. If
they want unison upon this question, I think, Sir, that I can
show them that they themselves possess different opinions
on the same question. I look upon this matter as simply a
question of triumph for the Globe newspaper. That news-
paper has come out in favor of direct taxation and free
trade, and after it came out with this policy the member
for .Bothwell (Mr. Mills) and the member for South Wel.
lington (Mr. Innes) opposed it, but now they seem to
favor it. I think I can show to the House and to the
eountry that those gentlemen have no views of this ques
tion at all. First, we find commercial union thoroughly
discussed by them, sud we find it discussed by every
newspaper in the country, thon we find unrestricted reci-
procity, thon we find continental free trade discussed by
the Globe newspaper and all the papers throughout the
country, and then, at last, when the Opposition have been
for a couple of months without a pohicy, the Globe comes
out in favor of direct taxation and continental free trade,
or something like that, and the Opposition members follow
suit. I think I can show satisfactorily that this was not
always the opinion of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mille). I think ho was not in favor of unrestricted reciprocity.
He will not answer that. I would ike to ask the hon.
gentleman if ha is in favor of unrestricted reciprocity ? Ye.
The hon. gentleman nods his head. I @hall recollect that,
bomuse when I come to it by-and-bye I thiUnk I uan show

M,, RYXIET,

that he is entirely opposed to it, and I think it is our duty
in discussing this question to know whether its advo.
cates are sincere or not, whether they have thoroughly
discussed it and considered it, and whether they thoroughly
understand it and are sulflciently in favor of it to
propound such a policy for acceptance by the country.
We are told in the plainest possible language by the
mover of this resolution that ho voiced the senti.
ment of the country. I would like to ask just here, why in
it if this policy which is to be inscribed on the banner
next election and which the member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones) has told us ho " has nailed his colors to the mast
and will go to the polls," I should like to knew, Sir, why the
leader of the Opposition is not the mover of this resolution ?
Why, if this is going to be the policy of the Reform party, is
the leader of the Opposition not the mover and propounder
of this policy ? I will tell you why, Sir. It is because he
is not in favor of it; it is because he has not made up hie
mind on it, he has never made up hie mind on it and as far
as the records outside of the House show he has not pro.
nounced an opinion ;on it. When I heard the member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) state that ho
voiced the sentiments of the people of this country, I felt
inclined to take exception to it, because I knew from what
I had read that even his own party were not united on it.
I read the Advertiser

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) I have nothing to do with the
Advertiser.

Mr. RYKERT. Oh, no. I read the Guelph Mercury, the
Brantford Expositor, the Canadian Post, the Galt Reformer,
or whatever you call the Liberal paper up there, I have
read all those papers published in the Reform interest and
I find they are opposed to the Globe on this question. I
find that they are all at sixes and sevens whether they shall
have unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union, but they
are opposed to free trade and direct taxation. I find all
those different opinions expressed and I have the right to
ask myself how is it those gentlemen eau come here now
and boldly assert that the policy expressed in this resolution
before the House is one in the best interests of this country ?
The member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
said he expressed the opinion of the country. I take issue
on that point. I say he does not, and I am prepared to
show it before I sit down. He used these words:

"It is true that I am fortified and encouraged In bringing forward
this motion by the knowledge that in so doing I only voice the opinions of
the representatives of the Liberal party in this Parliament; and, fur-
thermore, that I have every reason a man can have for believing that
when I give utterance to their opinions I also give utterance to the
opinions of the vaut majority of those who support us and of a very im-
portant section, to say the leuast of it, of those who, on other questions,
have differed from us very widely."
That is what the hon. gentleman said. Well, let us see
what his leader said. The hon. leader of the Opposition
made a speech on 3rd October, 1887, in which ho said :

"I am not quite certain that those who have constituted themselves
the champions and promoters of commercial union ean now present it
as a certain or definite principle. It is yet vague, but the substratum
in an aspiration towards reuceproity. Thei idea lu eh uncertain, it
may bu uÜhappi1l' exprussud, but the substance of il is tisat the rnoet
advantageous thing that, commercially, the people of Canad a could
look to, would be mome form of reciproaity with the United States."

Tien, the organ of the hon. member for South Brant, the
Brantford Expositor, on 28th January last, had something
to say on this subjeot ; and I want to see whether the views
of hon. gentlemen opposite and their organe are in accord,
because there is no use of our voting for the resolution un-
les we know that hon. gentlemen opposite are in favor Of
it themselves. That paper, referring to the Globe said:

" We regret that suai a powerful exponent of public opinion should
e°k t dsseminate tie ida, that it la only by a free trado prqpgada

or somth g ao tia dort, tht the Domitoan eau b o redeei ak to i-
uumtgozy rdtfýu.. We do cot bolive It, &ad we would utk to em'
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phauias the fet that the ilobe la It new departure does not voice la
anY aMas the views of the political party Of which it isa lsading advo-
est. "

W. aso fnd that, the Bentinel Review, of Woodstock, which
has been fighting the Globe on this question for some time
and discusuing it very intelligently, on 20th February, dis-
cussed the policy advocated by the Globe in the following
terms:-

" The Liberal party needs a platform more stable than the shiftingsands ofevasion and inconstancy, and so long as the leader could be
held responsible for the utterances of their hitherto recognised organ,
It was absolutely nessary to repudiate the free trade dogma. It is
not a grateful taak, but until it is done throughout the whole country
the Liberal party in Dominion politics will be a ghatly eae ouspen-
ded animation.

There does not seem to be much unity among leading Liberals
of the country on this subject, although the hon. mem ber
for Soutb Oxford, mays ho leads them. Then we find the
Lindsay Post denouneing free trade and direct taxation as
follows:-

found bellet. And we would like to know whers the protectionist tail
of the Liberal party las? If it *ver had one, those whom the Glob
designates the rats of 18b constituted it, an& the loading organ's atti-
tude towards them afforded Uitle expectation of their ever returning to
the fold1"

Now, Sir, I give those extracts to show that when the hon.
member for South Oxford stated that ho was in accord with
the Liberal party and with the great majority of the people
who, though not belonging to the Liberal party are in favor
of reciprocity, ho does not voice their sentiments at aIl.
On the contrary, I think I have shown that the different
organs of the party are opposd to the resolution. What I
object to in hon. gentlemen opposite is the course they have
been pursuing on this question. i would like to know how
we stand to-day as a Parliatment. We stand as a Parliament
with a resolution on our Statute-book pledged that as soon
as the United States shall agece to reduco their tariff on
certain articles, we shall pass an Ordor in Council admit.
ting the same articles into Canada on the samo terme.
The Act of 1879 enacts as follows :-

« The Globe la a month or two Io like the little boy with the potatoes-' "Any or aIl of the following articles, that i t o say, animal@ of ail
will be dlgging up the hills to see if the free trade direct tai potatoes kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of aIl kindq, vgetableS (in-
or principles It has been planting have really been making any g rowth cluding potatoes and other roots), plants, trees, shruhs, coal and coke,
When the Globe essaya to lay down a new line of policy for the Reform salt, hops, wheat, peas and heans, barley, ryn, oats, Indian corn, buok-
party it is time to pound a little common sense lto our contemporary." wheat and al other grain, fliir or meal of any other grain, butter,

cheese, fish (salted or smoked), lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted orThe hon. member for Halifax spoke in very strong terms smoked) and tumber, may be inported into Canada fro of duty, or at a
the other night on this question, and in the city of Halifax les rate of duty than is provided by tlhis Act, upon proclamation by the
on 8th December, 1887, ho made use of this language: Governor lu Council, which may bu issued whenever it appears tu lis

satisfaction that similar articles from Canada may ho imported into the
I know there la a strong feeling in the United States against admit- United States free of duty, orat a rate of duty not exceedlng thatpayable

ting wheat free from Canada lu competition with their own, and I on the same under such proclamation when imported into Canada.
belfeve there is equally a strong objection taken by the coal intere That i the position we ocupybore as a
againstplacing coal on the free list. Oannot then these articles b Tc-iay a Legislature,
eliminated from the contract? Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentleman ap.
Then, we find a gentleman in this House distinguished for prove of that resolution ? That is contrary to the National
the cordial support he gives to the Opposition, speaking of Policy.
the "unfortunate differencesa" in the party. 1 seehim
%mile; no doubt he recognises the phrase. The Guelph
.Mercvry came to the relief of the party as it thought it was
going to pieces too rapidly, and that it was time for it to
settle its differences. On 11th February, just before Parha-
ment met, it said:

" The Globe has had retty good proof by thil time that is advosaey
of the absoluts free trade and direct tai finds no sympathy, nd han had
no support from the Liberal party of Oanada, with two exceptions, that
we know of, nor have its vievi been endorsed by any member of the
Party as far as we are aware. Of course the Globe is only responslble
for its own utterances, but It is regretted that a paper which had for
many years voiced the sentiments of the Liberal party, should now with
a singular want of julgment go off at a tangent and take up a platform
whic in its sober menues It must know is atterly impracticable in
the preseut condition of the country, and which were the Liberal, as
a party, to adopt, would lead to its disintegration and ruin."

The hon. gentleman I suppose will not repudiate the
Guelph Afercury ; and we find him on 11th February opposing
this very resolution.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
Mr. RYKERT. He opposed the prinoiple laid down by

the Globe newspaper.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Hear, hear.

Mr. RYKERT. Yes; and the resolution brought before
the House to-day is entirely in accord with what hua been
laid down by the Globe newspaper. And we find articles
in that paper day after day calling upon this Hous to vote
for that resolution ; but hon. gentlemen opposite, fnding
that commercial union bas been pronounced to be a poli-
tical humbug, come here and go for something else. The
Brantford Ezpositor is also very strong on this subject. In
an article of 10th February, 1887, headedI" Putting on the
brake," it says :

"It ia pretty tough for thos whoM dier frm the .Globe la Its free
trade direct ta platform to b. ubbed the protectionist tail of the
Liberal party. In fact, we maysayitischeekyfor itoupring a new
departure on the conusry, and coolly appropriate the whole Liberai
party, alwayseepting te tat, au thorougly imbued with its ew

Mr. RYK ERT. I will state what m own views are on
that matter in a ver few minutes; and, perhaps, they will
not be in accord wit those of the hon. gentleman, or those
of hon. members on this side altogether. Now, thAt le our
proposition, and that has been on our Statute.book sinoe
1819. We, a short time ago, through the mouth of our rep.
resentative in Washington, made overtures of which this
flouse is well aware. Sir Charles Tupper, then acting as
one of the commissioners on the treaty question, made a
proposition with which al the hon. gentlemen bere are

imiliar, but this proposition was not accepted by the comn.
milsioners on the other side. This was the proposition Sir
Charles Tupper made:

" That with a view ot removing all causes of difference lu connestion
with the fiaheries, itis proposed by Her alee's pleu1 îotenttaris that
the ashermen of both coantries ahaIl have ai the privileges enjoyed
during the existence of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Waahinag-
toi, in conasideration of a mutual arrangement providing for greater
freedom of commercial intercourus betwoe the United Statesand
Canada and Newfonadland."

Then we find the answer. Now, if the American oom-
missioners were disposed to treat on the terme laid down
in our Statutes, there would be no difflculty whatever in At
once arriving at a conclusion. But they were not prepared
to accept that, and they would make no counter proposi-
tion. They refused, on the contrary, to disouss the ques.
tion at all, their answer being:

" While continuing their proposal heretofore submitted-on 1h ethl
ultimo-and fully sharing the deaire of Her Britannio Majesty's pleni-
potentiaries to remove aI Icauses of difference Iu connection with the

aheries, the American plenipotentiaries are sonstrained, after careful
conaideration, to decline to ask from the Preildent authority requiite
to consider the proposai conveyed to them on the 3rd instant as a means
to the deired end, because the greater frSedom of commercial inter-
course so proposed would neceêsitate an adjustment of the present
tariff ofthe United 8tatua by Congressional action, which adjustment
the american plenipotentiaries consider to be manfely impracticable
of accompliahment, through the medium of a treasty under the circum-
stance@ now existing "
That thuws, that so far as the present condition of affaira is
concerned, we are willing to adhere to our offer of 1879, or
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aean go further, s expresaed by our plenipotentiary. The
hon. gentleman asked what my view of the matter is ?1
will tell the hon. gentleman that I retain the same viewé
on the question wbich I expressed in 1865, when addressing
the Agricultural Society of Ontario, as their President, in
the city of London. It was the year before the abrogation
of the treaty, and I thon publicly declared that I did nol
eare whether the treaty was abrogated or not, because I be-
lieved that the Province of Ontario, and the Dominio i at
large, could flourish without it. I still am of the same opin
ion. I still believe that we can go on and prosper without
a reociprocity treaty. I still believe that we can go on side
by side with our neighbors in generons rivalry and prosper,
as we have shown we can in the last filteen years. But
while I am of that opinion, I stand pledged, as a member
of the Parliament which adopted that resolution, to support
it as far as it goes and no farther. I am not prepared to go
further. That is my position in the matter. I am somewhat
surprised-though perhaps I ought not to be -that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite should persist in crying out that this Do.
minion is in a dilapidated state. It seems to be a matter for
rejoicing to them that this country should not be in a pros-
perous condition. We all recollect that, some years ago,
when speaking about the Budget, the hon. member for
South Brant (Mr. Paterson) was called upon to reply to
the Finance MiniFter. That bon.gentleman thon expressed

- the opinion and the hope that before very long Canada
would come to that position when she would be in a state of
almost degradation. He hoped to see the day when we
would not be prosperous, and looked forward to the time,
which, ho said, bas now arrived, when we would be in a
state of decay. In response to the speech of Sir Leonard
Tilley, thon Finance Minister, ho said :

" This country will, as i have said, pass through a period ofstringency
and trade depression as well as of prosperity, and I venture to prophecy
théit in two jears froce now, the hon. linister, if h. stili retains Ms
position as hon. Minter of Finance, will fiad that he will becomplild
to offer apologies; he will explain how this factory and that factory
wu closed; how wages in this department were lowered, and how it
ocours that the exporte have declined. I believe this, and I am con-
firaed in my views by writers in commercial journalo, equally well
informed with the hon. Finance Minister. And then we, on this aide of
the Rouse, will have the satisfaction of knowing that though we have
had to watt for it a few years, till a period of trial came round, yet it
was bound to come at lst."
I hope the hon. gentleman is quite satisfied, now that h.
says we are in a state of decay, that there is no prosperity
whatever in the country, and that we are rapidly going to
the doge. That cry has been raised throughout the whole
country by hon. gentlemen opposite. The sentiment of
every right thinking man muet at once condemn their lineo
of action. As was stated the other night, yon may go to
the other aide of the line, and you will not find an American
in hus place in the Legiulature or out of it, crying out
against his country. Amereans may be driven from the
cities to the country, they may be driven from the Hast to
the Wst, they may fail in their efforte to secure a compe-
tenCY, but you will never find them going back on their
country. Inthis respect, they offer a striking oontrast to
hon. gentlemen opposite, to the hon. member for Bothwell
and the othere who seem to rejoice in declaring that our
country is in a etate of despondency.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What did you say in 1877 ?
Mr. RYKERT. Nothing that I am aware of.

Mr. MILLS. (Bothwell.)
leader.

Read the resolution of your1

Mr. RYKERT. I said nothing in 1877 about it. I am
answerable for my own statements. The hon. gentleman
ha. referred to that resolution, but h. will find nothing of
despondency in it. The right hon. gentleman who moved
it speaks hopefully of the future, but ho said that the policy
then ursuedit it were continued, would be disastrous to

rrmar. ,

e the eountry, sud that the only remedy was the adoption
I of a new poli.y,

Mr. MILLS. (Bothwell). And we say that is disastrous,
We sy the same thing of your policy as you did of ours,

Mr. RYKIERT. But the hon. gentlemen opposite have
been shown to be false prophets. These hon. gentlemen

- talk a great deal about their organ. I want them to listen
to what I am going to read from their own organ on this

. question. The measure of these gentlemen is accurately
taken by their own mouthpiece ; their organ seems to funlly
understand what they were at ; it seems fully to understand
that they are determined to smash Confederation and destroy
the whole country. No later than 8th September, 1887, I
fonnd this article in the Globe:

l One of the standi milfort nes of Oanadians consists lu the
existence within our borders of many pessimistie individuals, often
active and able, who have no desire to perpetuate our c onf deration,
and who further movements, good or bad indifferently, with a single
aim to create general despair. For year past thesoe men have been tell-
ing the people, who live together harmoniously enough, that it is ob-
vionuly impossible for them to continue to jog along in agreement to dis-
agree about creede. Instead of trying to calm race disputes, they have
seized every occasion to exacerbate these, that Ontario and Qnebee,
Canada and Canadien, might join in declaring any political fate more
endurable than the continuance of the effort to baild up a Canadian
nation. They are the wailer over Canadian geography, "---

There they are-
" the whetters of every prejudice "-

There they are-
"themoaners over the wrongs of great majoritieos, the foes of toler-

ance >-

There they are-
" the enemies of all who counsel the people to make the beot and not
the worst of one another--
There they are-
"l the magnifder of business troubles, the spreaders of paio, the groanors
over every difieulty in Canada's development-

There the are-
"I Whn theyjoin In demand for reforma they cry that lit lnot worth
living without it ; when the reform i wrought they weep thst the
situation is as b.d as over."

The globe tonk acourate steck of these gentlemen. Now,
I entirely dissent from their statement that the Province
of Ontario in partieular and the Dominion in general is
retrograding, and I ar prepared to show from their own
organ that to-day Canada Ys more prosperous than ever it
was. There is an old saying that chiokens come home to
roost. In 1886-and I oommend this to the attention of
the leader of the Opposition, though I am sure he doee
not join in the crusade of the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Riohard Cartwright), but I observe that up to the
present time we have not had any indication of hie views
upon this question. In 1886, a disoussion was raised in the
Ontario Legisiature in reference to the terrible expenses of
the Ontario Government. Of course, that was enough to
make anyone cry out, because the leader of the Opposition
knows very well what a terrible expensive Government
that hs been. When they are oharged with the increased
expense of which they were guilty, we find the organ of
the hon. gentleman-I beg hie pardon-we do not know
which is his organ, but it used to be the organ of the party
-I find this language in the GOlobe, and I commend it to the
attention of the hon, gentlemen on that eide of the House
because they will fOnd in it the absurdity of their continu-
ing to decry the country from day to day:

" The crities of the Budget in the Lagislatire Amssmbly have under-taken te show that the Governmont is extravagant bosase the expeudi.
ture is greater now than it wasrIfteenyears &go. Do thoso persos
believe that Ontare has been standing asill for fteea years? If tieydo not-if they admit that ther has been growth and expansion-are
they able o show that the country bas not got value for the money
paid ont, or that payment ha. been in any dogme disproportionsatete
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the service ? Let us have a knowledge of the facto before we condemu

1f5 871 the Dominion had a population of 3,577,176, and an area of
land occupied of 37,041,073 acres, while Ontario had a population of
1,618,245 and an area occupied of 16,128,399 acres In 1881 the popula-
tion of the Dominion--inclusive of the new Provinces and Territories-
was 4,32L,919, and the area occupied was 45,322,594 acres; while the
population of Ontario was 1,920,337, and the area occupied was 19,224,-
362 acres. This shows that in the former the increase of population waa
20.8 per cent., and of area occupied 22J per cent.; while in the latter
the increase of population was 18¾ per cent., and of area occupied 19
per cent.

"No Province or State of Ameries, we make bold to say, has such a
record as this Ontario of ours; and if our representatives in the Legis-
lative Assembly have the courage to act as true sons of Ontario, regard-
less of party ties in another place, and to insist upon a policy of <1hands
off' when its rights and interests are threatened, the men of this gener-
aion will live to see it become the wealthiest and most populous com-
monwealth of the continent, as it is now the best governe.d."

There is the evidence of their ovn organ thut Ontario is
more prosperous than almost ain country in the world,
and is prospering and ircreasing in every respec!. Let Us
go a little further. We have the report of Mr. Blue who
bas charge of the Bureau of Statistics in the Province of
Ontario, and bis words are very signiîfeant as to the growth
of fail wheaf, spring wbeat, barloy and oats in the Province
of Ontario, showing that it is ahed oi any ten States of the
American Union. Let us take them in their order. The
following is the average production of cereals in Ontario
and the principal grain growing States of the Union in
bushels for five years :-

Fail Wheat.
Ontario. .......................................... 21
New York...........................-...... ..... 14
Pennsylvaia .,........ .. ........ 12
Ohio...... ......... ........ . ......... 1,...,. .... ... ... . . ......... 13
Miehigan......................................., 16
Indiana ......... ...... .............................................. 13
Illinoi ...... ... .-. ý.............. 12
Mississippi........................... ..... 10
California..,....... ........ .... ......................... '. 12
Kansas ......... .................................. 15

Spring Wheat.
Ontario.....................................,....16
Wisconsin......... ... ....................... 12
Minnesota -,.. ... .....- 1Iowa,............. ............ .... . . ..
Nebraska ......... .. . .. ......... 12
Dakota................ ................ ... 10

Barley.
Oatarlo ......... ......... ....... ....... 26
New York..................................
Wisconsin........................................24
Minnesota . ........ ..... . ........ .. ............... 23
Iowa....................... .. 22
Nebraska....... ... . . ........ 22.............,......,''2
talifornia..........-....................19

Oats.
Ontario........ ........ ,................................. 37
New York .............................. ........... 29
Pennsylvania .................. ............... 22
Ohio..... ...... ................ ......... 32
Michigan..........~............."......3
Indiana ..............-.. ...... ......... 3.............. ............. 34
Miesouri.......... ................ ............ 31
Minnesota............... .......... ................. ............. 34

111... . ........ .... »...... ...... .......... 34
Miséissippi.........................................26
lansas................... .,................ ....... 31
Nebraska ......... ............. ........... 32

Let us see what he says in his report, and I commensd
Ibis to the attention of the croakers against Ontario•

"Take the Province of Ontario, in the Dominion of Canada, as a
sample There, substantial wealth or a reasonable competency is
within the reach of every industrious man whose efforts are intelligently
directed The penniless pioneer of a few years ago is the substantial,
initpnudent farmer of to-day. The uplifting of the eople in social and
material comfo>rt is a process as visibly going on fron year to year as
the revolution of the seasons. Its progress is recorded in th uannual
advance in the value of their accumulated property, in the increase of
their trade bath in imp>rte an exports, in the establishment and deve-
lopment both of religious, educational and benevolent institutions, in
the apread o! social refinement in the cultivation of the sciences, in thej
appliance of every art that ministers to the happineas of human lite
Nor are thse onditioss the resait of long and painful evolution taking
gemeaSions for their development."'

That is the opinion of Mr. Blue. He also speaks in hie re-
port of 27th February as follows:-

"The farm lands in Ontario having increased in value from S632,212,500
in 188. to $i48,009,828 in 1886, farm buildings from $132,712,575 to
$183,748,212, farm implement from $37,029,851 to $10,530,536, and live
stock from $80,540,720 to $107,208,935, or a total of $989,497,#11 as
against $882,615,610-a gain of $106,872,801 fi four years instead of 'a
loss of 30 per cent.' "

We also find in that valuable report that the different
counties in the Province have increased in a great ratio for
the Iast year.

"l In the group comprising Essex, Kent, Elgin, Norfalk, Raldimand
and Welland, the value of land had risen in 1886 by about $3,000,000
over 1885. In the group comprising lambton, Huron and Bruce the
increased value was over $i,oo,000. l Grey and Simcoe the incresed
value was $6'000. In the group campriming Middlesex, Oxford,
Brant, Perth, Wellington, Waterloo and Dufferin the increase in valus
in the short period of one year was $2,75400'. In the roup compose&
of Lincoln, entworLh, alton, Peel, York, Ontario, Durham, orth-
umberland and Prince Elwari the increased vane in a year was
$3,600,000. In the group comprising Lennox and Addington, Fron-
tenac, Leeds and Grenville, Dundas, Stormont, Glengarry, Prescott,
Russell, Carleton, Renfrew and Lanark, the increase in value was for
the year $7,500,000. ln the group comprising Victoria, Peterboro',
Raliburton and Hastings the farm lande increased in value in twelve
months by $à,100,000; and in the group composed of Muskoka, Parry
Sound aud Algoma the increase was $i0,000. Th total increase in
value of farum lands in the whole Province in 1886 over the preceding
year was nearly $21,000,000."

So you will see from that report from Ontario, that the Pro-
vince is not going backward, but,on the contrary,that every.
thing is in a good condition. The hon. gentleman al80, in
order to show that ho is still in the same despairing mood,
refers to the great debt under which we are laboring. I
might ask him to go back as far as 1875, when he declared
that the debt whi3h existed had been incurred for works of
general utility. Ho went home to England, and there
publicly declared over his own signature that all this debt
was created in erecting works of public utility, and he went
on to show what they were; therefore I say that it does not
lie in bis mouth to go boyond 1875 for the purpose of
decrying this country, and showing what the existing
financial affairs are. Now, I will quote fron the organ of
the party. As late as November, 1881, the Globe newpaper,
in referring to an article of (oldwin Bmith, which ran in
the same direction as the speech of hon. gentlemen opposite,
denounced this statement as improper and incorrect, and
said the debt was not created in the manner which Mr.
Smith described. It says:

" Who does not see that Mr. Smith wants the samie thing for Oanada,
and is ready to decry this country if so he may injure its credit, awd
thus p.event development of its incalculable resources and indue the
people to look to Washington or despair ; it is trae that the debt of the
Dominion ie large, but aineteen-twentietb3 of it have been incurred
for productive purposes, and the interest has always been promptly paid.
With no debt and without works, in which the money have been ex-
pended, the sountry would be infliitely poorer than it would bu wers the
debt doubled without adding to the works."

Now, Sir, thore is an article showing that the debt was
created for works of public atility ; but in the face of that
pubic declaration these hon. gentlemen taik quite different-
ly now. The hon. gentleman again said :

I In these twenty years they have trebled our debt, in thse twenty
years they bave trenled our taxes, and when the Budget comes to be
brought down I think the House will find that the abilities of the
peopte of this county are very far indeed from being flly discharged or
measured, even, by our present enormous debt,'

Now, Mr. Speaker, lot us sec for one moment about this
debt. In the year 11i75, when the hon. gentleman gave the
people of Ergland to understand that the debt was created
tor works o! publie utility, we had a debt of 8116,008,378.
Iu 1886 the debt was 8 3,159, 107, or au increase during
that time of t107,lô0,729. Nw, during that poriod, while
the debt increascd that amount, we paid for public works
and the debts of the Provinýce, $I1.,65,80, so tbat we
actually expended, without increasiug our det6t, $11,813,073.
That does not look very bad after ali. Then we have the
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evidence of a gentleman whom they will not doubt. In a
speech made by Mr. Blake, the member for West Durham,
in Russell, he says:

"The expenditure had increased since 1878 by about eleven and
a-half millions. Part of that increase was justifiable, although the
Conservatives in opposition were not wise enough to know, or not
honest enough to state, that an increase was necessary in a young and
growing country like Canada."

In answer to all that we have the public declaration of the
hon. member for South Oxford that the whole of this debt
has been incurred for legitimate purposes. Now, Sir, the
hon. gentlemen followed in that bewailing style of his,
which characterises the speeches from the other side of the
louse, and he spoke about the exodus from this country.
In view of what bas taken place in the records of this Par.
liament, I think he ought to have hesitated before speaking
of the exodus in the manner he has done. 0f course, the
hon. gentleman bas always been anxious, and the hon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) likewise, to make the
people believe that the country was going to the dogs, and
that people were leaving it as rapidly as they could. They
take the evidence furnished by the collector at Port Huron.
The hon. member for South Oxford, in speaking about this
exodus said :

"IBut I will point to this merely, thst if you are to accept the custom-
ary standard laid down in the United States, if you can venture to hold
that every able-bodied man who comes to North America is worth,when
he lands on the dock, $1,000 to the State, then, Sir, whatever may be
the cause, the result of aIl this is, that in losing these 2,000,000 of people
we have lost 500,000 able-bodied men, or thereabouts, and we have lost
au equivalent, according to that calculation, to $500,000,000."

It was well said by an hon. gentleman a few nights ago
that a country that could lose $500,000,000 must be a rich
country indeed. He goes on:

"IWhat shall I say of the folly of supposing that it is anything but a
great misfortune, a great calamity, a great injury to the people of the
country that so huge a portion not only of those who come to settle in
Canada, but of those who belong to us, of those who are our own flesh
and blood our own kinsman, have been obliged for lack of opportunity
to leave âanada and seek a home elsewhere ? I say that this is proof
positive that we are in a state of retrogression."

Then he goes on and points out about the two millions. He
repeats no less than four times in bas speech that two
million people have left the country. He says:

"These mon have not hesitated to carry out a policy which has been
responsible, in my judgment, for driving two millions of fer Maj'sty's
North American subjects into exile, and which had risked the loss of all
British North America to the Empire. It is time that we should clear
our minds of cant on this subject. * * * * * It is idle
for any human being to rime up and tell this House that, when we have
lost a number equal to half the whole population that now remains,
things are satisfactory with us. There is not another country, except
perhaps Ireland, that bas sustained so heavy a bleeding as we bave
one during the lait few years."

Now, Sir, this House well knows that some time ago, when
the charge was made that a great exodus of young men was
going on from this country, an investigation was made by
Mr. Lowe, and his report was laid before the House. It was
charged upon that occasion that no less than 71,424 persons,
settlers, had entered at Port Huron and gone to the United
States. Upon examination Mr. Lowe found that instead of
that number there were only 2,422 who had lef t our country
for the purpose of settling in the United States, and that
the total number of passengers passing out of Canada, of all
kinds, was 64,168, including 13,804 who went to Manitoba
via the United States. I find, Sir, in the report of the
Committee on Immigration and Colonisation, of 1884, the
following:-

"The immigrant settlers during the year included34,987 who entered
from the United States, making entries of settlers' effects at the Custom
houses, the names of the settiers, the numbers of persons in the family,
and the nationality being registered in all these entries ; these figures
being thus obtained by an exact registration, are absolute and show a
very considerable moveftent from the United States to Canada, owing,
doubtless, to two causes, one being ready employment in manufactories
and on railway works, and the other the attraction of our lands in the
North-West."

Mr: RTKERT.

I commend that to the attention of the hon, gentlemen
opposite. We had no less than 34,987 people who came
back from the United States during that year, while it was
actually found that the total goirig out was only 2,4-2.
Now, let me read something else on that point. I know
hon, gentlemen opposite will believe the Globe, and here is
what it said on the 14th April, 1882:

" The Dominion Government should now take means to represent
forcibly to the Government of the United States the extreme and seem-
ingly wilful inaccuracies eof the figures published at Washington as
truthful. If the American Government refuses or neglects to furnish
evidence upon which statisties rest, no more need be done than to
publish the fact in Europe where American.figures already enjoy none
too sweet a reputation."

That is what the Globe said, and the Globe thought the re-
port made was entirely correct. We found among the list of
immigrants actors, clergymen, dentiste, druggists, lawyers,
bakers, barbera, blacksmiths, laborers, milliners, tailors,
servants, speculators, and people without any occupation,
the total number being 45,393. A declaration was made
by the American officer who reported the number of immi.
grants who passed into the States, before the United States
collector. This declaration contains the statement that:

"Charles Irwin and myself got up those returns entirely by guess
work, and copying off the old returns, and before my time he helped
Crawford and others of my predecessors to get them up. The idea was
to make the immigration look as big as we could. I know myself of
large crowds of men going to the lumber woods in the fall being taken
as immigrants, although we knew perfectly well they would all go back
to Canada in the spring."

And further this declaration says:
" In getting up the returns, the way we got at the occupation of the

immigration was this : We took so many thousand persons, called so
many carpenters, so many blacksmiths, so many painters, &c., so many
doctors, so many lawyers, so many preachers, &c., and the balance we
called farmers; in fact, the whole thing from beginning to end was
nothing but guesswork."

He was also examined before a Committee of this House, as
follows:-

"By the Chairman:
"Q. Did you assist in obtaining the immigration returns ? A. I did

not; I made out the returns, but there was no obtaining of them at all. I
made out the returns, but did not obtain them in any way, shape or form,
except by simply--you may call it guesswork, or estimating them.

"By Mr. Trow :
"Q. Were those returns made under oath? A. No, Sir; not by me.
" By the Chairman:
"Q. How long were you employed in performing those duties ? A. I

was employed for some time previous to my connection with the Customs.
When I was baggage master for the Grand Trunk, the Deputy Collector
in charge at Fort Gratiot asked me to make up those returns for him, as
he knew nothing about them, so I did that work for about two years
previous to my connection with the Customs, when I was baggage
master there.

"Q. Do I understand you to say that in making up these immigration
returns, yon did not take any means of verifying the correctness of the
returns made to the Government, and tbat the statements or returne sent
to the Washington Government, and published by them as authentie,
were, in point of fact, not authentic ? A. Yes ; you can clearly understand
me to say that there was no attempt made to get at the actual registra-
tion of these immigrants whatever."

So when hon. gentlemen opposite cite the returns obtained
at Port Huron and other American ports au authentic they
mnust be aware that they are entirely incorrect. And no
one knows this botter than the hon. member for North
Perth (Mr. Trow). So satisfied were the American autho.
rities on this point, that the returne were fraudulent, that a
letter was sent by Mr. Secretary Manning on 20th February,
1886, to the collectore in the different ports in which he
says :

"WAsHNGTON, D.0., 20th February, 1886.
"To Collectors and other officers eof the Customs :

'' Since it appears t> be impracticable to procure under existing laws,
accurate statistic eof immigrants arriving in the United States from
British North American possessions and Mexico, you are hereby directed
to discontinue the collection of etatisticse of such immigration until
otherwise directediDAIBL MANNING,

46socr.ary."
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So satisfied were the Americans as to the inaccuracy of
their reports that Mr. Secretary Manning put an end to
their collection, and they have not since been made, yet
hon. gentlemen opposite rise and state that the number of
immigrants is something enormous, and the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has the cool
affrontery to say that over 2,000,000 of people have left this
country and gone to the United States since the present
Government assumed power. Is that an honest and an
upright statement, a fair representation for the hon. gentle-
man to make ? He knows right well what the records
proved, and yet he has the coolness to say that the exodus
is still going on. Let me make a comparison in order to
see how we stand, and that perhaps may be satisfactory to
some hon. gentleman while unsatisfactory to others. I
hope it will satisfy hon. gentlemen opposite that we are
increasing at a greater ratio than our neighbors across the
the line. I have taken for purposes of comparison the
Provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Quebec and
Ontario on the one side, and on the other the States of
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, New York and Ohio.
The following is the result:- a

INCaiusEM OF POPULATION IN PROYINCEB AND STATES.

1871.

Nova S otia...................... 387,000
New Brunswick..........,...... 285,594

672,5941

Quebee...... ..... ................. 1,191,516
Ontario........................ 620,851

2,812,367

P. E. Island.. . ............ 1 ......... ......
Nova Scotia.... ........
New Bruamwisk......
Ontario . . ..........
Quebec..............J...........

Maine.....................
New Hampshire...........
Vermont .........................

New York..........
Ohio.........................

Nova Scotia ........ '.........
New Brunswick.............
Ontario...... .......
Quebec ........'...
New York.....................
Ohio ........ ................ i
Maine .............
New Hampshire.............
Vermont.........

3,484,961

1870.
626,915
318,300
330,557

1,275,766
4,382,759
2,665,260

8,323,785

1881. Inorease. Per cent.

440,572
321,233

761,805

1,359,027
1,923,228

3,282,255

4,044,060

1880.
648,986
346,991
332,286

1,328,263
5,082,871
3,198,062

9,609,196

35,639

89,211

167,511
302,377

469,888

......... ......

559,190

11,071
28,690

1,729

41,490
700,112
532,802

1,274,411

13 -84
12-68

13'56

14-00
18•65

16 -74

15•87

16-04

1·76
9·01
0•52

3*25
15-97
19-96

15-81

16*04

15'31

Have we reason to complain of this result? I hold we have
not. This statement distinctly shows that, instead of de-
creaeing in population, Canada is increasing at a greater
ratio than those States across the lino. Take the great
cities of New York, Buffalo and Cleveland, and we find them
increasing rapidly, but no more rapidly proportionately
than is our own country. Yet in the face of these facts hon.
gentlemen opposite despair and hold up their hands, and
say we are going to the dogs. That, however, is simply a
repetition of what they declared in I878. The hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Riehard Cartwright) at that time
bewailed the fate of Canada, he declared ho was perfectly
helpless and could not do any more for the country; yet
hon. gentlemen opposite have seen the country prosperous
during the last six, seven or ten years.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. RYK ERT. "No," says the hon. gentleman. There
is the best evidence of it. I have shown the prosperity of
the country in the figures I have submitted, and I have
shown that the increase of population in the United States
is less than in Canada. Hon. gentlemen opposite may take
the Yankee almanac and prove an exodus to their hearts'
content, but their figures are not correct. Secretary Man-
ning says that the immigration statistics are inacourate,
and cannot be relied on. We have the sworn statement
that instead of the immigration of Canadians at Port Huron
being 45,393 in 1873 it was only 7,222, Yet the hon. gen.
tieman opposite says we are going to the dogs, and, in fact,
we find all of those hon.gentlemen making similar declara-
tions. We have another and a very good authority. There
is an agricultural college in Ontario, and in connection with
it there is a distinguished authority by the name of Professor
Brown who certainly does not belong to the Conservative
persuasion, but who a a gentleman holding high rank in
the Reform-Liberal party, and that gentleman, in a
letter to the Globe, on 15th December 1887, gave his opinion
in regard to the condition of Canadian farmers, as fol-
lows:-

"1I have no hesitation, therefore, in again repeating that you are not
only doing well and making money-whether placed in the bank, in
improvement or on mortgage-but you are actually wealthy. When
any farmer can pay 6 per cent. on what he gave for land and working
appliances, give his family $500 to help keep the house, and then have
one-fourth of the whole left to lay past or speculate with in future
crops, he is second to no profession I know."

Now, Sir, there is a gentleman whose opinion on all those
questions is well known. It does seems to me remarkably
singular, in the face of the publicly declared utterance of
men who ought to know and in face of the report of the
Ontario Bureau of Industry and other documents that those
gentlemen should in face of all that keep crying against and
bemoaning the fate of Canada. The whole record points to
the conclusion and shows that Canada is second in prosper-
ity to no country in the world, and it proves too that no
country has made such rapid progress. Let us take and
compare with the State of New York. That is a great State
and one of the richest and most prosperous of the States of
the Union, and yet we find that official documents declare that
the ratio of prosperity in the Province of Ontario is groater
than in the State of New li ork. Yet, Sir, those gentlemen are
now inviting us to go away from our home,they want us to go
and leave this terrible and god-forsaken country, they say
we are handicapped with debt and that the people are leav-
ing the country by scores and thousands-two millions, I
think they state left the country in the course of eight or
nine years. Those gentlemen opposite complain about the
institutions of this country and the reckless expenditure
of the Government and everything of that kind, Where do
they ask us to go to-to that blessed land on the other
aide of the line pictured by them in the most beautiful and
glowing terms. But what did the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Çartwright) think of the Yankee land
in 1878 ? What did he think of this land we ought to rush
to, this land into whose arma we ought to fly, this land
under which we ought to submit ourselves to be taxed just
as the American please, and to which we are to humble
ourselves just as they wish to humble us. Speaking in the
lower Provinces in 1878 he drew a far different picture of
the United States and held up to as the progress of Canada.
He said :

i We, Sir, have studied the example of the people of the United States
and we see in the condition of that country almost everything which
ought to warn you, not to allow yourselves under any ples or pretense
to be deluded into imitating the system which has wrought so much
mischief there. We see in the United 8tates aecording to the testimony
of their wisest writer, of their own most experienoed itatesmen that
the result of iheir foolish system, is that capital to the extent of several
thousand millions has been worse than wasted, that labor has been
diverted fron its proper channels, that the foreign commerce bas been
almost annihilated, that almost every evil has been brought upon the
country-evila far exceeding, so far as regards the effect in their material
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prosperity, those which resulted from civil wars, and we have no desire benohes tbey and the country have a renedy. But they
to assist in bringing thoseevils upon the people whoee welfare, for the bave proclaimed ail thie before the people on three different
moment, we are responsible. Have made up our minds, be it for weal
or for woe, they will adhere to these principles that they believe are theocasions and the people said that tbey had Do confidenos
only ones capable of extricating you from your difliculties, and that in what they stated. The people lound them wanting and
most assuredly they will not allow themeelves to be cajoled into adopt- they rejecd their professions. In the SaMe Way the
ing a system from which as proved by the example of the United âtates gentlemen opposite are now orying down and belitiling
we can expect nothing but rin and decay.'their country and asking us Io go to tlat beautiful Yankee
Yet, air, after this the same gentleman now invites this land of paradise snob as Polk County. There neyer wa
House and this country to join this very same people. Sir, more inopportune time to discus thig question than at the
we have other evidence of the kind of a country to which present, because we find that the people on the other @ido
these hon, gentlemen wish us to go, The New York Times, of the une are disenssing the question ofaltering their tarif.
of February, 1888, speaks about the enormous debt upon We se day afer day reports of bis being introduoed
different States. It says the States are heavily mortgaged into Cougress, in which the question is being
and continues :

" The amount represented by the face of the farm mortgages in Ohio, diuedSat.ItSrng oedeingate arif intthi
Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Dakota, Iowa,
Nebraika, Kausas and Missouri, is $3,422,000,000. The actual value of they meet witb any response ut the bande of the Americau
the farms in these 10 States is to-day about $13,931,000,000. AIl talk people the tarif will be largely reduced and if the tarif
relative to this vast sum of money being paid is utter folly. No agri- were reduced wbat le to beome of the revenue those gen-
cultural people can pay such sums. Profits derived now from American tlemen say we are going te have when we get unrestricd
agriculture are so small as to be aunwortly of the elighest consideration. reciprocity? When our business bas been bult up by the
The paper goes on to shzw that the farmer will not National Policy, whcn 011 industries have been established
average $294 for each farmer, and of this smali sum they and when we have a hor»e market for env farmers it je un-
will bave to pay for labor, seed, rents, supplies, and they wise for us to discues thie question. Lt le crying down our
and their familes live besides. It is not possible for these country and impairing our credit in England and elsewhere.
farmers to lift these mortgages. Yet those gentlemen We ought te be the luet people in the world te do ibis, but
say "go to that country," that country whieh is flowing the wbole stock in trade and tbe wbole capital of hon. gen-
with milk and honey, leave your own benighted Canada tlemen opposite seene te be te cry down their country.
and see where you land. But let us think of what a There le too much anxiety on the part of those gentlemen
beautiful time our farmer would have with $>94, and for unrestricted recîprocity under whicb they oaa join the
what luxury he could enjoy. Why, after paying the people of tbe United Sbates. I eau quote rio higher au-
rent and taxes he would bave very little leit to speak of. îbority thun the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Lot us see what this is I have here. It is an official paper Cartwright) on this subject. Somo time ago he tbought it
from Mirnnesota. Here, Sir, is an eight-page advertisement humiliating in a large cegree for Canada te have reciprocity
of the tax sales of land in Polk county. There are 4,890hp
residents going to be sold out for taxes, and 2,875 non- 187-<,>at lilax the
residents advertised to be sold out for the same cause. It was , hongntle as ti
There is wbere some of the hon. gentlemen want us to go, tection. In that e gland he lyf wsurningtowardstpro-
Polk County, Minnesota, there is the beautiful and blessed and what that case, e ofoubtely ducriminte agiet us
Yankee land for us to go to and be happy,-the beautiful now fiad a market in the mother country. Lt was uapatriotic te
land in which we find there are 7,765 lots to be sold for Oauada'sexistea ce d'pendent upon the United -4ates granting recipro-

0f ~ city, aud h. repudiated thes notion that reciprocity was as necessarY te
non-payment of taxes.usasoe have tried t make us believe: We are aready in a fair

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I was going to ask the hon. positc mpete with the UnitedStates on the marketsof the world."
member whether he was not one of the parties who held up That is the opinion the hon. gentleman expressei on that
that country and its prosperity to us as a reason for adopt- Occasion. Hoe hought that il was bumiliatîng for us te go
ing the National Policy ? the United States and demaad reciprocity. Thon, the

Mr. RYKERT. Never. hon. member for Bothwell, in a spetcl made ut Mount
lElgin, in 1878, quoted with approval the following language

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell), Your leader did. of Sir Alexander Galt
Mr. RYKERT. I never, Sir, never said ons word on IlIt is, therefore, thougicideirable, and indeed our manifeet duty te

bobaf e tha contry an, Ihope I oversha, Si. Wllshow them, net i a spirit cf hostility, but certainly icn that of independ-behalf of that country, and, I hope, I never shall, Sir. Welc ence, that while we value tieir friendsiip, and value their trade, we
Sir, let us go on a little frther. We find what the cienicfirm t unreasonable term, and would nt have ither our
American says of Dakota, that blessed land of the blizzard, commercial policy or our political allegianoe dictatd te us by a fbreigu
to which we are asked to go,-the land which a short time country.'
ago was described as the land of the wild cat and hyena. At Charlottetown la the same year the hon, mocber for
Th Scientifîc American, speaking of Dakota, says:-outh Oxford delivercd himecilsîrong language, and

"Good beef eteers were sold for 2c. per lb. live weight, and farmerstirely what heaid thon hsequat force te day. The oir-
kick at the low price; hogs are worth 4c. per lb.-" oumetances ef Canada have net much changed, exuept that
Hope the hon. gentleman knows what that means, the country bas gene on and prospered more than any
"which is thought an excellent price. Corn 21c. per bushel, or say other country inithcworld, and how can he pessibly say te-
$5.76 per ton, allo*ing 70 lb,. to the bushel-very cheap. Some farmers day that wo ougbt te kunkie down st the fiot of Brother
talk of burning it for tuel, as it is considered as cheap as Peannsylvania Jonathan any more than then? The hou. gentleman said
bard coal at $11.80. Ooru in the ear is said to be firet class fuel by on that ocaon
those who have used it."

&nd ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~4 tt giSr eUc leodcutrytebetfu "They say we muat have reciprocity and we caniset live withont it.
And that agan, Sir, the blesed country, the beautifu or the Dominion f Canad take exception t that statement. W hile
paradise to which we are all invited to go. I, Sir, as a reciprocity is desirable, we are net iu snob a state cf aubjection te the
Canadian cannot feel justified in asking ar d advising my Uited States that we cannot lire without it we have mon and sbips,

thor; Icanot, iras Candia fel ad 1'will carry the war inte afriea.' W. wilI find now markets for
oountrymen to go there ; I cannot, Sir, as a Canadian feel"Ioouoryien t goourselves, and eut them eout. There is aothîng letter calculated te
myselt justified in running down my country as hon. prevent the bringing about cf reciprecity than te tell the Americana vs
gentlemen opposite do. If our country is burdened with cannet liva without them. It vend induce them to believe that they
aebt there is a way to overcome that, for if hon, gentlemen had the power te drive us te their own terms."
can satisfy the country that the rain whioh they speak of Can any person dissent from the argument of the hon.
bas been brought about by gentlemen on the Treasury gentleman? No, we are entiroly in accord with thatand

Mr.byYeEnhT.
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what Was appliomble th.n is al the more applicable now in
our present state of prosperity. Then, I will quote again
from the organ of the hon. member for West Ontario ; at
least I assume that it is his organ. Between the Mail and
the Globe I am not sure which is his organ. I believe in
a long race the Mai eis the botter paper; it is botter
writt en, and gives botter literature. But the Globe, roforring
I have no doubt to the bon. member for South Oxford, the
hon. member for Bothwell and several others who at that
time were barking at his heels, on 28th December, 1887, said:

Il Now it happent tb&t these peoples es in the natural wieh of
Canadians to extend tbhir trade with their neighbors, occasion for
preaching that the extension muet be had instantly and at any price
lest Canadians shal surely die. Though it is not easy to exaggerate the
advantage of unrestricted reciproeity, they do manage to exaggerate
them by taking that attitude. Not only s, but they compromise
the prospects ot succes for the movement they profess to have at
heart. To prolaim that we cannot exist withont commercial union,
to argue that we should sacrifice even our political statue to get the
boon, is the very method by which our republican neighbors will
be induced to withhold it, if they have a desire to annex Canada. Does
any reasonable man doubt that the pessimiets nderstand that ? They
are too able no% to be well.aware that they- actually obstruct unres-
tricted reeiprocity by declaring, in effect, that the Canadian Provinces
should even separateto obtain it. And why should they thus obstruct?
The answer is surely plain. Have they not avowed their wish to smash
the Confederation into ite original fragments.

Now, Sir, in corroboration of what the hon. member for
&uth Oxford said in 1878, we find the Globe following it up
with the following strong language:-

" 'a it a wise policy on the part of Sir John and his organs to show
to the Americans such great anxiety to recare free trade with thom ? Is
not that the way to prevent a reciprocity treaty ? Io not the American
answer under such circumstances certain to be that of the New York
$un: 'Reciprocity with Canada ? Why, yes, certainly ; we are ready
tor it, only it would be convenient for the several Provinces of the
Dominion to be admitted among the United States as a conditional pre-
cedent.' The true attitude in reference to the United States is that
which the Reform party has always taken-: 'We an hive without your
trade; we are flourisbing under our present tariff arrangements; we
are not willing to annex ourselves, and are not anxious for any change
but we are willing te make a fair -reeiproeity trenty which will benefit
both countries.' Which is the more statesmanlike, this position or that
adoptad by Sir John and hie organe ?n

Thus you will see that the sentiment thon pervading the
Reform party and those who were thon leading the party,
was that it would be unwiee and impolitic on their part to
place on the Statute-book any doclaration admittitig that
we were prepared to have reciprocity; and it doos seem to
me, in view of the opinions I have given you, expressed by
hon. gentlemen opposite, that it is utterly unwise and
impolitie for us at the prosent time to seek to get reci-
procity on any terme except on the fair and reasonable
terms proposed by Sir Charles Tupper. We have already
had an opportunrity of ascertaining how the American
people feel on the question. If the hon. member for South
Oxford is prepared to define what his resolution moans,
what kind of a treaty ho wants, thon we shaol be able to
judge exactly what bia proposition is. We are asked to
pass a vague and meaningless resolution ; but we want to
kLow what kind of a treaty bon. gentlemen opposite pro
pose. Do tboy ask for a treaty more extensive than that
of 1i74 ? If they do, I say they have no chance of getting
it The questien has been ditcussed over and over again
in Congress and almost every place in the United States,
and the unanimous test,imony of the American people was
that even the Rteciprocity Treaty of 1874 went too far. If
there is ry meaning at ail in the resolution of the
hon. gentleman, you would have manufactures of every
kind patsing across the lino without paying customs daty.

It being six o'clock, the House adjourned.

After Recesa,
Mr. RYKERT. Whon you left the Chair, Sir, I was

about tu discuss tho terms of the Treaty of 1874, and to
sow that vwa not aeoeptable to the peuple of the United 1

States, although it was far more extensive in its provisions
than the old Reciprocity Treaty of) 8.4, which existed down
to 1866. I may bore remark that bis new found scheme of
Mr. Wiman an Mr. Butterworth is nothing but the resur-
rection of an old scheme which was propoune set ome years
ago in the Hcuse of Representatives. I 1 ithat, in a
debate which took place in that body, this whole question
of commercial union was discussed, and although a very
strong and a very plaintive appeal was made to that repre..
sentative body on behalf of the scheme, yet they paid no
attention whatever to it, but thought it unwise and impoli.
tic. I find that the whole matter was discuesed in a
speech made by the hon. Elijah Ward in the House of
Represen ativos, on 1 8th, May 1876. In that speech, ho
pointed out all th- propsitions which Mr. Wiman bas laid
before this country, and comparing the speech made by Mr.
Ward on that occasion to several made by Mr. Wiman
since, I have come to the conclusion that Mr. Wiman bas
simply resurreoted the scherne whieh was propoundod years
ago in the Uiasoe of Ropreientatives. Mr. Ward, in the
course of his remarks, made these observations:

" As many manufactures in both countties are made of material im-
ported from various parts of the world, it would manifestly be impossi-
ble to estab!i-h a completely free system of commercial intercourse with
Canada, except under duties not only corresponding but aiso equitably
divided on the productions of the countries. This i the chief obstacle
to any fair mutual advantages and complete arrangement of reciprocity
between us."

A.nd ho goes on to discuss the scheme from the same stand-
point as Mr. Wiman does. I merely mention this to show
that the scheme is not a new one, and to show that it is not
one which is at ail lhkely to be acceptable to the United
States; and I maintimi there is vo use in our proposing
an arrangement to which the people of the United States
have shown they are decidedly adverse. I take the ground
as a Canadian, that we ought not to humble ourselves at
the feet of the United States. We should rather see what
our country can do by itself in the march of progress; we
should rat ber sec it we cannot cmipote with the United
States, and I would like to see our country parsue the
course we have hitherto pursued of working and advancing
in a spirit of generous rivalry with our neighbors, and
resisting every attempt to merge ourselves in the institu.
tion of the United States, either politically or otherwise,
as such a policy must inevitably end in annexation. The
Treaty of 1874, which was framed by tho lon. George
Brown, was one of a mo e ecmprehenaive character
than that of 1854, It provided for the introduction
in Canada of the manufactures ofthe United States and vice
versa, and was in fact much more extensive in its provi-
sions than we would be pi epared to go at present. It went
much further than 1, as a representative of the people,
would consent to go, as long as I hold a seat in this
Legislature. But even that treaty met with the univer.
sal condemnation of the people of the United State compre-
hensive and extensive as it was, embracing as it did manu-
factures of every description, as any hon. gentleman will
see by looking at the treaty itsolf, it did not meet with
favor on the other side ; and il I refer to it now, one of my
reasons for doing so is to give the opinion pronounced on
it by a very prominent Reformer, thon member for Toronto,
Mr. John McDonald, now Senator McDonald, who was oon-
sidered as level headed a man as we have in the whole
Dominion. Mr. McDonald denounced that treaty in the
most unmeasured terms, and consequently came under the
censure of the organ of hie party, as must inevitably any
person who has the hardihood to differ from its opinions.
That, however, is a compliment which most mon like to
have paid them, and I have no doubt the censure of the
Globe had no effect on Mr. John McDonald. Speaking of
reciprocity, he said :

<'tfpon no clause of the Reciprocity Treaty but those relating to our
oav trade, de we desire to express au opînion. It needi but liutle rs-
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soning to proe what the results will be when the American goods
referred to are admitted into our country duty free. To the Canadian
manufacturer-ruin. To the Canadian dealer-loss. To the projected
manufacturing interests-stoppage. To the Canadian consumer-direct
taxation. To the entire trade of this country-dis turbance, uneasiness
and uncertainty."I

That is the opinion of Senator McDonald, then member for
the city of Toronto, and I have no doubt his opinion would
have great weight. But, in the same connection, allow me,
Sir, to show you the opinions of gentlemen of the United
States, who thoroughly understand the question. We have
the opinion of Mr. Blain, who was at that time candidate
for re-election to the State of Maine, and this treaty was
then being disoussed on every platform in the United States.
Mr. Blain said:

" The treaty of that name which was terminated in 1868 was cruelly
oppressive to the people of Maine and inflicted upin the people of that
State, the il years of its existence, a loss of $50,000,000. It presented
the singular anomaly of giving to the Canadians the control of our
markets of certain leading articles on terms far more favorable than
our own people had ever enjoyed. Let us simply place Canada on the
same basis with other foreign countries, taxing her for duties or admit-
ting thom free, according to our own judgment of the interest of our rev-
enue and the needs of the people, always bearing in mind that in govern -
mental as well as friendly matters "charity begins at home."

So you will see that he had no respect whatever for that
treaty proposed by the Hon. George Brown. He looked
upon it as something which the United States people could
not accept, because it was not at ail in thir interest. To
show the opinions of the American people on this question,
we have had a certain amount of litorature placed before us
by the American papers during the last two months, and I
propose to lay before the House some ovidence of the terms
on which the Americans would be willing to admit us into
commercial union, and what a beautiful po8ition we would oc-
cupy if we should put oui selves at their mercy. The Chicago
Times, speaking of an unconditional surrender on our part
said :

" Unless, therefore, the Dominion is prepared to make a complete and
unconditional surrender of all control over its own tariff and accept
whatever tariff our Congress may choose to enact from time to time, the
scheme of commercial union, in the sense in which the phrase is used,
is entirely out of the question."

The Chicago Times says further:
"l It must not be forgotten, that this proposition (commercial union)

implies a complete surrender by the Dominion Parliament to the Ame-
rican Congress of all control over the principle of the Dominion's
revenue-the tariff. Whatever it may please the American Congress
to do regarding the tarif, that the Dominion Government muat forth-
with accept. Our Congress would have even more power over the
Dominion under this arrangement than it would in the event of political
union, because the people of the Dominion would have neither vote
nor voice in Washington under the proposed commercial union,
while they would have both under political union. Not only would
our Oongress prescribe and ehange at pleasure all the tariff taxes
exacted from the people of Canada, but our executive officers and our
courts would make all the rulings and decisions affecting rates for the
Dominion as well as for the United States."
That is the position we would occupy in the opinion of one
of the best writers in the United States, and he further
expresses his opinion by saying:

" The fact seems to be that very many Canadians who are talking
about this project imagine that they are talking about something like
the old Treaty of Reciprocity, and it is probable that if the real wish of
the Canadians could be ascertained, it would be found to be for recipro-
city and not for a surrender by their Government of ail control over
their own tariff-a thing almost necessarily involved in the customs
union acheme."

Then we have the Philadelphia Record, which says;
" No scheme which would give to Canada an equal voice in the deter-

mination of faderal taxation could be considered. 8he would have to
accept the position of a 8tate in the Union, with only such power in the
determination of the tax rate as her comparative population would
entitle her to. How this could be effected without representation in
Congress is a matter hard to determine."

So, as far as we are concerned, they do not propose that
we should have anything to say in regard to taxation or re-
venue, but we must be contented to take whatever they

Mr. BTKasT.

choose to give us, and for the balanoe we must resort to
direct taxation.

Mr. TROW. You are speaking of commercial union now,
not of unrestricted reciprocity.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Siamese twins.

Mr. RYKE RT. I think I shall be able to show the hon.
gentleman in a short time that commercial union and unre-
stricted reciprocity and continental free trade are all the
same thing, but he had better consult the hon. member for
North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in regard to that matter,
because at Jarvis he made a speech in which he said that
commercial union and unrestricted reciprocity were both
the means to arrive at the same end. This paper goes on
and says :

" If Canada want3 free trade with this great country, she can get it
once and for all by casting in her lot with us. Nobody who has any
sense should strike a blow to annex her territory to ours, but when the
Canadian people, kindred to us in blood and language, and living in a
land which nature has made a part of ours, wish to become incorpo-
rated with this great Republic, they wili be cordially welcomed ; and
we may confidently affirm that they will never secure permanent free
trade with us until this movement occurs."

Now, what does the hon. gentleman say to that? Re is a
free trader, and according to the doctrine laid down there,
even a free trader cannot expect to have access to the mar-
kets of the United States unless Le joins hand in hand with
the people. A few days ago, we had a speech made by a
young offshoot of Mr. Blaine, young Mr. Blaine, in which
he indulges in the flowing and beautiful langua e which
we sometimes hear on the other side of the Wouse and
which we often hear on the other side of the lino. He
says :

" American fishermen will never rest content, and this vexed and
vexatious problem will never find abiding solution save under some
such agreement as that of the Treaty of 1783 or 1854, bonorably en-
forced and maintained in spirit and in letter. ' * * Ther
are many ways doubtless by which sncb an end may be gained, but if
this be tne best treaty which Great Britain and Canada will grant
negotiation is not to be numbered among them. Two measures at once
suggest themselves, punition and persuasion. The means for the first
are furnished in the resolution of Congress authorising the President
to inflict retaliatory measures ; for the second, in the lately much-dis-
cussed commercial union. Deprive Canada of aIl business relations
with the country or grant to lier, not a treaty framed on the lines of
the ridiculous, one-sided reciprocity of Lord Elgin, bu t on the basis of
unrestricted interchange of products, witb the enactment and entorce-
ment of our tariff laws."

So noue of these gentlemen will accept us unless upon their
own terms, that is, that we should accept their tarif laws
and allow them to change them as they please, no matter
how it may affect us or how it may affect our revenue. They
do not appear to want any such makeshift policy as hon.
gentlemen advocate. The Rochester Democrat says: " This
country does not want any such makeshift policy," but it
says it -'is willing to unite the interests of the two countries
in a bond which will be effective as against the competition
of the mother country." Then we find also that the American
Manufacturer says :

" We are not auxions to aunex 'hopeless and helpless' people, but we
assume will b. obliged to take a few of this kind along with the rest.
Under the inspiration of American citizenship they may become hopeful
and helpfnl. Possibly after all Canada becomes thoroughly ripe for
annexation, the Goddess of Liberty will hold out her apron uand catch
lier as she involuntarily falle from the parent limb."

That is a fine position for the hon. gentleman to place us in.
Here is a paper, the Minneapolis Tribune, which has always
shown a great deal of sympathy for the people of Canada,
and no doubt has etrong feelings in our favor. That paper
says :

" The followers of the present Conservative Government oppose
commercial union as destructive of their policy of national develop-
ment. A Government which has had the courage and spirit to build
the Canadian Pacifie Railway in furtherance of its ides of a grest
northern confederation, kit together by common interests and utrong
national feeling, is not going tesurrender its policy tamly. Ta tplicy
contemplatea th. building up o!f(Janadiau iniastil by a protsotive
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tariff against the United States, England and the other manufacturing
countries. The (lanadian who does not shrink from the idea of politi-
cal union with th. Unitpd States as the ultimate destiny of bis country,
may weli favor commercial union au advantageous The Canadian
whose ambition for his country is an independent position as a member
of the family of nations, may well pause before committing himself to
the plan of free trade acrosa the line."

So you see, from the quotations which I have made from
the American newspapers, that they have no sympathy with
the policy initiated by hon. gentlemen opposite. Whether
you call it commercial union, unrestricted reciprocity, con-
tinental free trade, or direct free trade, they are one and the
same thing, and I think I can show that from the hon.
gentleman's own utterances. I wili quote again from my
hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) who bas
been showing himself very conspicuous in advocating free
trade and in educating the young Liberal idea in that direc-
tion. At Waterford, ho said :

" The two plane are different modes proposed of arriving at substan-
tially the same reult."

At Jarvis, on 4th November, ho said:
" It le simply a custome union between two or more independent

states, where a common tariff and excise lawa are adopted and the
revenue collected, and afLer deducting expenses of collection so divided
among the participants in the basis of population or any other basis
that might ho agreed upon, while all trade restrictions between them
were removed."

So you will sec that commercial union, as far as the hon. mem
ber for North Norfolk is concerned, means the abandonment
of the customs lino between the two countries, the pooling
of receipts, and the dividing of the pool according to popu-
lation or according to some other neans which may be
suggested; and the result of that muet be a deficiency in
our revenue which muet bo made up by direct taxation.
No hon, gentleman on that side who has spoken, either in
this House or in the country, has intimated that we could
receive more than $25,000,000 from the pooling arrangement,
which would show a deficiency according to our present
expenditure of over $10,000,000, which would have to ho
made up by direct taxation, and the consequence would bu
that, no matier what we had this year, we could not know
what we would roceive the next year. We must b)
dependent upon the amount received from the United
States for the amount required for our expenditures, and
we must find out whether we would receive enough to
carry oa future improvements before we could settle our
own taxation. The resuit would be that all future im-
provements must be abolishod, that no more railways
must be built, that no railway subsidies must be granted,
and that we muet resort to direct taxation. We all know
well, and I will be able to show before I sit down, how
direct taxation will work. Now, as regards commercial
union and unrestricted reciprocity, and I think they are
one and the same thing, according to the definitions made
by the hon, gentleman. A few days ago Mr. Cluxton, of
Peterborough, made a speech in which ho said:

"That commercial union meant unrestricted reciprocity, unrestricted
commercial intercourse between Canada and the United States, or in
other words the obliteration of the customs lino between the two
couatries, in fact the abolition of ail tarif and customm duties."

Now, we find what it really means. We find that this
celebrated Mr. Hitt, who is now making himself conspi-
cous in the Congress of the United States upon this
question, at a banquet in the city of Boston, pointed ont
what are really meant by reciprocity and commercial
union :

" We in the West would like you, manufacturera of New England, to
have access to that great market of Canada. With a reciprocity treaty,
or, better still, commercial union, you will bave the preference over
Engliah, French and German goods ; and in two years' time after it le
a lopted gouda from Yankee manufacturera will be in every retail store
from Montreal to Victoria."

That is a beautiful prospect for the manufacturers of
Canada. Ilon. gentlemon will find that, if their policy jei

carried out, the result will be that every retail stor e
between Vancouver and Halifax will be filled by Amorican
manufactures. More than that, ho goes on to let the cat
out of the bag, and I suppose our friends from the Maritime
Provinces will like to hear this. He says:

" In a commercial union with a common tariff and the border free,
probably a larger part of the importe of Oanada than at present would
enter by way of New York and New England porte-and the receipts of
Canadian ports would, of course, correspondingly fall off."

We will be entirely at thoir mercy ; they will so arrange
matters that our cities upon the shores of the Atlantic.will
be completely deprived of that volume of trade which has
done so much to build them u,) during the last few years.
Then there is Mr. Shaw, who seems to be an authority upon
this commercial union question, who takes the same view.
The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) seems
to have the same view of the matter. Then we find that
the Farmer's Advocate says that they don't know what
they are talking about, they don't know what it really
means. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seeme to me that a definition
of unrestricted reciprocity ought to have been given by the
hon, gentlemen in moving this resolution. They ought to
tell us what they mean by this proposition; they have failed
so to do, and they leave us in a state of obscurity. Now, I
do n-t feel disposed, and this House will not feel disposed,
to accept any proposition which is surrounded with so many
difficulties, and so many uncertainties as this proposition
made by the hon. gentleman. We find that the hon.
member who moved this resolution spoke some time ago in
the town of Ingersoll, prior to the meeting of the Bouse,
and ho there discussed the question of commercial union
and unrestricted reciprocity. Hie says they are one and
the same subject, one and the same thing. He says it is
so eurrounded with difficulties that it is utterly impossible
to tell exactly what will be the result, but of one thing he
is certain-that unrestricted reciprocity or commercial
union, will lead to discrimination against England. He is
certain also that it will depreciate and roduce our revenue;
ho is certain that our political system must sooner or later
be abolished and that in consequence we shall be absorbed
into the American Union. Now, Sir, those are matters, it
seems to me, of very serious i mport. In the speech made a
few nights ago, the hon. gentleman points out all these dit.
ficulties ; he points out the difficulty with regard to our
revenue, and the diffiuulty with regard to discrimination
against England; but in his speech at Ingersoli ho said of
the two alternatives, we should choose that of annexation
in preference to refusing to accept the bonofits of commer-
cial union. The hon. gentleman, as reported in the Globe
newspaper, seems to have mado up his mind on that point.
He seems to have made up his mind that direct taxation
must come, and the sooner it comes the botter:

"I speak strorgly and I feel strongly on this matter; the more so
because it is. quite manifest that the very men whose corrupt and ex-
travagant mismanagement have mainly contributed to bring about this
ahamefui state of things are now impudently declaring that the very
consequences of their misconduct form an insuperable barrier to obtain-
ing this great boon for the people of Uanada I

" The argument is worthy of the men.
" Nevertheless it is quite true, and it would be folly to deny it, that

we do enter into any negotiation with the United States at a serions
disadvantage by reason of our own folly."

Again ho says:
" Now you vili see that I have put the case against us as strongly as

even the îierceSt o pponents of the scheme can desire, and therefore you
may feel asaured that the diffliculty is not insuperable. I am not epeak-
ing at random when I say that even so I decline to admit that this forms
any insuperable difficulty

" the first place I have given you the worst aspect of the case. Te
the next I am very clear that the great mass of the people will profit
largely, and be, therefore, better able to bear additional taxes.

&-le the third place, it is likely that our remaining taxes wili produce
more, and finally, what is of most importance, it is a mere shifting of
taxation, and you will not have to pay one cent more on the whole.

" We have to raisU $30,000,000 anyway. It is simply a question of
the mode in which you ill raise it.
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"It will not cost the people of Canada one cent more, but rather the

reverse, if tbey elect to raise a portion of this money by direct instead
of indirect taxation.'"

So you see that the hon. gentleman bas surrounded this
question with a great many difficulties, and therefore I say
it is one that this country ought not to accept Now, Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member, as I said before, stated that ho
voiced the sentiments of the country, ho voiced the senti-
ments of the Liberal party in the House and outside, and
of a very large majority of the bon. mombers who are not
in political accord with the Reform party. But I would
like to point out that while these gentlemen are in favor of
this poliey, the leader is entirely opposed to it. Mr. Blake,
in his Hamilton speech, was entirely opposed to it. He said
it was utterly impossible that we could adopt a froc trade
policy at the present time-entirely out of the question.
The hon. member for Bothwell shakes his head. What
does ho mean by free trade ? I shall show from his own
organ what ho means by free trade, before I get through.
Mr. Blake, thon, declared positively that the Government
should not change our fiscal system, that it would be detri-
mental to the best interests of this country. Now, Sir,
it is rather strange, when we look at the history of
the past few months, to see the wonderfal changes that
have come over different members of that party. It seems
to me they have no right to ask this House, or to
ask the country, to adopt a policy upon which they are
divided, upon which they cannot form one concerted opinion.
On the contrary, I say, they are as diverse as the poles. The
Globe newspaper, which is now the organ ofthat party-
it seems to have triumphed now in this little race ; ibis
resolution is according to the principles of the Globe, but in
opposition to the London Advertiser, the organ of the hon.
mem ber for Bothwell, and other papers which profess to
represent that party in Ontario. The hon. member himself
was in favor of commercial union pure and simple againmt
unrestricted reciprocity. A littie while ago, I think ho
sbhook his bead when I said that, but I think I shallh be able
to retresh his memory in a few minutes. But this we do
know, that the Liberal organ diýcussed commercial union
and then uniestricted reciproeity, and when the East
Northumberland election came on, the whoie question dis.
cussed thon was commercial union, and a stIng protest
was made immediately after that election to the Reform
party because they had not carried commercial union.
Now, I find in the organ of the hon. member for Bothwell,
this language. The article is headed "lCommercial Union
versus Unrestricted Reciprocity ":-

" The Toronto Globe is devoting itself to the advocacy of unrestricted
reciprocity in opposition to a plan of commercial union. We wonder
whether our contemporary has been encouraged in this line by the suc-
cees of Ur. Cochrane against Dr. Mallory. Commercial union lies with-
in the range of practical politics. In our opinion unrestricted recipro-
city dos not. Reciprocity in natural products is practicable because
the natural products of na other country are likely to find their way
acroas the American border from Canada."

I think the hon. gentleman was in accord with my indi
vidual opinion, and he seems te favor the proposition laid
down in the Statute of 1879 in favor of reciprocity in
natural products. lie says:

" The wheat, the barley, the oats, and whatever else we may produce
that we might send in to the market of the United States under a
reciprocity treaty are not likely to be interfered with at the border, but
this would not apply to manufactured goods. Unrestricted reciproeity
would necessitate the continuance of all the custom house
officers upon the frontier that are now tound there, and the
right to make a different tariff wouldi be of no value to u3, the
more especially as tree trade with a neighboring Republic would imply
a higher rate of custonms duties as ag-tinst others, and as we are in
greater need for purposes of revenue, than the United States of high
taxes, we have nothing to gain and much to lose by isolated action
upon the tariff. They can afford to do with a lower rate of taxation
than we, and everythiug at the present time points to the possibility of
the American aide of the border falling below the rate of taxation
here."

Mr. RYKxRT.

I have now establiehed beyond ail ontroversy that the hon,
gentleman who shook his head this asternoen is not in favor
of unrestricted reciprocity but commercial union. The hon.
nmember for North Norfolk (Mr. Gharlton) evidertly some-
what disconcerted at the position of the Reform party at the
late elections, and finding they were demoralised and with-
out a policy, desired to secure a policy. The hon. gentleman
said, at the Farmers' Union at Waterford, that it would be
a good idea to adopt commercial union as the Liberal plat-
form. The bon. gentleman thon thonght that commercial
union would be a grand plank in the platform of the party,
and ho evidently seized it with some degree of pleasure.
He thus started the question upon its journey, and now we
find it introduced in this House as the platform of the
Reform party. I sbould like to know what diference there
is between the two terms-commercial union and unre-
stricted reciprocity. I say there is no difference; and, in
fact, the hon. member for North Norfolk says they are one
and the same thing. He said:

" This Farmers' Union will naturally and legitimately look into the
question of our trade relatione, our natural markets, &o., and it will at
once be confronted with the question of commercial union, or unre-
stricted reciproeity with the Uuited States. This is not yet a pe1tical
issue. It is receiving the favorable consideration of men of aIl parties.
Perhaps it may yet answer the despairing demand fora poliey made by
that portion of the great [iberil party of Canada who were nt satisfied
with a mere policy of negation, but at the present moment the issue is
net a part of the political creed of either of the great parties. Per-
haps it may lead te a recast of Canadian political parties, but it now
appeals upon its own merit alone for favorable consideratien."
Again I am constrained to direct the attention of the House
to the fact that the Liberai leader bas not yet opened
his mouth here on this question. What has that hon.
gentleman to say in regard to the opinion of his party
friends in Lower Canada? He appeare to be afraid of
the issue, for ho has allowed his deputy leader to assume
all responsibility and thruet upon this Rouse and the coun-
try a policy which cannot be meceptable, because he him-
self says it is not a feasible policy. What did the hon.
member for Quobec East, the leader of the Opposition in
this House, say? fHe said at Sonerset:

I am not ready te declare that commercial union is an acceptable
idea; I am not ready on my part to declare tbat commercial union is a
principle which ought to be adopted. There are a greatmany considera-
tions and there is a great deal of preliminary study t be gr e through
before a stand can be tak n one side or the oher Commercial union
may ba possible, perhaps, but it may be surrounded with insurmountable
difficulties, but the time hs come when the policy of reprisals muet be
left out, and Canadians must show the American people that they like
fair play."

The hon. member for Bothwell again took up this question
and discussecd it in answer to the Montreal Gazette, aud I
will show what the views of that hon. gentleman were upon
it. He said on the 19th December, 1887 :

" The Montreal Gazet/e says that commercial union la objectionsble
because it would take from Parliament that control over the revenue
which bas ever been held as the main source ofistrength in the Commons
in their struggle for supremacy in the state. A more absurd proposition
could not well be put into a single sentence. Commercial union no
more takes from Parliament cntrol of the revenue than dos any
ordinary treaty of recprocity. The Gaz-ve saya that ommercial union
would take from the ftarlhament of Canada the right t emake a tariff.
It would do nothing of the kind. It wouild take from Parliament the
right ta impose taxes upon articles produced in the United States?"

We flnd tho leader of the Opposition is called upon to take
part in the eleetion contest in Hildimand. The first time
ho appeared in Ontario as leader of the Liberal Party ho
was called upon to express an opinion po n this question of
commercial union, at the time ho was endeavoring to run
out Mir. Montague. lie said :

ITory politicians call me a rebel, but, rebel as I am, the great diffi-
culty to my mind-a difReulty which I have not solved-ic ithe one
that I am not quite sure commercial union would be consistent with
the duty we owe to th) mother country."

That is what I like to hear, but pass this resolation and sce
how far you caa keep in line with the mother equantry. Tho
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very moment this proposition is adopted, that very momen
you knock down the barriers between this country and th
United States, and you erect a barrier against Great Britain

"I feel that the time has not yet come for me to disecus this questioi
and to give the solution which I shall some day be called upon to give.1

I said a few moments ago that the policy was a shifting one
the party being for commercial union, then for unrestricted
reciprocity, and then back to commercial union. Tho organ
of the hon. member for West Ontario, the Toronto Globe
was terribly annoyed at the result of the election in East
Northumberland, and it expresse! its opinion upon this
question in the following terms on 23rd December, 18S7:-

"We suppose every Tory organ from Cape Bret -n to Vancouver will
this morning overfli'w with joy on acc>unt of the glorions defeat of a
commercial union candidate yesterday. * * * What the election
poves-and to this we would like to direct the attention of Mr. Joseph
Chamberlain-is that in the past election in which commercial union
was made an issue, the anti-commercial union candidate, backed by the
entire Pt'ength of a victorious Government came within a hair-breadth of
being defeated."

Again the Globe pins its faith to commercial union and looks
hopefully to the future. On 24th December, 1887, it said:

" Though the Opposition muet regret that the unrestrictionists have
won a seat in East Northumberland, the commercial unionists have rea-
son to con gratulate themselves on the very good run made by their can-
didate. Mr. Cochrane beat the commercial union candidate by nearly
twenty votes,that is,we say,very strong evidence that unrestricted reci-
procity will sweep the country whenever taken up by a regular party
organisation and presented to the people as the sole issue in a general
contest We can remember no scheme of so short a presentation before
the electors of any country gained so large a proportion of votes as com-
mercial union bas polled in East Northumberland. All political expe-
rience suggests early success by the party which flings aside aIl other
questions and stands on this only."

So even at that time the Globe kept prominently before the
people commercial union. We have also the opinion, and
no less an authority of the hon. member for West Ontario
(MIr. Edgar) that the scheme is entirely impracticable, and
under any circumstances it is utterly impossible for the
Reform party as a whole to adopt it. That hon. member,
who is given somewhat to literature, describes the difficulty
in this way, in one of his celebrated letters he sent to Mr.
Wiman :

" We are often told that unrestricted reciprocity would '1sweep away
aIl the custom bouses upon the frontier.' If that were to be done it
seems clear, for several reasons, that we would have to agree upon a
uniform customs tarif with the United States against the rest of the
world. In other words, the entire tariff legislation of both countries
would be brought to a standstill during the duration of the treaty, and
it is scarcely conceivable that either Canada or the United States could
arrive at a satisfactory uniform tariff to last for that period."

And yet in the face of that declaration the hon. gentleman
1n going to vote for the resolution of the hon. member for
South Oxford. He points out the utter unsatisfactory con.
dition of the whole scheme, and that we could not possibly
carry on the affaire of this country with a tariff which is
likely to be shifted about from one end to the other.

Il Mr, Ohamberiain, ai bis interview with the press ln Washington on
the 18th inst., is reported to have stated that 'the most important
reason why the project of commercial union could not be successfully
inaugarated was the fact that the Tarif Acta of the two countries do
not agree, and thatit would be difficult to devise a plan which could
meet this objection.'

Il t ln useless te deny ihat there are bots practical and sentimental
difficulties in the way of establishing a uniform tarif for the two coun-
tries against the rest of the world, and of maintaining this uniformity
during the life of a reeiprocity treaty. I suppose these difficulties are
not insuperable."

Now, Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mill) again wants reciprocity pure and simple. I1find
that on the 12th December, 1887, in his organ he says:

"We shall be pleased to obtain reciprocity in natural produets with
the United States; we shall be pleased, failing this, to get unrestricted
reciprocity ; we believe that it muet be greatly to the advantage of this
country,and that it would affect the revenues much leus than anrestricted
reciprocity with the mother country."

4o5

t You see, hon. gentlemen, that he wants reciprocity pure
e and simple, and failing that, ho wants unrestricted recipro-
. city. He ges on to point out, in an article of the 19th

November, the difflulties of having a common tariff, and the
n difficulties in the way of importations from both countries.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman, the member for Bothwell,
(Mr. Mille) who, as I said before, was strongly in favor of
commercial union as against unrestricted reciprocity, got
quite annoyed at the un:estricted reciprocity advocates,
and gave them a bit of his mind and opinion in his organ

t some time afterwards. On the 19th November, 1837,
ho says this is a very "serious mistake," and continues:

" We observe that some of our contemporaries are declared in favor of
unrestricted reciprocity, as they call it, rather tharn commercial union.
Tney say ihat in case g f unrestrcted r)ciproeity we would be left fre
to make our own tariff, while the Unite I-'tto uiglit make their,, and
se we would have absolute free trade with the United State., with
reference to the products and manufactures of the two countries, without
been bound with them lu a common tariff. In our opinion those who

f take this position are making a most serious mistake, as it is certainly
not a proposition which will be entertained by our neighibors, and which
would have all the burdens and inconveniences attending it which be-

t long to the present system."
The hon. gentleman thinks if they cannot accept commer-
cial union it was botter to abandon all idea of unrestricted
trade with the United States. He goes on to say :

" If our people are not prepared to accept commercial union they had
better abanden all idea of unrestricted trade with the neighboring
republic ,we must have a common tariff, we must, if we have unrestricted
trade, get rid of the customs bouses along the entire frontier, aud that
we could not do except by agreement with our neighbor upon a common
taritf."

He points out the objections:
"I How are the people of the United States to know that the cottons

wbich we propose to send in are Canadian bleached cotton ? How are
they to know whether the tweeds and flannels are manufactured in this
country or in Scotland ?"
So from this evidence we see that the hon. gentleman was
first in favor of commercial union as against unrestricted
rociprocity. Then we find that although the organe of the
party were in favor of unrestricted rociprocity he suddenly
changed front in the month of January, 1888, and ho turns
around in favor of commercial frec trado. Then, Sir, we
find that all the organs of the party, hoaded by the mcmber
for Bothwell (M'r. Mills) the member for Wellington (Mr.
Innes), and the member for South Brant (Mr. Somerville),
-at once raised a cry against the new policy of the Roform
party and against the Globe newspaper. Let hon. gentle-
men bear in mind this which I take from the Globe of 20th
January:

"But unrestricted reciprocity would not greatly reduce anything
except agricultural implemen ta. Woohlens, for instance, are dearer now
in Dakota than in Manioba. On the whole, the Manitoba farmers' sup-
p lies, brring machines and tools, are as cheap as in Dakota. Under
free trade with the world the Manitobe farmer would obtain untaxed
implements and untaxed British goode as well. He would gain nearly
all that unrestricted reciprocity can give him. In addition his entire
list of necessaries would be reduced fully 30 per cent. Freedom of rail-
way building, important as it is, will never be worth as much as
free trade to the North-West farmer, grazer or merchant."

You se that the Globe was in favor of unrestricted recipro-
city. Unrestricted reciprocity would do as much for him
as annexation, his position would be nothing like as good
under annexation as under free trade for the whole world.
Now, Mr. Speaker, again I find that this unrestricted
reciprocity on which you are now called to pass judgment in
this Hoeuse, is also condemned in the very strongest terme
and the results that would follow from it are pointed out
by the Globe newspaper again :

i It is not useless, as the pessimists declare, to keep before the country
that unrestricted reciprocity, though the most desirable of changes, is
not the only alternative, nor even the most profitable policy for Oanada.
If we wished to produce public despair we 'night preach tbat commer-
cial union is the one salvation from the present bad position, and that
that salvation should be sought at ail cois. But we are content to leave
that false and abominable teaching to our good neighbors the pessi-
mist, the gentlemen, not Ganadian in any respect, who have set out to

8 smash the Confederation."
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This was referring to the member for Bothwell's organ,
which had been attacking the Globe:

" It is their business to profesa despair and create it."
Which they are doing in the House all the time.

" The lengths that they will go may be understood from two particu.
lare. Profeesor Goldwin Smith's favorite journal recently suggested
that the Canadian fisheries should be surrendered for nothing but to
placate our neighbars so that they might perhaps incline their hearts to
give us reciprocity I And the distinguished writer himselt said: ' One
touch of the Retaliation Act would bring the policy of separation and
restriction down with a ruan.'

You will See, Mr. Speaker, that so far I have established
beyond all question, that unrestricted reciprocity, commer-
cial union, continental free trade and free trade are one and
the same thing so far as those gentlemen on the opposite side
of the House are concerned; and that we had at one time
or the other the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)
in favor of commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity
or in favor of free trade. What, sir, will be the resuit of
this measure so far as Canada is concerned ? We have been
told by hon. gentlemen who have spoken that the resuit of
this proposition if adopted or crystallised into legisiation
must end in direct taxation, and that the revenues of our
country will not be able to meet the extraordinary and
growing expenses required for carrying on government; so
that we must have direct taxation. This, Sir, has been fully
vointed out. I have a letter here written by Mr. James
Young, the former member for one of the Waterloos, who
lives in Galt and whose opinion on this question is well
worthy of consideration. That gentleman has given the
matter a great deal of study, and some of the most interest-
ing literature contributed to this question during the recess
has bcen contributed by Mr. Young. Mr. Young in one of
his pamphlets shows that the result must be direct taxation,
and I venture to say that quoting such a high authority as
that hon. members on the opposite side of the House will
not be inclined to question it. Mr. Young ésays:

" One of the first results of commercial union would be the loss of
nearly $7,COO,000 of revenue annually collected by us from American
importe. The total customs revenue of the Dominion for 1886 wae
$19,373,551, and notwithstauding our high taxation, there was a deficit
of $5,834,000. How could we pay our pubic creditors and prevent
financial embarrassment if we gave up our control over the
tariff, and at the same time threw away $1,769,000, or over one-third of
our total customs receipts, which was the amount collected from the
United States goods last year ?

"l It will not do to ' pooh-pooh ' this question instead of answering
it. It is a matter of the most vital consequence. The solvency or
bankruptcy of the Domini>n may depend upon it. 'Ihe seven millions
of revenue would have to be raised, and how could we do it ? We could
not raise it by higher duties on imports, for we would be under the
continental tariff which we wouldu't control, and if we even trebled
our tÉland revenue taxes it is extremely doubtful if the amount would
be forthcoming, for the rates would be, in many cases, prohibitory,
inducing smuggling and other erasions of the revenue. But even if wa
could easily raise the $7,000,000, what class of Canadian tax-payers,
least of all our farmers, who have the brunt of the burden to bear now,
would ever dream of taxing themselves for commercial union to sucl
an extent."

That, Sir, is the opinion of a gentleman well informed on
all those questions. I think that evidence proves beyond
doubt that the result of this policy must be direct taxation.
The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartw ight)
in his speech a few nights ago refers also to the same
question and speaks as regards direct taxation. He admits
there would be some difficulty in meeting the revenues, and
he shows the only way it could be done would be by direct
taxation. He does niot look upon that as a very objection-
able feature, but Sir, we know that if the leader of the
Liberal party were here he would oppose this very scheme.
The hon. member for West Durham, in appealing to the
electors last Fe bruary, at Hamilton, said :

" Fiscal system of Canada for many years. What la that system ? It
is the system of raising revenue by indirect taxation. Direct taxation
for the Dominion is, in my juigment, a practical impossibility. Indi-
rect taxation muet be the source of our revenue."

Mr. RYKET.

The hon. member for South Oxford is also at issue with
the hon. member for Bothwell. in moving his resolution
the other night, ho said :

" Sir, I desire to say that, in my judgment, we onght not, I do not
think that Government would dare, I do not think any other Govera-
ment would wish, to add by direct taxation one farthing or one penny
to the taxes that now press most heavily on the agricultural classes, ou
the fishermen, on the miners, on the lumbermen, on aIl the greatproduc-
ing classes in this community. I shall be prepared to prove in some
detail, at the proper place and time, that among the many faults with
which our system abounds, perhape the greatest is this : that under it
the hard-working, industrious, thrifty man je taxed enormonsly out of
proportion to hie earnings ; and I say that with a system of direct taxa-
tion, if you muet have recourse to it, although I doubt greatly whether
you need, with proper economy, have recourse to it, that orying injus-
tice muet be redressed, and the respectable, well-to-do, moneyed classes
muet be made to pay their fair proportion-no more should be asked-
to the burdens of the country. This proportion they moet assuredly
do not contribute to-day, and never will under a system of purely
indirect taxation."

Does the hon. member for Bothwell agree with that pro-
prosition ? He will not answer; I will give the answer for
him.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I expressed no opinion upon it.
I said that it was a suggestion for an income tax.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman's memory is a little
defective. I noticed that he applauded the hon. member
for South Oxford when he made that speech, and being sach
a high autthority on political economy the hon. gentleman
I know entirely approvel of it-that customs duties should
be done away with and the taxes should be levied by direct
taxation.

M. MILLS (Bothwell). He never said so.
Mr. IRYKERT. I read it.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
Mr. RYKERT. Well, I will read it again:
"I shall be prepared to prove in some detail, at the proper time and

place, that among the many faulte with whieh our systemabounds--"

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The protective system.
Mr. RYKERT. No, he does not say that at all.

" -perhaps the greateet is this: that under it the hardworking, indus-
trious, thrifty man is taxed enormously out of proportion to hi esara-
ings; and I say that a system of direct taxation, if you must have
recourse to it, &c."

What did the hon. member for Bothwell say a short time
ago? He aid it would be absurd to have direct taxation.
It is really hard to catch him; now you have him, and now
you have not. On 21th December, 1887, the London Adver-
tiser, his organ, says:

" Mr. Mills in Lis celebrated work on political economy pointed out
the reasons why a fairly imposed customs tax is preferable to direct tax-
ation and the reason lie assigne are of general application. Direct tai mut
be paid at some etated time, whether it is convenient for the tax-payer or
not, and it never can be imposed upon the community, in such a way as
to impose upon each individual burden in proportion to his ability to
pay. A customs tax, if the principles-of free trade are kept in view, and
if levied for the sole purpose of revenue, le really an income tax in the
expenditure of each family, In the purchase of importe, bears a much
closer proportion to the income of each person, than if an attempt
were specially made to tax income.''

Now, if the hon. gentleman is logical and consistent, he
will oppose this resolution, because its effect muet be as
stated by himself and others-direct taxation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
Mr. RYKERT. Yes, the hon. gentleman said so himself,

and the hon. member for South Oxford said so in his speech.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, ho does not, nor does ho in

the extract you read.

Mr. RYKERT. Ie said:
" We will suppose, for argument's sake-"

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
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Mr, RYKERT. The hon. gentlemen do not disconcerti

me in thO leat I can stay here until to morrow morning
if neoesary,-

" We will suppose, for argument's sake, that we have to face this bu g-
bear of direct taxation-direct taxation, be it remembered, not for ail
our revenue, but a trifling portion of it alone. Now, 8ir, I have to call
the attezition of the House in that connection to certain important facts.
Firet of all, no ipau who bs paid any attention to this subject will, 1
think, dare to deny the fact, which, i think, is recognised by every poli-
tical economist, that direct taxation properly Ievied takes a great deal
le%# onlt of the, pocket of the people than direct taxation ; most of aIl,
indtree taxation, levied as our system of indirect taxation is levied
Dow.",

That is what the hon, gentleman says fHe says
that we require a revenue of 835,000,000, that in pooling
the met we can have is3 25,000,000, and that the rest will
have to be raised by direct taxation. He said that distinct-
ly at Ingersoll. I believe the hon. member for Bothwell is
opposed to direct taxation, and he says the whole IRelorm
party is opposed to it; and yet the organ of the party is in
favor of direct taxation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
Mr. RYKERT. Well, we will see before I get through.

The Globe on 22nd September, 1887, said:
" The only objection to its adoption is that some part of the Dominion

revenue might have to be raised by direct taxation. To our mind that
is another recommendation. To pay a considerable share of taxes
directly would induce the people to be very careful as to whom they
committed the administration. Still it appears to be true that direct
taxation i much of a bugaboo to politicians, especially to French Can-
adians."

So you see the Globe is in favor of direct taxation, and says
it is only a bngaboo raised by the French Canadians. Then
we fnd that the Globe says commercial union would result
in direct taxation :

" If the advantages are what he states. is the objection that free trade
involves direct taxation a powerful one ? Certainly not from unmiti-
gated commercial unioniste. That reduction of the United States tariff
which is certainly imminent, will reduce the American revenue so much
that, if Oanadians paid to it according to consumption, and shared in it
according to population, they would have to resort to direct taxation in
order to provide the Federal Government with the necessary revenue."

The Globe, on January 23rd, says further:

"If it be objected that continental fre trade cannot be had on terms
leaving Canalians free to making more fiscal progress, our answer
is that the Globe has never favored commercial union on any terms."

There the Globe deies having been in favor of commercial
union ; yet 1 pointed out that it was in favor of commercial
union at the time of the East Northumberland election,
when, urged on by the hon. member for West Ontario, it
called on the party to gather its forces together and show
the country that the Reform party was not quite dead.
Now, we have again, on 28th December, 1887, the Globe's
opinion, as follows :-

" It is said that Canadians cannot be educated up to direct taxation.
Bah I The very pessimists who affect to believe so much in public
stupidity admit that a considerable revenue would have to be raised by
direct taxation under commercial union. If the Americans reduce their
tariff, as President Cleveland proposes, the revenue to accrue toCanada
from the projected customs union would be quite inadequate to her
neede, and her Goverument would have to raise, by direct taxation, an
amount no easier to collect in that way than the total sum needed for
goyernmental purposes. That is nothing against commercial union.
Bir Richard Cartwright faced the prospect boldly and honestly. He
pointed out that direct taxation must come of continental free trade.

0 much the better, say we. Direct taxation is a good thing of itself.
The people can be convinced of this without any more trouble than is
necessary to carry any great wholesome reform. What pusillanimity
is that which shfinks from the advocacy because the good cause would
be dtfeated 'if submitted at the polls to-morrow.' And what dishon.
esly that the verypersons who allege 1'direct taxation 'to bar 'abolition
ot custom houses' should make nothing of 'direct taxation' as a bar
to the scheme which they propose to favor"

So you wili see that they are in favor of direct taxation.
The Globe is in favor of continental free trade as opposed
to Inrtricted reciprocity and also as opposed to commer-
cial union, and then, as have shown, the Globe is entirely

n favor of direct taxation. What I find fault with also
and what the hon. gentleman has pointed out himself in
moving the resolution, is that it must result in discrimina-
tion against the mother country. That, I think is a very
important matter. Sn important was this uîestion of dis-
crimination considered in 1879, when the National Policy
was under discussion in this Parliament, that the then hon.
member for West Middlesex, the Hon. Mr. Ross, now Min-
ister of Education in Ontario, made a very slrong appeal
against it, based on the fact that it would discriminate
against England. The hon. member for South Brant
(Mr. Paterson) also took the same ground, and gave
instances to show, by selections from different por-
tions of the tariff that it meant discrimination against
the mother country. Now, these hon. gentlemen,
however, are wiliing to abandon all that, they are willing
to withdraw their former statements, and are prepared to
accept a resolution which certainly means discrimination
against England. Although they hold that the Government
were wrong in the policy they adopted in 1879, they are
yet prepared to adopt a policy which, as regards discrimina-
tion, must have the same effect as they contended the Gov-
ernment policy of 1879 had. The hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was thon vory mnuch
annoyed at the idea of discriminating against England, and
he animadverted a good deal on what he called theI "lip
loyalty " of this side of the House. At page 451 of the
Hansard, he is reported to have said :

" But afew weeks have passed, an'd bth aides ofthe HEouse were uniting
and expressing the gratitude to Her Majesty fo: having confided her child
to our care. If that illustrious laly were to roturn to England, I am
afraid she will be obliged to tell her Royal fother that the practical out-
come of all this lip loyalty was a pulicy directly antagonistie t> the in-
teres's of Great Britain, a policy which whatever nay he the intentions
of the Finance Minister and his colleages, seems on its practical rerults
especially designed to injure British interest and hamper British trade."

But the hon. member for South Oxford, in speaking at
Ingersoll, did not think discrimination against England any
objection whatever to his new policy. He thore said :

" Anyway, let us have no cant on this subject. We are not called on
to be more British than the British themselves.

" Our total trade is not of much consequence to Great Britain, and
the loss of a smal fraction of it, if they do loae it, will do them very
little harm."

Now, it bas been said over and over again that the
Treaty of 1871 force1 the on. Georgo Browa to discrimi-
nate against E )gland. In delivering his speech in Parlia-
ment upon that treaty, he pointed eut that it would not dis-
criminate against England, in the following language:-

" I come row to the objections which have been urged against the
treaty from such a quarter as entitle them to a formal answer. The hrst
of these is the allegation that the treaty discriminated against Great
Britain in favor of the United States. Noihing could be more unfounded
than this. It was perfectly understood from the opening of the nego-
tiations that no article could be free from duty in regard to the United
States that was not aiso free with regard to Great Britain, and nothing
else was ever contemplated for a moment."

You see now that while these gentlemen, in 1879, were op-
posed to discrimination against England, tbey are prepared
to vote to-day for a resolution involving such discrimination,
and the hon. gentleman who moved it does not care about
that. The trade of England, he says, iN very small, and
England can look after herself. Another objection which,
in my judgmont, is a very strong one against this proposed
arrangement, and wh ich the hon. the mover of the resolution
admitted to exist, is that it will inflict serious injury on our
home manufaýctures. Even the hon. member for South
Brant, on Friday evening, was obliged to admit that it
would affet some manufactures, and he thought it might
affect his own;, but he was so patriotic as not to care about
that, se long as the best interests of the coun try were served.
Th is afternoon that bon. gentleman found considerable fault
with me because I had telegraphed to several manufacturers
with referme to what ho said on Friday evening. If the hon.
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gentleman had no object in showing to the country that
these gentlemen were in favor of the resolution, why did he
mention their names ? He found fault with me when I tele.
graphed to know whether what the hon. gentleman had said
in their regard was true or not. I read a letter from Mr.
Gurney, of Hamilton, a gentleman whom I have never met,
but who, having listened to the hon. membor for South
Brant in this louse, for ho bad occupied a seat in the gal-
lery during a part of the hon. gentleman's speech, volun-
tarily wrote me this letter in which he says that the state-
ment of the hon. member for South Brant with reference
to him was not correct.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Did he say that in lis letter?

Mr. RYKERT. You heard the letter read.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Did ho say that I made a
statement that was not correct.

Mr. RYKERT. He said he understool you had said so,
and it was not correct. I simply read the letter, and I am
not going to bo baffled and thrown off my balance by the
hon. gentleman's interruptions, which arc most unseemly.
Since my observai ions, this afternoon, I caused a telegram
to be sent to Mr. R ).amond, to which the hon. gentleman
will probably not tako any exception. Why did the hon.
gentleman quote Mr. Rosamond ard Mr. Gurney and all
those manufacturers, if not to show ihat they were in favor
of the resolution; if not to show ihat they were opposed to
ordinary reciprocity, but were in favor of this resolution.
This telegram wLs sent to Mr. Rosamond:

"When you stated, in 1876, before the Depression Committee that
reciprocity would be of benefit to everybody, did you mean unrestricted
reciprocity or a renewal of the old Reciprocity Treaty ?'

The answer is:
" The old Reciprocity Treaty, certainly."'

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). That has nothing to do with
it.

Mr. RYKERT. The hon. gentleman quoted from the
evidence given before that Depression Committee, to show
that Mr. Rosamond was in favor of the resolution. Mr.
Rosamond has replied that he was in favor of the old Reci.
procity Treaty, but is not in favor of unrestricted recipro.
city. The ground we take is that we are in favor of the old
Reciprooity Treaty; we are in favor of-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the hon. gentleman will
allow me to cal his attention to what the hon. member did
say.

Mr. RYKERT. Let the hon. gentleman take his seat.
He will ho able to speak by-and-bye. We have had constant
interruptions, and they have led to unpleasant remarks
being made across the House which do not tend to improve
the proper conduct of business in this House. Whenever
the hon. gentleman is cornered, ho gets netcled, but I prc-
pose to take my own lino in this matter. I have heard what
the bon. gentleman has stated, and I have asked the manu.
facturers if they were in favor of the resolution before the
House, and they state distinctly that they are not. Now we
come to other evidence which I propose to place before the
House. At a munufacturers' meeting at Toronto on
10th February last, at which both Mr. Massey and Mr.
Goldie were present, whose names have been mentioned by
hon gentlemen opposite, the following resolution was passed
unanimously

" Whereas strong and constant efforts are being made to bring about'
commercial union between Canada and the United States; and

" Whereas the inevitable result of such a move would be the sund-
ering of the political ties which bind us to the mother country, and
annex us to the United States

" Be it therefore resolved : lhat the Canadian Manufacturera' Asso-
ciation is entirely opposed to commercial union with the United States
amd to any other political proposition that might imperil our existng

Mr. RrmERT.

relations with Great Britain, or prejudice the political status of the
Dominion or the welfare of the Canadian manufacturing industries."

I assume that that resolution, passed by a representative
body, will have more weight than a dozen speeches, and
distorted speeches at that, of the hon, gentleman. I pointed
out, this afternoon, that a leading member in his own city
(Mr. Osborne) had written to the Empire as to his views
on the subject, and boards all over the Dominion have
expressed their opinions in the same way. We have also
the evidence of many manufacturers to the same effect.
Mr. John Hallam, of Toronto, who is, I believe, a celebrated
Reformer of that city, says :

" I am in favor of commercial union in the fallest acceptation of the
term, providing that England and Canada could have free trade on a
reasonable revenue tariff with the United States. I am not in favor of
commercial union between Canada and the United States as against
England and the British colonies throughout the world.

" I believe that we can buy everything we need in England and the
British colonies at lower prices and of better quality than we can in the
United States, with the exception of a very few special articles.

" Commercial union between Canada and the United States to the
exclusion of Great Britain would not, in my opinion, be of general
benefit to the whole of Canada. I think the Maritime Provinces are so
situated Reographically as that they would be benefited by commercial
union. The same, in my opinion, will apply to Manitoba.

" For these and other reasons I am opposed to the scheme of com-
mercial union as advocated by Goldwin Smith and Erastus Wiman. I
want more light on the subject.

" However much Canada might favor commercial union or a more
liberal trade policy with the United States, I am of opinion that the
United States will not grant it, and I think it extremely foolish for us
to agitate such a question until we are reasonably sure that such a policy
would be entertained by the Government of that country."

So you cee that these gentlemen are opposed to commercial
union and in favor of ordinary reciprocity. Then we have
also Mr. John Dobson, who gives the same opinion. Hle
says:

II am decidedly opposed to commercial union. Canada is yet a
young manufacturing country, hence the principle to preserve a close
balance between consumers and producers at home has not been appli-
cable hitherto.

" A nation should encourage trade with one not producing the same
products as itself. Canada and the United States have similar pro-
ducts.

"Great Britain has different; therefore Canada should encourage
trade with the latter.

" Canadian manufacturers would be for a time undersold by the
longer established firms in the United States, and would be finally
forced to shut down. Then prices would be increased to the loss of
Canadian farmers.

"l It would undoubtedly mean annexation, and both countries are
safer and better apart, Britain has been the true friend of Canada in

unushine and in shadow. It would ba base ingratitude to grant favors
to a stranger that would be denied a friend.

" I am, therefore, opposed to commercial union, which is only au-
nexation in disguise."

As I pointed out, if you have this commercial union, every
retail store would be filled with goods from the United
States. I have also a very high authority on this subject-
at least I know ho thinks himself a high authority-1 roter
to the hon. member for West Ontario (Mr. Edgar)-and he
points out this difficulty in a letter to Mr. Wiman, that it is
going to affect the manufactures and disarrange the trade
of this country for a long time to come. He says:

" I wish now to refer to an objection, which is raised in Canada,
against a proposal to place manutactured goods, as well as natural pro-
ducts, upon the free lists of the two countries. It is contended, with
much force, that the early, sudden and complete removal of these duties
would have a serious effect upon the trade of the country. It is true
that stocke in the hands of importers, upon which duties had been paid,
would be ruinously depreciated by suddenly throwing open the door to
the admission of the same goods, free. The stocks and raw material of
manufacturera, upon which duties have been paid, would also depreciate,
and much of their plant might be useless until adapted to the new
requirements of their businesa. The striking off so many customs duties
at a blow would also reduce the Canadian revenue to an extent tbat
could not be borne by our finances at the moment, for time would be
required to re-arrange the public income and expenditure For ail these
reasons it muet be conceded that extensive remissions of duties upon
manufactured goods sBhould not be made snddenly, but only after ample
notice; and, evea when the reduction begins, it must be gradual. In
this way alone would importera have an opportunity to work off their
old stocks, and to regulate their new importations to suit the new open-
ings for trade."
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So high an authority as the member for West Ontario (Mr.
Edgar) is not in favor of this resolution being adopted by
the country at the present time.

Mr. EDGAR. I am, certainly, that letter is in favor of it.
Mr. RYKERT. The first letter says that it is impractica-

ble.
Mr. EDGAR. Will not my hon. friend finish reading the

letter which he read a part of ?
Mr. RYKERT. I have read all bis letters, though I have

not read them ail hore.
.Mr. EDGAR. But you have not finished reading that

letter.
Mr. RYKERT. I do not propose to place that kind of

light literature on the pages of Bansard at this time. I do
not think that would be conducive to the welfare of the
country.

Mr. EDGAR. That is exceedingly fair.
Mr. RYKE RT. The hon. gentleman shows that it is

impossible to carry out this scheme, that it will seriously
affect our mnanufacturers and will disarrange our trade.
That is why I point it out. It is going also, in my judg-
ment, to be very injurious to the farmers, and I will support
my judgment by reading an article from the Globe on that
point, and particularly in reference to the North-West
farmers. I know, hon. gentlemen opposite, like to hear
that authority quoted, but I must confess that I have not
mut h confidence in my witness on general questions, though
occasionaJ1y it tels the truth. It says:

" Now the selling pric of North-West wh"at would not be appreciably
increased by unrestricted reciprocity. It will fetch almc.'t as much sent
over the Canadian Pacific Ra1lway to England as sent to Minneapolis. To
increAse the profits of its growera they require cheap supplies. but unres-
tricted reciprocity would not greatly reduce anything except agricultural
implements. Woollens, for instance, are dearer now in Dakota than in
Manitoba. On the whole, the Manitoba farmers' supplies, barring ma-
chines and tools, are as cheap as in Dakota. Under free trade with the
world the Manitoba farmer would obtain untaxed American implements
and untaxed British goods as well. Ee would gain nearly all that un-
restricted reciprocity ean give him."

So, as far as the farmer is concerned, unrestricted recipro-
city would not be of much benefit to him, and Mr. Wiman
pointed out a few days ago, when speaking in Winnipeg,
that it might even hurt the Manitoba farmers. No doubt,
therefore, the farmers would be hurt by it to a considerable
extent. The question was raised a few nights ago by the
hon. member for North Victoria (3fr. Barron) as to who
pays the duty, and he thon stated that his opinion was that
the exporter of barley from this country paid the duty,
His language was:

" Take the case of barley. Au bas been stated to-night already, we
exported last year 9,437,717 bushels, the value of which was $5.245,000;
but I ask hon. gentlemen, did the farmers get that $5,260,000 ? They
did not, because they had to pay in duty, $943,000."

Now, Sir, if the hon. gentleman were present, I would like to
refer him to a high authority on that question. I will give
him the answer from one of bis own leaders, a gentleman
whose opinion, no doubt, he will take, that is the hon. mem ber
for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Heseems to have solved that ques-
tion as to who pays the duty. He bas expressel a decided
opinion that so far as barley is concerned, the exporter does
not pay the duty but the consumer docs. I was surprised
at the hon. gentleman making those remarks in presence of
the hon. member for Bothwell. The hon. member for B9th-
well some time ago, in addressing the electors in the cam-
paign of 1878, made a speech which is reported in a cam-
pagn document, called "Reform Government in the Domi-
nion." The hon. member for Bothwell was thon Minister of
the Interior, and ho, in a speech he then made, answered
the question of the hoh. member for North Viotoria,

Er, MIL2i (Bothwell), Tou don't agree with that.

Mr. RYKERT. I do not agree wih much the bhon.
gentleman says, but I do not suppose theb hon gentleman
will wilfully mistake what the facts are. 1 give the answer
for the benefit of the hon. member for North Victoria. This
is what the bon. member for Bothwell said relating to
barley :

" He says in regard to the taxes put on Canadian barley, that the
Qanadian farmer undergoes that much loss, and so pays a large
amount of money into the treasury of the United States. I f that be true,
why all this row about the imposititn of one cent on the pound of tea ?
Why, according to the doctor, that comes out of the Chinaman. My
view la the consumer pays it. But if the doctor is right, the Chinaman
pays it. If the doctor is right, the tax on broadcloth is paid by the
English manufacturer, and that on cottons by the manufacturer of New
England. Why then this complaint of the burdens of taxation. We are,
according to Dr. Orton's views, simply taxing the foreigners to trade
with us. Our opponents are wrong upon one point or the other. Well,
if we pay the tax that is imposed upon the produce of other countries,
we certainly do not pay the tax upon the product of Canada going into
the United States."

He goes on further to say, page 96:
"lIt issaid the Americans have been injuring us by sending into

Canada wheat, flour and Indian corn, and I wish to call attention to
this question. Before doing so, perhaps I had better give you some
evidence of the fact that duties imposed by the4 America tGovernment
on the various products of the agriculturisti of Canada have in no wise
affected the prices of varions articles which have been sent into the
American market from Canada."

And he goes on to give tho prices of the various farm pro-
ducts for the twenty-two years from 1851 to 1876; and then
he adds:

"I might go over the prices of barley, rye and other cereals with much
the same result, thus establishing the uncontrovertib'e fact that the
duties imposed by the American tjongreFs upon the produce of Canada
do not fall upon hie people of Canada, but are paid by the consumers of
these articles in the United States."

Now, Sir, that is the aiswer I give to the hon. member.
The hon. member seemed to find considerable fault when I
asked him a question the other night. Now, I give him the
answer from one of his own leaders. Mr. Speaker, I have
endeavored, in these observations, to show that the scheme
is an impracticable one. I have shown from their own
mni)ths that the suheme is surrounded by great difficulLies
that it woutd be utterly impossible to get rid of, if we
adopted the resolution of the hon. gentleman. In my opin-
ion it is impracticable to discuss this proposed treaty at the
present time, because a discussion is goit on the otier bide
of the line in roference to a proposed change of tariff. Un-
der any circumstances I feel it would be unwise; and I do
not think the Americans will concede that treaty at the
present time. I am not in favor of humilia ing Canada at
the feet of the United States. I am in favor, as I said a
few minutes ago, of remaining as we are. We have made
material progress and great advancement during the past
15 or 20 years. Unmistakable evidence surrounds us that
Canada has prospered in a greater degree than almost any
other country in the world. I have shown by statistics that
Ontario and Qaebec have increased in a groater ratio than
the neighboring States of New York and Ohio, notwith-
standing that they had the large cities of New York,
Buffalo, Cleveland and Cincinnati to contribute to their
prosperity. I have shown that the progress of the Mari-
time Provinces has been greater than that of the States of
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, New York and Ohio. I
have shown furtber that the ratio of incroase, even in
Prince Edward Island, of which hon. gentlemen complain
so bitterly, is greater than that of New York State-15·47
as against 15-40. I say that having confidence in the future
of my country, 1 am not prepared to adv, cate any scheme
which will have the effect of humiliating us,as is proposed by
this resolution. Reciprocity may be very well in natural
product, but the time has not corme when we should ask the
Americans to give us reciprocity upon any other terms than
those we have already off'red. They have ehown they
were not favorable to the Treaty of 1874, which wu a
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liberal and a wide treaty, and was as far as our party is pre-
pared to go, and yet that proposition was treated with dis-
dain. So long as I have been in Parliament I have not
been in favor of any treaty that would place us in a humi-
listing position. So long as we continue our present rate
of progress, I am not disposed to alter our system. I
believe that Canada is destined, in the future as she has done
in the past, to make rapid and gigantic strides. We have
within ourselves all the elements of greatness, we have
everything to make a great country; we ought to take
advantage of our position, and if we do so I believe that
we will make Canada one of the best countries in the w orld

Mr. TAYLOR. Reprosenting, as I do, one of the largest
and one of the wealthiest agricultural constituencies in the
Province of Ontario, I foel it my duty, both to myself and
my constituents, not to allow this motion to be put without
giving a few reasons why 1 think it would be injurious to
the best interests of this country to adopt the resolution
moved by the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright). My first objection to the resolution is that it
bas been moved purely in the interest of the Reform party
in this country. It is a well known fact that that party bas
had no policy for sometime past. As a proof of that I will
read from one of the organs of that party, and I am sure
that it will be accepted as an authority, for it is the only
religious daily published in Canada. Here is what the Mon.
treal Witness says of that party:

" The Liberal party bas no policy on any subject, for the simple reason
that it accepts as members ail who oppose the Conservative Government
of the day,whether they oppose it from prineiple or merely from personal
prejudice. Thus tbere are protectionists and free traders, monopolists
and anti-monopolists, raiiway promoters and anti-railway prcmoters,
prohibitionists and anti-prohibitionists, men of ail stripes in its ranks,
and it, therefore, cannot formulate a policy on any subject. What is
the party for anyway? 'The buiness of the Opposition is to oppose,'
said Lord Randolph Churchill, but the 0anadian Opposition does not
even fulfil that conservative function effectively."

That is what the Montreal Witness says of the Reform
party. It is true that before they met here during the present
Session, they were without a policy. One of the members
of the Opposition, an honest farmer, who thought commercial
union was the platform of the Reform party, put a notice on
the paper declaring in favor of commercial union. Thon a
hurried caucus was called, and the party formulated the
policy laid down in the resolution now before the House.

at I oppose the resolution for other considerations than
more party. I believe that if it were adopted and carried
into effect it would prove disastrous to the agriculturists,
to the manufacturers, to the laboring classes, as well as the
mercantile interests of the country. I say it would prove
injurious to the farmers, from the fact that we here
produce similar articles of produce te those produced in
larger quantities in the United States, and as the produce
of the United States comes into direct competition with the
produce of the farmers of this country, and as their seasons
are much earlier than ours, the effect is that they are able to
export produce to this country to take the place of Canadian
produce, and consequently a certain amount of our produce
has to be exported. An hon, member speaking the other
night made reference to the fact that our exports under the
National Policy were less than previous to the adoption of
the National Policy. He was answered by an hon. gentle-
man on this side of the House that as our manufactures had
increased there was more labor employed in the country
and more of our produce was consumed bere. But I will
give a better reason than that. I take the importa of grain
from the United States in 1877 and compare them with thei
returns for 1887, on grain entered for home consumption,
as the statiitics appear in the Trade and Navigation
Beurnas. The following is the result :

Mr. Bruae.

i Gam Imported from the U. S. and entered for home consumption:-

1877. 1887.

Bush. Value. Bush. Vàae.
Oats.... . .. 1,697,968 $ 610,632 19,797 $ 7741
Oorn .............. 8,260,079 4,259,543 2,029,061 884,126
Wheat.......... 4,589,051 4,846,824 22,540 18,313

14,547,098 $9,717,059 2,071,398 $910,110
2071.398 910179 -- --

Decrease in 1887.

Wheat flour....... ...
Rye fiour.
Oorn meal............

Decrease in 1887-

A, V ,ïg ,I)L

12,475,700 $8,806,880

Bris.
549,083 $2,964,273

1,969 9,616
294,342 678,477

845,374 $4,852,366
305,901 950,085

539,473 $2,902,281

Bris.
169,629

135
136,137

305,901

638,618
503

310,864

$950,085

More in 1877 on grain.......... $ 8,806,880
More in 1877 on flour.. ... 2,902,287

$11,709,161
What do these statistics mean ? They simply mean that
those grains, ripening sooner than the Dominion product,
were forced into this market and displaced $11,000,000
worth of the produce of Canada, which had to be exported
to make room for the American product. Those are the
true facts of the case, and it would continue if we had
commercial union to-morrow. The same may be said of fruit,
vegetables, and all other farm products. I take the returns
for apples, and I find the following -

1877.
Bris.

173,968
26,835

157,133

Value.
$203,067

56,484

$146,583 Decrease in 1887.

1887.
Bris. Values.

26,835 $56,484

I say, therefore, that in regard to those items, our trade
would suffer very materially, to say nothing about our
cattle trade. Had we unrestricted reciprocity or commer-
cial union, our cattle would be scheduled the same as
American cattle on entering the United Kingdom. What
would that mean ? It would mean a loBs of from 84 to $6
on every animal exported from this country to the British
market. A similar result would follow in regard to our
dairy industry. We saw by the newspapers a few days
ago that the Colonial Office had given instructions to en-
quire if Canadian cheese was adulterated by the products
of animal fat. Why was this done ? Simply because the
Americans wanted to put their bogus cheese on the English
market as Canadian cheese. We have noticed that large
quantities of American cheese are sent to Montreal
over the Grand Trunk railway, and there shipped
to the English market. A similar result would also
follow in regard to our butter industry. American bogue
butter is at present shut out by legislation, yet if unre-
stricted reciprocity were brought into force that bogue butter
would come in here and inflict great injtry on our dairy in-
dustry, s was the case before that legislation was enacted.
My hon. friend the member for East Grey (Kr. Sproule)
read the other day the statement of one of the presidents of
the Agricultural Institute of New York, stating that the
value of their land had depreciated 25 per cent. during the
last ton years, owing to the fact of bogue butter being
allowed to be made in the United States; yet ion. gentle-
men opposite who take the farmers to their breastesand de-
sire to doeverything beneficial to them want to have the
same state of things brought about that was in existence a
couple of years before the legislation prohibiting the impor-
tation into Canada ofbogue butter was passed. We have
aise requeste made for legislation to protect the frme-
against bqg lrd; ad I y befes i. Os dM
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legislation similar to that reapecting butter will be passed.
8o much for the farmers of the country. Then I referred
to the fact that I believed the adoption of the resolution
would injure manufacturera. I know this that there is
hardly any article of manufacture in the United States
without a combination of all the manufacturera engaged in
the same lino of industry. If we had unrestricted reci-
procity our manufacturera would either have to join the
combination or they would be crushed out; if they joined
the combination they would simply have the trade they
have now worked up to a certain extent, but the result
would be that nine out of ten of them would be killed. I
also realise the fact that our laboring classes would be
injured. I believe so from this fact : that there are nearly
as many men in the prisons of the United States engaged
in manufacturing goods as there are free laborers in Canada;
and if we had unrestricted reciprocity the free labor of'
Canada would come into direct competition with the prison-
made goodsof theUnitedStates. I need say but verylittle to
show the effect it would have on the merchants of the coun-
try. I have already said enough to convince the House and
the country that, with unrestricted reciprocity our farmers,
manufacturera and workingmen wouid suifer, and these all
suffering our merchants would also suffer likewiso. The
hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) suid the other
night that the National Policy had done little or nothing
to develop our inter-provincial trade. When I was home on
Saturday I was in one of our manufacturing concerna in
Gananoque,when the manager handed to me a letter,which,
he said, contained a pretty decent order. It was dated
Summerside, P.E.I.; perhaps the hon. member for Queen's
knows where that is. West & McLeod, P. E. I., perhaps
he knows those gentlemen. The order was for about
$20,000. It was not for wheat or pork or beans or some-
thing of that sort to feed the starving farmers. That
820,000 was for luxuries, it was for top buggies to drive
those poor farmers around the country in.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Too poor to walk.

]Kr. TAYLOR. Yes, too poor to walk.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What is the name of the firm ?
Mr. TAYLOR, West & McLeod, of Summerside, P.E.I.

You know them probably. He also showed me another
order from Fredericton signed by a man named Johnson, for
830,000 or $10,000 for similar articles. Here now we bave
$60,000of an order to a Caunadian manufacturer, and I wonld
like to ask the hon. gentleman where those orders would
have gone only for the National Policy ? Would they not
have been transferred to Boston, and would not the manu,
facturers and mechanics of Boston have had the pleuaure and
profit of making those goods while the American farmers
would have had the pleasure of feeding them, in plane of the
formers of my own eounty selling their produce to Canadian
mechanics and manufacturera. For these reasons I think
the National Policy bas developed an inter-provincial
trade. Those orders were from gentlemen living down in
the Maritime Provinces, and they represent the benefits to one
factory in Ontario. But the same thing is being repeated all
over the Dominion. When the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) was making that blue ruin speech
of hie which we have often heard in this House before, and
was telling us that we lost one out of every four of our
native-born population and three ont of every four of our
immigrants, there was a remark made by the hon. gentle-
man who sit& beside, which did mot get into the Hansard
or into the newspapers, but which is too good to lose, and
I think I will repeat it. When the member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) was dwelling on the
great exodus, my hon. friend remarked: "My goodness, it
makea one feel lonely to think we are losing our friends at
that rate." I do not blame the hon. member for making

the remark. If the exodus was going on at the rate it was
pictured we would feel very lonely indeed. The bon. gentle,
men opposite have told us in their speeches that the farmers
of this country are being ruined by this National Policy,
that they arc being taxed to death, and the hon. member for
Qneen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies), stated thit the annual tax
on the average family was $15 a year. I hoard that figure
mentioned before from a gentleman in my county, and 1
fancy they both must have got their information from the
same source. Those speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite are
made, I believe, for a purpose, and that purposo is to try to
prejudico the farmer, and to raise a feeling of discontent
among the farmers of this country, and try to make them
believe that the manufacturers and merchants are ruining
thcm, and that they are being taxed to do:uh to support the
ma nufacturers principally. I have maïa be statement
before and I make it here in my plaec ogain, that it i8 p'>s-
sible for a farmer, a workingman or far a gentleman, and
many of them do live in this c'utry, to enjoy all the
necessaries and even some of tho luxuries of life without
contributing one dollar a year to the taxes of this Dmninion.
I made that statement and an intelligent, r espetable, well-
to-do Grit farmer in my county contradicted me, and said:
" My taxes amounted to $35 last year." I askod him who
ho paid that to and who cllectol i ? TIo : aid "The tax
collector collected $35." I said :- Whorc did tho tax cl-
lector put it, where did it go "; and I told him I would
resign my seat in Parliament if ho would prove that one
cent of the 835 that tax collector got from him found its
wav into tho D)minion Tre1s'ry. I said that was spent by
your own council that you olcuted in the 'pring, it went for
maintaining bridges and roads and paying the chool rate,
except what went to the county council and was probably
expended in maintaining the court house, the jail and the
registry office, and your roeve looks after that. Not one cent
of it went to the Governmont." He said: "The Globe says
we pay $35 a'year, and I believe it. It says we must pay it
on everything wo eat and wear," and I replied: "The
Globe does not tell the truth and I will prove it to you." I
said : "Here is a statement of the Globe made for the benedt
of you farmers, and we will work it out and see how far it
is true. The Globe says the gross debt is $281,000,000 and
the net debt $220,000,000; and then it goes on to tell about
how much that represents for every man, woman and child.
It says the dobt has increased $75 a minute under Tory
rule, and the annual interest $21 a minute. Now lot us
take the debt at what the Globe says, 8220,000,000. The
averugo interest is three and a-half per cent. and that re-
presents 87,700,000. Now what will the interest h at $21
a minute ? There are sixty minutes in the hour and twenty-
four hours in the day and 365 days in the year, and multi-
plying those figures together we find that it would amount
to eleven millions some hundred thousand dollars, that is
just about 84,000,000 of a mistake, which is not very much
much for the Globe after all. Now let us take the other
calculation of 875 a minute as the gross debt. There are
sixty minutes in the hour; lot us multiply 75 by 60; there
are 21 hours in the day; multiply that result by 24, and
there are 365 days in the year and we multiply that again
by 365. We have had Tory rule for fifteen years, and say
we started out at Confederation without a dollar of debt, and
the Mackenzie Administration did not increase the debt;
lot us multiply our former result by 15 (the number of
years of Tory rule ont of the twenty years si nce Confedera-
tion) and this would make our debt $59 1,0i0,000 if the Globe's
calculation was right That is only a little over $30,000,000
of a false statement for the Globe.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is nothing of a mis-
take.

Mr. TAYLOIR. It is about on a par with the mistakes
they make on the other side of the House. I told the far-
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mer : "There are the figures the Globe has given to you,
and it is trying to make you believe that you pay 4 15 a
year taxes " He said: "But we pay it on what we eat."
I said: "Well, I will go to your house, and I will sit down at
the table while you are eating your dinner and we will see
what you pay. Do not you raise on your farm every
bit of meat and flour, and Lutter and eggs that
goes on your table. Is there any tax on them ?" He
could not say that there was. I said : "UnleFs you drink
whiskey or smoke tobacco or cigars, which you aie bet
ter off without, you do not contribute anything to the taxes
of the country, except a few cents on the pepper and spices,
and other little items that go to make up a tasty dish of
hash. There is nothing else yon pay on among the neces-
saries of life. When the Mackenzie Administration were
in power they taxed your tea. Thero is no tax on your1
tea now." Now, take what yon wear. I had a suit of
wool cloth on at the time, and I told the farmer if it was
good enough for me it was good enough for him. I pointed
out:: "You grow the wool yourself ; you take it down to
your own mill and it is made there, and you pay
no tax. It is the same way with your cotton. The raw
material comes in free. It is made here, and you as a far-
mer feed the bands that make it, so you see there is no
duty on your cotton, but if you wih to go and buy in the
United States and bring it here thon yon pay the duty. I
said to him: "I will give yon a practical illustration of
who pays the duty." lHore are two men keeping house;
each keeps a cow. They each want to lay in a couple of
barrels of flour for their family during winter. Tbey
say instead of buying the flour we will go out and
buy the wheat. One man goes out and buys ton
bushels of wheat at 80 cents a bushel. He says
to the miller: "How much a bushel wili you charge
me for grinding it, giving me the offal roquired for
my cow." This man gets bis wheat ground and has his

flur and the offal for his cow at $9. The other farmer
does not believe in befriending the Canadian farmer or
miller, and ho says he will go to the American farmer and
buy 10 bushels of wheat for, 80 cents a bushel. He
takes it to the American miller and gets it ground, with
the result that suppose he gets it at the sane price of 89
as the Canadian farmer; but thon when he tries to bring
it acroas the line, the custom house officer Pays he has to
pay $1 duty on his two barrels of flour. This raises the
price to $10, because the man had to puy the duty, which
he would not bave to pay if it were manufactured in
Canada,

Mr. BOWELL. And he has te pay duty on the offal
besides.

Mr. TAYLOR I was just giving this as an illustration
That man paid the duty, and so does every man who brings
anything across the line-the consumer pays the duty.
Hon. gentlemen opposite say that we pay the duty on
what goes out, and we also pay it on what comes in. The
hon. member for South Oxford stated that we produce
many articles in Canada that are not produced in the
United States, and vice versa. I dispute that statement. I
ask the hon. gentleman to name an article, the produce of
the farm or the factory, that is made in Canada and that is
not made in the United States. On the other hand, there
are a large number of articles made or grown there that
are not made or grown in Canada. Now, I purpose dealing
for a few moments with an article that I am very conver-
sant with, that is barley, and I will try to satisty my hon.
friends opposite as to who pays the duty on barley. My
hon. friend from South Huron (Mr. McMillan) made the
statement, the other night, that the farmers pay the duty,
and he gave the right hon. leader of the Government as his
authority for the statement, and asked me if I agreed with
him. He quoted from a newspaper report of the right hon,

ir. TyLo.

gentleman's speech, and I read bis quotation in Ransard,
which was a misquotation, for I have heard the speech
of the right hon. gentleman on two or three occasions.
That speech was made previous to the National Policy in
i878. At that time American grains were allowed to come
into Canada free, while our grains going into the United
States had to pay a duty. The right hon. gentleman, in
advocating a policy of protection, described a farm on the
boundary lino cf Maine,where the line is an imaginary one,
and ho said a farmer having a farm on each side of the line
grows barley, an-i ho had a hundred bushels on one aide and
a hundred bushels on the other side. He takes his Ameri-
eau barley to the American bayer, and sells it for 81 a
bushel and gets 8 0. He also takes bis Canadian barley
over and bas to pay 15 cents a bushel, and there sella it for
81 a bushel, and therefore ho las only $85 for is Cana.
dian barley. That statement is correct, and if the farmer
did that, he paid the duty on the 100 bashels. But I want
hon. gentlemen to understand that whon ho took bis Cana-
dian barly across the lino it lost its identity, and simply
sold at the price State barley was worth. But if ho had
taken that barley to the Canadian buyer on this aide of the
line, ho would have sold it for 81 a bushel as well as in the
United States, and the bayer would have taken it to the
States and paid the duty upon it himself, from the fact that
Canadian barley in the United States was quoted at 15 conta
a bushel more than State barley. I have been buying
barley for twenty-five years on the shore of the River St.
Lawrence, and right opposite me on the American shore
is an American buyer, and duriag those twenty-five
years that buyer bas not paid for American barley one
cent more than I have paid for Canadian barley on
this side. I will show you how the Canadian barley
loses its identity when it crosses the lino. Previous
to the adoption of the National Policy American barley
came into Canada free of duty. I was buying on the
Canadian shore, and American farmers used to put barley
on their boats and bring it to me. I paid them for it in
Canada money ; as Canada money was worth a premium
at that time, it was an induoement to the American farmera
to bring their barley to this aide. No man will tell me
that barley grown here is botter than barley grown six or
ton miles further south. No maltster can tell the difference
between Ontario barley and that grown in the State of
New York ; but the maltsters control the price and they
buy their barley at an export price. They want ail the bright
barley grown in the United States and Canada, and
rather than let ours be exported to England, they pay the
duty on ours. The barley that I bought from American
farmers previous to the National Policy was consigned by
me to commission nerchants at 03wego or New York, and
was bought by the American maltsters at 15 cents a bushel
higher than the American barley, and I made profit on it.
Wili hon. gentlemen opposite tell me who paid the duty on
that barley ? Here are the quotations of barley in the
Mail newapaper of 8th November, 1881, when the duty on
our barley going into the United States was 15 cents a
bushel. No. 1 bright Canada, $1.15; six-rowed State,
$1.00, just 15 conta difference between American
bright No. 1 and Canada No. 1, the amount of the
duty. What happened ? The maltaters of the United
States, knowing that they paid the dnty, went to Washing-
ton in 1883, where it is reported they spent $150,000 in
lobbying the Government to get the duty on barley reduced.
They did get it reduced from 15 cents to 10 conta a bushel.
Did the Canadian farmer get the benefit of that reduction
in the duty ? If ho did not, would ho get the bonefit of the
removal of the entire 10 conta? lere are the quotations
from the same paper just after the reduction in the duty:
Canaia No. 1, 75 conta; choice State, 65 cents, juast 10 oents
difference, the exact amount of the duty. Now, who paid
the duty ? If the4 4[atstors went down to Washington and
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got the duty lowered from 15 cents to 10 cents, did they do
it in the interest of the Canadian farmers, or in their own
interest ? They simply changed the price, and ever since
the reduction of the duty to 10 cents, the difference between
the price of Canadian barley and State barley is just 10
cents a bushel. If we had unrestricted reciprocity, our
barley would simply lose its indentity. The maltsters would
buy the crop of Canada as they do the crop of the United
States to-day. They would buy on an export basis, and pay
for it just what it is worth to send to England. That is the
way they buy their own crop, and if we had unrestricted
reciprocity, they would simply do the same with ours, so
that if we could not make any more money out-of it by export.
ing it than by selling it to them, we would sell it to them.
The Americans have three quotations for barley to-ay;
The Western, State, and Canadian. Had we unrestricted
reciprocity, there would simply be two lines, the western
and eastern barley. Now these are the facts with regard to
barley; and there is no gentleman in this House or out of
it who can prove otherwise than that the maltsters of the
United States pay the duty on Canadian barley ; and after
an experience of 25 years in shipping barley to the United
States market, and on buying barley on the American aide,
especially State barley, I am satisfied that had we unre-
stricted reciprocity the farmers of Canada would not get one
cent more for their barley than they do to.day,and they would
sufer very materially in having the surplus produce of the
United States, which ripons earlier than ours, displace so
much of their produce. Our farmers would also have to
compote with the bogue butter, bogue lard, bogue cheose of'
the Americans, and would lose by having their cattle
scheduled; nine out of ton of our manufactories will be
elosed, and ourlaboring classes would be reduced to poverty.
I have no hesitation in saying that in the interests of my
county, I will vote against the resolution of the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford and support the amendment moved by
the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.

Mr. MOMULLEN. It is with some feelings of diffidence
that I arise to address the House on this very important
question. We have had a very long and undoubtedly im-
portant debate on the resolution before the House. The
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) las treated us to.
day to a very long speech, and proved himself once more to
be the champion reader of quotations in this House. Backed
by his scrap-book, which always supplies him the necessary
fuel, ho is enabled on every occasion of this kind to keep on
speaking for hours; and I would suggest to the Government
that, in the interests of economising our valuable time, it
would be a prudent act on their part to place a small sum
in the Supplementary Estimates with the view of buying
out that scrap-book and committing it to the flames. If
they would do so, they would effect a considerable saving to
the country, and do an act which would be a decided ad-
vantage to this House. The hon. gentleman's speech
reminds me of the verse in the Good Book with regard to
the impure fountain which caste forth mire and dirt, a good
deal of which we have had this afternoon and to-night f rom
the hon. gentleman. The hon. gentleman treated us
to a very long speech before recess, and after dinner
ho evidently turned over his manuscript and went
back over the same ground again. Some of his quotations
ho gave us as often as four times, showing himself to be
very anxious to talk for a considerable time, and, no doubt,
ho served a useful purpose to the Government in that re.
spect. We have had a perfect showerbath of quotations
from the hon, gentleman. I do not know that I can
remember an occasion in which the hon. gentleman, though
ho is always liberal in that respect, gave us such a liberal
supply of extracts as ho did this afternoon. In many of his
quotations le was not correct. I had the honor, on a pre-
vious occasion, of following the hon, gentleman in a speech

56;

ho delivered some years ago, and I found out in one case,
when I came to examine the source of a quotation which
ho gave, that he had given the quotation in so garbled a
manner as to convey a meaning directly the opposite of its
intent; and when I gave the quotation over again, with
the portions ho had left out, it proved to be the very opposite
in meaning to what the hon. gentleman said it was. As
regards the telegrams which the hon. gentleman read to us
to-day, it is quite clear ho sent tolegrams of a peculiar kind,
so as to obtain answers that would suit the occasion and his
own purpose. The best evidence of this is that ho refused
to read the telegrams that ho sent, although challenged
to do so. He would give the answers but would
not give the messages ho had sent. That is the bon.
gentleman's forte. We have heard somo rumours
that the hon. gentleman, in this longthy speech, has boen
making his depart; we have heard ramours that ho is to be
sent to the Upper Chamber; and in this connection, I may
say that an hon. gentleman whose docease we all regret,
who once had a seat in this House and afterwards was sent
to the Senate, in a discussion on soma important question,
made a speech, which an hon. gentleman on this side
characterised as boing a diarrhSan of words, with a constipa-
tion of ideas. I do not think the Government could cast
the mantle of the deceoased gentleman upon a more appro.
priate member of this fouse than the hon. member for
Lincoln. Now, we have hoard a great deal said about the
National Policy. Hon. gentlemen opposite are ovidently
afraid that their pet policy is in danger, and are doing
everything they possibly can to prevent the farmers from
getting the impression that the National Policy is not an
advantage to them. They evidently foar that if the farmers
should wake up and discover the true secret of the National
Policy, in operating against thoir interests and in favor of
the interests of the manufacturers, they would record their
votes against this policy. They also cvidently dread that our
fishermen and all our laboring classes will record their votes
in opposition to the National Policy. I admit that the
Government have been exceedingly fortunate in misleading
and blinding the eyes of the farming community, the
laboring classes, the lumbermen, and the fishermen during
the last three elections. In the first placo, the right bon.
the First Minister said that what ho intended was merely a
readjustment. He did not intend, ho said, to increaso the
burdens of the people. When the second contest was fought,
in 1882, ho was net willing to appeal to the country on the
same terms as in 1878, because ho was a little scared that
the farmers might possibly see the hollowness of the National
Policy from their standpoint; so before appealing to the
people, ho made up his mind that it would be prudent to
readjust and gerrymander the constituencies; and ho went
to work. He felt afraid that when the question came to be
discussed before the people, a sufficient percentage in each
constituency would become convinced of the hollowness of
the National Policy from their standpoint to defeat
his policy. In 1887, again we had the Franchise Act.
We know the grounds upon which that election was carried,
we know perfectly well that the Riel question was made to
do duty as far as it possibly could, and in the next place we
know that grants to railways lu all directions, promises of
post offices, promises of piers, promises to make puble im-
provements in all parts of this Dominion, were held out in
order to secure the people's votes for the Government on
that occasion. And they were undoubtedly successful.
These inducements, with the money which was spent and
the promises of improvements which were made, carried
them into power for the third time. The hon. gentleman
who has addressed the flouse stated the advantages that
the National Policy had produced to the people of this coun-
try, and went on to show something in contiection with the
statements which Mr. Blake made in his Malvern speech in
regard to the manufacturers. He did not quote Mr. Blake
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any more correctly in that case than he did in others, and
will come to that part later on ; but the National Policy o
1879 is not the National Policy of the present time. Th
First Minister declared that it would b. a readjustment, but
in place of that, they have added to the taxation until now
it is very much higher on every article that is importe
which we manufacture bore than it was at that time. W
have never objected to grant certain protection to ou
manufacturing institutions. We have always held that a
revenue tariff should be the basis of taxation, and that per
mitting our manufacturers to bring in the raw materia
for purposes of their manufacture, within the limits of that
revenue tariff, was all that they could reasonably expect.
But hon. gentlemen departed frnm that principle and
adopted a protective tariff, and they have left themselves
entirely in the hands of the manufacturers. The result is
that from year to year the manufacturera come to the
Government, imploring them to grant them increases from
time to time in the duties, and to-day we have the
unfortunate exhibition of rings being formed for the
purposes of raising prices on articles that are manu-
factured in the country, and are manufactured, by a few
people. To-day we have a committee of this House appointed
to investigate these matters, and the evidence is that these
people have got more advantages than were necessary for
them, and it is clear that, if the Government bad adhered
to a revenue tariff instead of adopting a protective tariff,
that would not have occurred, because they could have
replied to the applications made to them, that the necessities
of the Dominion Treasury did not require that they should
increase the taxation. Theresalt would bave been that there
would not have been the opportunity to form these rings.
In 1877, Mr. McCarthy found a great deal of fault with
the Government of that day for having increased the expon-
diture. At that time it ran up to something like twenty.
three millions and a half, and lie introduced a resolution
condemning the Government for going beyond twenty-two
millions. He declared tbat the Government should not
exceed that amount. We find that, although on that
occasion hon. gentlemen were anxious to keep down expen-
diture, they have departed from that view, and now we are
expending something like thirty-nine millions annually.
There is another question that the hon. member for Lincoln
(Mr. Rykert) referred to, and that was the question of
importing wheat and other products from the United
States. He gave some quotations in regard to imports
which he said were entered for home consumption in 1878.
Well, since that time, when they import, they do not enter
for home consumption. There is a privilege under the
National Policy by which, if a miller wants to import a
certain quantity of wheat for the purpose of manufacturing,
if in six months he manufactures a certain amount of flour
and ships it out of the country, ie is allowed to draw back the
amount of duty he would pay on his importation. The result
is that, when they do import, they import for the purpose of
exportation, and get their wheat in free ofduty. They import
corn and they import wheat. The last bon. gentleman
who spoke said that, if we had the system in force which
we had in 1877, the crops of the United States, coming in
so much earlier than ours in Canada, would result in our
being able to bring in wheat and oats and corn at an earlier
period than they become ripe in this country, and that, in
that way, it would interfere with the Canadian farmer.
Well, they have all these powers under the National Policy.
They import wheat to grind into flour, and tbey can ship
it out or turn it into the Canadian market and sell it, and,
if within six months they can get Canadian wheat and
grind it into flour and ship it out, they can draw back the
duty paid on the imported wheat. It is the same in regard
to corn. The distiller brings in corn and manufactures it
into whiskey and ho exporte that whiskey, and h. is allowed
a rebate on the amount he paid for the importation. That

Mr. McMULLEN.

I is the case of the distiller and the miller. It is the samae
f in regard to the oatmeal miller. If he wants to import
e American oats before the Canadian oats are ripe, he can

bring them in and sell the oatmeal on the Canadian
market, and, if within six months he can get Canadian

d oats and manufacture them and send the oatmeal ont
in a sufficient quantity to meet the quantity of Ameri-
can oats that he imported, ho can draw back his
duty ? Can a farmer do that ? He cannot. Take a far-
mer who has a large amount of feeding. Can ho go to
the United States, and buy corn when it is cheap, and feed
bis cattle, and ship the cattle to England, and get a rebate
for what ho paid for the corn ? Not a bit of it. The man
wbo manufactures the corn into wbiskey and sends the
whiskey across the Atlantic can get a rebate on what he
pays for the corn, but the farmer who importe the corn and
turne it into beef cannot get any rebate. The whiskey man
gets his rebate, but the farmer gets no rebate. It is said
that reciprocity would destroy our manufactures. The hon.
member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) dwelt upon that question,
that reciprocity would destroy our manufacturing institu-
tions, and would not benefit the farmer. It is a most
amusing thing that, at all the meetings that have been
held of manufacturera throughout the country, and
pai ticularly the one in Toronto, they declared that,
after carefnlly and deliberately considering the ques.
tion with regard to commercial union or unrestricted
reciprocity, they believed it would be a great injury to the
manufacturers and would not benefit the farmer. It is a
wonder that they give so much attention to the farmer.
Why do they not allow the farmer to decide the matter for
himself ? Why do they not allow the farmers' institutes
to decide the matter ? No, the manufacturers, in their
wisdom and sagacity, feel that, unless they take charge of
the poor unfortunate farmer, he would be left at sea and
would not be able intelligently to docide the matter for
himself. The manufacturers have not had a single meeting
at which they have not passed resolutions declaring
that it would be an injnry to the farmer as well as
to themselves if we had commercial union or unrestricted
reciprocity. Now, the hon. gentleman was boasting to.
night with regard to his majority. He was telling us
that ho had 500 majority. Permit me to say that I
was rather surprised at the hon. member taking such
a bold and determined stand in opposition to unre.
stricted reciprocity with the United States. If there is auy
man in the Eouse that should be prepared to endorse
closer commercial relations with the United States, that
man is the hon. member for Lincoln. Why, Sir, it is said
that if we had unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States, tbey are such sharp, cute fellows that we could not
bold our own. Now, there is one hon. member who is in
this House, and we have evidence that he was able to hold
his own, and that was the hon. member for Lincoln. That
hon. member poesessed a timber limit some time ago; he
sold that timber limit to an American, and he made a nice
sum of money out of it, and yet ho made that money when
we did not have commercial union. Now, if we had com-
mercial union, those who hold timber limita-and I am
sure some of hie friends, if we could consult the records,
are yet possessors of timber limite, they could get botter
prices for their timber limite than he got.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Oh no, they could not
get more.

Mr. Ma5MULLEN. I suppose the hon. gentleman thinks
that h. got about all he wanted out of the Americans, and
he does not want any more connection with them. I can
easly understand why the gentleman who bought the timber
limit might be commercial union. I dare say that if any
person went to him, and aaked him: " Mr. Bands, are you
disposed to favor commercial union with Canada ?" He
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would say 'No, I am not." 'Why are you not ? " " Because'
I had one transaction with those fellows over there, and
they are the worst lot I ever met, and I don't want anything
more to do with them." I have no doubt that would be hie
reply with regard to commercial union. The hon. gentle-
man says that ho had 500 of a majority in Lincoln this last
election. Well, I question very much, if the hon. gentle-
man had not sold his timber limits, whether ho would have
had that majority; I think that largely explains the fact;
and I dare say that if there had net been a technicahty in
the court proceedings, we would have the best evidence
that such was the fact, evidence that would show my
statement to be correct; but ho got out of that position
just the same as ho has crawled out of a great many
other difficulties ho las been in during his parliamentary
life. Now, ho went into a comparison of the farmers in
the United States and in Canada. He pointed out some
cases, and he exhibited a shoot that ho held up in his
hand with regard to a large tax sale that took place
somewhere in the United States. I have no doubt that in
some parts of the United States they have their drawbacks,
sections of the country that are not worth very much, the
same as are to be found in all countries. They have, I dare
say, towns that have been surveyed and located, and that
have been found afterwards not to be desirable sites to settle
upon, and the result is that in all probability some of these
lands were sold out to pay taxes. We have in our own
country examples of that kind. Now, the principle bugbear
that they keep continually exhibiting before the eyes of
the farmers of the country, and that the hon. member for
Lincoln bas held up to-night, is the bugbear of direct taxa-
tion. They say it is impossible to conduct the affairs of
this country if we are going to have reciprocity with the
'United States, without direct taxation. Well, I believe, from
their standpoint, it is impossible; I believe that
aecording to Tory rule, it is quite impossible. I believe
that these mon have become so accustomed in the past to
a continuous inerease of expenditure that they have become
so completely ignorant of the true methods of economy that
they would not be able to conduct the affaire of the country
unless they had an enormous amount of money beyond
what was really necessary. Year alter year, they have
added to the expenditure. I believe one Minister of the
Crown has said that ho would rather undertake at any time
to defend a thousand dollar increase, than to jistify a
hundred dollar reduction. I believe they act upon that
principle all the time, and the result is that ever since they
have taken office, they have run up the debt of this country
and have increased the annual expenditure to an enormous
amount. 1 do not think it is wise. I believe when you
take into consideration the enormous number of hangers
on they have got, the barnacles of state that we see around
this Chamber, and that are scattered all over this country,
it will beo evident that there is going on an enormous drain
of our publie resources. It is impossible for them to con-
duct the affaire of this country and reduce the sum down to
what would be necessaryif we had unrestricted reciprocity,
even supposing we had to lose some 5 or 6 or 7 million
dollars. Now, I believe that if we had unrestricted
reciprocity and were called upon to reduce our annual ex-
pense 5 or 6 millions, there would be very little difficulty
in doing so. I think, although 1 have never held an office
of any kind, that I can look over the pages of the Auditor
General's report and prove what I say. I think if you ap-
point a committee of earnest honest mon to investigate that
report in the interest of this country, they would be able,
without much trouble, to cut down the payments very
materially. I have no doubt that they might be cut down
ome 5, or 6, or perhaps7 millions. Now, the hon. member

for Lincoln says that ho is pledged to the National Policy,
ho is bound to stand by it. That appears to me to be the
poiotnof hon. gentlemen opposite. I think they know

what they owe to the manufacturera of this country; the
manufacturers have stuck by them like bricks, they have
stuck by them in the last three elections, and they have,
no doubt, contributed largely to the eloction funds. We
have reason to believe they have done so, and the hon.
gentlemen opposite cannot very well turn their backs
upon National Policy men and the manufacturera.
They are undoubtedly disposed to stick by them, and I
suppose they will, until once they roalise the fact that they
are not able to carry them into power any longer; then, i
think, they will throw them overboard and enter into
alliances with some other classes. The hon. member for
Lincoln characterised the Ontario Government as a very
corrupt government; ho said it was a corrupt House. Now,
if ther ais any man in this Chamber who should have hesi-
tated in making a charge of corruption against the Ontario
House, it is the hon. member for Lincoln. That hon. mem-
ber once held a seat in that Ilouse himself, ho once had the
honor of performing the duties of a reprosentative, and ho
has a record there, and I am going to give this flouse a
little of the hon. gentleman's record during the time ho sat
in that House. 1 do not know that I should have done so
if ho had not pronounced the Ontario House a very corrupt
House. While ho sat there ho certainly sowed the seeds of
corruption himsolf, and if they have not been eradicated
it is simply because there are moen of his stamp there astill.
I will read a report, Mr. Speaker, of a committee that was
appointed for the purpose of looking into certain irregular
transactions on the part of the hon. member for Lincoln:

tl After hearing all the evidence submitted for their consideration,
they find as follows :"-

, First-That the Great Western Railway of Canada, on or about the
Ist day of February, 1870, paid the said John Charles Rykert, the sum
of $[,o00 for parliamentary services, rendered by the said John Charles
R yrkert to uch company in the then recent Session of the Legislature
ofOntarte.1)

Mr. TAY LOR. I rise to a point of order.
Mr. McMULLEN-

"Second-That one Edward D. Tilson gave the said John Oharles
Rykert "--

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must say that I think the
hon. gentleman is digressing. Theso personal charges,
unless they are to b folblwed up by soma distinct proceed-
ings against the hon. gentleman, should be avoided. 1 do
not think they conduce to the good feeling of the flouse
or in any way serve the public interest.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGIIT. Perhap s you will
allow me, Sir, to point out that te hon. em ber for Lin-
coln (Mr. Rykert) made a distinct charge of corruption
against the Ontario Legislature, and by his own act ho has
brought down on himself the exposure which the hon. gen-
tleman was proceeding to give.

Mr. RYKERT. I made no charge against thema
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKIER. This has procoeded far

enough. The charge, as stated by the hon. member for
Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), was one of those usual, although
hardly justifiable, expressions that occur in debate, and I
think such is quite different from specific accusations laid
against an hon. member, unless it is the intention of the
hon. gentleman making them to ask some other action on
the part of the flouse, which I presume is not intended
hore. I would deprecate proceeding with that branch of
the subject any f urther.

Mr. McMULLEN. I have read sufficient, I think, to
satisfy this House, I am sure I have satisfied those outside
of the louse, that te hon. gentleman was wrong in mak-
ing the charge of corruption against the Ontario Legislature
in the way he did. I think when an hon. gentleman under.
takes to make a charge against a House that is not repre-
soeted here by any person to defend ite at the lesot the hon,
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gentleman's own record when a member of that House
should be unspotted. The hon, gentleman has acted I
think unfairly in doing as ho bas done. I will not dwell
further upon that question. The hon. member for Lincoln
read a number of extracts from papers of the United States
to show the views held over there with respect to com.
mercial union. le endoavored to show that the American
press was opposed to commercial union. le tried to leave
the impression on the flouse that even supposing the Cana.
dian Parliament and the people of the Dominion should
consent to commercial union, the press of the United States
were opposed to it. I would meet that argument by saying
that we have the reports of meetings of boards of trade in
the principal cities in the United States that have endorsed
the movement in the direction of commercial union or un-
restricted reciprocity with Canada. Those boards bave de-
clared their belief that it would be advantageous to both,
their country as well as ours, and I think those boards are
as weli posted with respect to what changes in commercial
relations would be advantageous to the United States as
well as to Canada as the papers from which he quotes. The
hon. gentleman bas also spoken at considerable length with
regard to fre trade. He has tried to place the Reform party
in the position of advocating free trade, and he has tried
to shoulder upon Mr. Blake a charge that he had advocated
free trade, and be misquoted Mr. Blake's speech at Malvern,
in much the same way as he misquoted other speeches. I
will give to the flouse Mr. Blake's speech upon this ques-
tion. When Mr. Blake uttered the words to which the bon.
gentleman referred he was speaking with respect to free
trade, and he declared it was impracticable to have free trade
in a country like ours with our enormously increased bur.
dons. This is what Mr. Blake said:

" You know well that I do not approve of needless restrictions on our
liberty of exchanging what we have for what we want, and do not see
that any substantial application of the restrictive principle bas been, or
can be, made in favor of the great interests of the mechanic, the laborer,
the farmer, the lumberman, the shipbuilder or the fisherman. But you
know, also, that I have fully recognised the fact that we are obliged to
raise yearly a great sum, made greater by the obligations imposed on us
by this Government, and that we muet continue to provide this yearly
sum mainly by import duties, laid to a great extent on goods similar
to those which can be manufactured bore; and which resuits as a neceE-
sary incident of our settled fiscal system that there must be a large and,
as I believe, in the view of moderate protectionists, an ample advantage
to the home manufacturer. Our adversaries wish to present to you au
issue as between the present tariff and absolute free trade. That is not
the true issue. Free trade is, as I have repeatedly explained, impossible
for us, and the iésue is whether the present tarif is perfect, or defective
and unjust. 1 beliove it te be, lu sme important respects, defoctive
and unjust."

It was in this connection that Mr. Blake used the words
that the hon. gentleman quoted ; but the hon. gentleman
did not go the full length:

" And it is clearer than ever that a very high scale of taxation must
ho retained aud that manufacturers have nothiug te fear. 1 then de-
clared that any readjustment should be affected with due regard te the
legitimate lntereste of ail concerned. In that phrase ' ail concerned >
I hope no One will object to my including, as I do, the general public.
In any readustment I maintain that we should look especially to such
reduction of expenditure as may allow of a reduction of taxation, to the
lightening of sectional taxes, to the lightening of taxes upon the prime
necessaries of life, and upon the raw materials of manufacture, to a
more equitable arrangement of the taxes which now bear unfairly upon
the poor as compared with the rich."

Those were the words Mr. Blake used, and they were used
in connection with the question of free trade or a revenue
tariff. During this debate a great many references have
been made to Mr. Blue's report, and to the fact that some
statistics show there has been a great decrease in the value
of land. I will show before I conclude my remarks that
there are very great differences of opinion with respect to
that subject; in some sections the people hope the lands
may yet regain their former value, while in other sections
they say that the value has very materially reduced. You
cannot, therefore, roly upon these reports as absolute evi-
donce of the price of the land being kept up. With

Ur. MoMULLxCi,

respect to the arguments the hon. gentleman presented as
regards our population, the hon. gentleman went on
to criticise the statement made by the hon. mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) and
to show that his statement with respect to the exodus of
population could not be correct. He quoted the reports
made at Sarnia by the Amorican officer, in which he admit-
ted that those reports were taken from previous records
and were made out for numbers about the same as in pre-
vious years. In answer to that we simply ask, where have
the inhabitants gone? They are not in Canada-our own
statistics show they are not bore. If they have not gone
by Sarnia, they must have gone ont of the country by some
other route. Our immigration statistics show that we
brought them bore, and our provincial statistics show that
our population has not made even the natural increase,
without taking into account immigrants brought into the
country. Wben the hon. member for Lincoln was dealing
with this question, he might have shown the House where
those people have gone, which would have beon some satis.
factory evidence on the point. We eay they are not bore,
and we prove it by the statistics of the different Provinces,
Where, thon, have they gone if not to the United
States? If they have not gone there, tney must have
gone to some other place. That is the best answer
to an argument of that kind. Thon, Sir, ho went
on to compare the several Provinces with the several States
of the Union. He said there had been a reduction of popu-
lation in some States, but the difference between our
reduction of population and theirs is this : Their census
shows decidedly in the increased number that they have in
the new States, that the population has gone from east to
west. If our increased population in Manitoba was caused
by a very large number of the people who had left the east
and gone to the west to settle in Manitoba, that would be
satisfactory. But they have not done that. While
in the United States those who have left the oider
States have gone to the west and settled in Dakota, Minne-
sota, Washington Territory and other places, those who
have left the east of Canada are not found in the west. They
are not found in Canada at ail, and that is just the mistake
made by hon. gentlemen opposite when they compare the
United States to Canada in this respect. Now with
regard to this tax sale list exhibited by the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert). I should state that the mode
of advertising tax sales in the States and bore is very
different. It is well known that in several States of
the Union that, if a tax is levied and not paid immediately,
the farm is advertised for sale, while in our country we
hold land for some three or four years before advertising
them for sale. In the States they advertise them right
away if the taxes are not paid. I have been trying to deal
with some of the arguments that have been used by the
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), and I shall now
present some reasons why I think it my duty as the repre-
sentative of an agricultural district to give my support to
the resolution brought before the House and moved by the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
The question of bank deposits and deposits in our savings
banks has been referred to almost by every man in this
House who bas spoken on the question, and it bas been
declared that deposits in savings banks are decisive evi-
dence of the prosperity of the country. They say there is
no botter evidence of our prosperity than the increase in
the savings banks deposits, Let us, Sir, take that and com.
pare the statement with the general condition of things in
England. In the year 1866, 1867 and 1868, when they had
one of the greatest financial crises they have had in Eng-
land during the present century, we find that the bank de-
posits in England never reached as high a point before as
they did duriug those three years. Now, in Elngland at that
time they ought to have had good times, and they ought to
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have had prosperity if we were to judge of the Anancial condi-
tion of the country by the savings banks deposits. They
certainly had not good times, and we all know that they
had the worst period of depression during the present cen-
tury. This shows that on the whole the bank deposits are
no criterion to judge by in regard to the condition of the
country. In dealing with this question we have got fairly
to face the fact that we have been doing a considerable
trade with the United States for several years. Our trade
with that country bas been increasing, and notwithstanding
the efforts made by the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
to prove that the farmers of this country do not pay the
duty 1 think there is not a farmer, not a sensible man in
this country, who does not realise the fact that he does pay
the duty on what he sends across to the American side.
That is the feeling of the farmers of this country. Before
I conclude I shall give a few extracts to show that the
intelligent portion ot the farming community are under
that impression. I hold that it ls our duty under present
circumstances to try and remove that burden off the shoul-
ders of the farmers if we possibly can. When I come to con-
sider that the farmers are the most important class in this
country, and that they ship one-half of the entire exporta
of this Dominion, we see that they are undoubtedly the
most important class, and they deserve our first and best
consideration. We muat remember that the manufacturers
only ship about one-twenty-third part of the exporta of this
Dominion, and it is unfair to say that the interests of the
farmers, of the laboring classes, of the lumbermen and of the
fishermen should be sacrificed simply because manufacturing
institutions have got to be sustained at all hazards, although
they only export one twenty-third part of the entire ship-
ments of this )ominion. We know that in 1886 we imported
from Great Britain $40,600,000 worth in t hat year, and from
the United States 044,800,000 worth. Then of a total export
trade of $74,976,000, we exported to England 836,700,000
and to the United States $31,463,000. Now, on our exportsa
to the United States of all the different commodities of
products as well as cattle, we paid about $3,500,000 duty.
We paid that each year. And I think if we can, by any
change of our fiscal policy, remove from the shoulders of our
farmers that very heavy drain upon their resources it would
be a wise and prudent act on the part of this House. We
shipped to the United States last year 10,200,000 bushels
of barley, on which we paid 81,020,000. Barley is an im-
portant factor in this Dominion, and we are coming to that
period when if the older Provinces cannot make money on
growing barley they cannot certainly make money on grow
ing wheat, when we come to consider the low prices for wheat.
The probabilities are that the price of wheat will still go
lower, when we remember the enormous production of wheat
in India and the very cheap rate at which it is now carried
to Liverpool. We must therefore look for low prices as far
as wheat is concerned. Four years ago it cost 64 shillings to
take a ton of wheat from Bombay to Liverpool, tc-Iay it
can be carried for 21 shillings and 4 pence or just about as
low a price as we can take a ton of wheat from Toronto to
Montreal. When we take this fact into consideration
together with the very low rate of wages in India and the
enormous development in the construction of railways there
we must exptet low prices for wheat. The farmers of the
older Provinces must give up growing wheat if they cannot
grow it lucratively, and consequently barley becomes a very
important product. If we can increase the annual receipts of
the farmers who grow barley by relieving them of the taxes or
duties tbey have to pay to get it into the American market, it
will be a decided advantage to them. The Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, in treating this subject, said that wherever
we had a natural outlet for our surplus produce, and where
it was wanted, was undoubtedly our best market. We have
a natural outlet in the United States for barley. It is
wanted there and it ls the bet place weOManed it t, J

we can change our policy so as to enable those people to
receive it from us without our farmers having to puy the
duty, it would be a step in the interests of the farming
community. I know it is aid that if you open up the
American market for the shipment of our surplus produce,
including horses, sheop and lambs, the result would be we
would flood that market. I intend to prove that it is im-
possible for us to flood that market in this respect. Tie
United States barley crop amounts te GOOdQ0,OO bushels a
year, and we send thom 10,000,000 bushels, or one bushel
in six that they raise themselves, so that we cannot
possibly flood that country with barley, oven suppose we
had the advantage of unrestrictei reciproeity. Then take
the item of horses and wo havo tho samo rosult. In
1866 we sent to the United States 21,000 horso, in 1887
we sent them 18,500 horses, and the duty paid was $442,-
000, and our consus roturns show that wo had alto-
gether 570,000 horses in this country ut tho last census.
According to the censuso f the United States, the number
of horses in that country is 10,3l7,000. Then, if'we divide
the number we sond te the United States into this number,
we find that we virtuallysend themr one horso for overy 500
they possess, and if wo sent tliem all tho herses we possess
in one year, we would only send them about one in every
twenty. So it is utterly impossible for us to flood the
American market even if it was ontircly open to us. Again
in regard to sheep; in 1886 we sent thom 36-5,000, or 1,000
sheep every day in the yoar; in 1887 wo sent them 363,000,
so that the shipment of shep is about the same each year.
According to their census returns, they had thomselves 35-
192000 sheep, so that we only ont thei oo shoop for every
97 they have thomselves. To samrne is the case with cattile.
The United Stato had some 3G,000,>000 cattle last vear, and
we sent tbem, in 1886, 36,000, and in 1887, 45,767. Our trade
with the United States in cattie is evidently increasing and
if we could get the duty of 20 per cent. removed it would
undoubtedly be a decided advantage to the farmers of this
country. The farmers of this country must pay attention
principally to cattle and sheep and tho growing of
peas, barley and oats, the only industries they can follow
with any hope of profit; and if we can, by a change
of policy, such as is propose], open to them un-
restricted markets in the United States, we shall adi
to the gross receipts of the farmers of this Dum-
inion 83,500,000 a year, Now, when we come to look at
the financial condition of this country, as compared with
that of the United States, I am sorry to say it does not ap-
pear in a very favorable light. I am sorry to say that year
after year we have been adding enormously to our indebt-
edness, while the United States have been reducing their
debt. I know it was said last year, by the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, that the indebtedness of the several
States, taken along with the federal indebtednes, is in ex-
cess of our indebtedness in the Dominion of Canada. That
I am going to prove is not correct. Tho State, city and
county debt, in the United States, according te their own
census in 1880, amounted to $1,056,584,000. Their popula-
lation being then 50,000,000, their per capita debt for
State, county and city, was 82L a head. Then, the
federal debt in 1887, was 81,700,771,000, while thcir popula.
tion being taken at 60,000,000, would anount to 828.30 per
capita. Taking these two amounts together, we find that
their total debt, federal, state, city and county, amounts to
$19 30 per capita. The net debt of Canada is 6227,000,000 ;
and our provincial, city and county debts do not amouant to
less than 8200,000,000, making a total of $127,000,000, or a
per capita debt of $85 a head, as compared with $49.30 in
the United States. But this does not include all our
debt, because we have railway bonds and other indebt-
edness to a very large extent. Now, Sir, the London
Economist, one of the best financial journals in England,
made an etimate lat June fi the entire indebtedness of
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Canada *to Englandâ That estimate was based upon informa-
tion gathered from ail sources. It estimated the entire
debt of the Dominion to Great Britain, at 6675,000,000. It
took our net debt as $200,000,000, when in reality, it is
$227,000,000 ; our provincial, harbor, municipal and railway
debte at 8325,000,000; and loans on stocks, mortgages and
other securities at $123,000,000, making 8675,000,000 in
ail. The interest on that sum at 4 per cent., amounts to
the enormous sum of $z7,000,000 a year, on a population of
5,000,000, or 85.40 a head. Now, the hon. member for
Lincoln, when speaking of statements made to the people
of this country at the last general election, said the Govern-
ment had presented true and correct figures on that occa-
sion. He stated that th.cy had presented the financial con-
dition of the country in a manner that had drawn from the
people their confidence. Now, I hold that the statements
the Government made in that election, whether knowingly
or not, were not correct. Every Minister of the Crown
started out on his election tour, one to the Maritime Prov-
inces, one to Quebec and one or two to Ontario, everyone
making the same statement, that the net indebtedness of this
Dominion was 8196,000,000. They also stated that the
per capita tax was $1.63, only 3 cents above what
it was during the time of the Mackenzie Govern-
ment. Would any man in this House dare to get up and
say that these statements were true ? The evidence that
bas corne to our notice since they were made proves that
they were not true. We know that the net debt was really
$227,000,000; we know that the per capita interest, based
on that amount, was at least 81.98, if not $2, instead of
81.63. Yet it was on such statements that the confidence
of the country was secured. The present Government have
increased the burdens of the people of this country enor-
mously. 1 have in my band a statement, made up from
the Auditor General's report, which shows that the present
Government have increased the indebtedness of this country
since 1880 to the present time, 8106,559,000. In 1880 they
added to the debt $15,000,000; in 1881, 65,000,000; in 1882,
88,500,000; in 1883, 63,000,000; in 1884, $40,223,000; in
1885, $22,Y21,000 ; in 1886, 68,461,000 ; and, in 1887,
$4,154,000. in seven years they have added $15,000,000 a
year. They have added $1,250,000 every montb. They
have added to the debt, every day the sun rose, since they
took office, 841,333 a day since 1880. These figures
show plainly the course in which this Dominion is
drifting; they show the cause of the hard times; they
show profligacy in the management of our affairs, and
hon. gentlemen opposite will have to bear the re-
sponsibility, in this generation and in generations to come,
of the enormous increase in our debt, and the constant
yearly drain on the people's resources. The per capita
tigures during the time i have relerred to is $41 a head.
Take the case of the United States by way of contrast. The
United States came out of a civil war with a debt of
$2,500,000,000 and with a loss by death of nearly a million
subjects. They have reduced their debt since that time
$1,362,000,000, and they have increased their population
from 38,500,000 to 60,000,000. The yearly reduction in
their indebtedness is as follows :-In 1882, they reduced their
debt $145,000,000; in 1884, 8132,000,000; in 1885,
$63,000,000; in 1886, 893,000,000; in 1887, 8109,707,000;
in ail, in six years, they reduced their debt 8342,542,1107,
or at the rate of $9 per head, while we have added to our
indebtedness at the rate of 820 a head.

Mr. HESSON. In what way did they accomplish their
reduction ?

Mr. McMULLEN. By economy. By devoting their
surplus revenue to the payment of their debte, in the place
of squandering it, as we did.

Mr. HESSON. By taMing the peopl.e
Mr, MQKuLlu,

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We have taxed the
people more than they.

Mr. McMIULLEN. In 1870, the net debt of Canada was
$227,341,000, which, with our population of 5,000,000,
makes $45.46 a head, while the indebtedness of the United
States shows but a per capita amount of $19 a head. In
dealing with the question of how far unrestricted reeiprocity
would be an advantage to the farmers of this country, I
shall give you a calculation which 1 made, which, I think,
will bear investigation, and I am willing that it should be
submitted to every farmer in this Dominion. i claim that
unrestricted reciprocity would be, at the very least, an
advantage of $1 an acre yearly to every cleared acre of
land in this Dominion. Take, for instance, a farm com-
posed of 100 acres, with 75 acres clear. Let us say that
the farmer is able to seil one colt for $100, the duty
on which will be $20 ; one yoke of steers at $40,
on which the duty is $8 ; 12 lambs, on which the
duty is 50 cents each, 86; 300 bushels of barley at 10
cents duty, 830; 5 tons of hay on which the duty is 82, or
$10 ; 30 bushels of potatoes on which the duty is 15 cents,
81.50. Now, any farm of 100 acres, with 75 acres cleared,
would easily furnish that quantity of produce in a year.
There is not a farmer in this Dominion who claims to hold
a farm at all, who would have less produce to dispose of
than that. The entire duty would be $78.50, which does
not include the sale of poultry, fresh butter and vegetables.
Now, I hold that any farmer who will seriously consider the
question will easily come to the conclusion that the calcula-
tion I make is really below the mark. I will prove that it
is below the mark, by a reply made by a farmer whorn I
dare say some of yon know. I allude to Mr. Patrick
McCallum, who owns one of the best farms in Pittsburgh
township. It is named Spruce Lawn, and is not far froma
Kingston. Mr. McCallum, like many of his class, feels the
duties on bis exports to be burdensome in the extreme, and
calculates that the sum of money he pays into the treasury
of the United States on his exports amounts to a sum equal
to what would be considered a reasonable rent for the part
of his farm under cultivation. le was asked:

" How would commercial union benefit the Ontario farmer ?-In mauy
ways. The duty they now pay to the United States they would put icto
their own pockets, and they could get cheaper goode in many eases than
they do now.

" What do you export to the United States at present?-I export
barley, hay, horses, cattle, sheep and wool.

" What i the extent of your farm?-It is 500 acres, 400 of which are
under cultivation.

" Can you give me any figures as to the quantity of produe you
export?-Yes, as regarde the leading products. Last year I exportedto
the United States 200 tons of hay, 800 bushels of barley, 6 herses, 80
sheep and lambe, and 1,000 pounds of wool. The duty on hay is $2 per
ton, making the total duty 5400 on my shipment. The duty on barley
is 10 cents per bushel, so that the 800 bashels which I exported cut me
for duty $î0. On each of the six horses i paid $20, making $120. I paid
$1.50 a head on my sheep, they are superior sheep, which amounted to
$120, and 10 cents per pound for my wool, which cot me $100. That is
a total of $820, or at the rate of $2 per acre for each acre I cultivate.
Prom thëse figures, which I have no reson to believe are exceptional,
you will see that the losis caused to the farmers by the tariff a $2 per
acre, or a sum equal te an ordiaary rent in these times."

These are the statements of a man who is a practical far-
mer. I want to show also something with regard to the
values of land, concerning which we have had quite a dis-
cussion, some hon. gentlemen quoting 'Mnr. Blue's report,
and others quoting other statistics, to try and show that
land bas not decreased in value, but I hold in my band a
copy of the report published by the Dominion Grange at
their last meeting in Toronto:

" In five counties, viz., Waterloo, Durham, Bruce, Grey and
Peterborough, farm property was said to have depreciated in value, the
depression in Durham, according te a delegate from there, amounting
to a ' marked doerease.' in Halton Mr. Fisber, who spoke for that
section, said the value of property had not fallen to any a eeiale
extent. In Haldimand, it was ' cdicult to seIl;' Peel, eino
sàd Simce land valus 'were stationary' In 1WeIland and Oxford
vaues wisre 'Wmbtag igw maftniwdra dowawsr4 dIuu.,'
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and 'tbe mortgage debt vas lneresntug.' The farmers who rent farmse
aud thos whos land li mortgaged-and these two clames probably
conutitute the majority of those engaged in agriculture in this Province
:-naturally feel the pinch more severely than the comforfable few who
have get out of wheat and gone in for raising well-bred cattle and cattle
produets. Hence the partial failure of the crops this year. added to the
fall that hau taken place in prices, ha broken the backs of many weak
men; and loan companies and private mortgagees fiad themselves
compelled to foreclose and throw their property on the market, to the
ljury of the solvent farmer, whose land is depreciated by the forced
sale. Il several parts of the Province well-to-do farmers have become
dlsheartoned, and are selling out with a view of trying their luck at
utorekoeping. I
That is the report of the Dominion Grange that held their
ineeting in Toronto a short time ago. I was referring to
the amount that each class contributed to the exports of the
country in 1887. The forests supplied over one-third in
value of our exports, the fisheries one-twelfth, the farmers
onehalf, and on the other hand the manufacturers only
furnished one twenty.third part of our entire exports.

Mr. SPROULE. If that is correct, why does the Ontario
Government put up the price of the royalty on the forest ?

not. They simply say, "Give us free and unrestricted mar.
kets, markets where we are sendirg our stuif, and where
it is evident we wilI still have to send it; remove the re-
strictions if you can, by any policy you may agree on with
the United States, and give us the advantages which that
change will bring to us, and that is all we ask; we do not
wish you to eubject the manufacturers to any special tax
in order to benefit our condition, but we simply ask you to
relieve us from these restrictions." That is all they ask,
and I say it is only fair that we should grant them that
request. They have labored under their disadvantageous
circumstances for ton years. They have waited long for
the fulfilment of the promise of the First Minister that their
prospects would be improved by the adoption of the
National Policy. I remember hearing the Finance Minis.
ter, who is nuw the Lieutenant Govornor of New Bruns-
wick, state that farmers never reeeived botter prices
than were received under the iNatio.ial Poliey. That hon.
gentleman, I am sure, is posesseoi of more wisdom and
common sense than not to know tlat he was sitnply hum.
bugging the people of this countryin m making that state-

Mr. MoMULLEN. I claim that, notwithstanding the ment.
statements which have been made with reference to the Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must call the gentleman
prosperous condition of the farmers, if any man will go to order.through the soveral sections, especially in western Ontario,
with which I am best acquainted, he will find that the far- Mr. MOMULLEN. I am uite willing to withdraw the
mers are not in as good a position as they were some years statement if it is out of order, but it cannot be too forcibly
ago. I listened to the statement of the hon. the Minister of put to the members of this Hoiuse and to the people of this
the Interior, in reply to tbe hon. member for South Oxford country as to the decoit whieh was practised in holding out
(Sir Richard Cartwright), that the farmers were generally the aivanttages which wore held out to the farmors under
content, that generally they were botter off and making the operations of the N&ioa. Poliey. They have not re-
botter financial progress, that they were doing well. ceive: the advantage which was prnm.sod them, they have
Well, I would like that hon. gentleman to go to his not got the incroase in prices whieh was promised them,
*wn constituency, or to any constituency west of they have not got the home market which was promised
Toronto, I would like him to advertise a meeting of farmers, them; our shipments show that they ha7e not got that home
to ask them to meet him, and to ask thom to pass a resolu- market, and, in place of gotting that home market they
tion stating that they are making progress inancially, that have been compelled to sock another market for a larger
they are better off than they were before, and that their portion of their produce than ever before. In order to
prices are botter than they were years ago. I think the iilustrate the way in which the farmers of the coun-
hon. gentleman would have some diMculty in getting such try have been used, I may tell a story or an anecdote of 
a resoltion passed, Even in hie own constituency, with Sootchman and an Indian who went ont together to shoot.
all the influence ho exercises there, I do not believe ho could The Scotchman was a long-headed Scotehman, something
get a resolution of that kind passed. I also maintain that like the Premier of this Dominion. They made a bargain
the Minister of Fisheries, notwithstanding his declaration that, when they came home at night, they would divide the
that the farmers are doing well, would have great difficulty game. During the day they shot a duck and a crow.
in getting any number of the farmers in his Province to At night the long-headed Scotchman said to the Indian,
agree to any such statemont. As I have said before, barley, "Now, Indian, you take the crow and I'il take the
peas, sheep and cattle are the staple products of the older duck, or l'il take the duck and you take the crow."
parts of this Dominion, and if, by a change of policy suchl " But," says the Indian "you always say crow to
as is proposed by the resolution of the hon. member for me." Yos, every change that bas taken place in the tariff,
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), we can open up the farmer has got the crow and the manufacturer has got
for our farmers, who are in inancial ombarrassment, the duck. That has been the case every time, and se it
botter markets for their produce, markets free from the will continue as long as we have our present trade polioy.
exactions to which they are now subject, such a proposition Now, I shall not say anything with regard to combines,
well deserves the attention of the people of this Dominion. except on one point. Vcry few have any ide tof the extent
The farmers are the backbone of this Dominion. They are to which these combines exist in this Dominion. I know
the people upon whom the country's finances rest, and if we a man in mny section of the country who wanted to go into
leave them to continue to contend with the diffloulties the undertaking business, and could not get the necessary
which they have now to contend with, we may find ont too supplies unless ho went into the combine. He was con-
late that we have neglected the means required to relieve pelled to pay $30 as a fee to go into that combine, and he
them, and through them to assist the country that we live could not get the necessary trimmings for hie business
in. Have they asked anything unjust ? Have they asked unless he produced a certificate that ho was a member of
what the manufacturers asked in 1878? No, they have that combine. fas it not come to a pretty pase in this
not. At that time the manufacturers asked for a positive Dominion, that, after paying all the extra and increased
inorease in the tarif in order to give them advantages over amount that we are compelled to pay for the special benefit
im ported goods. They asked that the farming community of manufacturers, we cannot even commit our deceased
and the consumers of this country should be subjected friends and relations to thoir last resting place unless
to an increased taxation on certain commodities which under the auspices of a combine ? It is an outrage
they were going to manufacture, in order to enable them that things are in the condition in which they are.
to anucture them. Do the farmers ask now that the Now, it is always said that our manufacturers cannot
manufacturers should be subjected to an increased amount compete with the United States. I maintain that our manu-
of tflti in order to benfit their condition ? They do facturers can compote with the United States. Thore i#

1s8& 441



OMMONS DEBATES, EMiro 26,
nothing in the world to prevent thora. Bat the reason that
they do not want to compote is that under the operations
of the National Policy, they have got a soft thing, and they
think to thermselves that they would be fools to part with
it so long as they can holci on to it, and as long as they can
pursuade the Government and the people of this country
that they cannot compote, so long will they hold on to the
advantages which they now enjoy. That is the reason why
they are not disposed to compote. Why can they not com-
pete ? Cannot raw material in the articles of cotton or
sugar be laid down in Canada as cheaply as in any other
place ? J was amazed at the remarks that fell from the

inister of Marine and Fisheries with regard to the acticle
of sugar. He challenged the correctness of a statement
made by the hon. mernber for South Oxford with regard to
our interest in Canadi. [He said we ow ad a certain debt
of national honor to England, and ho went on to explain
that statement, and before ho got through with the
speech he said, take the article of sugar. It was car-
ried in British bottoms from the place of production
to England, it was there transferred to railways and
carried on British railways to British factories , it was
there manufactured by British labor, and was then re-
shipped in British bottoms and brought to our shores; on
that article we paid the duty after it had been brought to
the highest condition of manufacture. "Now," said he,
"take the condition of things as we find them at present.
We bring sugar from the place of production, in our own
ships to our own shores, we manufacture the sugar our-
salves, our own people get the advantae, of all the labor,
and all the profit goes into ihe pocket of our own pcople."
Well, now, I boumght that if 1- was so strongly devoted to
the interests of England, if ho wished to hold so determinedly
to his allegiance to the manufacturers of England, he cer-
tainly should not have mado that comparison, bocause it
clearly shows the truth of the statement made by the First
Minister, when ho saaid that if the National Poliey endan-
gerod British connection, all the worse for British connec.
tion. Now, hon. gentlemen opposite never say a word
about the smuggling going on from the United States into
Canada, of whieh there was never more done than at the
present moment. At one time, after the close of
the war, all the smuggling was out of Canada into
the United States, sim 1,ly because goods were
cheaper in Canada than in the United State".
Now, I want any hon. membar on the other side of the
Bouse, who advooates the National Policy, to say why it is
that under the operations of that policy the tide las turned,
and that to-day goods are dearer in Canada than they are
in the United States. There is a very large smuggling
going on; I know from personal knowledge that I have
obtained from parties who live in Buffalo, that the goods are
smuggled into Canada as far up as Brantford, bought there
and taken into this country free of duty. Now, this shows
that while in our country articles have been increasing in
price, they have been lowering on the American side. Now,
who is going to be at the expense of preventing all this
smuggling? Before things got to this condition the Ameri-
cans had te pay the cost of a large staff of preventive officers
to prevent smuggling; now, our Government will have
to pay that cost. The Americans have no fear of
goods being bought in Canada and carried across to
the States, simply because people can buy them in
their own country cheaper than they c uld hore. They
have reached that point in their history that they
will be reieved to a large extent of that expenditure. Here
we have an enormous frontier of several thousand miles
across which goods will be continually smuggled so long as
the respective prices remain as at present. I say in order to
relieve us from that enormous expense it would be much
better to have unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States in the natural products of the soil as well as in

Mr. MOMULLEN.

manufactured goode. Now, it is said also that we should be
loyal to the Empire; we should be loyal to ourselves. Well,
Sir, I will venture to say that perhaps there is not an indi-
vidual within the reach of my voice who has not got a
relative in the United States ; I would venture to say that
from one end of this Dominion to the other. you will meet
with but very few who have not got relations over there.
Now, is it to be looked upon as a national crime on our part
because we send to our own relatives across the border,
things that they want, and we take from them things which
we require, and that they have to part with. And is it looked
upon as disloyal that we should trade with our own blood rela-
tions ? You will not find on the face of the earth two nations
so near together, so convenieutly located for trade in many
respects, the same race of people, that are subjected to such
absolute restrictions in trade as exist between Canada and
the United States-caused. first by the National Policy in-
troduced into the United States after the close of the war,
when they put on a very large duty; and, secondly, caused
by the foolish and unwise course we have adopted in in.
creasing, from year to year, the duty upon goods coming
from there, so as to make this absolute wall of separation.
Now, hon.gentlemen are very loud with regard to the
question of loyalty. Yon would fancy, to hear them speak,
that there was not a loyal man on this side of the Rouse ;
you would fancy we were alh rebels, that we are all annex-
ationists, that there was not a drop of loyal blood in our
veins, and that we are disloyal to the core.

Mr. SPROULE. Correct.
Mr. McMULLEN. Well, we had better go back and

review the history of this county. The best way to judge
of a party is in the same manner that the hon. member for
South Oxford stated ait one time that ho judged the First
Minister of this country; le said ho never took much stock
in what he said, he always took stock in what ho did. I
think that is the best way to decide our loyalty. We had
botter go back and see what they did in the past. We had
Parliament buildings in this country burned at one time; I
do not think the Grits did it, they were never charged with
doing it. We had a Governor General in this country
who was stoned and rotten-egged on a certain occasion ; I
never heard that it was the Grits who were charged with
doing that. Then again we had an annexation manifesto
signed at one time; I never heard they were all Grits who
signed that manifesto. Now, when hon. gentlemen under-
take to lecture us about loyalty, they should look back over
their own record, and see whether there are any black spots
on it beforo they attempt to charge us with being disloyal.
Now, the next question I shall touch upon is the iron duties.
Last year we had increased iron duties put on, and we know
that England remonstrated with regard to the increase of iron
duties. It is said, of course, that no change in the tariff should
ever be made that would be likely to offend the mother country
or estrange it from us; but hon. gentlemen opposite do not
appear to have given that consideration much attention
when they increased the iron duties. We find remon-
strances in regard to the iron duties made by the Liverpool
Chamber of Commerce, by the Birmingham Chamber of
Commerce, by the British iron trade, all the iron associa-
tions joining in denouncing the increase in the iron duties.
They went on to show that this was not a friendly act on
the part of Canada towards the mother country, and that
the imposition of those dutie8 was very likely to strain the
friendly relations existing. Wben these protests were
made one of our Canadian journals undertook to prove that
these duties were not imposed for the purpose of striking
the English iron trade, but for the purpose of striking the
American trade, and after that paper had used the argu-
ment the Minister of Finance took it up and used it like-
wise. The statement made was as follows:-

'' It was implied that the Canadian duties on certain lines of iron goodu
were only a little over 25 per cent.; whereaa a wri ter in the Liverpool
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Post shows that the duties referred to range from 40 per cent. on pig
to 55 per cent. on bar iron. Lastly, the statement made by one of
the Ministerial journals and re-echoed by Sir Charles Tupper, to the
effect that the iron duties had been imposed out of a sincere desire
on our part to strengthen the Empire, struck the English press as
peculiarly audacious. It would have been more ingenuous in Sir
Charles, they thought, as well as more complimentary to British
intelligence, to have confessed at once that our aim was to protect
the Londonderry venture regardless of British interests."

It is thus apparent that hon. gentlemen opposite were not
so particularly anxious about our relations with England,
when they imposed the iron duties, as they now appear to
be in regard to unrestricted reciprocity. They now hold up
before the eyes of this House and the country that such a
policy is likely to strain the friendly relations between the
Dominion and England; but, as I have said, when they im-
posed the iron duties, this never seems to have entered their
minds. In discussing this question further and in connec-
tion with commercial union English manufauturers say it
matters little to them how we supply ourselves with iron
if the duty is placed in such a way that they are virtually
hut out of the market-they say it matters not whether

we produce the iron ourselves or take it from the American
side.

"If it be said that under commercial union we should have to adopt
a higher tariff than the existing one, and that British exporters would
therefore be injured more seriously than they are at present, the answer
is, that whilst the tendency in the United States is to reduce duties the
tendency in Canada is to increase them."

So much for the imposition of the iron duties. When the
Minister of the Interior addressed the Hlouse upon this
resolution he said that a num ber of people who had gone to
Dakota were returning. ln my section of the country I
can assure the hon. gentleman that there has been quite an
exodus to the western States, but I do not know a single
instance of a man who has returned. I would indeed be
glad if they did return. 1 was rather amused that the hon.
gentleman, in comparing the prices received for farm pro-
duce in this country and the United States, went all the
way to Milwaukee for prices to compare with Toronto
prices. Another peculiar point in the discussion is that
hon, gentlemen opposite are always ready, as stated by the
Minister of the Interior, to give the largest measure of
reciprocity, consistent with the National Policy. Only
keep the National Policy intact, only protect the manu-
facturers, and if you can by any side wind, or in any
other way, give a little advantage to either the laboring
classes or the farming community all right, but do not
disturb the National Policy. I notice also that the opera-
tives are threatened with being thrown out of work; hon.
gentlemen opposite say they will not have the labor, that
this resolution strikes at them as well as at the manufac-
turers. Machinists coming from the United States into
Canada can come across the border without paying any
duty. There is no protection on labor coming in or going
out. How, therefore, is unrestricted reciprocity to strike
the laboring classes ? I noticed, the other day, that a certain
railway company ran ont of engineers, and the company
sent to biontreal, and, from the Grand Trunk Railway and
Canadian Pacific Railway, obtained almost ail the men they
required. The men had no duty to pay on going to the
United States, as Americans have no duty to pay on coming
here. Consequently, there is no protection for the laboring
man, while there is a protection for the manufacturer. If
a manufacturer comes to this country he has to pay duty
on the machinery and raw material ha uses, and in that
way the resident manufacturer has protection. I was rather
amused by the Minister of the Interior saying we did not
want reciprocity or commercial union. It is singalar that
he should express that view when the Government in their
tariff policy of 1878 stated they would be only too glad to
accept reciprocity if the Americans would give it to us,
but now they are not willing to accept it. The hon. gentle-
man also made reference to Mr. Blake's speech at Malvern.
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That speech appears to be a source of comfort to hon.
gentlemen opposite; but if hon. gentlemen will turn up the
proceedings of the Flouse they wili find that, on the very
tirst occasion last year Mr. Blake took the opportunity of
showing that he did not intend and did not accept the inter-
protation put upon his speech at Malvern. Mr. Blake has
always held to the principle of a revenue tariff, so adapted
that it would give the manufacturers incidental protection
by allowing them to import their raw materials free. He has
not, on any occasion, departed from that view, and when
be spoke at Malvern he merely wished to convey the idea
that there was no question as between free trade and pro
tection but as between a revenue tariff and a protec-
tive tariff, because those were the great questions
then before the country. The Minister of the Interior
declared that up to this time we had been without a
policy. We wili not ba party without a policy any
longer. We have a policy, which we will try to make the
people understand and which will be fully explained to
them. Some hon. gentlemen seetn to b terribly confused
with regard to this reciprocity question and do not realisa
what it is, although wo have endeavored to grind it into
their understandings in very plain anl pointed speeches.
The hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) in a very able speech, very plainiy and pointedly
deslared what, in his opinion, would be the effect of unre-
stricted reciprocity, and if hon. gentlemen are in ignorance
of the truc meaning of that principle, it is because they
have not listened to the statements made. In 1879 the
Minister of the Interior said that the Goverument of Mr.
Mackenzie had offered reciprocity and had donc their best to
secure it. No doubt that Government did try to secure
reciprocity, and hon, gentlemen opposite have declared by
the National Policy that they were prepared to accept
reciprocity when the United States were prepared to give it.
I believe that clause in the protective tariff was inserted
for the purpose of misleading the farmers. They went to
the farmers and said: We are willing to have reciprocity
with the United States just as soon as thoy are willing to
give it to us, and I have no doubt that when another
general election takes place in this Dominion you will
find the amendment proposed to the resolution now
before the flouse by the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fishries, hawked around every constituency, and the
supporters of the present Government will say: Do you
doubt that it is not our intention to give you better
trade relations with the United States? Look here,
thora is a resolution moved by us in the House of Corn-
mon, and your friends opposed it and voted against it.
We are earnestly anxious to do everything that we can
for you and we are going to give you reciprocity just as
quickly as we eau get it. That will be in accordance with
the promise made in 1878, when the party opposite was
going to give the farmers home markets, and better markets,
and better prices, for all products than ever they goL in pre.
vious years. Another statement the Minister of the Interior
made was when ha told us that the farmers of this country
did not send 10 par cent. of their stuff to the United Stats.
If ha looked up the returns ho would have sean that the farm-
ing products exported to the United States lastyearamounted
to $15,000,00 J. Weil now if 10 par cent. is sent to the Uni-
ted States, then the entire product would b 8150,000,000. I
can hardly think that ha intended to make such a statement,
but it is evidently a statement made without due considera-
tion. fe also spoke in regard to the increase of population
and wealth in the city of Toronto. Allow me to tell the hon.
the Minister that Toronto has increased at the eost of the
outside towns. I know that in my own town that there
have been I am sure quite 150 of our population who have
left and gone to Toronto. The reason for that is that manu-
facturers are being centralised largely there. I also know
the town from which the hon. member for North Perth
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(Mr. lesson) comes, and I think ho will not dare to deny Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. 1 requost you te confine
the statement that a large manufacturing institution in yoursolf more closely to the question under debate.
that town bas established a branch institution in the city Mr. MOMULLEN. Ho stated in his address that the
of Toronto, and they were just about to move their entire only market or outiet we could get for our surplus produot
plant there when the town legislature docided to give them was where it was wanted. 1 would like te know if the
a large bonus to keep the manufactory or part of it in that United States is not our natural market for what we send
town. In my own town we have lost very seriously under there, and if our only market is te be found in the United
the operation of the National Policy, and how ? Why, Sir, States? The reason wby we send them there is because we
those blacksmiths and carriage makers who in a quiet and get botter prices for them there than we can get in other
small way produced what the people wanted, have been places. fe spoke aise with regard te the population in
compelled, owing to the extensive maoufacturing institutions his own section who have left thera. He said the reason
that have been put up, to quit the business altogether. We they went te the United States was bocauso they wanted
have to-day in our town two foundries and a carriage shop freor and botter and broader bands. Now, Sir, that is rather
standing idle, and not a single hammer going in either of them a peculiar admission for a Minister ef the Crown te make.
-monuments to the destruction the National Policy has I thought we bad as broad and free lands here as could ho
worked in those trades. This is simply because under the got in any part et the wonld. I thought wo bad a great
operation of the National Policy the tendency is to centralise deal te boast of with regard te the oxtent of our fertile ter-
and get up large factories while those small places have been ritory in the North-West, and that the inhabitants ef New
ruined. I believe this is Ihe case with many places as well as Brunswick should go te the western States te get broador
the town I come from. While we rejoice at the progress and freer lands I cannot understand. He referred aise te
which bas been made in the city of Toronto, we claim after the quantity ef ceai that is carried over the Intercolonial
all that it is largely caused by the influx from the country Railway, as an evidence of the growth et interna-
towns and villages around of manufacturers, laborers and tional trado. I do net think that this is mach evidonco.
others, and that it is not a growth that has been caused by Tho tact of tho matter is, when we take the
the influx of population from other parts of the world. 1 histery of the Intarcolenial Railway, and notice that it is
come now, Sir, to say a word or two with regard to the run ut a very serions loss et incone, and considen the tact
statement of the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries that last ycar the Ministor et Railways and Canais acknow-
and I am sorry ho is not in bis place. He oughtto bebecauso ledgod that ceai was carried at a losa, I de aet tbink it is a
Ministers are paid annually their salaries to attend to tha very groat advantage te this ontiro Dominion that we are
duties of the louse, and they are paid a sessional allowance wonking up at an annual loss an international trade in the
to be hore and discuss public questions. The hon, the matter of ceai. fe aise stated that if wo got unrestricted
Minister of Fisheries, in the introductory part of his speech, recipnocîty trade, it would tond te incrvmo the combines
found fault with some expression used by the hon. rather than reduce tbem. He peinted eut that combines
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). existed in the United States. They may possibly exist, but
He tried to show that that gentleman was in the habit of an argument thut extending our commerce and ebtaining
using certain words very frequently, and ho said that one trade with an extensive -ountry, cempesed et 60,00,000,
word " it is clear, it is clear, it is clear " was used several would tond te incroaso the number ef combines is a
times in bis speech. I remember on a former occasion the rathen peculiar argument, According te that argument, if
hon. the Minister of Fisheries undertook to reply to the the whole worid had adopted free trade, thon thora would
hon. th3 thon leader of the Opposition, and ho commenced be hugo combines, because the more extensive yen make
a criticism on the same line. lie said ho had read over the trado relations of a country the greater inducement
bis speech on that occasion once, and read it over a second thore is Ie combines. The hon. Minister et Marine aise
and a third time, and ail ho could find in it was a repetîtion stated that Sir Charles Tupper, when ho was in Washington,
of the word " maybc, maybe, maaybe." The bon. member made a demand fer doser trade relations with tho United
for Charlotte (Ur. Gillmor) on that occasion undertook to Statos, but that denand was deelined. Lt is very singular
deal with the hon. the Minister of Fisheries, and ho cern- that ho made a demand for what a number of hon. gente-
pared him to a bird of prey flying over the landscape. men opposite bold we da net want. One reasen wby
He failed to behold the beauty of the rivulet; ho failed we contend that it would be a decided advantago
to behold the grandeur of the landscape ; he failed to te the Maritime Provinces, as woll as te Ontario and
admire the fragrance of the flower gardon; but if ho saw a Quebec, te have nnrostricted trade with the United
dead horse in the fonce corner he descended and stuck bis States is that the large population in the border cities
bill in up to his eyes. We find the bon. the Minister of weuîd'afford excellent markets fer the producis our people
Marine and Fisheries still a bird of prey. He bas started on have te seli. When we consider that we have within
the sane course again, and it appears that his classic ear is twenty-four heurs' mn, New York, with 1,206,000, Brook-
wounded at the use made of the Queen's English in this lyn, with 55!,000, Buffalo, with 155,000, and Rochester,
H1ouse. lie has no doubt been hobnobbing at Washington, with W0,000, it muet he dear that with doser trado rela-
and i suppose ho takes it upon himself to criticise ail that tiens these citios weuld ho large consumera et our surplus
is said and done within this Chamber. The bon. gentleman produce. lu this cenneetien 1 will rend a letton which was
bad botter, perbaps, not be too severe in that regard, for wrîtîeu by a gentleman whose name I ar sure is respeed
although ho holds a portfolio in the Government just now the by every man in this fouse-a letton addressed by John
days were when he used to deliver lectures on temperance Bright te Joseph Aspinaîl, ef Detreit, in auswer te au ivi-
at $10 apieoce. I am told ho has stabled bis temperance tation tj ho presont ut a convention in faver of reeiprecity
horse for the prosent, but ho might ho yet called upon to batween tbe United States and Canada. It is as follows
take it out and saddle it and do the same duty with it "Te project of your convention givesmegreatpleasure. Ihopeit
again. I notice ho bas pretty well avoided bis temperance will lead te a renewal of commercial intercourse with the British North
sentiments, but ho does not care just now. It does not Âmeric&n Provinces, for it wiIl be a miserable thing if because they are
serve any good end, and as long as ho is pormitted to in coanetion with the British Crown and you acknowledge a yourchief magistrate your President at Washington, there sBhould net be a
occupy a seat in the Cabinet with $7,000 a year ho puts bis commercial intercourse between them and yon a frie as if yon were one
temperance sentiment to one aide. people living under one gevernment."

That is the view held by Mn. Bright et what should ho the
Some hon. MEMBERS. Question; order. prevailing sentiment in regard te recipnecity et trade. Now,

Mr. MCMULLMaN. H
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Sir, I have some quotations here from the speech delivered
by the hon. Minister of Marine. He says, speaking of the
farmers:

"But I have full faith in the intelligence of the tarming commuuity,
that, if this question comes to be a serions question, to be fought out
before them, and both aides of it are fully ventilated, the farmers of this
country will hold themselves aloof trom the bait held out to them, and
will keep themselves to the connections they have to-day, well assured
that by so doing their future will not be prejudiced, but, on the contrary,
will be prosperous."

Well, Sir, I would like to hear the hon. gentleman address
a large gathering of farmers, and present these views to
them; I think he would find they wotild not be prepared
to endorse then. I believe ho would realiso that the tine
is past when farmers can be misled by ttatemonts of that
kind, and that they are not willing to listen to promises of
good prices and better times as they wero in 1878. The
hon. gentleman said again :

" A large proportion of the clothing he and bis family wear is also
paid for out of the producta of bis farm, and no taxes paid."

I cannot understand how the hon. gentleman comes to that
conclusion. Again, in dealing with the ftarmer, he says:

" Oh, but my hon. friend says, there is the tarif on coarce woollens,
and consequently the man who wears these woollens pays a heavy tai
on every yard he uses. Does he ? The farmer has sheep on his own
farm, which he often shears him self, and whose wool he has often made
up in the mill of bis own locality, and his family wear the clothes thus
manufactured. Where is the tax that is paid on these 7 "

At the present time there is not a single woollen manu-
facturing establishment in ihis D>minion that will take
wool from a farmer, and manufacture it into cloth. The
manufacturers will take bis wool at the market price, and
will soli their manufactured goods to him at the market
price, with ail the advantages of the tariff under which they
manufacture, but there is not a single one of them who will
take his wool and make it into cloth for him, They know
too much, because under the operations of the National
Policy they know that they have the advantage of the
farmer, and they take all the advantago they can get.
Again the hon. Minister says:

"If we consider it advisable to discriminate against Great Britain, we
have the right to du so. We have our own intereste and they are para-
mount, and that assertion was made still stronger to-day by the hon.
member for Queen's, and it waB echoed by my hon. frieni from South
Oxford. The hon. member for South Oxford says: If it does discrimi-
nate against Great Britain, we have a right to do it, our own interests
are paramount."

That part of the statement I roferred to a short tinie ago,
showing that under the imposition of the duuies on sugar
the bon. gentleman was not consistent in holding those
views, I shail now say something with regard to the value
of lands. Mr. Blue's book is quoted as an authority on this
subject. Mr. Blue doos not go back and give full quotations,
but he gives quotations for only some years. I notice that,
in 1882, the value of farm lands was $632,000,000; in 1883,
8664,000,000; in 1884, 8625,000,000; in 1885, $626,000,000;
and in 1886, $648,000,000-a considerable decrease on what
it was in 1883; so that when hon. gentlemen attempt to
say that farming lands are still getting more valuable they
are mistaken, even basing their arguments on the evidence
produced by Mr. Blue.

Mr. HESSON. Does the hon. gentleman mean to say
that Mr. Blue reports farm, lands throughout Canada as
lower te-day than they were last year ?

Mr. MoMULLEN. Mr. Blue may be correct with regard
to some sections, but I say he is not with regard to ail sec-
tions. Thon, Sir, we had the production of wheat. The
hon. mena ber for Lincoln gtbve us somo idea of the amount
of production of wheat in 1882. The following are the
figures of our wheat for several years past:-

Fal Wheat. Spring What. Barley.
1882 .......... 31,277,048 9,6t5,995 24,284,407
1883 ......... 11,656 957 9726,063 18,414,337
1884 .......... 20,717,631 14,609,661 19,119,041
1885 ..... ...... 21,478,281 9,129,881 16,533.587
1886 ...... ...... 18,071,142 9,518,553 19,512,278

lu 1885 the average yield of fall wheat was 20-4 bushels
per acre, and the largest yield was in Hastings, where the
average was 26 -2. In 1885, the average ail over the Pro-
vince was 24-5 bushels. Of spring wheat the average yield,
in 1886, was 16-5 bushels. In 1885 it was but 11-4 bushels.
The average yield of barloy, in 1886, was 26-5 bushels. In
1885, it was 27-7 bushels. The average yield of oats was
'6-2 bushels in 1886, and 35·8 bushels in 1885. The Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries said what the prices were. Lot
us sec what the prices were for the last seven years. The
prices, taking an average of what was paid in ail the prin-
cipal Ontaz io markets, were:

Fall 8pring
Wheat. wheat. Barley. Oats, Peas.

1882 ....... per bushel... $1 01 $1 05 $0 65 $0 43 $0 74
1883 ..... ........ " ... 1 05 1 07 0 57 0 38 0 71
1884,..... ...... " ... 0 80·5 0 81-4 0 53-8 0 33-1 0 64-4
1885 ............. " ... 0 815 0 80-6 0 552 0 315 0 58
1886.......... " ... 0 73-6 0 72-5 0 518 0 82-0 0 52-6

This table proves that-in place of the farmers getting
icreased prices, the prices have been running down every
year ; yet still the Minister of Matine and Fisheries
declaros the farmers are getting good prices.

Mr. TAYLOR. Give us the prices for 1876 and 1877.

Mr. MOMULLEN. Now, with regard to the price offarm
lands-1 can speak only for my own section-and I can say I
bave had considerable experience both in selling and buying
lands, both for myself and for other people. I know per-
sonally that four miles from the town where I am, a man
in 1880 was offered $7,500 for bis farm. He refused, and
rented the farm for five years. Before the five years were
up, ho died, and the farm was sold, under his will, for
$4,900. I also know the case of a man who went to Dakota
and borrowed money on his farm for which he was offered
83,200. He refused the offer and loft his property in the
hands of his land agent and of another man, who was to
take some interest in its disposai, to be sold. It was
advertised threo months for sale, but not an offer
was made for it. It had then to be sold by
auction, and was bought in for $3,800, or 8400 less
than the owner was offered for it when he went away.
These are cases that came within my own knowlodge, and
I care not for what Mr. Blue or any other man may say,
when I have personal knowledge that furnishes undoubted
evidence that land in our section is not holding its own. I
could make similar statements with regard to North Perth,
where I know soma of the lands are not holding their own.
I have been making valuations, aud I know that in my
own section of country to-day, thore are no less than six farme
put up at public auction under mortgages, and in not ope
single instance has a buyer been found. I know of an instance
where a farm was bought for 83,700 in 1879. The owner
mortgaged it, and it was offering within the last month for
8.,300 without being able to obtain a buyer. To say, there-
fore, in the face of thoso facts that farm lands are holding
thoir own is an absurdity, as regards my section at any rate.

Mr. HESSON. I will give you evidence about North
Perth.

Mr. MoMULLEN. We have had some discussion with
regard to the article of butter. An lon. gentleman the
other afternoon ceontended that England was the market
for our butter, and that we could always get good prices
thore; ard that even if we had unrestricted reciprocity
with the United States, we could not soit our butter there.
I have a letter from a practical gentle man addressed to the

1888. 451



452 COMMONS DEBATES. MinCe 26,
.&ail. In this letter, Ambrose Zettel, a Bruce connty farmer kind. They should be willing to get from this House justice,
and secretary of the Formosa Butter and Cheese Company, and no more. They have been getting more than justice
gives some excellent reasons for his belief in commercial for ten years. They have had ail the advantages, and the
union : other portions of the people have been having all the injus-

" At the end of last season our company had 20,000 pounds of very tices, and it is time that these manufacturers should be
fine butter on hand for sale. The English market, however, was so asked to stand alone without drawing. on the resources of
overcrowded that the buyers would not give a satisfactory price and the the consumers to an unjust extent, as they have been doing.company were forced to look to the United States. My brothers, who There has been no caEe in the history of any country where
own a creamery in innesota, informed me that our butter would bring
from 25 to 26 cents a pound any day in St. Paul, and the same class of those restrictionists have been willing to give way when
butter was quoted in the Buffalo wholesale market at from 28 to 30 once they have obtained an advantage. Look at thecents. The duty, however, was in the way and the company were Uie ttsadsehwmnfcuesteeaefgtn
f orced to keep their stock in the hope of getting a market elsewhere United States and see how manufacturer there are ghting
We kept it until the holiday, when the patrons ofthe factory, becoming against the reduction of the tariff, becanse they have had
auxious to receive their money, insisted on a sale at whatever price for many years the advantage of a high tariff, and conse-could be obtained. The price obtained was 20J cents and the butter was . . .
shipped to British Colum bis. The patrons thus lost about $l,200 on quently have been making milhons ; and the history of every
their stock by being kept out of the Buffalo market. Other factories country shows that, when once a high tariff gets a foothold,
lost even more in the same way, as they were obliged to sell at even the manufacturers will fight for the continuation of the
lower prices. Mr. Zettel states also that even in the face of the duty, ad van tages the have,,and that will be the case with thelarge numbers of fine stall fed cattle are shipped to the United States.
7f the buyer had no duty to pay they would not only buy more cattle, manufacturers of Canada. Hon. gentlemen have declared
but would pay our farmers just so much more for them, for we have that we will lose $7,000,000 if we adopt unrestricted reci-
better facilities for raising and breeding cattle, and are nearer the procity.r'he cannot think it ossible for us to con-eatern markets than the western farmer. I advise Canadian farmers
to study this question carefully, aside from party polities, and [ feel duct the affairs of this country under those circum-
convinced that if they do so they will be almost to a man in favor of stances, without direct taxation. In their hands, it
commercial union." may be impossible to do so, but I believe that, in the
That is the view which that man holds in regard to butter hands of gentlemen on this side of the louse, it would be
and in regard to stock. I was rather amused to bear the possible. I believe we could make such reductions in
hon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown) state that com- expenditure that the government of this country could be
mercialunion, or unrestricted reciprocity, was putting in the conducted without direct taxation. I believe that hon.
thin edge of the wedge of annexation. I do not see how gentlemen on thii side are prepared to pledge their word
ho can reconcile that with the position that hon. gentlemen to the people of this country that they will so handle the
opposite take in regard to extended relations with the affairs of the country that direct taxation will not ho neces-
United States. .Luring the existence of the Reciprocity sary, even with unrestricted reciprocity. I could quote
Treaty from 1854 to 1866, I do not think that our people some articles on which I think they could save at loast five
were more inclined to join the Americans than they are at millions and a-half. For instance, there are legal expenses,
the present moment. I believe that, instead of our people on which $61,000 were spent last year. There is outside
becoming Americans, they will continue to be Canadians ; printing, which could be easily done under the contract
but I believe that, unless you carry out unrestricted reci. with the Government here, for which we paid last year
procity, or give our people some advantage in the way of $97,500. At least we could make a reduction in that
extended markets, yon will compel them to become Ameri- amount. Thon there is outside advertising, which amounted
cans by going over there to live; but if you give them an to $68,000. Reduce that by $50,000 and you still leave
opportunity of parting with their stuff in a lucrative way, $18,000. Thon there were payments to extra clerks, or to
the probability is that they will remain in Canada clerks hired in the several departments for extra work,
and will continue to be Canadians. The hon, gentleman amounting to 8120,000. I think that the clerks should be
also stated that ho was afraid ho would lose his nation- made to understand that ail the duties they perform should
ality by the adoption of commercial union or unrestricted be done within hours, and that no extras would ho allowed
reciprocity, that, after that had been in force for for work after hours. If they underistood that would be the
a year or two, ho would not be able to say whether mie, I believe tboy would do ail the work witlout extra
he was American or Canadian. That reminds me of allowance. Last year we paid $3,542,406 for reduction
a story. An Irishman, whose sister got married, met ofdebt, thougr the estimate was $3,097,9à8. J do net'know
a friend of his about a year afterwards, and said: "Dan, whother the extravagant commissions which were paid
did you hear the news ?" "No," said Dan, "what is it ?" wore the result et the absence of the figh Commissioner
" Why," said he, " my eister has presented lier husband from London, bat, when ho was appointed, we were told
with her first born, and the peculiarity is that I don't know that ho would save us au enormous ameunt of meney by
whether I am an uncle or an aunt." S>, the hon. gentle- living in Londen in cenuectien with these commissions. On
man said, that he would not know at the end of a year that item, $1,444,000 should have beon saved. On Civil
whether he would be an American or a Canadian, and Goverument, I think, $150,000 çould ho saved; and on Civil
therefore ho was afraid to encourage reciprocity lest Government contingencies there could be a reduction of
he might get mixed on his nationality. Another thing $100,000. 1 think wo could savo $100,000 by ecouomy in
which is said is that the result of this will be to wipe our penitentiaries. If you compare the cost of our poni-
out all our industries. I do not think it is right totentiarios with that of the Central Prison in Toronto, yen
impress upon the people of the country that there is any will find that the latter is managed for $55,000 a yoar,
such intention on this side of the House. We are willing. while ene of our penitentiaries, which accommedated about
and we always have been willing, that our industries should the same number of prisers, coste, $106,000. We have
have all the advantages that justice to ail the other sections net a ponitentiary iu the Dominion wbicb is conducted on
of the country will allow them. We do not believe in the same economîcal basis as tle Central Prison in Toronto.
burdening the people who are now in financial embarrass- That expeuse eould ho easily reduced by 8100,000. Then,
ments, in order to keep up the manufacturera. We are we could very well do wrtlout the superannuation syste;
willing that our manufacturera should continue to prosper, and I was glad te sec that a deputation which was intreduced
and should have all the advantages which we can extend te eue of the Ministers recently petstioned the Government,
to them, but, if they think the rest of the population of the amongat other things, to do away with auperannuations.
country are to ho hewers of wood and drawers of water for If you abolial that, we w save 8150POO J. Thon, again, if
their advantage alone,they should be made to understand that you wiil do away with pensions, tbis change wil Bave
the people of this country will not bear with anything of this 8160t000. Thon, in regard te public works, wo spent laat
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year something like $2,500,000 in that branch. We might
eut that sum down by $1,000,000, and we might make less
expensive post offices, such as we have built down in St.
Jérôme, in the constitutency of the Secrotary of State.
There are some 300 or 400 people in that village, and we pay
the round sum of about $16,000 for a post office-I forget
exactly what the postmaster gets. We appropriated last
year $10,000 for that post office, and I notice in the Esti-
mates this year 86,000 more are asked to build a post office
down in a little village where there is no necessity what-
ever for it, but simply because the Secretary of State wanted
it in bis constitutency to strengthen bis cause with the peo-
ple. It will be a benefit to him when the elections come
round; 1 suppose it was a benefit last election. Go into
western Canada, and there is only one town in the county
of Wellington that bas a post office, that is in Guelph. I
live in a town of 2,500 inhabitants, where the returns are
something like $1,400 a year, but there is no post office.
The returns at St. Jérôme are not one-half that sum, I
think the entire receipts of the office are something
less than $800 ; I do not know that it reaches that sum.
You could make a reduction of $250,000 in the matter of
immigration. Thon, again, you could roduce our legislation
expenses by $100,000. We could easily reduce our railway'
expenses by $150,000, by dismissing all the unnecessary
officials and running railways on economical principles.
Thon again yon could save a very large sum in the
item of feeding Indians in the North-West, in place of
giving it to a whole lot of officials. I think there is
about a million altogether spent in connection with feed.
ing the Indians, and I think about one-hall of the money goes
into the pockets of officials. Now, if you were to establish
a system whoreby the public money would be economically
expended I think we might save, in connection with the
Indians, $400,000 a year. Then again on Miscellaneons, we
might save $140,000 in connection with the Intercolonial
Railway. We add to the capital of that lino about
$1,000,000 a year, and I think we could well do without it.
During the time of Mr. Mackenzie's Government, they closed
the capital account, and made up their minds that tbey could
make the road pay its own expenses, and I think they did,
or nearly so. It is lime it should bo done, but this
Government have opened a capital account, and year
by year they have added to it. Well, Sir, all those ex-
penses I have read over to you amount to $5,644,000.
Now, I wonder if any economical Government cannot go to
work and reduce the expenses of this country by at least
six millions, if they are disposed to do it. But hon. gentle-
men opposite never will do it, because they are not in the
direction of reducing the expense, their direction is rather
to increase it. Now, these bon. gentlemen talk to us loudly
about their loyalty. We come across things at times that
show their loyalty is from the lip ont. They deprecate,
strongly and pointedly, investments outside of our own
Dominion. Why, I can remember, last year, when some
members of the Ontario Goverument were supposed to own
lands in Dakota, what hue and cry there was, a perfect
yell, that Ministers of the Crown of the Province of Ontario
should be owners of land in Dakota, and they were taken
very pointedly to task in the Conservative press because
they were supposed to have invested some money out there.
Well, now, Sir, we come across an investment that was
made by some hon. gentlemen opposite some time ago, away
down in the State of Texas. We find there, Sir, a gen-
tleman-1 do not know who he is-but I find that
bis name is William Bullock Ives. I do not know
where ho lives, but I notice that ho has led a whole lot of
them into the bullock business down in that wonderful
bullock-producing state of Texas. I do not know whother ho
bas made it a profitable investement or not, but I know
that ho has been the principal instrument. I find that there
are a great many prominent mon who have invested in this

bullock business. There is the Hon. Senator Cochrane,
who is a large stockholder. Hugh Ryan is a large stock-
holder, to the extent $133,000. Then R. R, Pope-who ho is,
whether ho is a relative of the Minister of Raitways or not,
I do not know, but ho is a stockholder to the extent of
$20,000. I find, that this individual, William Bullock Ives,
is a stockholder in two companies, in one for M14,500, and
jointly with Mr. Pope for 833,000. I nfid, Sir, in the list-.
who do you think ? The Hon. Sir Charles Tupper, Finance
Minister of this Dominion, who is a stockholder to the
extent of $21,000. They are all stockholders in this wonder-
fui company away down in the State of Texas, in which they
bave invested quite a lot of money. I notice, amongst other
names, that of Alexander Ferguson, $5,000 ; and I notice
that they have got one ;rit, in the city of Montreal, I do not
know how they got hold of him-he is a stockholder to the
extent of $80,00o. Well, I suppose, Mr. Speaker, ho was a
stranger to them, politically, and they took him in. I do
not know if ho han made any money by going in with them;
from all I ca learn ho has lost about all ho has put in. It
is rather amusing to think that our Finance Minister who,
by the way, was home at the Indian and Colonial exhib,-
tion in London all last year, and who, no doubt, was telling
the people that ho interviewed, of the enormous resources of
our North-West, the enormous amount of land, the grand
ranching country we had there, without its equal on the con.
tinent of America, the grandest place for producing stock
that possibly could be found-and while ho was telling them
all that, ho was going socretly away down into the State of
Texas and investing $21,000 himself. That plainly shows
that ho has no confidence in the country. Il he bad confi lence
in the ranching capacity of the North-West ho would not have
gone away down in Texas to invest his money. Now
Sir, there is one peculiar thing. Of course those men are
very loyal; if a lot of Grits were to invest their money in
that way, there would be a terrible yell about it, and cvery
Conservative paper in this country would publish that the
Grits were untrue to their country, that they were not
faithful to its interests, that they were taking their monoy
to invest it in the United States, instead Of using it to
develop the resources of their own country. Now, Sir, the
First Minister of tbis Dominion has had a very peculiar
career. Ho has held, or attempted to hold, the reins of
power in this country for a great many years. Well, ho
bas held them in a vory peculiar way. His policy has been
a political gospel of loaves and fishes at the country's
expense. His appeals have bon to the needs and the
greed of the people with regard to railway subsidies, public
buildings, and advantages of one kind and another. And,
Sir, ho has had a following in this country, yes, quite a
large one, I admit, a following that has followed him, not
because of his statesmanship, not because of his ability, not
bocause of his patriotism, but they bave followed him from
day to day, and year to year, and Parliament to Parliament,
because they do eat of the loaves and are filled at the coun-
try's expeuse. They get advantages, offices, and positions
of one kind and another, until our country to-day is filled
with officials of this G'vernment from one end to the other
sucking the life blood out of the people of this Dominion.
I say it is time we had an end of this thing, and I believe
the day is not far distant whon the people of this country
will wake up and will declare that they wil not put up any
longer with the extravagant condition of things that exists
in this country; and when they will call to account, very
pointedly, the men who are at the hoad of the Government
for the manner in which they have handled its public affairs.
The First Minister has quite a record. He has eracted a mon-
ument to his memory; his friends will not require to erect a
monument to him as they did to Sir George Cartier. The
right hon. gentleman bas orected a monument of 8150,000,-
000 of national debt, under which the people will grind for
years after we have eased to take part in public discussions,
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a monument which generation after generation will feel
the results of, and future generations will feel the extra-
vagance that characterised the acte of the Government over
which he presided, and in consequence of the manner in
which public affairs were administored by his Government,
the people will be called upon to bear the burden and meet
the consequences.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland), moved the adjournment of
the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir HEhOoR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12;45 a.m.,

(Tuesday).

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.

TuzDAY, 27th March, 1888.

The SPEAKR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PIATBaS.

REPORTS OF THE PRINTING COMMITTEE.

Mr. BERG[N moved the adoption of the first, second
and third reports of the Joint Committee on Printing.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Will the hon. gentleman
explain ?

Mr. BERGIN. It is simply the account for printing.
The account for printing is the first one, the second one is
the report of the said committee auditing the account, and
the third, the report and the documents ordered to be
printed last meeting.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a question of a
quorum.

Mr. BERGIN. Yes, a question of a quorum.
Sir JOHN A. &iAODOYNALD. What is the quorum ?
Mr. BERGIN. Nine.
Motion agreed to.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 68) to incorporate the Alberta Railway and Coal
Company.-(Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

Bill (No. 69) to confirm a mortgage given by the Central
Rsilway Company to the Central Trust Company of New
Yori to secure an issue of debentures.-(KMr. Weldon, St.
John.)

Bill (No. 70) to incorporate the Montreal Island Railway
Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 71) to grant certain powers to the St. John's,
and Iberville Hydraulie and Manufacturing Company.-
(Mr. Vanasse.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the New York, St. Lawrence
and Ottawa Railway Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 73) respecting the SLanstead, Shefford and
Chambly Rilway Company.-(MIr. Fisher.)

Bill (No. 74) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Company.-(Mr'
Rowand.)

Bill (N>. 73) to 'incorporate the Ottawa and Parry
Sound Railway Company.-(MIr. Ferguson, Renfrew.)

Mr. McMULLEN.

GOVE RNMENT OF THE NORTH-WBST TERRITORIES.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved for leave to intro-
duce Bill (No. 76) to amend the Revised Statutes of
Canada, chapter 50, respecting the North-West Territories.
le said: I make this motion now for the purpose of having
the Bill stand for a second reading at as early a day as
convenient af ter the recess. The Bill ie on the lines of the
measure introduced by the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mille) when he was Minister of the Interior. It
provides that the North-West Council shall have the
character of a legislative assembly, having not less than 21
nor more than 25 members. A schedule of the constitu-
encies is now under consideration, and is not yet attached
to the Bill. It is proposed that the nominated members of
the council shall cease; but as there are at present
no legal men in the council, nor is' there much chance
of there being many legal men in the first assembly, it is
proposed that the Government may have power to appoint
certain legal experts, not exceeding three, who shall sit and
assist in the drafting of Bills, and have the power of discus-
sion but not the power of voting, something like the repre.
sentative delegates from the Territories in the -United States
Congress. That provision is intended to apply to the
present term of the legislative assembly; it is hoped that
in the second term some legal gentlemen may find their
way into the assembly, and enable us to do away with that
provision. It is proposel to extend the terni of the
existence of the legislature from two or three years. The
qualification will remain the same, household suffrage with
the addition of au income suffrage. The Lieutenant Gov-
ernor shall no longer sit with the couneil or assembly, but
shall, as in the Provinces, be a separate ests te, and the
assembly will be presided over as this assembly is, by a
Speaker. There is an extension of the powers of the
assembly which I need not trouble the House with now,
but the subject will be fully entered into when the Bill is
under discussion.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What about executive coun-
cillors.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We do not propose to
have executive councillors. There is a proposition of that
kind in one of the petitions of the North-West Council
which is before the flouse, but after consideration those
gentlemen are opposed to it themselves. They say that it
is really a retrogressive step, rather than one in advanee.
These are the principal features of the measure.

Mr. LAURIER. I am not aware that the resolutions of
the North- West Council with respect to this matter have
been placed before the House. If they have not been, I
suppose the hon. gentleman will place them before the
House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am ure the House will be

glad if the hon. gentleman would afford us sone further
information on this important Bill. The people in that
country have made considerable progrees in number and in
the development of the country, and a goverament a littie
more approaching t4at of a Province than that which at
present exists there is no doubt roquired; but in all our
Provinces we have parliamentary responsible government,
and I do not understand from the hon. gentleman'a obser-
vations how he proposes that the executive government
shall be carried on. The proposition he has made relates
puroly to matters of legislation. Does ho propose that the
Lieutenant Governor of the Territories shal have the
power of vetoing the moasures of the Legislative ÂAembly
of the Territories ? Dos he propose that when the Legis-
lature meets and passes a law which it believes to be for the
good of the Territories, within the legislative limita
assigned to it, the Governor in Council hore aU
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have the power, by instructiàn, to disallow it ? Does herner General. Ailthese are important matter, and 1lam
propose that the Lieutenant Governor of the Territories glad the bon, gentleman has called attention te thoso
shal have an executive council to advise him with points. They wilI bu discussed more conveniently after
regard to the administration of the affairs of the Territories? the Bil is in the bands of the hon. members.
For you will observe that the powers possessed by the Gov- Mr. MITCHELL. 1 can understand that a certain elass
ernor in Council there, now are not purely legislative of the people in the North-West should have a hîely horror
powers, but administrative and executive powers as well. of responeible government, but, in my opinion, the experi-
low are those administrative and executive powers to beoonce of the past few years shows the people tiere ehonld
exercised ? Are they to*be exercisedby the Executive of bave a holy horror of bureaucratie government. 1 arnglad
the Territories, acting under the aivice and approval of the this question has corn up for discussion. It je a very im-
majority of those whom the people have elected to represent portant one, fot only for the people of the North-Weet, but
them? Dos theb hon. gentleman propose they shall act on for the people of the whole f Canada, who are intereeted
the advice which they may, from time to time, receive from in seeing that administration of public affaire in the North-
the Government here ? Now, I say that these are matters West should be a littie différent in the future from what iL
of the very firet importance, and that before we are asked la been in the paet.
to take any stop in advance in the legislative and goverr-
mental development of that oeuntry, we should note precisohe-cMr. ilLad(Bohappow itheornor voteowit
ly what we are called upon to do; for it does seem me to be teu andai li t bi
rather extraordinary to admit that the people of the Terri-
tory are so far advanced, by way of organisation, into a Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
political and social community, as to make it necessary Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). But the lon, gentleman pro.
that they should have what may be considered a mature poses, by this Bih, te soparate the Governor from the logis-
system devised'for the purposes of legislation, and yet that lative body. What je his position? fas lieany voice at
the legislative and administrative affairs of the country ailinutho legishaive asembiy?
should be in the hands of an irresponsible body. Certainly
the power of legislation and administration should go Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do net think that ho
band in hand. If the community are entitled, and Ilias mucli. I take it that the veto by the Lieutenant Gov-
am inclined to think that the hon. gantleman is doing orner is hke the veto by the Qucen. It isin fact, gene.
right in recognising that they are entitled, to complete Mr. MILLS (Botlwell). The Queen ie advised.
legislative control over those matters which are exclu- Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The utmest we could do,
sively assigned to them, they should have equally indepen.
dent control over the executive and administrative affair 1
of the Territory, within the same limite. They should be that power.
made commensurate with the legislative 'authority; they Mr. LAURIER. fis ho te sanction the Acte passed by
should be governmental te the same extent, and it would be the Legislature?
a wholly anomalous condition of things for the executive Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I tbink se.
and administrative affairs te be directed, not in consonance Mr. LAURIER. That je a veto.
with the views of the majority of those whom the people Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Uer Majesty sanctions
have returned to the Legislature, but should be controlled ail the .30le, but bho ncvcr las in fer long lite oxercised
by instructions given, from time to time, to the Lieutenantte right tevo.
Governor from Ottawa. That would be simply Downing r
street over again. lt would be simply introducing into the
North-West Territories precisely that condition of things Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). fer Majesty je advised by those
which existed in Upper aud Lower Canada betore respon- wlo sit in both liuses. Now thero je nobody remponsible
sible Government was established. They had legislative for the legielation. The Governor cxercisos no control
b>dies that represented the people, Lut they had an wbatever in the initiation et measures in this asembly.
executive Government that represented Downing-street, Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Net now.
and it would be rather a retrograde step to introduce any
analogous system of goverument into the North-West Motion agreed te, and Bill read firet time.
Territories. I am sure the louse will be anxious to know
precisely what the hon. gentleman proposes to do in this REPORT.
matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. This is, perhaps, net the Repor Cp e tg t o e
time to discuss, in extenso, the various questions which the
bon. gentleman has raimed. In the first place, I must tell
the hon. gentleman that in the North-West they have a
most holy horror of responsible government. The Mr. LAUIRIE 1 1Jnow bog te renow thc motion which
representations are, I may say, without any exception, I made yestcrday:
againet the premature introduction of responsible govern- That the warrant issued by Mr. Speaker for a iew writ ofelection for
ment. if the hon. gentlemen were in the position of the the electoral district cf the county of Russell, Ontario, as appears in
Minister of Interior, he would find that the one cry is: do the Journale ofthis Bouse, on the 23rd January last, ba wltbdrawn, and
not at all at present give us a government of that kind. I that Mr.8peaker do forthwith issue hie warrant te the Cltrk of the
take it the assermbly, although sitting separate from the Orown in Chancery to make a new writ of election for the said elc-
Government, will have the same administrative as well Sirict.
as legislative powers which they had when under the name Sir JOhn cionALD. Amtonidg, I ave
of a council. The relations between the Lieutenant Gov-TcorneLeonsIon ititin ergittltehay
ornor there and the Government here will continue to boe
the same as they were before this Bill was introduced- Ipressed that suci mattere in connoction with electiors

Mr. LLL. Thy cnnotho.sheuhd go te te Oommittee on Priviloges and Elections, and
Mr. MILLS. They cannot .intwcaeth e th rather celerated case Queen'
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD-or the same as between; county, New Brunswick, aud the other that cf the county

the Lieutenant Governers of the Provinoee and the Gov- of entthere wer points eo law raied that ad te o
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settled, and we considered, and the majority of the House
considered, that whenever a question of that kind arose, it
ought certainly to be sent to the Committee on Privileges
and Elections.

Motion agreed to.

THE NOR T HERN LIGHT.

Mr. WELSR. May I ask the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries when the papers in connection with the
.Northern Light will be laid upon the Table?

Mr. FOSTER. In reference to Captain Finderson ?
Mr. WELSH. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. They will be ready for the hon, gentle-

man after Easter.
Mr. WELSH. Immediately after ?
Mr. FOSTER. Nearly so.
Mr. WELSH. I suppose they are under consideration.

GOVERNMENT MEASURES.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Before the Orders of the Day
are called I propose to make some observations. 1 have on
two or three occasions asked the Government when they
proposed to introduce their measures relating to Parliament-
ary Elections, Voters' Lists and Controverted Elections. All
those are referred to in the Speech from the Throne, and
last week, in response to an enquiry which was made to the
Government, the Minister of Justice informed the House
that theso measures would be brought down early this
week. If I understood the statement of the First Minister
yesterday, those measures are not to be brought down
until after the vacation. That seems to me to be a highly
objectionable course. The Governmont must have con-
sidered the present law to be very defective when they
proposed to amend it, and, when they so advised His Ex-
cellency on the 23rd February, it must be taken for granted,
that Ministers had, at that time, marked out the lines they
proposed to follow in amending those Acts. We have been
in Session nearly a month. We know that our usual
Sessions last about three months. Up to this time, we
have no knowledge of the changes which are proposed in
the law, and that is a procedure which has never been
adopted in England. I have on two or three occasions before
brought under the attention of Parliament the practice in
England in relai ion to the amendmen ts proposed to the Fran-
chise Law, the Representation of the People in Parliament,
and other important measures, and I have shown that
in fifty years there has scarcely been an instance in which
those important mueasures, which are referred to in the
Speech from the Throne, are not brought down within the
first three weeks of the Session. We know that in England
the Session extends for six or seven months, so that several
months are allowed for the country to consider the matters
which are submitted to the House. That is not the course
adopted by the hon. gentleman. In this country we are
peculiarly situated. In England the members receive no ses-
sional indemnity, and no salary for their attendance. Here
it would be impossible to constitute Parliament in that
way. Here members receive an indemnity which is sup-
posed to cover the expenses to which as members they are
subject, and we know that our usual period for a Session is
three months, and that the indemnity allowed to members
bas reference to the ordinary period of a Session. Whac is
the plan the leader of the Government bas adopted during
the whole continuarce of this Parliament ? The hon.
gentleman keeps back important measures in regard to
which there may be differences of opinion on the two sides of
the House, and between the different parties in the country
-he keeps them back until near the period for the conclu-

. SIR JOEN A. MACONALD.

sion of the Session, and then they are submitted to Parlia-
ment, not with the view of giving the country an opportunity
of becoming acquainted with the contents of those measures,
but simply to couvert this House into a more registry of
the Government, whose business it is not to criticise, not to
supervise, not to exorcise an efficient control over the
legislation submitted to it, but simply to approve of what
hon. gentlemen choose to submit to us.

Mr. SPEAKER. Will the hon. gentleman indicate the
nature of the motion he proposes to move?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I propose to move the adjourn-
ment of this House. I was going on to say, when you, Sir,
interrupted me by your observations, that the course pur-
sued by the Administration was altogether at variance
with the principles of responsible government. The hon.
gentlemen who sit on the Treasury benches are a corn-
mittee of Parliament, they form a permanent standing
committee, possessing for the time the confidence of the
Crown and the confidence of the people's representatives,
and it is the business of those hon. gentlemen, acting on
bohalf of Parliament, to advise Parliament in reference to
the measures they propose to submit, before Parliament
votes the supplies which are necessary to carry on the
works of the country. We know the course that the hon.
gentleman and his colleagues have pursued, with re-
ference to these measures before. Has any hon. momber
in this House forgotten the Gerrymander Bill, the circum.
stances under which it originated, and the solution which
the First Minister and his colleagues proposed in order to
secure to themselves a majority of the representatives from
Ontario by the vote of 18S4. We knowT what.he did at that
time, and we know also what ho did in regard to the altera-
tion of the franchise, . when ho proposed to confer upon
the wards of the Government the controlling influence in
certain constituencies; and we know what he did when
ho took the control of the votera' lists out of the hands
of the municipalities, and we know the result. We know
that under the old system it cost the Government nothing
to obtain the voters' lists. The hon. gentleman took that
matter out of the hands of the local authorities, and, in the
eleventh week of the Session, he introduced a Bill which
occupied the attention of the House for three months after-
wards; we know that he would consent to very few amend.
ments being made, and that, after ho succeeded in carrying
that measure at the end of a Session of nearly six months,
ho found that it cost upwards of $400,000 to prepare the
voters' lista. That was the result, and, while it was con.
trary to the promises of the hon. gentleman, it was con-
sonant with the predictions made on this side of the House
as to the result of that Bill. The hon. gentleman did not
allow that measure to continue in force, but last Session intro-
duced a suspensory clause, providing that last year no voter&'
lists should be prepared. At present there is no provision
by which these votera' lists eau be prepared. Yet we know
that there is a variation of about 10 per cent. in every con-
stituency every year. That being the case, I think that,
at the period of the Session at which we have arrived, we
ought to know what proposition the Government bas to
submit to the House in this respect. The country is
entitled to be. consulted in regard to it. Some of the
supporters of the hon. gentleman, when discussing this mo-
tion put forward by my bon. friend as an abstract proposi-
tion, have said that we have no mandate to alter the fiscal
policy of the country. I would like to know what mandate
the hon. gentleman has had to legislate in regard to thes,
two matters which ho promises to deal with this Session,
in regard to elections. What is the policy adopted in Eng-
land? Does any Government there propose to adopt radi-
cal changes in the representation of the people withont
giving an opportunity to the people of expressing their
views on the subject? What were the views expressed by
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Mr. Disraeli when MrGladstone introduced his measure to
disestablish the Irish chureh ? He said, We are entitled
to allow a certain length of time to elapse, in order that
this Bill may be sent to the country, and that we may have
the views ofthe country on the subject. What opportunity
does the bon..gentlerman give us, in regard to the policy
which ho is adopting, to consult the country on the mea-
sures affecting the representation of the people which he
proposes to submit? My constituents are intelligent men,
and Idareeay that those.who retirned the First Minister are
intelligent men. Have they no opinions or views on this sub-
ject? Are tbey not entitled to be considered ? Are they not
competent to advise the hon. gentlemen upon the subjoct
of the measures wbich they propose ? Why, Sir, no Min-
istry in England would think of carrying through .n im-
portant measure of this sort without giving the country an
opportunity of considering its merits, without giving those
who choose to express opinions upon the subjeot, an op-
portunity of consulting their representatives. But the ton.
gentleman, from the first time he took his seat on the
Treasury benches to this hour, bas denied to the country
an opportunity of considering any important measures
submitted to Parliament. Why, Sir, when the hon. gentle-
man proposed his National Policy, ho proposed a resolution
here and was prepared to go to the country upon it. Why,
ihen, is ho so much averse to giving the country an oppor-
tunity Mf knowing what ho proposes to do upon tbis im-
portant matter ? I say that the course the bon. gentleman
is taking is one which couyerts parliamentary government
into a farce. I say it is one which denies to the represent-
atives of the people an opporturiy of oxercising that con-
trolling influence over the policy of the Administration
which is necessary to the proservation of parliamentary
government. Why, Sir, if those hon, gentlemen who sit
behind the,First Minister and support him, did their duty
to the megnbers of the Government and to the country,
they would refuse to sustain the Government, no matter
what might be the character of the measures, unless they
introduced them at such a time as to give them an oppor-
tunity of fairly considering them. Why bave these hon.
gentlemen had commissions issued in their case, and put
their judgment under the contiol of the First Minister ?
If not, how is it thathey have not f ailed to remon strate with
him and with those associated with him in the Government?
On this very important matter, I will move Sir, that the
flouse do now a ijourn.

.Mr. THOMPSON. I am very sorry, indeed, that the
mere circumstance that the hon. gentleman wiil not have
an opportunity of spending Good Friday in considering the
Electoral Franchise Bill bas induced him to occupy the
time of the flouse in inaking an attack upon the existing
Franchise law, upon the National Policy, and upon every-
thing else ibat was remotely removed from the subject on,
which ho rose to speak. With regard to the hon, gentle-
Man's contentioi tihat we ought to follow English practice
with regard te the introduction f those Bills, 1 would
remind the hon. gentleman that procedure there in connee-
tion with the time at which measures are introduced, and
the time which is given for their consideration, is wholly
different from thatin, this country. It is, as the hon.
gentleman says, not uncommon in that country for Gov-
ernment measures to be introduced at a very early
poriod of the Session ; it is not at all uncommon, in that
country, to see bills, after having been so introduced,
stand over friom year to year because Parliament
bas not time to consider them, or any othe- important
business which the Government desire to bring forward.
The condition of things during the present Session, in
which the hon. gentleman's indignation is more particularly
excited, is that never in the history of this Parliament bas
Goverument business been so fax advanced as it has during

5s

the past four weeks. The time of the louse,,not only
on the Government days, but ou nearly every private
members' day, bas been tully occupied with the consider-
ation of the business which the Governument had presented.
In regard to the Bille which are indicated in the Governor
General's Speech, there are nine mentioned, four of which
are now before the House, and not one of them bas the
House had time to take up and dispose of; and yet the hon.
gentleman makes a grave comnplaint against the Govern-
ment because the other five are not laid upon the Table of
the House waiting the consideration which th fHouse bas
not time to give them. I think that the fact that the Rail-
way Bill, the Bill relating to the North-West Torritories,
the Bill mentioned in the Speech, relating to the law in
Manitoba, and the Bill relating to. the Audit of Pub-
lio Accounts, are before the House, removes the hon.
gentleman's complaint altogether from the province of
reasonableness. Now, with regard to the hon, gentleman's
camplaint as to the Franchise Act, I think the
hon. gentleman was led, by his desire to find .fault,
into a mistake,;when hie assured; the Elouse that there
was at the present time no machippry by which a
votera' list could be established. The hon. gentleman by
this time bas reflected that there ais a full and complete
enactment by which a voter's list can be establihed during
the present year, and, therefore, that criticism-made a
ground for finding fault with the Government for not
having brought forward earlier the Franchise Bill-reertainly
appears to be of little weight. It is true, as the, hon, gen-
tleman bas said, that when a question was asked on the sub-
joct a few days ago, 1 expressed the hope that early in the
present week these Bills would be ready to lay , upon the
Table of this Iouse; they are not so ready, and asthe, First
Minister bas informed the House, they cannot he presented
until aflter Easter recess, when I hope they will kh laid upon
the Table the first day alter the re.opening. Until then I
would suggest to the hon. gentleman that it would ho more
decorous to reserve his reproaches about radical, m easres,
and his discussion of what these measures are to be, and the
necessity of submitting thom to the people, at the polls,
because I venture to say that when they are introduced,
they will be found to be measurs that even hon. gentlemen
cannot ask to have delayed until the opinions of the voters
have been expressed upon them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. As a matter ofïfact
I think the hon. Minister of Justice is seriously mieinformed
when he supposes that. the Government business is.more
advanced in the present Session than it bas bee4 in.former
years. Unless my memory is altogether at fault, I could
refer him to two or three years, at loast, under the.presi-
dency of my bon. friend (Mr.. Mackenzie), when wq bad
passed pretty nearly all the Estimates before the fifth week
in the Session, besides bringing dowu a very ,pnsiderable
number of Governument measures to a vote. Now, it appears
to me that reason and common sense, and the convenience
of mombers on both sides, are wholly on the side of the
hon, member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills). Thsre is,no doubt
whatever, that it would be a saving of the time of the
House, that it would save us very many prolongod and in-
convenient sittings-at the close of the ordinary Session-
if full information was -given in god time oS the measures
which the Government proposed tointroduce. Sir, when
measures are mentioned in the Spoecb, from, thsThrone,
we have a right to suppose that they are ready- for inetro-
duction. Those measures', a reference to which is put into
His Excellency's mouth, ought to be o far advaned
that thcy morely required to be printed and placed into
the hamnds of members. .That i, as both the First Minister
and the Minister of Justice know, in con formity w'th English
practice and precedent, and, as I have said, with common
sense, and the convenience of members. Now, Sir, it is
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doubly so in this case. The hon. gentlemen summoned us may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various interesto and
together, in the first instance, for the end of January, a industries of the Dominion whioh was adopted in 1879, and has since

proper thing to do, a very good time for the meeting of received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

the louse. Then, for reasous connected, I presume, with And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the fishery negotiations at Washington, they put us off the amendment:
until the 23rd February. Now, they were doubly bound, That in any arrangement between Canada and the United Statea
under these circumstances, to have all thoir measures providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and
ready. It will be, as everybody knows, extremely incon- manufactured productions of the other, it is highly desirabie that it

should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-venient if we are thrown into the summer, as we have been ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should be
once or twice, inconvenient to hon. gentlemen on that side thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complets reci-
quite as much as to hon. gentlemen on this. Therefore it procal equality, and that vessels of all kinde built in the United States

or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other, andis exceedingly to be regretted, I think, that the hon, gentle. be entitled to registry in either country and to aIl the benefits thereto
men, with their customary habits of procrastination, were appertaining.
not ready in the first or second week of the Session to in- Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Mr. Speaker, in resuming
form us what they proposed to do. Now, there is an addi- the discussion of the question before the House I promise
tional very strong reason which justifies my hon. friend in one thing, and that is, that I will be brief. I will not
calling attention to the state of things. Every one knows attempt to follow the hon. member for Wellington (Mr.
that there are an unusual number of very important ques- MoMullen) in his perigrinations in search of scandals or
tions which will probably occupy a very large pro- of evidence to show that distress prevails in the country. I
portion of the time of this House, over and above will merely take up a few cf the points and leave the House
our ordinary and necessary work. We have to judge of the balance. I hope in the few words I have to
in the first place, I presume, to discuss the fisheries say that I will be able to avoid anything that has hereto-
treaty and the negotiations there anent, a subject fore been gone over in this House, and I think hon. mem-
which will undoubtedly occupy the House for some days. bers will agree with me that this is a very difficult task at
We have the Budget to be discussed, a matter that cannot this particular stage of the debate. I may just say here, as
be got rid of in an afternoon, even if hon. gentlemen, as it may be referred to by hon. gentlemen who may follow
indicated, do not propose any considerable changes in the me, that a meeting in favor of unrestricted reciprocity or
tariff, because, uniess I am very much mistaken, it will be commercial union, which means one and the same thing,found, whether changes in the tariff are made or no that was held in my county a few days ago. I have looked
very heavy additional liabilities are likely to be inflicted at the paper, and I find all the men at that meeting
upon the people of this country before we separate. The whose names were published with the exception of one,hon, gentlemen have stated from their own places in this were opponents of mine at the last clection, and would
House that they expect a deputation from Newfoundland, continue forever to be opponents of mine. They are an
and I presurne there will be a discussion, an important unforgiving people and they remain Grit, and will eter-
discussion, with respect to the proposals those gentlemen nally remain Grit, I suppose. I found, however, one of
may bring. And there is, as everybody knows, a very those Reformers, a strong, substantial and influential one,important question indeed, involving probably many raised his voice against commercial union, and notwith-
other important questions, the action to be taken with standing the fact that that meeting was -lmost exclusively
respect to the Province of Manitoba. I forbear to composed of Reformers, they only carried the motion by a
speak about that at this moment, but I have no three-fourths majority. I will say, before going further,doubt a good deal will have to be said on both sides of the that in my section of the country, and throughout the
House before that matter is disposed of, and therefore it is Niagara district, we are large growers of fruit of all kinds ;
exceedingly important that we should have in our hands, and only two years ago I was requested by the Reformers
at the earliest moment, the Government measures, unless, and Conservatives in the counties of Lincoln and Welland
indeed, the Government are prepared to assure us, as the to endcavor, if possible, to have further protection placed
Minister of Justice, lu a sort of way, did, though not very upon the fruits grown in that district. I may say aiso
emphatically, that those measures, when brought down, that I was petitioned, in 1883, the first Session I sat in this
will be of a very perfunctory nature, or, at all events, of a flouse, to see if an increased duty could not be placed upon
character which does not involve any important changes. oats and coarse grains, in order to protect the people of
I agree wlth my hon. friend in thinking it is a very great those counties against the importation of coarse and cheap
mistake, and a thing very much to be regretted, that the grains from the western States, brought down by vessels
Government, when they introduce measures into the Speech and thrown upon the markets on the Welland Canal. So I
from the Throne, do not, at the earliest date, place the am not afraid at this time, or at any other time, to
louse and the country too in possession of their intentions discuss this question. It was said in my oeunty that

lu detail. I had better wait to sec how the ost jumped before I came
Motion to adjourn withdrawn. to a conclusion on the question. On any matter affecting my

country I have an opinion of my own. I do Lut believe in
RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES. swinging on the coat tails of public opinion in a matter of this

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed resolu- kind; every man ought to have an opinion and express that
tion of Sir Richard Cartwright: opinion fearlessly, and I am not afraid of this question. I

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com- might just say here that I am in favor of such a reciprocity
mercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada treaty as will be fair to both contracting parties. I say
and the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles man- we should have a voice in determining what that treaty
nfactured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries should be, and it should b a treaty that would be fair andshould be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
ubject to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted). honest to every particular department of trade and agri-

That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion culture in this country. I am entirely opposed to unre-
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con- stricted reciprocity, as I believe it would not only injure
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprooity of trade there- the maufacturing industries of the country, but would
with. injure the farming industry as well. I wili endeavor to

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment: compare those two induast. ies before I close, and I think
That Canada in the future, as in the pat, is desirous of cultivating hon, gentlemen will concur with me that the manufacturing

and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they industry is only second to the agricultural industry-and I
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT.
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am an agriculturist myself-in point of money and value. The people of this country from paying the duty ? I think
hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen) talked of the not. It was for the purpose of saving their own people
scrap-book of the hon. member for Lincoln, and said from paying the duty, or they would not have taken the
the Government ought to make an appropriation duty off. That I believe is an answer to this argument.
to buy the scrap-book and burn it. I undertake to say that Now, Sir, it is said that the United States have reduced
every hon. gentleman opposite would vote for that appro- their debt, and I will deal with this question further on;
priation. It is the most inconvenient thing for hon. gentle- but I assert here that they have reduced their national debt
men opposite, because they never have a solid opinion upon at the expense of increasing their State debts, and I wili
any subject but are always wavering, they are found on show that. The hon.member for Wellington (Mr.MoMullen)
every twig of the bush when it suits their particular pur- has made a calculation upon the fariner selling a colt and
pose, and, accordingly, they do not wish their acts put on a steer and matters of that kind. I want to know
record. But the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert), how many farmers find a market in the United
who spoke last night, has a scrap-book containing the his- States for colts and steers? Nine-tenths of all the products
tory of every hon. member opposite, as well as hon. mem- of our country are sold in our own markets, and I will show
bers on this side of the House, and he is always ready and that there is no market in the United States for the products
prepared to bring it forward. The bon. member for Wel. of the farmers of this country. The hon. gentleman contends
lington took occasion to speak of a certain timber limit, and that farming produce is reduced in value, but he must know
he said that that timber limit was the cause of the election of that this is due to the reduced prices on articles of export
the bon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) in 1887. I can in the Liverpool market, the only market there is for the
tell the hon. member for Wellington that if during thirty produce of the farms in North America. This is not due
years he continues to represent bis present constituency to the National Policy, and I will be able to prove my state-
and then stands half as well in the estimation of the people ment. He further contends that the farmers in Canada are
of his county as does the hon. member for Lincoln, he will not in as good a position as they were. This is true of the
have a good record. There is no man in this House who bas farmersofthe United States, Great Britain, and aillother agri.-
fought a bolder and nobler party battle than the hon. member cultural countries. I will prove from the statistics of Mr.
for Lincoln, and for that reason he bas opprobriums thrown Blue's report, that the agricultural interests of this country
across the floor at him. The hon. member for Lincoln is ad- have grown to a proportion that is not equalled even by the
mired by hie constituents and by every one in the Niagara farmers of the United States. We will take Mr. Blue's report,
district, in my constituency and in theadjoining constituency, in preference to the tale told by an hon. member in this
as a fearless opponent and one worthy of bis position, and ho flouse, of a particular farm which he drove somebody out to
will adorn the Upper House should he get there. I will now see and which did not suit the somebody because, perhaps,
follow rapidly a few of the observations made by the bon. the percentage required on the sale was too small. I
member for Wellington. The first point is with respect to want to ask the hon. gentleman also whether the
increasing the burdens of the people. Ion. gentle- farmers in the United States are not in a worse
men opposite now complain that our importations condition than they were in a few years ago ?
are decreasing. If duties place a burden upon the He must know that throughout the known world complaints
people and our importations are decreasing, the burdens of are now made in all agricultural industries that the farmer
the people must be decreasing as well. Now, Sir, he speaks is not in the position that he was a few years ago, and that
of "combines," and I willrun over that subject hastily. Why, this is simply because of the over-production of farm pro.
Mr. Speaker, the "promised land " of bon. gentlemen oppo- ducts, which has reduced the values, and as the values are
site is the mother of "combines," and it ls well known that reduced so the value of the farming industry muet reduce.
the combines regulate the whole trade of the country, and yet The hon. gentleman tells us that 150 people have gone from
this is the country the bon. gentlemen invite us to go to. his county to the city of Toronto, and that Toronto's poula.
The hon. gentleman refers "to the poor innocent farmers of tion and wealth is enhanced by reason of the population
Canada." The only evidence I see of the " innocence " of the coming from the surrounding country. He muet remember
farmers of this country is the presence of the hon. member that if we had had unrestricted reciprocity those 150 people
for Wellington (Ur. McMnllen), in this House. I have would have gone to the United States, and that300,000 people
remarked, Mr. Speaker, during the course of this debate that in this country who are engaged as artisans and mecbanics
not a solitary word can be said in derogation of the United would have gone there also. He complains that Toronto bas
States, but that gentlemen on the other side of the House grown at the expense of Listowel, but were it not for the
jump up te defend and explain away. This is very strange, National Policy, the cities of the United States would have
'f hey are presenting such a spectacle as is not to be grown at the expense ofListowel and of Toronto as well. The
found in any other legislative assembly in the civilised bon. gentleman, as well as the member for South Oxford
world It is a strange spectacle to see nearly one-half the (Sir Richard Cartwright), spoke of the markets in Buffalo,
representatives of the people standing upon the floor of Detroit and Rochester, but they must be aware that there
their own Parliament, ready and prepared to refute any is more produce grown in the neighborhood of those cities
little thing that may be said in favor of their own country, than those people can consume, and that they are
and standing up in defence of a neighboring country. even exporting almost every article that the farmer of
Such a spectacle has never been seen before and never this country bas to sell. Why, Sir, they can get wheat
probably will be seen again. The hon. member for Wel. cheaper at Cleveland and Buffalo from the city of Chicago
lington (Mr. McMullen) rises in this House and apologises than they can get it from any point 100 miles from the
for the land sales in the State of Dakota, and he says that frontier in the Province of Ontario. It only costs 3j cents
there must be something wrong and that Dakota is a haven a bushel to place wheat from the elevators in Chicago into
of rest and joy instead of what it bas been shown to be. Let the city of Buffalo and you cannot send wheat from the
me just give an answer to one of his arguments. He says eity of Toronto to the city of Buffalo at that price.
the farmers of this country pay the duty upon horses. I Neither can yon send it from the city of London, nor from
will deal with that question further on, but I would just any point in Ontario to the city of Buffalo at so low a rate.
ask this question in answer to his assertion: If the farmers They can send it far cheaper even to the city of New York
of this country pay the duty upon all horses exported to the through the Erie Canal. The hon. gentleman bas alsu
United States, how is it that the United States Government spoken about oats and butter, and f will tell you my
found it necessary to make half the horses imported, free experience of what the export of those articles meana
of duty ? Was it for the purpose of saving the in a border county. When I left home oats were selling
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in the' city of Bluffalo at 42 centS, and I had to pay 53
cents in my own town. As regards butter, in iýiagara
Falls we had to pay 25 cents during the winter season, and
I know of othors in the township of Bertie whose names I
need not give who were selling their butter for 24 cents.
Wheb I went down there I told them that they could get
25 cents for their butter at Niagara Falls, and they were
surprised to hear that they could get more there for
it than they could in Buffalo. There are a great -many
other articles of our commerce which are exactly in the
same position. I can tell thé hon. gentlemen opposite that
there is a higher price for the produce of the farmer in
Canada than there is to be found in the United States.,
There is more iaised within easier acoess to the markets of
the eastern States east of Indiana than would feed the whole
people of the eastern States, and they'have even a surplus
to spare. So that from Indiana east they are large export-
ers of everything that the; farmer produces in this country,
and we can find at home a more profitable market for our
produce than we could in the Uniited Statc. Now, S:r,
the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. McMullen), said that
the right hon. the leader of the Government had built up a
monument that would stand in history to his dishonor
and disgrace in the debt of the country. If the hon.
gentleman had been candid enough he would have told
us that $109,000,000 of that debt, which he says has been
heaped up by the right hon. gentleman, was taken by
him from the shoulders of the Provinces, and at the time
when it was paying an interest of 5 per cent. by the
Provinces, and he has added it to the debt of the Do-
minion at an interest of 3 per cent. tbereby saving
over a million dollars to the people of this country. I wish
there were forty monuments of that kind, and it would be
all the better for the country generally. I do not intend
to deal with this public debt question just now. But, Sir,
I say that provincial debts which we assumed relieved all
the Provinces of bonds bearing 5 per cent. interest which
they could only realise on at about par, and the Dominion
has taken those debts and at the same time relieved the
Provinces, while paying only 3 per cent. To.day
3î per cent. bonds are seting at 116 in the European
market. Hon. gentlemen talk about deterioration, about
woe, despair, and desolation in this country ; but the
most sensitive test to be found in the world as to the
prosperity and financial condition of the country is in
the money markets of tho world; and a complete answer
to all thé speeches made on the other side of the House is
this: thàt the credit of Canada is continu ally rising in the
morney markets of the world-that in the opinion of people
who have not an interest to get into office in this country,
we are steadily advancing and increasing in prosperity.
The hon. member for North Wellington ought to know this,
if he knows anything, that the name of the ight hon. gun-
tleman tU head of the Government will live in the
hearts of a grateful people when the memory of bis detract-
ors will be forever forgotten, and history will give him the
credif of having made 'a country. Now, the hon. gentleman
spoke about the Intercolonial Railway ; and, although he
was very minute in all lis fact tregarding everything that
mighlt datnage his country and injure the Govern-
ment- of this country, he was not so partienlar
in his facts about the management of the Inter.
colonial Ratlway when the hon. member for East York,
had control of the affairs of this country. fié forgot to tell
the Hlôuse that, instead of Its running to pay expenses at
that tilme, there was a defift of about three-quarters of a
million on the running expenses every year.

Mi. MÀOKENZIE. No.

MKrIFE1GUSON (Welland). The hon. einmber for North
Wellington said mat night that -the right hon.theleader

Mè;FERtroN (Welln). g

of the Government kept himself iù power not ty hi states-
manship or by any virtues he possessed, but by buying all
of ýus who are sitting on this side of the fHouse. I
should say, judging from the hon. gentleman's condutin
this flouse, that if I wanted to get a supporter fbr money,
I would go across there. When he stands up in thiW Hoese,
and accuses others of that sort ofthing, I say he would be
one of the first men who would offer himself for sale, and
his price would be small.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I rise to order. You
were good enough, or the hon. gentleman who ocoupied
your place last night was good enough, to interrupt the hon.
member for North Wellington a great many times for far
less offence against the decorum of the House than the hon.
gentleman bas committed. I call upon you to prose the
hon. gentleman to withdraw his words.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). If I have used language
that is unparliamentary, and I suppose I have, I will gladly
withdraw it, but the provocation was very great. Now, I
said I would endeavor to compare the product of the farm
with the product of the factory in the United States, and I
will take the year 1880, for it is the last year for which I
could get returns. The total value of farm products for that
year was $3,764,743,327. The capital of the factories was
$2,790,223,506; the number of bande was 2,738,930; and
the total amount of wages paid was $947,919,674, or nearly
a thousand millions a year paid to the factory hands of the
United States. The value of the products of the factories
of the United States was 85,369 667,706, less raw material,
say one-third, $1,789,889,235, making the net products of
the factories $3,579,778,531, about equal in value to the
products of the farm. Now, Sir, hon. gentlemen say that
the fhctory is of very little consequence in this country. I
say it is of great con'sequence, and I think I shall be able to
show that it is. The net product of the factories of the
United States is equal to 865 pur head of the total
population of 55,000,000. The product of labor
is the only source of wealth in any country,
whether that labor is expended on the farm, in the factory,
in the mine, or anywhere else. Now, let us compare the
produet of the factory in Canada with the product of the
farm. The total value of the field crops in the Province of
Ontario, in 1886, was $110,764,623; for the whole Dominion,
say three times as much, which is a fair calculation, making
$332,2t'3,869. Now, let us sec what the factory 'has pro-
duced. In the same year the total value of thé product of
the factory was 6460,000,000, less raw material, say one-
third, $ 153,333,333; Ieaving the net product of th'e factory
at 8316,666,667, or within 816,000,000 of the total value of
the field erops Now, we find that the amount of wages
paid to the bands employed in the factories of thié coufftry
was no less than $85,000,000. What does that amount of
money represent ? It reprusents a market for the products
of the farm; but hon. gentlemen opposite desire to transfer
that 685,000,000 aeross the line, along-with all the tapital
invested in factories, and they ask the farmers of this
country to sell their products across the line instead- of to
people in this country. Now, the total farm poptrJation ,of
Canada is estimated at 3,200,000. Thus we find thet ý the
wages paid by the factories amount to about $26per headof
the farming population; tha't is to say, the wages -pai!d
annually to the factory employés secure a market to eveï·y
farmer in Ibis country of from 'S 160 to $200 à year, whiétr
is about the total value of field crops he is able to' spare
off his farm. Now, the 885,000,000 ýwhich is paid to îthe
factory bands is about one-fourth of the total 'value of the
field crops of the Dominion of Canada. Now, Sir, hon.
gentlemen opposite say that we hale a markUt in 'the
United States, and I propose to deal -with that subject' in a
few words. In 1886 the United States exported,

460
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n ... .. ......... .......... ...............

Breadstufa .. ,...................... ......
Beé toducts .. .......... ..................
Pork oduets.. ...... .......................
Dairy produeta-........ ....................... .
Imitation butter .......... ............
The oil ...... .... ......... ......... ...... .
Clover, tknothy and other seeds.. ..
Fruit ........................ .......
Hay, hides, skias, honey, hops, egg.'oilcakes and meal, broilers, -vegetables and

wool........ ...............

Total....................

$ 12,518,660
125,846,558

18,599,017
58,072,932
10,876,466

93,363
2,954,954
1,949,990
2,967,801

12,741,259

$246,821,000

Now, this is the market that-hon, gentleme tell us will be
of great value to the farmers of thlicountry ; yet the great
majority of these articles areraised withi easier and cheaper
access to' the eastern markets than the products of the
ferma of Ontario. Transportafion from Chiîago is as cheap
or cheapeirthan from any point withih 100 miles of tLe
American'frontier-in Canada. Canada's expbrts of sheep
to other countries during 1887 was as folio'*s

To Great Britain..............................S 568,433
Geriaany:................. .............. ........ ......... 20,975
Belgimn_. .. .......... ......................... ......... ... 368
British Wet:Idies.:............... . ............... .... 1,285
Britiih Guiana........ ........ ......... 380
Ne foundlaud.................................. 19,017
St. Pierre.. ... ......... ................. 7,227

Total..................................... ...... $617,685

The United States 1-ook 8974,262, or very little more than
we exported to'other countries. Now, Sir, take horned
cattle. Our exports for the year 1887 were as follows :

To Great Britain ...... ,....... .........
Germany ........... ....... .... ...........
Belgium...... ........................
Newfoumdimnd-.....................
St. Pierre..... .. ...... ......... ..................

$5,S34,375
23,040
71,coo

133,408-
26,619

$5,b88,442

To the United States, 0887,756; or wo sent to the United
States only I1i per cent. of our total export, and we are
asked to drop a market to whih we sent 5j million dollars
worth in order to'accept a market to which we only sent
8887,'156"tvorth, Ndwhon. gentlemen opposite have tried
to make us believe that-every horse we sent to the United
States was charged with a duty 'of 20 per cent. Well, I
find that the Uited; States imported, in 1886, $6,944,100

worth of animals, and out of that $6,944,000, we fid that
$3,330,595 worth was free of duty, or onc-half of the 4mpor-
tation of animals into the United States is now fre of duty.
Hon. gentlemen opposite, thorefore, when they make their
calculations, should take this into account. And, Sir, the
other half we sent througb in bond and otherwise to'
the European markets. Now, the United States is not a mar-
ket for the Canadian farmer, but it is the home of the
middlemen, who buy in the Canadian market for trans-
shipment to Liverpool. We want these middfemen to reside
in the cities of Montreal, Quebec, Toronto, Halifax and
St. John, and not in the cities of the United States. Lot
thein be stationed in our cities and buy the products of our
farms, and in place of sending our products to the United
States for the Liverpool market, we will ship them direct
from Canada, and have bore all the profit and advantage
which now goes to the middlemen in New York. I desire
for a few moments to sh'.w this House how the debt of the
United States stands, because in this paradise, in this pro-
mised land, we ought to see how things stand before we take
the leap we are invited to make. My opinion is that should
we take this loap, we would find that we had jumped out
of the frying pan into the fire. If we are highly taxod here,
we would still be more highly taxed there, and under un.
restricted reciprocity, we would have to resort to direct
taxation in order to pay the interest on our public debt
and to meet our other expenditure. Lot us see how the debt
of the " promised land " stands at present:

In 1880.
Net State debt.......... ................ $234,486,261
Net County debt ........................ 123,877,686
Net Municipal debt......... .......... ......... 698,270,199

Total, 1880............ ....- .. . ................. $1,056,584,148
Total, 1870...,. ......... ....... ... 868,676,758

Increase In 10 years ............... $187,907,388
Or an inerease of 22 per cent. in 10 years. Now, bon. gen-
tlemen opposite talk about the increase in our debt, but it
is well known that our Provinces are very little in debt,
and that we have but little municipal debt, while the muni-
cipal debt of the United States, the county debt and the
State debt, in 1880 was 821.07 per head in every State and
Territory of the Union, every cent of interest on which bas
bas to be paid by direct taxation. Lot us take the debt of
the different States. The public debt of the different Statos
is shown by the following siatoment:-

_________________________________________ I _________________ I _________________ M I - I -

Arkansas....., .........
Valifornia.........-...
Colorado.....
Connecticut .........
Illinois ....... ........ .
Kansas.........
Maine..... ... , ,...
M assachusetta...
Minnesota ....
Missouri ....... ,.....
Nebraska ..... .........
A ew Häphèù.

New Jersey............
New Yoik .........
Ohio .....................
Dakota ...... ...... ,
Montana...,.......
Idaho...........
Wyoming...........

Net'State.

$ 4,039,737
3,306,614'

212,814
4,967,600

Noue.
1,087,700
4,682,74t

20,159,478
2,565,000

16,259,000
375 582

3,58t,2W€
813,675

7,536Y32
5,732,500

Net county.

$ 3,135,749
7,312,489
2,492,441

101,409
14,181,134

7,950,D21
451,809

1,371>219
901,41211,933,312

5,120 362
779'ï,44

6,668,463
12,399,808 I
2,962,649

Net Municipal.
1880.

Total Debt.

1870.

Total Debt.

$ 763,298 7,938,784 4,151,152
6,136,585 16,755,688 18,089,082

889,441 3,594,298 681,158
16,932,661 22,001,661 17,088,906
30,999,788 45,180,932 42,191,869

6,967,239 16,005,853 6,442,282
17,272,300 22,486,850 16,624,624
69,78,222 91,283,913 69,211,538

5,009,652 8,476,064 2,788,797
29,249,010 57,431,322 46,909,865
1,929,813 7,425,757 2,089,264
6,383,936 10,724,170 11,153,373

42,064,964 49,547,102 22,854.304
198,787,274 218,723,314 159,898,234
40,058,805 48,753,954 22,241,988

.......... ........ .............. ...... ~. ..

... .... ... ..... . .. ............

Mr. -CH ARILTON.ý WHll the-hon. gentleman please in- Mr. FERG USON (Welland). From the Bureau of Statis-
form usa'where thoée statistios are takn from? I tics, Treasury Department, Washinglon.

1888. 461

Increase
per cent.,
1870-1880.

80 -

512
30

..............
250
40
45

240
........ ......

255
..... ,.........

116
33

120
........ .....

Population.

..................

......... .........

194,327
622,700

......... ........
998,096
648,936

1,783,085
780,773

....... .........
452,402

1,131,116
5,082,871

..................
..... ....... ..

Total Debt
per capita,

1880.

S 9 89
19 38
18 49
35 33
14 68
16 07
31 53
51 19
10 86
26 48
16 41
30 91
43 80
43 03
15 24
7 39

19 41
7 22
9 se
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Mr. CHARLTON. The debt of New Jersey, as given

last year, was $ 1,496,000.
Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). Lot the bon. gentleman

look at page 305 of the book ho has in his hand.
Mr. CHARLTON. The discrepancy is so great that I

thought proper to draw the bon. gentleman's attention to it,
and it would be more satisfactory if the hon. gentleman
would give us the statistics for 1887.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). I am giving the latest
statistics as published in 1887.

Mr. HIESSON. The hon. member for Welland is quite
correct. I hold in may hand another report of the same kind.

Mr. FERGUSON (Welland). The United States raised
for State purposes in 1886, by direct taxation, no less than
$62,773,366 including the Territories. This amounts to
$1.12 per head of the population of 55,000,000, and I think
that is a fair calculation for the population of that year.
We pay about 80 cents per head of the population to the
Provinces for provincial purposes. Thon, if we take that
$1.12 a head for their taxes for State purposes, and add to it
the 80 cents which we pay for provincial purposes, it will
make a difference of 81.92 per head for every man, woman
and child of our people, in our favor. Take our population at
5,000,000; that would amount to 89,600,000 in favor of our
people, which would allow this country to pay off ber na-
tional debt at that rate, in case we would submit to the tax.
ation which is placed upon the people of the United States.
Together with that, it will be remembered that the tariffof
the United States is somewhere between 20 and 30 per cent.
higher than the tariff in Canada, so, if the tariff in this coun-
try is, as hon. gentlemen opposite say, the measure of the
taxation of the people of this country, they must add 20 or
30 per cent. which the tariff of the United States is higher
than ours to the taxation of the United States, as well as the
amount of 81. 92 per head, and what do we find in that case ?
The State of New York-and the hon. gentleman will find it
in that red book, and it is the highest authority on this
continent-raised in 1886, for State purposes, 89,512,813.
Placing the population of that State at 5,000,000, that
would be equal to $1.92 a head of the population;
to this must be added the 25 per cent. that their
tariff is higher than ours, making their taxation, on
this basis, 82,40 more per head than ours. Now, com-
pare that with the Province of Ontario. The State of
New York is taxed by money taken out of the pockets of
the people directly by the tax collector $1.90 per head.
Add to that 90 cents which we receive, and that would
make a difforence in favor of the people of Ontario of
82.70 per head for every man, woman and child. The
comparison with the State of Maine is about the same, with
the exception that it is more favorable to Canada. The
taxation there was about 82 per bead of the population
taken from their pockets and collected by the tax collector,
so that would make a difference in favor of our people of
62.80 per head He can find, in that red book which the
hon. gentleman bas, what the taxes were for State purposes
in 1886, the amount raised on real and personal property,
and the hon, gentleman will find that it is as follows:-

Amount of Taxes.
New York................ $9,512,813
Maine ...... ......... 1,301,270
New Hampshire .......... 400,000
Vermont................... 371,697
Massachusetts ... ..... 2,005,987
(onnecticut ............... 1,463,328
Colorado.................... 534,228California ..... ........... 3,861,644
Arkansas ................ 966,000
Alabama.. .................. 1,041,898
Illinois ...................... 3,000,000
Iowa ................. ........ 1,148,396
Nebraska.... .......... 1,117,934
Nevada ....... .............. 516,861
Kansa ........... .......... 1,082,477
Minnesota ................. 658,998

&r. FEmuuson ÇWelland).

3 mille on the dollar.

This shows an average taxation of 4 mills on the dollar
in these States. Then, take the taxation of the American
cities which the hon. gentleman will also find in that red
book, and we find this as the amount of taxation on each
8100 of taxation:

1883 Chicago .................. .......................... . $3 37
1883 Jersey Oity...................... . ....... ... 2 90
1883 Louisville, .nu... .2 35
1882 Lewiston, Maine................................ 2 25
1883 Milwaukee............................ .................... 2 50
1883 Minneapolis ......... ................ .... 1 92
1883 New York ............. .... ................. 2 25
1882 Peoria, Illinois...... ............... ................. 5 76
1883 Philadelphia. ......... ......
1882 Pittsburgh, Peansylvanis............... ......... ..... 2 92
1883 Portland, Maine............................................. 2 15
1882 Poughkeepsie, N.Y.,..................... 2 53
1883 Rochester, N.Y . ....... .. 2 86
1882 Schenectady, N.Yý.... .................... 3 00
1882 Savannah, Georgia. .................... 3 00
1882 Springfield, Illinois.......... ............ .. ...... 3 00
1883 Troy, N.Y............................... ............... 4 16
1882 Topeka, Kansas .......... ...... ...... .... .... ........ 2 75
1883 Toledo, Ohio.......... ............... 2 50
1882 Scranton, Pennsylvania .... .......... 2 40

All this is for municipal purposes. Yon may add 4 mills
on the dollar, which is the average for State purposes, and
you will find that the taxation in the United States is from
3 to 4 per cent. of the total value of the real and personal
property. If we would submit to that heavy taxation, we
could easily pay off our national debt in a short time. I
want now to give you the United States market, and the
hon. gentleman will find the figures in the same book,
comparing the twelve years of the existence of the Reci-
procity Treaty, and the twelve years succeeding the Reci-
procity Treaty. I will take the statisties as given in the
city of New York, giving the lowest and highest prices in
the years named:

1852
1853
1854
1855
1856
1857
1858
1859
1860
1861
1862
1863
1864
1865
1866
1867
1868
18i9
1876
1877
1878
1882
1886

Beef, Mess. Butter.

BbI. Lb.

$ ets. Cte.
825to170015 to 29
700"112513 " 24
800"130015 " 24
825"140017 " 28
800"120013 " 28
950"150016 " 28
900"120013 " 25
500" 97514 " 27
450" 52010 " 21
500" 625 8 " 22
500"107510 "26
500" 90014 "30
500"160021 " 48
900"140020 "38

11 00 "21 00 25 " 60
1200"280015 "48
1100"247528 " 60
500"165016 " 55
850"110015 " 33
9504112513 " 14
900"1360 6 " 20
1150"160016 " 38
l000"165011 4 201

Ciheese.

Lb.

Ct.

6 to 9
8 " 10
6 " 12
6 " 12
6 " 11
5 " 14
3 " 10
2 " 11
9 " 12
2 0
4 " 13
8 4 16

12 " 27
10 " 16
5 " 23
7 " 20
7 " 19
il " 23
8 " 13
8 " 16
3 " 14
9 " 13
6 " 1oi

Flour.

Bbl.

$ ets.
425to 600
487" 750
7 25 "10 75
7 50 "10 18
520" 83t
425" 670
3754 525
400 " 650
4 25 " 550
3 90" 565
4 20 " 585
500" 800
7 15 " 11 75
500" 880
5 25 "11 70
6 25 "11 30
550" 975
495 " 640
4 00 " 600
4 75 ' 800
375" 550
465" 875
2 90 " 370

Hams.

Lb.

ete.
8 to 10
8 " 10
7 " 11
8 " 11l
9 " 11

,6 " 10
9 4 13
9 "12

10 " 139 " 112

5 " 9
5 " 8s

11 " 17
Il " 23
il " 22
10 " 16
il 4 18
17 " 24
7 " 18

10 " 14
7 " 12

il "1641
91 "12 1

Wheat.

Bush.

$ ets.
1 03to 115
122" 180
175" 250
196 280
130' 2 17
125" 195
120" 150
130" 165
135 4 170
120 " 160
139 " 1 55
130" 155
172" 275
125" 188
2 20" 345
2 304 340
2 05" 325
145" 218

84" 1 27
106" 185

83"4 131
108 " 143

88" 105

Averages prices, 1854 to 1866--12 years.

Beef Mess. Butter. Cheese. Hama. Wheat. Oats. Mackerel.

Bbl. Lb Lb. Lb. Bush. Bush. Bbl.

$ ots. Ots. Cts. Cts. $ ets. Cts. $ ots.
6 94 to 12 16 15 to 31 6 to14j 8½ to 1311 44to2 08 43 to 69 15 12 to 20 41

9.55 23 101 il 1.76 56 17.76
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Average prices, 1867 to 1878-12 years.

8 02 to 15 37 16¾to40½ 71týo 17½88¾to l3i 1 41to2 e2 15ito67 13 06 to 23 61
11.69 s28 12J 11 1.71 56 18.33

The hon. gentleman eau get the statistic uin that book;
lot him go over all the figures and he will find my calculation
is correct; you eau take any year you like; you eau take
the average of 12 years succeeding reciprocity, and the
12 years of reciprocity, and the former period gives a
higher price for the total products of the country than the
12 years of reciprocity, with the exception of one article;
in the article of wheat there is a difference of à cents only.
I was going to deal with the value of farm property, but I
will not do so now. I think, you will agree with me, Sir,
that I have given you figures enough; they are all correct,
and they will, to some extent, at least, satisfy the House
that when comparisons are made, figures do not redound to
the advantage of the scheme of the hon. gentlemen opposite.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to know if, during the
election of 1887, the Liberal party had succeeded in reach-
ing the Treasury benches, would this proposition ever have
been brought before this flouse ? No, Sir, it would not.
It is brought here now because they are disappointed and
have been rejected by the people of this country. They
are taking their sweet revenge upon the people of the
country, because they would not place their confidence in
them during the late election. Now, as long as they go
on in this way, decrying their country, doing all manner
of things to injure their country, the people never
will have confidence in them. I would like to ask,
Mr. Speaker, what the object of this discussion is, at this
particular time. It is not for the purpose of forming a
party policy, because there is no· election in view. Then
what is the object ? The object i to strengthen the bands
of the opponents of this country at Washington. They
tell the people at Washington: "Stay your hand, wait, and
you eau get botter terms." Sir, it would be a curious thing
if, during the negotiation of that treaty for the settlement
of difficulties between the United States and this country,
the people of this country should, in their legielative halls
and on public occasions, say to the United States: "Do not
sign the treaty, wait, and we will give you better terme."
There eau be no other motive, no other object. If thore is
a motive, if there is an object beyond that, i would like to
hear it, and I will gladly withdraw the inference, because
I do not like to think it, but I am forced to think it. Now,
Sir, there is another point which I will just mention. A.
very strange thing was said, that we could have our tariff,
and they could have their tariff, that we would have con-
trol of our tariff, and they would have control of their
tariff under free trade between the United States and
Canada. What would induce the people of the United
States to join bande with us ? Only one of two things-
they either want our market, or they want our territory.
If they want our market, what use would it be to them
unless it was protected in the same degree that theirs is
protected ? No, Sir, they never would submit to join hande
in equal trade, or free trade, unless we made the protection
of our market as high as they are protected themselves.
If the United States, for instance, want a 40 per cent.
tariff to protect their market against outsiders, what use
would this market be to them if we only had a tariff of 201

r cent. ? of no value or use at aIL Sir, we could not1
ve two tariffs. They may just as well acknowledge thej

corn at once, and say commercial union. Then I say that4
if there is commercial union, we muet have political union.4
You cannot have commercial union with one nation andi
political union with another. Why, Sir, what would bej
the result of commercial union ? A barrier set upon thei
shores of this great Dominion against the whole outsidei

world, whether it be Asiatic or European. We set up a
barrier, and we say to the outside world:I" You shall not
trade with us, we are a poople within ourselves, we eau
trade within ourselves, and we do not want you at ail."
What would be tho result? Ships would be withdrawn from
our shores, the trade of the St. Lawrence would be diverted,
in a short time Montreal, Quebec, Halifa, St. John and
Toronto would disappear as commercial centres, all the
ships crossing the Atlantic would come to New York city,
the leading commercial houses would be there, and wo
would have none of that trade whatever. Why, Sir, we
would be abandoned by the rest of the world. If we had a
treaty tc-morrow for unrestricted reciprocity or commercial
union, that treaty would last just so long as it suited the
American people, and no longer. The moment it ceased to
suit them, they would thon abandon that treaty, and might
would be right with them, ani we would be abandoned by
the rest of the world. Besides that we would be a small
people and tbey would swallow us up. Their invitation, if
there is any, is the invitation of the spider to the fly ; they
will take us in and consume us, and thon they are done wilh
us. What does Mr. litt say ?

,, But we eau at any time withdraw from commercial union If it works
unfairly."
That is just what they are after, Mr. Speaker, they want to
get us into a commercial union with them, and thon,
Sir, these combines that exist in the United States, both
agricultural and manufacturing, would pour down their
surplus upon us bore for the purpose of extinguishing
every ember of life in every industry in this country.
Just as soon as they succeeded in extinguishing these, thon
the whole of the cýpital of this country would bo translerred
to the United States, and when they had all our artisans
also on the other side of the lines, they would say : "We
want your treaty no longer," and might would be made
right in this case, as I have already said. Thon in
what position would we be placed? It would cost us to
try the experiment-and it would be only an experiment
-what ? It would cost us about three hundred thousand
artisans. What do three hundred thousand artisans mean
to this country? Each one of those artisans and his
family are worth to C.tnada at laest 8 1,000, and you can
multiply three hundred thousand by one thousand dollars
and find the cost. We would lose that to start with. We
would also lose two hundred or two hundred and fifty
millions of capital now invested in manufactures. And
what would we lose besides ? We would lose the respect
of every right thinking man, not only in this country and
in Great Britain, but of every honest, patriotic and right
thinking man in the United States, who would look upon
us with scorn and contempt. That is the situation in
which hon, gentlemen opposite desire to place Canada. I
repeat that this question has not been brought up for the
purpose of forming a party policy, because it is useless now ;
it has been brought up for some other object, and I wish
some hon. gentleman opposite would relieve me from the
suspicion that it has been introduced at this time (when we
are endeavoring to settle existing international disputes) for
the purpose of damaging the best interests of the people of
this country.

Mr. BECIHARD. Mr. Speaker, after the numerous and
elaborate speeches which have been delivered on both
sides of the House since the beginning of this discussion, I
feel it would be idle on my part to attempt to review at
any length the different branche@ and details of the question
or to read long statistics which would probably have no
other effect than to weary the House at this advanced stage
of the debate. To say, Sir, that free trade between Canada
and the United States is a question which is highly interest-
ing and popular is simply asserting a truth, which is so
manifest, so palpable, so vulgar, if I may use the expres-
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ion, that no one would venture to deny it. The people of

Canada remember that unier the old Treaty of 1854 they
enjoyed a prosperity unknown to us before, and since its,
abrogation they have continuously wished its renewal. Be-
fore the abrogation of that treaty the Canadian Govermment
took steps towards its renewal, and since its abrogation they
have on different occasions attempted to negotiate a new
treaty, one on a wider and more liberal basis. Subsequently,
the i ight hon, gentleman who leads the Government, being
the leader of the Opposition and perfectly acquainted
with public opinion in this country, thought he could do
nothing better to win the confidence of his countrymen
and be restored to power than to persuade them that it was
in hie power te give reciprocity of trade with the United
States to Canada, that he had found the means whereby
that beneficent measure could be secured-he would apply
reciprocity of tariff and within a few years that measure
would produce reciprocity of trade. In 1879, when the
National Policy was inaugurated under the auspices of the
right hon. gentleman, he had placed on the Statute-book of
the country a declaration by which he gave information to
the people of Canada that he was determined to fulfil his
promises, and to carry ont the reciproeity policy which he
had enunciated and promised on the hustings, as soon as
the Govern ment of the United States was ready to recipro-
cate. But they did not reciprocate. Eight years have
elapsed. During the interval we have had the National
Policy, and we are still waiting for a reciprocity of trade
with the United States. But will it be said that the people
of Canada have become indifferent towards reciprocity with
our neighbors ? Surely no one will pretend to make such
an assertion in face of the numerous meetings that have
taken place lately in Ontario, and in the presence of the
correspondence which bas taken place recently between the
Canadian and American Governmeuts. On reading that
correspondence it is reasonable to hold that the Cauadian
Government, by proposing to the Americans te make some
arrangements providing for freer commercial relations
between the two countries, intended, if thoy succeeded in
negotiating a new treaty, to give to such a treaty wider
limits and a more liberal basis than those of the old Reci-
preocity Treaty, because they knew that the American
Government had retused to renew simply and purely the
old Treaty of 1854. These facts te which I have referred
show conclusively, that the Government of this country,
from the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty in 1854, up
to no longer ago than December last, held that reciprocity
between Canada and the United States was a desirable
measure and one advantageous to Canada. How is it to-
day ? They have, changed their programme. To-day you
oould hardly find any vestige of reciprocity on the other
side of the House. By the amendment moved by the hon.
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries the gentlemen opposite
have entirely banished reciprocity from their quarters.
Since that amendment was placed before the Ho use reci-
proeity meets with no friendly feeling on the other aide of
the House. What does that amendment say? Let us see:

" That al the words after 1 That ' be struck out in order to add the
following :-' Canada in the future, as in the past, is desirous of culti-
vating and extending trade relations with the United States in go far
as they may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various inter-
eats and industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879, and
has since received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of
its people.'"
What is the real and precise meaning of this language ?
What is its interpretation ? You will find it in the follow-
ing sentence: Canada in the past has been desirous of
securing reciprocity with the United States, but as for the
future, Canada is no longer desirous of securing such reci-
procny, as it would interfere with the National Policy.
That, Sir, according te my humble judgment, is the true
meaning of this amend ment. We ali know, Sir, that the
National Policy has been formed not only for the purpose

Mïr. BzEonma.

of protecting the enanufacturers of thie country against
foreigu ompetitionr but it.hasalsê-bqen-n4ittedfor-the
purpose of pr9tct4ng &.henadmarf rnr gainstoom,
petition on the parti ofi th*e farni of thé tlnited States,
and surely no ,man will pretend to say that even reci-
procity limited to the exchange of natural products
between the two countries can exist withont interfering
to tbat extent with the National Policy of this country.
I hold, Sir,- that! if. this amendment containa the real
opinions of hon. gentlemen- on the opposite Side' of the
House with regard to ý this question; they are, to-day
opposed to any sort of reciprocity between Canada and
tho United States. It is true that we have heard saine of
those gentlemen express opinions favetble to limited reci-
procity, but at the same time I have noticed and I feund it
very strange that their whole-line of reasoning on this point,
if -ot positively antagonistic was very far from supporting
sBch a policy. We heard the Minister of the Interior-for
whose talents and eloquence I always had a great ,admira-
tion-say that ho was favorab!e to that "Ilimited, reoipro-
city," and by limited roci proeity .I mean reciprocity only
in the interchangeà of natural products -between the two
countries. He said he was in favor of sBch reciprooity, but
at the same time he took care to teli us that the United
Slates produced the same kind of- naturai'products that we
produce in this country. It is easy, Sir, to see the infer-
once from that statement. The last- speaker-who bas just
taken: his seat bas spoken in the same way and expressed
views in the same direction. , He said that the western
States produeed a large surpluc and that the United States
were bound to ex port their surplus of those products to other
countries. What does it mean ? It means that the United
States market is not after all so geod a market for the ex-
ports of the natural products of Canada. Thoeetwo-gen-
tiemen are not the only ones who spoke in the same strain.
My hon. friend from Rouville (Mr. Gigault) whom I am
glad to sec in bis seat opened in the #ame way., That hon.
gentleman told us in a short- speech a -goôd roany things
which going to the country need I think some discussion.
He told us exactly the same. thing as the hon. gentleman
who bas juat takan his seat-that the, United-States pos-
sessed a large surplus of natural products, they are bound
to export to other countries, and that we in Canada
must expect to send our surplus of natural products te
markets where they are needed. ý!What isi the meaning
of this language ? How do you interpret it, Mr. Speaker ?
I do not know, Sir, although I am aware of your abilities
and of the very logical mind that yon poses--that you
would interpret it-in the same way as it wotuld oceur to my
mind. , But the interpretation which il make of it is this :
The United States possessing a large surplus of natural pro-
ducts, a larger.:4uantity than is needed te supply their own
market, therefore the market of the United States is net the
real market to -which-our farmers ought, to export their
natural products. Yet in the sanie breath those hon., gentle-
men tell us that .they are in lavor , of reeiprocity so
far as the free interchange c of na-tura1-products iseon-
cerned. I wonld ask my bon. -friend fromî Rouville
(Mr. Gigault) and the -hon. gentleman- whe has just taken
his seat for what reason, under such circ-umetance% would
they be favorable to reciprocity at ail ?1 Under-cireum-
stances such as they- have described, of- what avail.would
it be to the farmers of Canada ? My hon. friend fsom
Rouville (Mr. Gigault) said in his remarkg that the great
prosperity enjoyed by this country under; the Treaty of
1854 was principally due to !he American war., My.hon.
friend had forgotten, surely, that the treaty was inaugurated
in 1854, and that the war began only in -1861, ther3fore
seven years elapsed from the inauguration, of thetreaty to
the breaking out of the war, arid iurely· during that long
interval the farmers of Canada enjoyed- great prosperity.
The volume of trade between thetwo aogtries was, in 1853,
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the year immediately preceding the treaty, $23,000,000 in
round numbers; in 1854, the first year under the treaty, it
amounted to $33,000,000 ; and in 1866, the last year of the
treaty and one year after the war, to $84,000,000. I deeply
regret the attitude my hon. friend has taken with regard to
this question. I have much personal esteem, for my hon.
friend. Our counties lie adjacent to each other. Both are
agricultural constituencies having identical interests.
Although my friend from Rouville (Mr. Gigault) and I have
not often agreed in politics, I did hope that upon a question
of this kind we could stand together. It is true that my hon.
friend advocated and supported the National Policy, but I
thought that, like his distinguished former leader, he had
supported it only as a means in order to secure free trade
-or reciprocity-between Canada and the United States.
My hon. friend said that our farmers were satisfied with
the National Policy, that they were making money under
its operation, and that some of them had deposits in banks.
Well, Sir, I do not think the fact that some farmers have
deposits in banks is conclusive proof that their business is
actually good and prosperous. It may show that they
enjoyed some prosperity in the past, which enabled them
to make some savings. But, Sir, we all know that the
farmers as a class do not generally keep their money in
banks. They are rather inclined to suspect the stability of
those institutions, and they are not satisfied with the small
profits they draw from their deposits. They generally
prefer to invest their money in land; but, Sir, within the
last few years business has been so dull-I speak of the
farmers of the Province of Quebec -that those of them who
have been most prudent and have made some savings,
prefer to have their money in the ba îks to investing it.
Some of those who have invested money in land, find them-
selves to-day pledged to obligations which they cannot
fulfil, and they have been obliged to go to the United
States. But those who keep their money in banks are
only waiting for better times to bring them better oppor-
tunities for investing it. That a large number of the farmers
have been for a time satisfied with the National Policy I
do not undertake to deny. They were led to hope that that
policy would make themr all rich; but a change of times
has brought a change of mind, and to-day those farmers
have their eyes open. They understand that the great
prosperity they enjoyed a few years ago is not to be attri-
buted to the National Policy, but to the abundant crops with
which we were blessed in this country, and the great increase
in the demand for our natural products in Europe, where the
crops were comparative failures. They understand to-day
that the high prices which they obtained for their products
during those prosperous years were not fixed by the
National Policy, as they understand that this same National
Policy is powerless to raise the low prices that prevail ut
the present time. Sir, the farmers in Rouville are not any
more indifferent than those in the other counties of Quebec
to free trade with the United States. They know very well
that the horses they sell are shipped to the United States,
They know that a large proportion of their cattle, their sheep,
their wool, their barley, their eggs, and their poultry which
they sell is shipped to the American market; and they
know that every ton of hay which they sell is also shipped to
the United States. The hon, gentleman for Rouville knows
that in many counties of the Province of Quebec hay has
become one of the principal products of the farm, and the
one upon which the farmers depend most to make money.
There are large tracts of land in the Province of Quebec
which are natural meadows, the soil being specially a hay-
prodûcing soil; and there are other large tracts where
artificial meadows are made with great profit to the
farmers. For a number of years our farmers, finding
that they could produce hay more profitably than grain,
have given their attention to that industry, and they
are to-day producing large quantities of hay, the surplus
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of which is almost wholly shipped to the United
States. The hon. member for Rouville, I regret to say,
endeavored the other day to create the impression that
this hay trade has been diminishing in importanoe within
the last few years. He quoted statistics to show that
the importation of hay by the United States has been
decreasing since 18S5; but if the exports of hay from
Canada to the United States have brought less money to
the farmers this year than last year, that does not prove
that the trade is decreasing, because the reduction in the
value may be due to the fact that the price of hay is lower
in the American market this year than it was last year;
and it may also be due to the fact that the hay crop has
been smaller this year than last year, and therefore that a
smaller quantity has been exported. Now, Sir, I find by the
Trade and Navigation Returns that, in 1885, the whole of
our exports of hay amounted te 134,936 tons, of which the
United States imported 127,820 tons, leaving only 7,000
tons as the quantity exported from Canada to other coun-
tries. In 1886, the whole export was 93,944 tons, of which
85,490 tons were exported to the United States, leaving a
balance of 8,000 only exported to other countries. In 1887,
our whole export was 76,843, and from that quantity we
exported to the United States 69,450 tons, leaving 8,000
tons for export to other countries. You see by these statis-
tics that this trade between Canada and the United States
is not losing its importance. I repeat what I said a few
minutes ago that the farmers in the constituency of my
hon. friend are not indifierent, but are far from being
indifferent to reciprocity with the United States. Does
not my hon. friend remember that, a few years ago,
some leading men of his constituency made strenuous
exertions to secure the construction of a railway
which has placed the greatest portion of that consti-
tuency in direct communication with the Boston mar-
kets ? Does not the hon. gentleman remember that some of
the municipalities, through which that railway has been
built, voted bonuses in order to secure its construction ?
Why, he knows that his town, where he lives, voted a
bonus of about $40,000 to that company, in order to
secure the construction of a branch which would connect it
with the railway to which I have just referred, and con-
sequently place it in direct communication with the
markets of the eastern States. These facts show con-
clusively, according to my humble judgment, that the
farmers of Rouville, as well as the farmers of other con-
stituencies in Quebec, consider the markets of the eastern
States good markets for the sale of a large portion of their
products; notwithstanding the large surplus possessed by
the United States. This eau be explained by the excellent
quality of our products, and by the fact that we are in
closer proximity to the eastern States than are the western
States, which produce the large surplus exported by
the United States. Here I must pay my respects to
my hon. friend from Bagot (Mr. Dupont) to whose speech
I listened with great attention. He said that he could not
understand why we should grant free trade to the United
States when we did not grant it to England. The reason
seems obvious. If with reciprocity with the United States,
we discriminate in favor of the United States against
England, in return the United States will discriminate in
our favor against the whole world, while England, in receiv-
ing free of duty all our products, confers no favor upon us,
but does for us what she is doing for the rest of the world.
My hon. friend told us that we pay 20 per cent. duty to-day
on our exports to the United States, but that with unre-
stricted reciprocity, we will pay much more than that by
direct taxation. If my hon. friend is as friendly as he pro-
fesses to be to the farmers of Canada, and the farmers of his
constituency and Province, he should go in heurt and soul
for unrestricted reciprocity, for that measure would have
the effeot of removing immediately all those obnoxious
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taxes which are weighing so heavily, according to my attracted by the superiority of our natural resources,
hon. friend, upon the farmers of the country and which American capitalists would invest money in their develop-
the National Policy has always been, and shahl always ment, and that, within ten yeare, manufacturing would take
remain, powerless to remove. With unrestricted reci such an extension as it could never reach in half a century
procity, when a farmer in Rouville sella a horse worth with the National Policy. The National Policy, according to
$100, he will not be obliged, as ho is to day, under the the intention of its promoters, was to accomplish one great
National Policy, to lose $20 on the price, so as to pay the thing amongst others. It had for its mission to stop the emi-
American duty, but he will receive the full price witLout gration ofour countrymen to the United States, and not only
any deduction. My hon. friend is afraid direct taxa- that, but to bring back those who had already emigrated.
tion will be the consequence of unrestricted reciprocity. How many of them did it biing back home ? I do not
Sir, I confes that if I were persuaded such would be think it would be a very difficult task for the hon. the
the result of the policy, I would not only hesitate to vote Minister of Agriculture to count them, and we ali know
for it, but I would unhesitatingly vote against it. I am that the emigration has been going on just the same. If
far, however, from being persuaded that such will be the you go to the Province of Quebec at this season, every Sun-
result of the adoption of this policy. My hon. friend from day you will hear, after divine service, the announcement
South Huron, in his able speech the other day, explained that some farmers are going away, that they are renting
in a satisfactory manner the various ways by which their farms and selling their stock because they are going
we could compensate for the loss of revenue that would to the United States. This is the state of things in the
follow the adoption of that policy. Sir, we governed Province of Quebec. But, with unrestricted reciprocity,
this country with an average expense of 823,000,000 that national evil which no policy has been able to cure
a year when the hon. member for East York was at the yet, would find its remedy, because those who now go
head of the Government; and I do not see why we should to the United States would find bore what they are seeking
not still govern the country with about the same amount. when they cross the frontier. lion. gentlemen opposite
Reduce the expenses of the country to that figure, and have raised the cry of annexation. I cannot take my seat
there will never be any fear of any direct taxation. Unre- without making an observation on that point. Those hon
stricted reciprocity, instead of leading to direct taxation, gentlemen seem to think that annexation would be
would have the effect of rendering us more economical. It the unavoidable result of the adoption of unrestricted
would be the antidote which would cure the spirit of reciprocity, and they seom to dread that resalt so much
extravagance that now reigns in the expenditure of public that they are inexhaustible in their expressions of loyalty.
money. Hon. gentlemen opposite object to unrestricted It is not the first time, since I have had the honor of a seat
reciprocity, because they fear it would injure our manu- in this House, that I have witnessed such an explosion of
factures, and on that account my hon. friend for Rouville told loyalty. I have never yet spoken of mine, because I always
us that he would not sacrifice the manufacturera even to give thought there was no reason for it, and, if on this occasion
reciprocity to the farmers. He said that with unrestricted I briefly refer to it, it is not becanse I think that my own
reciprocity, the American manufacturera would not corne interests wil[ be served by it, but I will do so in order to
to Canada to manufacture but would slaughter our market. prove to hon, gentlemen opposite that loyalty is not their
Well, market slaughtering can only occur under certain con- exclusive property. I am not an annexationist. I think
ditions. No market can be slaughtered unless there is some we enjoy as much liberty in this country as they do in
market perfeotly glutted where goods are sold at a great the United States, and if there is any difference between
sacrifice. Under such circumstances I can understand that the two countries in this regard, the differenc ) is in our
large quantities of goods may at some time be poured from favor, because I think that sometimes their idea of liberty
the glutted market into the other market, which may then in the United States goes a little too far, and is con-
become glutted, but, with unrestricted reciprocity, there flictang with the preservation of good order. Like the
will no longer be a Canadian market and an American mar- rest of my Frencb-speaking countrymen, like the rest
ket, but they will be ore and the same market where the of the French Canadians, I am loyal to British insti-
prices of goods will be the same from one end to the other. tutions, although, not being of British extraction, and
Under such circumstances, there could not exist any market consequently not feeling, perhaps, in my bosom that
slaughtering. Iadmit thatsome manufacturera will beinjured same degrec of filial affection for England which burns in
in their interest, perhaps, by unrestricted reciprocity, and the hearts of lier own sons, yet, Mr. Speaker, from boy-
especially that class of manufacturera who take advantage of hood, I have beu led to admire and to love England.
the high tariff which protects them, only toenrichlthemselves I have studied lier history, and have admired her great
and supply the consuming public with an inforior article. They achievements and the genius of lier great men. To a
will surely be condemned to choose one of two alternatives, certain extent, I have been acquainted with ber litera-
either to improve their manufactures or todisappear from the ture, and have been charmed with its beauties. I
scene and make room for others, and I think that their dis- have endeavored, although I have succeeded but imper.
appearance would be no loss to the country. But those manu- lectly, to learn the language of her soue, amongst whom
facturers who have suicient intelligence to conduct their I am happy to count good friends and men for whom I
business properly, who do not depend entirely upon the tarif have the greatest respect and admiration. But above all,
to give stabitity to their industries, knowing the great natural Sir, from boyhoo I have been imbued with ber principles
advantages which have been given to this country, knowing of self-government, which she as taught the civilised
that labor can be procured hore as cheap, if not cheaper, world. Being born a British subject, and with such a
than in the United States, knowing that living here is training, you will easily understand that I could not help
cheaper than in the United States, knowing that improved loving and admiring the great nation to whose destinies the
machinery and raw material could be bought bore as cheap fate of my native country was bound. But, Sir, permit me
as in the United States, I say that those manufacturera do to add that while I love and admire England, I love Canada
not foar competition, because already they have takon care more, and should a day occur when the course of events
to equalise the conditions of manufacturing between them- would place me in the alternative of choosing between
selves and all possible competitors. Those manufacturera my loyalty to England and my loyalty to Canada, I
do not dread competition from the United States, but what would not hesitate to aide with my native country.
they dread is the narrow market in which they are I feel in my heart that by doing so I would be
situated, and what they want is a broad market in which playing the part of a patriut. Bat, Sir, the conten-
they can easily sell their products. He does not see that, tion that annexation must be the unavoidable result of
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the adoption of unrestricted free trade with the United
States, is untrue. I cannot se. any reason why a broad
and liberal measure of reciprocity between these countriei
would accomplish more in that direction than bas been
or could be, accomplished by a narrow and small mea.
sure of reciprocity such as the Treaty of 185t. Sir
before the Treaty of 1854 was in existence, annexa-
tionists were found in Canada; men of high stand.
ing became annexationists, and published a manifesto
expressing their annexation opinions, which was spread
broadcast throughout oar country. Annexation meet-
ings took place in some of our rural districts, where
resolutions were passed endorsing annexation. I was a
young man thon, attending college, but I remember quite
well those meetings. I have particular reasons to remem ber
them. I remember that all persons whose nanes were pub-
lished as being connected with those meetings, or as having
endorsed those resolutions, were dismissed by the thon
Canadian Government from the honorary offices whiuh they
held under the Crown, such as justice of the peace, or an
officer in the militia. Well, Sir, these facts show that there
was an annexation feeling which, at one time, found laver in
Canada. But no sooner had the Reciproity Treaty of 185 i
produced its first results, than the feeling vanished and
disappeared. Sir, a very old axiom says si vis pacem
para bellum-if you want to preserve peace, prepare for
war. Let me tel this House, lot me tell all public mon of
this country, if you wish to prevent the development of
an annexation feeling in Canada, give to the Canadians
unrestricted free trade with the United States.

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

After Recess.

Mr. HUDSPETII. Mr. Speaker, this, as bas been very
often said, during the course of this debate, is a matter of
very great consequence to this country, and I could not
give a silent vote upon it ina much as it is a matter that
has never come before the people yet. It is only a year
ago in February that we had a general election, and thon
we went to the country with all the matters of practical
politics that had bý en talked about for years past ; and one
would have naturally thought that if there wa to be such
a very strange and startling departure from our fiscal
policy, hon. gentlemen opposite and the hon. leader of the
Opposition, who was thon in the country leading that
party, would have promulgated it and brought it before the
people in order to give them an opportunity to decide
upon it. The National Policy was no new thing. It had
been spoken about from the hustings, and in every school
house in every part of the country trom 1878 until the
date of the last election, and at the general elections and
at every bye-election changes were rung on the National
Policy, on the one hand upon the great benefits derived
from it by the people, on the other upon the great
ruin it brought upon the people. One would have natu-
rally thought that if a great change was to be placed before
the people, and that not only were we on the brink of a great
calamity that might have been averted by bon. gentlemen
opposite, but that we had actually fallen into the abyss
of misery and despair and there was no belp for us now
except by this heroic treatment of which we have heard,-
one would have naturally thought that the country being
in such a desperate state, requiring such heroic treatment,
those hon. gentlemen would have taken the people into their
confidence, would have spoken to them as a physician
would speak to his patient, would have asked the patient
the seat of the pain and the seat of the disease, and having
ascertained what was the troub'e would have prescribed
accordingly. But w. heard nothing about it. On the other
hand, candidates who were running in opposition to the

1 Government not only did not oppose the National
Policy, not only did not speak against it, but in very
many instances within my own knowledge, they came
ont as advocates and supporters of the very National
Policy which for many years before they had so
bitterly denounced. What was the excuse for this turn-
about ? Their leader had come to the conclusion that the
country was so much involved in debt, that it would be
dangerous to introduce any new fiscal policy, and therefore
they had perforce to accept the policy of their opponents,
and they told the people that if they would entrust them
with the reins of power they might rest assured that the
industries of the country would not be interfered with.
That was the state of things in February last year. We
heai d nothing about this new policy during the last Session
of Parliament. The leader of the Opposition was thon in
his place in this House, and yet we heard nothing of this
terrible calamity that in the meantime had overwhelmed
the country, and nothing of the necessity for this heroic
measure being adopted. But after that hon. gentleman,
through indisposition, was obliged to leave this country,
temporarily, i hope, thon wo find this policy is introduced
suddonly upon this Louse. Now, I take it we are in this
position-I am in this position and every other hon. mern-
ber is in this position-he is not bore as the representative
of this new fangled idea. The people have not sent repre-
sentatives here to say what should be done in this crisis.
On the contrary, the majority of the members have been
sent here as supporters of the National Policy, as members
pledged not to interfere in any way with our industries or
to change our fiscal policy in any way whatever. I would
be recreant to my trust if I did not carry out that pledge,
and I would never hesitate one moment about the way I
would cast my vote in this matter. If I thought differently,
if I agreed with hon. gentlemen opposite, having been sent
to represent certain principles, I would feel it my bounden
duty rather than vote with the opponents of those princi-
ples, although I agreed with their contentions, to resign
my seat and go back to the people and ask them what they
thought about the matter. That is the only logical way of
doing in such a case. Is this country in that despairing
state that hon. gentlemen opposite have depicted it ? With
the permission of the louse I would like to take a brief
retrospect of our history in Canada. It is not a very
long history. Although barn in Canada myself and not a
very old man, I recollect the day, and it does not seem
very long ago, when there was not a single railway in
Canada and not a single telegraph line bore, when all
the passenger traffic between Montreal and Toronto
was carried on by a single coach each way per day.
Now look at the contrast. That was up to 1854,
and the Grand Trunk, I think, commenced in that year;
and not very long before that, probably in 18t8, the
first telegrapb line was built in this country. Canada in
those days was, comparatively speaking, a wilderness com-
pared with what it is to-day. Wîth the permission of the
House I will read a short extract from a work by Mr. Tal-
bott, the son of Governor Talbott, I think, who describes the
country then in better language than I cau use. He
said :

'' Natur- has probably done more for Upper Ganada than any other
tract of country of equal extent ; and art seems to conduct herself upon
the modest principle, that it would be an act of unpardonable re-
inmiption in her, to attempt the further improveinent of a country o
grreatly indebted to the kiad indulgence of ber elder sister. Here la the
fiaest field for the exercise of hman industry and ingenuity ; a soil
not only capable of producing ia abundance all the necessaries of life,
but equal to the culture of ite greatest luxuries ; a climate not only
favorable to the human constituti3n, but aieo eminently caatclated for
the cultivation of every species of grain and fruit. And yet, so great is
the delusion wuder which many Europeans still labor, with respect to
the reai character of this fine country, thst mst of those who have not
seen it coin pare it with the deserts of Siberia ; and receive all that
travellers relate in its favor with no more candor that eau be expected
from persons who evince no wish to be undeceived."
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I think we are a good deal to blame for the idea that th
people of England and other countries have of Canada. I
seems to be thought that the only things we can send fro
Canada to represent the habits of its people and the pr
ducts of its soil, are small articles made by Indians, littl
canoes. snow shoes, toboggans, a miniature of the ice palac
at Montreal, all of which go to give people in England th
idea that Canada is a perfect desert, just as Mr. Talbot
wrote over forty years ago. It is said that Canada is no
well known in England and other countries. Why it wa
only the other day that an historian-a very celebrate
man, Froude-came as far as Buffalo, and when he looke
across Lake Erie and saw the waste of waters, and the ic
floating about, he did not think that he ought to come t
Canada, and he afterwards talked about our country as
perfect Siberia. I am sorry lie did nor come into thi
country because he would have found that it was i
different place from what he represented. I have told th
louse the position Canada occupied in 1840 and 1850. I

1854 the Grand Trunk Railway was commenced,and in 1853,
think it was, the Crimean war began, and those two influencei
gave a very great impetus to trade in Canada. For instanci
land went up to a very higlh figure. In 1856 I went from
Cobourg to Lindsay, in the county of Victoria, and I have
lived there since. Farms which you could have bought fo
820 an acre went up to $60 an acre at this time, and town
lots that were sold in Lindsay-quarter-acre lots-at $700
iu 1857 and 1858 are not worth one-quarter the money to.
day. There was an extraordinary advance in the price ol
land at this time, and there was also an extraordinary
advance in the price of grain. I recollect that wheat sold
at $2.50 a bushel, and farmers thought there was no end to
their wealth, and they were prepared to buy any amount of
land either in town or country. This state of things could
not, of course, last forever. The land from being an extra.
ordinary price had to come down somewhat, and it did
come down, but I do not admit it has come down to such
an alarming exten t as gentlemen opposite have stated. I
wish to say a few words in reference to the remarks made
by the member for North Victoria (Mr. Barron), and I am
sorry he is not in the House, because I told him I was
going to comment on his speech and on some very extraor-
dinary statements that lie had made. In the first place he
states that lie was alarmed to find the extent that farmers
in his county were ready to go in order to obtain access to
the American markets. I suppose what he meant by that
was that they were in favor of this motion now before the
House, or rather commercial union, because it was commer-
cial union that was talked about at the time that he must
have met those persons. I take issue with the hon. gentle-
man on that statement, although he is their representative.
I know the people of North Victoria probably far better
than he does. As I told you I have lived in the town of
Lindsay, ln the centre of the county, about thirty-three
years, and I know the people, and I know further that
there is no constituency that will give a more decided vote
upon unrestricted reciprocity than will the electors of North
Victoria. Were my hon. friend here I could tell him what
he probably knows, and that is, that he represents that con-
stituency to-day not because they love him more but that
they would have nothing to do with the party who was
there before. My hon. friend from North Victoria (Mr.
Barron) seeme to have loaded himself up with figures and
statistios gleaned from I know not what source, because they
are very erroneous indeed. I think that he has well earned
the name and title of " Baron Statistics the Second." He
told us that he wanted to be very accurate, and that lie had
gone to a great deal of trouble in order to make out
his facts and figures correctly. Notwithstanding this he
makes the astounding statement that in the county he has
the honor to represent there are 31,563 farmers or 12,717
more than the entire population engaged in other industries.

Mr. fliUDspE:Tu.

e Now, Mr. Speaker, there are just about 1,700 farmers in
't North Victoria, and that is all; I wish there were 21,000
m farmers engaged in agriculture in North Victoria, and if
o- there were it would be a splendid county. But this state-
e ment shows that the hon. gentleman, knowing nothing
e whatever about the facts, loads himself up with those
e figures without knowing what lie talks about. I will not
t quote the figure of speech used by the member for North
t Wellington (Kr. McMullen), but I may say that we have
s heard a great many gentlemen in this debate and " an
d avalanche of figures with a desert of facts." It is an extra-
d ordinary thing that of over 200 representatives chosen by
e the people of this country for the purpose of coming here
o and legislating for the good of the country, we cannot find
a out such simple matters as who pays the duty on horses,
s or barley, or butter, and when they have to go to ail
a kinds of figures and statistics, both in Canada and the
e United States, to find out whether or not the United States
i pays the duty on horses exported to that country. 1 think
I the best thing we can do is to get two or three practical
s men to solve that question, because after all it seems to me
e to be an important question in this debate as to who pays the
i duty on horses and lumber, or anything of that sort.

Mr. SCRIVER. You solve it for us.
i Mr. IIUDSPETH. You have not succeeded in having it

solved yet. The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills)-
for whose ability I have a great respect-as I understand

f him, says that the Americans pay the duty ou barley. I
am quite willing to take the Ion. gentleman's opinion
becanse I think he is correct, but then the great majority
of the hon. gentlemen opposite are not content to take that
opinion, and they have not yet solved the question. I must
congratulate the hon. member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard)
who spoke last on the very sensible speech that he made
and I could agree in a great measure with his remarks were
it not that I am so very strongly attached to British connec.
tion, and I cannot bear to do anything that would in any
way lessen the bonds that bind us to the mother lani.
Were it not for this, Mr, Speaker, I think I could agree
with everything lie said, but I will have some remarki later
on to make about matters on which I think he is a little
mistaken. Now, Mr. Speaker, talking about the depression
in the value of land. There is no doubt that owing to the
Crimean war, owing to the extraordinary expenditure in
Canada by the construction of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way and other railways, and owing to the American
war which followed in 1861 and which paralysed all
the industry and trade of that country, not only during
the years of the war but for many years afterwards, there
was an impetus given to every kind of business in Canada,
and to the farming interests it gave a very extraordinary
impetus. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, I am allowed to have my
opinion, and I express the belief that it was those wars and
this large expenditure of money which increased the price
for horses, cattle and all kinds of products and which raised
the price of land to an abnormal extent. There had, of
course, to come a reaction. When the Americans recovered
themselves, as they did very rapidly, they no longer paid
such high prices for grain and everything we had to sell,
and the influences of those wars passed away. The large
expenditure of money for railways in Canada, ceased to a
very material extent ; our north-western country was
opening up; an immense territory in the western States
had been opened, large wheat-growing tracts in South
America and Central America as well as in India were
being developed. All these things combined to pull down
the prices of our farm products. I think it is absurd for
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House to argue that the
National Policy alone could raise the price of everything
we produce. It has assisted, no doubt, but there are other
powers and influences at work. Nor can I agree with
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hon. gentleman opposite that the National Policy has
been a bad thing or this country. I think it has been
a good thing for the country on the whole. I think we
ought te protect our industries, and it would be a very
silly and foolish thing to attribute the depreciation in the
value of land and the lowering of the prices of our products,
to the National Policy; the man in the moon bas got just
about as much to do with it. Now, I am not going to
trouble you with very many statistics, because they are not
very reliable things after all. You can prove almost any-
thing from statistics, I have heard one hon. gentleman say,
and I believe there is a good deal of truth in that. But I
will give you this for what it is worth-it relates to my
own riding of South Victoria. i wrote to the county
treasurer, without the slightest idea of what the result
would be, to send me the assessed value of property in that
riding from 1876 to 1887, inclusive, whieh he bas doue. I
find that there has been no very material change in the
value of the land. The township of Mariposa was assessed
in 1876 for $2,712,940, and it varies very little. It goes
down a little in 1877, 187q, 18i9, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883,
and 1884, and then it goes up again in 1856 and 1887. In
1887 it was about a dollar more than it was in 1876 ; so
there is very litte change in the value of land in that
township from 1876 to 1887. In the township of Ope the
assessed value has decreased some $300.000 in 1887 from
what it was in 1876. In Verulam it bas decreased $100,000
odd. In Emily it bas increased enormously. That shows
how little reliance can be pla3ed even on this class of
statistics, whieh is probably the best that can be obtained.
My idea is this: Different assessors are appointed,
and they have different ideas of the value of land. Thon,
a few years ago the Ontario Legislature passed an Act
requiring the assessors to value the land at its actual
cash value, that is, at the price at which it would
sell at an ordinary sale. So, I think these figures are
probably as good as any could possibly be, and are
worth something. I do not say that they are actually
reliable, because a man would assess bis farm at a great
deal less than h. would sell it for; but if you took all the
municipalities throughout the Province in the same way,
you would ho able to see whether the land had depreciated
to the enormous extent bon. gentlemen opposite say. Now,
the town of Lindsay was one of those places which was
boomed by the construction of the Midland Railway in
1857, and the assessment of lots in that town must have
been very high in the years immediately succeeding 1857.
Notwithstanding the depreciation in the value of property
in most of the towns of the Province-and we in Lindsay,
like other neighboring towns, have felt very materially
the effect of the land booming in the city of Toronto-yet
the assessed value of Lindsay in 1887 was $2,000,000
higher than it was in 1876. We have got over our depres.
sion; and although Lindsay is not what you might call a
manufacturing town, we have a few manufacturing indus.
tries in it; the town is going ahead; we have not a single
vacant bouse in Lindsay, and preparations are being made
for building a great many bouses as soon as spring opens.
The bon. member for North Victoria spoke of the exodus
which is going on in many parts of this country, and ho
mentioned one young man who left Lindsay to botter his
fortune in the United States. If he had applied to me
I could have given him other instances. I know
that a great many have gone from his constituency
in the last few years, since the North-West has been
opened up, and I do not blame them a bit. There
is in North Victoria a great deal of very poor land,
for instance, in the township of Cardon; yon would
think no man would inflict such a punishment on any man
as to compel him to go and live there. The Ontario Govern-,
ment built a colonisation road; settlers went in and built
their bouses; and as long as the lumbering operations went

on, and they were able to cnt beaver hay, and grow a little
oats and a few other things, they were able to make a living
in the shanties in the winter. But after the lumbering was
finished, they borrowed all the money they could from some
unfortunate company on the rocks they occupied, and went
to the North-West or to the States, whichever would suit
them botter. Travelling through that country a little over
two years ago, I passed a great many empty bouses which
had no doubt been deserted in that way. But this is only
the ese on those poor lands. There is nothing of the sort
in South Victoria, and nothing of the sort in North Victoria
where the land is good. But I will tell you what is a great
cause of the exodus. As hon. gentlemen know, the great
majority of the farma in Ontario, at any rate, only oomprise
100 acres each, and many are even smaller. The cose-
quence is that a man who bas a good farm, and is quite able
to maintain bis family comfortably, finds that if ho bas
two boys, ho is not able to buy land for them at $60
an acre, and the result is that one boy gets bis father's
farm, and ho gives the other what ho can afford, and
lets him go to the west and take up land for himself.
Now, that will go on, and continue to go on, and I do not
care whether you abolish the National Policy or have
commercial union, or annexation, or whatever you will, it
will not botter that state of things. It is just as natural as
that the bird shall leave the nest when it can fly. These
people must have lands to live upon, and if they cannot get
them bore, they will go elsewhere. If our Goverument see
their way to develop the North-West Territories, and in
every possible way give advantage to these settlers, I have
no doubt that in a few years our young mon, farmer's sons,
instead of going to the western States, will go to our
North-West Territories, and make their homes in their own
country, but that exodus must go on. Another thing
which bas a great deal to do with it, is education. Our
farmers are educating their sons, our professions are
crowded with their sons; they cannot find sufficient field
for their talents in Canada, and they must go to the States.
They will go to the wealthy country. Do you mean to tell
me, Sir, that annexation is going to remedy that ? You might
as well try to keep Scotchmen out of London as Canadians
ont of New York, if they eau botter their circumstances
in that city. There are more Scotchmen in London
to-day than in Edinburgh, and more Irishmen than lu
Dublin, and it will ever b. thus. The large centres will
attract the clever mon; and if you educate your sons you
must expect they will go where their education will be
appreciated. Why, we had two school teachers in the town
of Lindsay, to whom we paid 8300 apiece, and since the
first of Jan uary last we have lost then bot. One went to
Chicago and got there $600 a year, and she telegraphed to
the other, who joined ber, and aiso gets 8600 a year.
I could not blame the girls; no one could. They had a
perfect right to botter their fortunes. It was not because
of the National Policy that they left Canada, but because
they got $600 in the States, when they could ouly get 8300
bore. I know of two of our young mon who left the town of
Lindsay for New York, where they are now getting $2,500
a year. You could not blame these young men. They did
not leave the country becanse they hated it, for no more loyal
men could ho found anywhere, but they went to New York
as Scotchmen go to London, because they had a field there for
their abilities; and I am prond to say our schools are doing
good work, and our farmers and mechanics and even laborers
are giving their sons such an education as no other cohntry
on the globe gives thom. The consequence is that for a
time at least we must have an exodus of these young men.
To say that can be cured by heroie treatment, such as
annexation to the States, is utter folly; and I do not believe
hon. gentlemen opposite believe it can be oured in this way.
As to the value of lands, my experience is that they have
not much depreciated in value. Within the last three or
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four weeks two transactions bave taken place in My "The question is often sakd: 'Does farming pay?' and nearlyalways
presence which do not show evidence of depreciation. In answered in the negative by those asking the same, and in proof of this

assertion they point to the incresing indebtedness of the farmera.
one case, in Mariposa, a farm of 90 acres with very p oor Permit me to state that that is not sufficient evidence to establish the
buildings on it was sold for 86,100 cash; and in the other case. Kerciants might answer the question: 'Does mercantile business
case a farm of 100 acres in the township of Ops was sold pay ?' in the same way by pointing te the large number of failures
for $6,900. The price asked in the latter case was $7,000, constantly occurring amongst their clas, but the farmers would not

accept that as conclusive evidence that the mercantile business was
but as the cash was paid down, the seller took off $100 failure, in general, and they would be wrong in doing so. Farming like
That does not look as if the people had no hope, and as if otber callings in life will pay just in proportion te the amount of know-

ledge, capital, ekill, economy and labor put in the business. Many far-the country was in an abyss of despair. People who can pay mers sigh for the good old times they had and when they made money.
870 per acre for land are not in a very bad way, and when Let us go back twenty-five or thirty years ago. What had the farmers
that price can be got for land I do not think the country is to sell ihen? Wheat, pork, horses, cattle, sheep and wood. Exeptin the
in such a bad state. But I must confess that poor lands case of wheat can he not raise as much par acre as then ? But even this

iP. n point is questionable. On some farms the average hasubeen higher within
have gone down tremendously. I speak very feelingly on the last ten years thsn it was at that time. Pork can be sold for as much
that subject, because I know it to my own cost. You cannot on. the average now as then. Oattle eau be sold for more. A better

price and demand for horses. Wool will not bring as much, but lambRsseil poor land at any price, for mn wil not go on poor realise better prices, while, on the other band, the farmer has smany new
farms when they can go to the North-West and buy good avenues opened up to him to make money, notably among them is
land at 8 4 an acre. Now, a good deal bas been said by hon. barley, clover-seed and potatoes. Also a better demand and prices eau
gentlemen opposite about the mortgage debt of the farmers be obtained for poultry, butter and eggs. He aise bas the advantage of

a . No railways, enabing him to sell in the best markets when lie is ready. Heand the miserable state they are i. No doubt, there is a has larger clearings; bis fields are free from stumps and atones, which
good deal of mortgage debt in the country, and the mort permits him to work lis lands more easily and te better advantage by
gage debt shows two things. It shows not only the indebt. using labor-saving machinery.

Ie can buy bis implemnts, groceries and wearing apparel for lesaedness of a great many of the farmers but also the money money. Yet with all these advantages many farmers complain that they
that other farmers have made off their farms, because, as cannot make ends meet For this there must be a cause, which I think
was stated by bon, gentlemen opposite, there are a great can be accounted for largely by the tollowing facts:-Fornearly twenty

years, with only short intervals during that period, the farmers had
many mortgages which the companies do not take. A great large crops and high prices for most of their producta ; and with their
deal of private money-what is called private money in the increasing prosperity many of them undertook the purchase of land on
country-is lent out, and the great bulk of that private credit at high prices either to enlarge their own do-nains or farm for
mone is lent by men who made it in farming. I speak their sons, whicb seriously crippled them when less prosperous years

.n 7 9. came. Ail, or nearly ail, acquired more extravagant habits of livingadvisedly upon that subject. I know many farmers in which they have not learned to curtail. In many cases too much farm
the town of Lindsay who live upon the interest of machinery has been bought, simply because some mashines come ont
their money, mon who retired frorn their farus and with high praises and flasby paint Aftera time the purchaser finds out

that he could have done nearly as good work with the old diacarded ma-
rented them, and came to the town where they educated chine that he gave toetheagent or lies rotting in the fence corner. This
their families, and they are now living, in their old age, brings us to another point Many farmers have not provided sufficient
upon their earnings. There is one thing on which we ma house room for their inereasing implements and vehicles, consequently

S ay some of them have to stand out in the weather to rust, warp, rot and
congratulate ourselves, and that is the great decreaso in the break when hitched to, which operation tends te break their temper and
rate of interest. From 1857 down to 1868, when I had to break themi financially. Farmers who have not sontracted heavy debta
do with that kind of business, the rate of interest was from and wh, live within their income will generally tell.yon that farming

Pays and be satisfied with their position in life, but it is sometimes veryabout 10 per een t. up to 25 or 30 per ceint.I have known hard te make farmers believe that their present mode of living is differ-
many mortgages to have been drawn at 25 per cent., and a eut and more expensive than it was twenty-five or thirty years ago.
great many at 10 to 15 per cent. Now interest runs from Well, I will ask how many tarmers at that time sported a carriage with
6 to 7 per cent., which is a great change indeed, a change of flue harness, or they and their families wore as expgnsive clothes as they
which the farmers have the benefit. But why was it necer- "I do not wish to deny farmers and their families the use and luxuries
sary the farms in Ontario shou:d be mortgaged to the of these articles, for I thuiak there is no class of people in the Dominion
extent they are? I thiuk I know something about it. In who should enjoy the good things of this lifemore than the fL-mer; but

when we find a top buggy and trappiegs te match for himseif and each
the first place, owing, as I said before, to the very high boy that is grown up, and other things that are just as ridiculous, is it
price of produce caused by the Crimean and American wars not time for him to stop and ask himself the question : 'sCan I make
and the expenditure in building railways, the farmer got farming pay at this rate ?' One drawback the farmer has te contend with

.tag t unow is the high price of labor; but that is in part offset by labor-savingan extravagant idea about the value of land. They, in fact, machines, which enables him te do a grester umount of work with the
thought this thing was going to last forever. They number of hands employed."
bought lands, they paid a part of the purchase money, and Now, Mr. Speaker, those sentiments were approved of by
gave a mortgage for the balance. Thon the poor years my friend Mr. Lownsborough, who was my opponent at the
came, poor crops sometimes came, low prices came, and last election,-
they had to increase their mortgage debt, but I am happy IMr. Lownsborough said ha thought from an honeat standpoint farm-
to say a great many farmers have been paying off their ing did pay. Mr. Glendenning thought the wages paid by farmers were
mortgages. Some, of course, not so good farmers as the too high. He could not agree with the assertion. The farm hands had
others, were unable to pay off their mortgages, and lost only about half of the year to earn wages, or at beat net more than eight

pthers,,months, and had te go idle the rest of the year.
their farms, and have gone out of the country. I would " Mr lendenning called Mr. Lownaborough'a attention to is paper,
like to give the House practical information on this subjot, that lie had not said farmers were not paying too much."
because we have had so much theory volunteered, and Mr. Fee, who was one of the bitterest opponents I had, who
I will not read anything from any friends of my own, but is a farmer, was asked to criticise Mr.Glendenning's paper,-
I will give you the opinions expressed at a meeting of the IlBut found nothing te disagree with him. He fully agreed with him
West Victoria Farmers' Institute, where my opponent in and more too. Tue farmers were te be greatly blamedafor their extra-
the February elections, and several strong Refor mers who vagance in buying too much machinery and not taking proper care of it.
opposed me as hard as they could, spokei and I suppose A great many farmerc3 bought farming machines they did not need."
hon. .gentlemen opposite will pay some respect to t he There is the opinion of farmers who, I say, are second to no
opinions Of these gentlemen. At a meeting beld in Maàri- farmers in the Province of Ontario, and they say that they
posa the other day Mr. Glendenning, from Manilla, who is do not find any fault, and tney give their reasons. Now, is
a strong Reformer and a farmer, read the following paper' the country in that dreadini state in which it bas been
upon the question :-" Does farming pay ? " Now, so much depicted by hon. gentlemen oppoite ? Are we wallowing in
has been said in ihe House about the farmers being in a the Slough of Despond ? Are we vainly endeavoring to get
dreadful state of despondency, that it will not be out of assisted out of that Slough of Despond ? Where is the
place for me to read this paper, which is not very long: evidence of it ? Where are the people coming to this Parlia-

Mr. HuDSPzTa.
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ment and asking to be assisted, and claiming that tbey are
suffering in this way ? I did hear some years ago that there
was a great deal of destitution in this country, when petition
after petition was sent in, and deputation alter deputation
was coming down and getting no assistance from the
Government of that day. We heard of soup kitchens at that
time, and we know that there was a great deal of destitu-
tion then. Can any one say that there bas been any such
destitution in the country of late years ? There may have
been some distress among people who have been borrowing
money needlessly, but it is not of such a kind as to require
the heroie remedy that the hon. gentleman proposes. The
people of Canada are not in the Slough of Despond that the
hon. gentleman has depicted. I have tried in my imper-
feet way to show what I think have been the causes of
the depression, because we know that there is a depres
sion in the price of wheat. I have tried to give my
reasons for it, that it is principally because the
supply exceeds the demand, and I cannot for the life
of me see how this unrestricted reciprocity is going to
remedy that, becanse we know that it is not the United
States that settles the price of grain, but that it is the
English market that settles it. It seems to me that there
is no market for us in the States for wheat, and, as far as
barley is concerned, I am inclined to take the statement
of the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor), that
the Americans buy our barley simply because they must
have it, because it is of a brighter color than the barley
which is grown by themselves, in preference to the state-
ment of the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) who does not know anything about it except what
he gets from blue-books and statistics, whereas the hon.
member for South Leeds knows ail about it as a practical
man, and he stated, as I understood him, that the price in
Canada is the same as the price in the United States, and,
when they buy it bore and take it over there, they pay the
duty, If we get 81 for our barley, and the price there im
$1.10, of course we do not pay the duty.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ilear, hear.
Mr. HUDSPETR. Of course you may laugh. I notice

that those who laugh are generally those who do not know
anything about the subject.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh ! oh!1

Mr. HRUDSPETH. Yes, you may say "oh, oh." You are
only making yourselves ridiculous, and more and more ridi-
culous, like the monkey climbing the pole. I do not think
this is a laughing matter, it is a very serious matter, and we
should try to find out the facts of the case. I hope I have not
hurt any gentleman's feelings by any remarks I have made.
I should be very sorry to do it. The hon. member for Iber-
ville (Mr. Béchard) mentioned something about the benefits
which would acrue to this country from unrestricted recipro-
city, and he argued very neatly, what would be the good of
reciprocity at alt if we did nLot get any advantage from an ex-
change of our products with the United States? fie said,
very fairly, aLd very clearly, and very logically, that gentie-
mon on this side said that there was nothing to be got by
the exchange because the United States had the sane kind of
producta that we had, and thcreore they did not require our
products, and there ws no necessity for any reciprocity at
ail. Well, I do not go quite as far as that. I think that an
exchange, even by one town with another, is often bene-
ficial, and that if we could have a reciprocity treaty thati
would be fair both to Canada and the States,it certainly would,
b. an advantage to us, and I think it would be an advantage1
to them. Now, I was speaking to a gentleman in Peterbo-t
rough who manufacturte sawn lumber-he is one of the
largest manufacturers in the western part of the Province-1
about this question of the duty of $2 per thousand on lum-
ber. I asked him if he thought that the abolition of the«

i duty of $2 would give him that amount more for his lum-
3 ber? fHe said : " No, I don't think it would, but I think

we would get a little more for it." I said :" How much do
you think you would get more for it ?" " Well," ho said,

) "I think about $1 a thousand. The supply and demand
regulate this matter to a great extent, and I do not suppose
if the dutyupon lumber was abolished to-morrow, that we
would get anything like 82 a thousand more for our lum-
ber than we get now." Well, I suppose the samo thing
might be said about horses. It bas been said by the hon.
gentlemen opposite that the farmers lose about $25
upon every horse they sell to the United States. Now,
there are two young men up in my county, Bisaillon
and Dundas, who are buying borses. I saw them
the other day in Lindsay, and t enquired what amount
of business they had done in 1887, and they said they
had paid out $30,000 in the town of Lindsay and in
the outlying county of Victoria for horses during that
year. i asked them what was the average price that they
paid for horses in Lindesy, and they said that they paid on
the average $109 for each horse. They bought them for
the Montreal market, but a great many of them found
their way into the States. I asked them what they thought
of the duty upon borses. Well, they said they thought
that if the duty was aboli-hed, they would get a little more
for horses in the States than they do now, but that the
Americans wanted our horses, they were healthier than
their own, and stronger. I suppose that the same rule
applies to horses as to barley. The Americars must have
Our horses, or a certain number, and they must have our
barley. Now, I cannot agree with the hon. mem ber for
Iberville (Mr Béchard) when hesays ho is prepared to pay
the price for this unrestricted reciprocity. He is quite pro.
pared to run the i isk of our being isolated from the mother
country in order to get the benefits which he imagines
would be obtainecd by trading with the United States.
He says they could sell their hay without the duty, they
could sell their grain without the duty, and that they
would be bencfited in a great many respects. Well,
I dare say from his standpoint ho may be right,
but that is a rule that works both ways. I suppose as far
as the lumbermen in the States are concerned tbat if it was
not a benefit to them to have this duty upon lumber con-
tinued, they would not be opposed Io reciprocity, as they
are now, and they would be perfecty satirfid t have the
duty abolished; but it seems to um th it thoy are very bit-
terly opposed to anything of the sort. They think that
the duty enhances the pric. of the article, that by taking
off the duty it might depreciate the p:ice of the article.
That is their opinion, at any rate, and 1 suppose fhe same
rule will hold good with anything else. 1 am perfectly
satisfied, and I believe that the great maj>rity of the people
of this country are sat!ifi-d, to have a ve'y full measure of
roeciprocity with the United States, provided always that
it does not interfere with our relations with England. That
is the point, it is the crowning point, and that is the point
hon. gentlemen will find when they go to the country.
People will say yes, we want trade with our neighbors, we ai.
ways want to tra.de with them, but do not ask us to trade with
them at the expense of cutting us adrift f rom the mother
country. They will not stand that one moment. Now, our
country is not alone in suffering from the depression. One
would think that eur fair Canada was lying, amongst all
the other countries of the world, a pitiable object, suffering
from every possible political ill, and the hou. gentlemen
want to apply this heroie remedy, as it is callied, to relieve
ber inb er miserable condition. England is surely as much
depressed as Canada. There is real destitution there, there
is great shrinkage in the price of land, a depreciation in the
price of all articles raised upon the farm. A bitter cry bas
come ount from ail of the agricultural districts of England.
Hon. gentlemen say nothing about that. So far as Ican
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learu, the farmers of the United States are in no botter con-
dition than the farmers of Canada, in any shape or way. I
have read you the opinions of practical farmers in my own
riding, showing you the causes which have led up to any
depression that may exist among thom. They tell you
truthfully what the reason is. They tell you that farm-
ing will pay, if conducted skilfully by mon who under-
stand their business, just the same, with the presont
prices, as any other business. Thon I eay there is no
need of this heroic remedy, the country is not in a
state to require it. But there is a depression, there
is a shrinkage. What is the remedy ? I do not think it
is annexation to the United States, I do not think it
is commercial union-hon, gentlemen seem to have
abandoned that name now-I do not think that it is unre-
stricted reciprocity. I muet confess that I think there is
some common sense if a man wants to break from the
mother country and annex himself to the United States.
There may be some oommon sense in commercial union,
because people can understand it. I dare say that the
United States would be perfectly willing to take us under
their protecting arme and dole ont to us our share of the
duties, because there would be the same wall put ail around
both Canada and the United States. But I cannot under-
stand unrestricted reciprocity. With your permission, Mr.
Speaker, I will read an article upon this point from the
Chicago Times. After leading up to thie point that paper
gays:

'' It provides that whenever Canada desirea free trade with the United
States, and the same aystem of internal and tarif taxes, it can say so,
and thereupon the President will appoint three commissioners to meet
the sane number appointed by the Canadian Government and prepare
a plan for assimilating the internal taxes of the two countries, and the
taxes on importa from aIl other countries, and dividing equitably the
revenues derived from these sources.

Il This, at let, shows amre comprehienaien of what la necosmary in
order te effect the kind of commercial union about which there is been
so much loose talk-the kind which goes to the extent of absolute free
trade and the entire obliteration of the customs line between the two
couatriea. Mr. ajît and the comamittee evidently see tht this involves
net only an identical tarif but an identical internai revenue aystem. for
the two countries, which most of the advocates of commercial union
have either not seen or affected not to see. As The Times las repeatedly
pointed out, if there is absolute free trade between the two countries,
and no custom houses, as between any two States of the Union, there
must be the same tarif for both, for otherwise the lowest duties imposed
by either would practically be the duties for both. To illustrate : If
Canada should lay 30 per cent. and the United States 70 per cent. on
wuollen goods imported from other countries, aIl woollen goods imported
would be entered at Canadian ports and pay the 30 per cent. duties
and thence be sent free of duty into the United States Thus the Cana-
diane could force us to adopt whatever duties they might impose for
themselves or else lose the import trade of our seaboard cities. 8o, too,
if they put a tax of 10 cents a gallon on whiskey we would have te do
the ame, or aIl our distilling business would go to Canada. Mr. Hlitt
and the committee see this, and propose a mode of agreeing upon an
identical tax system for the two couniries, because without it the sort
of commercial union contemplated in wholly impracticable."

That is just my own idea, but I thought it botter to give you
the opinion of some one living in the United States. The
American Government would never consent to it. Do not
hon. gentlemen opposite know that ? What is this thing
brought into this House at the present time ? lu the open.
ing of my speech I etated that it was not foreshadowed in
any way at the last election, it was not a matter brought
before the people, but it is sprung upon the louse.
It bas not been discussed by the country or by the
prose, but it hae changed its name like the chamelion
changes its hue, and is presented to the louse in the most
beautiful form possible by hon. gentlemen opposite. But
it is the same thing, only it will not take with our neigh.
bore over the border-they say they will have none of it-
Can it be possible that the hon. gentlemen leading the
Opposition in this House have so littie respect for the
opinion of thie House, have so little respect for the opinion
of Canada that they will merely for the sake of making a
point against the Government of the day, bring down a
scheme which they know in their hearts will never be so.

Mr. Hur'sPITK,

cepted by the people of the United States, even ifthe people
of Canada were to go upon their knees and ask them to
take it. If they were to catch the ears of the people of
Canada and catch their votes, so as to be placed on this side
of the Hou 4e, they would then offer this scheme to the
United States, which would be repudiated and refused at
once, and then those hon. gentlemen would turn around to
the people and say: We have done all we could, we found
the country in a destitute state and we applied an heroie
remedy, but when we went to the United States they
would have nothing to say to us, we can do no more for
you, we are in office now, the scheme has acted admirably,
like a perfect charm. Is that the idea of hon. gentlemen
opposite ? Do they think they can so befool the people with
this scheme, do they propose to act like the ostrich, hide
their intelligence in tie sand, that the people might fall
down and worship it not knowing what it is ? What is this
thing ? It is not one thing or another ? They say it is not
annexation, that it is not commercial union; and the Amer-
icans say: We will have none of it. Yet the hon. gentlemen
opposite have night after night risen and stated that this
thing, which would not be accepted by the United States,
was the only thing that would save this country from
rmin. What is the remedy? If our country is not pro-
grssing satisfactorily, as I think it is progressing, what
remedy should b applied ? In my opening remarks I
showed what the country was in 1840 and in 1850, that in
1840 it was comparatively a wilderness, and in 1850 was
without a single railway or telegraph lino From 1854 to
1888 it made enormous strides, railways being carried into
every portion of the Dominion, telegraph lines into every
part of the country, the whole Dominion being rapidly devel-
oped. If this country can be bonofted, if it is suffering in any
way, if ite trade je languishing, what must we do to improve
it? Can we on this side of the House find no botter remedy
than the heroic remedy prescribed by the doctors on the
Opposition side ? I think we can. I think it is the duty of
the Government to do everything in its power to open up
and develop the North-West and encourage the immigration
of a proper class of immigrants, not the rakings and scrap-
ings of the towns and cities, but farmere and agrieultural
immigrants generally, not only from England, Scotland and
Ireland, but from Germany, Norway, France, Sweden and
other continental countries; to lot our country be known, not
according to the extract I have read you as a perfect Siberia,
a land of frost and snow, of great frozen lakes, mountains and
avalanches, but as the smiling, peaceful, happy land it is.
Lot the world know Canada as it really 18, and lot its fer-
tility be known. The Dominion is botter known in England
from the exhibition there two years ago than it was ever
before. Then we should strive to fill up our country, to
protect our manufacturing interests, to protect them to a
moderate extent, not to such an extent as will make a
monopoly of any one single manufacture, to protect them.
to a moderate and fair extent, and whenever protection
goes beyond that it is injurious to the country. Then we
should develop our mines. There is no country in the
world, as we have been told by hon. gentlemen opposite,
and by the advocates of commercial union, that possesses
greater riches in the shape of mineral wealth than our own
country. I think everything should be done to develop
those mines. There is another question that has been
raised, and it will do no harm to mention it, as it
bas been brought to my notice by some of our
farmers, and that is thise: They tell me that a great
part of the swamp lands in Scotland have been reclaimed
by loans of money made by the Government at low rates.
The Ontario Government have been doing something in
this direction, but of course they cannot do everything.
If the Dominion Government can see thoir way to loaning
money for improving swamp lands, it might be a stop in the
right direction. A large area of such lands has alroady been
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reclaimed in Ontario, and these lands have turned out the
very best on account of the depth of the alluvial deposits.
Then we should seek to develop our trade with foreign
eountries. An hon. gentleman who created a great deal of
amuasement, a mehiber from Prince Edward Island, said the
National Policy had ruined the shipping interests in the
Maritime Provinces. He was evidently a strong advocate
of annexing Canada to the United States, at all events
commercially, forgetting all the time that the United States
is a much more highly-protected country than Canada, and
that protection was said to have ruined the shipbuilding
interests of the United States. So in order to cure a burnt
finger ho puts it in the fire. We should endeavor not to
decrease but to increase our shipping, and to do that by
onening up new avenues of trade with other countries of
the world. I have not the slightest doubt but that if our
resources were known to people in other countries, trade
could bu established in a great many articles that we
produce, and they do not. It is the duty of the
Government to see that everything within reason
that can be done should be done in order
to spread and develop a foreign trade with not
only our own colonies all over the world, but with
foreign countries. Then there is another thing, Mr.
Speaker, and that is if we are going to become a great peo-
ple we must develop a nationality. It must not bu Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Ontario, or
Quebec, it must ho Canadian. People who come to this
country should be taught just as in the United States that
they come to a country where the people are a united peo.
ple. The sooner that the different Provinces give over
looking from a provincial point of view and take the broad
ground of being Canadian the botter it will be for the coun-
try at large. It seeins to me that fr:>m the smallest insti-
tution that we have in the country, like a municipal council
in a town or village or township, up to the Dominion Par-
liament that our people are very much imbued with one
idea and that is a selfish one. They want something for
their own particular locality and they will move heaven
and earth to get it. No matter what Government
is in power I suppose the same influence will be brought
to bear. I think the sonner that every Province makes
up its mind that it bas got to bear and forbear, and to give
and take, the botter it will be for the whole Dominion. We
never will have a united people unless they sink their
provincialisms and become Canadians at heart. I am a
Canadian by birth, but I never thought I was less a British
subject. My parents when they came to this country did
not think they were leaving their own country but that they
were simply going to a greater Britain. I wish to carry
out those principles, and to be as good an Englishman as
In father, and to be as good a Scotchman as my mother-
I suppose that would be considered an "Irishism "-and
Mr. Speaker, I shall never consent by my vote to do any-
thihg that will in any way hazard our connection with the
moth'er oountry. If the people of ny constituency differ
from me thon I shall be very happy to retire and let them
end another representative hore. I shallnot represent any

constituency thât will approve of shaking off our connection
with the mother land. I am as much a lover of Canada as
the hon. gentleman who preceded me, but there is just this
differènce, I am a British subject and I hope always to be
a British subject.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Soes ho.
Mr. HUDSPETHI. le says ho is a Canadian before

being a British subjeet, and if the intereste would
conflict ho would d what ho thought the botter
for Cànada. I am not prepared to go that far,
ilthôugh I do not think it is necessary. I have told
yo why I did not consider the country was in such a
position that any such risk should ho run. If thero are
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moneys spent by our Government extravagantly let us con.
trol it, if there are things that eau be pruned down with a
pruning knife let them be pruned down if that is an heroic
remedy, but above ail do not humiliate my country, do not
ask our people to go on their knees and ask for something
we have been willing to accept from the United States for
years back.

Mr. SOMERVILLlE. No.
Mr. HUDSPETH. They know in their hearts we are

just as willing to trade with the United States as they are,
but we are not prepared to go the same length and risk so
much as they want us to risk.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. How far will you go ?
Mr. RUDSPETH. I will go as far as I possibly can

without discriminating against the mother country. 1
will go just as far as we can go without that, and that is the
length the Conservative party will go. Just as far as the
United States will meet us we are prepared to meet them
half way, but we will not discriminate against English
goods in favor of the goods of a foreign country.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. You are doing it now.
Mr. HUDSPETII. No, we are not doing it now, and that

is not a fair argument. We are putting a duty on the
United States gonds and the English goods for the purpose
of revenue. They know that perfoctly well, and I am not
going to allow that language to be put in the Hansard
without it being contradicted ; because we are not discrim-
inating against England. We are quite willing-if the
United States Government will send cormmissionors, I am
sure our Governmont would send commissioners too-to
make a treaty just as wide as it can be made, provided it
can be done in such a way that we do not tax the goods of
England and admit goods of the United States free. In
other points I agree with my friend the member for
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and if I were an Anerican citizen
I would agree with every word that gentleman stated. It
is one of the best speeches I have listened to in this House, a
calm,dispassionate, argurnentative speech, but, fortunately or
unfoitunately, T am not an Amarican citizen and I hope I
never will be. I have said ail I have to say on this bubj3ct, I
am neither a poet nor a orator, and I cannot treat yon to any-
th ing very extraordinary, but I have simply stated from my
own standpoint and knowledge of the country I was born
and brought up in, the facts as I learned thom from farmers
and others. I have tried to give you those facts instead of
quoting a lot of figures I knew nothing about. I am much
obliged to you, Mr. Speaker, and hon. gentlemen, for the
patient hearing you have given my humble and imperfect
remarks. 1 do not think that I often trouble the House,
for I am botter pleased to listen to those from whom I can
learn wisdom than to give any ideas of my own. This was
an important question, and one which I could not sit and
silently vote for on account of the reasons I have given. I
have tried te put my reasons fairly and squarely before the
House, and they will go befre my country and constitu-
ents, and, as I said before, I am perfectly prepared to stand
and fall by them. If every man in my constituency was of
a different opinion I should never come to any other con-
clusion than that I shall do everything in my power to
strengthen the bonds that bind us to the mother land, and
I shall do nothing to weaken, or lessen, or in any respect
whatever loosen those ties of afection for our mother
country.

Mr. PATE RSON (Brant). I do not, of course, rise to
say anything more on this subject but I rise to make a
personal explanation with reference to some statements
made by my hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) yester-
day. L have notified him that I intended to do so and, Of
course, if there is any objection to be taken to my making a
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personal explanation I can be placed in order if you object
to my doing so. That gentleman, in the course of his speech,
made statements lu reference to myself which were not
founded. In fact the statements made by him in one part
of his speech are contradicted by him in other parts of his
speech. I do not intend to trouble the House with any
explanation in reference to that for I can afford to let it
pass. But, Sir, he introduced into the discussion the names
of some men who are deemed respectable and trustworthy
men and he made a statement that those gentlemen of
respectability whose words would be taken, had stated that
what I said with reference to them was not accurate. The
language of the hon. gentleman was this :

" Now, let me take the hon. gentleman again into my confidence for
a few minutes. It is just as well that I should deal with him now.
The hon. gentleman took up the Depression Committee report in 1876,
and he saya, 1Why, Mr. Gurney is against the National Policy-he is in
tavor of unrestricted free trade,' and all that sort of thing. He took
Mr. Massey, Mr. Goldie, Mr. Rosamond, and all those gentlemen. Now,
let me tell the hon. gentleman ihat I took the trouble of telegraphing to
all these gentlemen to know if what was said of them was correct. I
have all their answers, and they are in the negative."

He made this statement that he telegraphed those gentle.
men what I had said in reference to them, and that ho had
telegrams to say that what I had said was not true, or as
he puts it "in the negative." Now, Sir, there are two
points in this. I think the first point is to be found in the
telegrams themselves, and that the hon. gentleman was
mistaken when he said that he telegraphed what I had said.
I think that is very evident, because I see that in the tele.
gram he received from Mr. Goldie, one of the parties men-
tioned, Mr. Goldie telegraphed this :

"I am not in favor of commercial ,union ; I consider the country is
prosperous under the present policy.'
Now, I will read all I said with referenoe to Mr. Goldie, and
you will observe that I made no statements that Mr. Goldie
was in favor of commercial union, or that he did not con-
aider the country prosperous under the present policy. We
are at a disadvantage in not having the telegram which the
hon. gentleman sent to these gentlemen. He was asked to
say what ho had sent, but he did not say it, and I can only
imagine what the telegram was from what he received.
This is what I said with reference to Mr. Goldie:

"Now, then, I propose to give you the testimony of James Goldie,
one of the largest flour manufacturers we have in the country, a gentle-
man who became a supporter of the National Policy, and who opposed
my hon. friend from South Wellington, I think, on three different occa-
sions; but nevertheless he is one of the largest flour manufacturers in
this country, and he was examined in reference to it ; and what is hie
statement when he is asked whether he, as a manufacturer, would be
afraid of reciprocal free trade with the United 8tates and of holding hie
own with them? le was asked:

"' If you had free trade with the United States, would you not be
able to get wheat in this country from which you could make as good
flour as the United States 7 '

"He aya:
"' I would undertake to compete with ail the world if we had the

United States market to send it to.'
" Thon he was asked:
" ' Q. What effect would reciprocity in wheat and flour with thei

United States have? A. I would not like to say.q
" ' Q. You think that would be the best thing which could be had ?j

A. Of course we would not ask any favors.1
" 'Q. At the time you had reciprocity did you not manufacture veryî

largely for the United States? A. Yes, very largely. And since that,r
even since paying the duty, I had a large trade-10,000, 15,000 or 20,000
barrels a year.

" It is absurd to state that a manufacturer like James Goldie, who
sold 15,000 or 20,000 barrels a year in spite of the duty, could not hold
his own under free trade with the United States, with their bars down
as well as ours."

Now, Sir, I have read you all I said with reference to Mr.
James Goldie. I was reading from the report of the Com-
mittee on Trade Depression, as the hon. gentleman knows,i
because he mentioned that in his speech. Now, I will justi
read what I said in leading up to that:

"Now, I do net wish to read a great deal from the books, but I wish
to read something which I think is rather valuable. If you remember,

Mr. PAÂT OON (Brant).

we had a committee on trade depression in the year 1876, when trade
was very bad in Canada. There was a committee appointed by the fouse
which took evidence to ascertain wlat was the cause of the depression
in trade and whether any remedy could be applied. Some of the firnt
men of the country were summoned before that committee and examined
with reference to the condition of business, and the difficulties in its way.
I have net time to read all the evidence; but there was one question eut
to ali theae gentlemen, au to whether reciprocal trade arrangements with
the United States would remove the difficulties they were laboring under,
the answers te which will be found interesting. Many of those gentlemen
were advocatee of the National Policy, and were aeekina te impreas upon
the committee the necessity of impoeinghiger dutiem, which the rigt
hon. the leader of the Government proceeded te do as soon as he obtained
power in 1878."

Those were the remarks I made preliminary to what I read.
There could be no mistaking what I read. Everyone
observed it; the hon. member for Lincoln himself observed
it, because ho stated that I was reading from that report.
He thon telegraphed to those different mon to ask them
whether it was correct, and ho said ho had their answers,
and they were in the negative. Now, the publie documents
are bore; they are parts of the publie property of the
country ; and it is not a question of veracity between Mr.
Goldie, Mr. Massey, Mr. Rosamond and others and myself;
it is a question of veracity between these gentlemen and
the public documents of this country,which hon. gentlemen
have in their hands ; and the position the hon. gentleman
has got those gentlemen in is this, that ho las-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the hon. gentleman
should not argue. It is quite within hia right to make a
statement, but I think to argue it is going a little too far.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Well, if I should be ham-
pered too much, I shall have to ask some one to move
an adjournment, but I do not wish te detain the bouse ;
but when the hon. gentleman says he has telegrams from
gentlemen of standing in the country stating that what I
said with reference to them is not true, I cannot afford to
lot that pass.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. 1 do not propose te check
the hon. gentleman in making his explanation at all. It
is quite within his right.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). The hon. gentleman says
he telegraphed to Mr. Massey, among others, and that he
has a telegram from Mr. Massey saying that what I stated
was not correct. The hon. gentleman says in reference to
that telogram :

" I also telegraphed Mr. Massey of Toronto. The reply I got wasat
'I certainly do net favor unrestricted reciprocity te National Policy.' "'
Well, what did I say with reference to Mr. Massey ?

" Th fassey Manufacturing Company were net able te come her
before the committee, but they sent a letter. They are known te be one
of the largest firme we have in Canada, and they sent the following
letter:-

" 'GNTLUMEN,-In reply te a communication reeeived this day from the
Clerk cf Comnions, would say : We are engaged in the manufacture of
agricultural implements and farm machinery. Our average trade is
about $100,000 per annum, and this season we are increaslng the busi-
ness about 20 per cent., and with very fair prospecta. During the past
season we did a foreign trade in Germany to the extent of sorne $8,000
or $10,000, and we anticipate a continuation of that trade. We may
also add that the existing tariff is satiefactory te us, and is sufficient
protection; perhaps even a littie less would also be. A still further
advance in the tariff would certainly prove adverse te ear interests.'"

That is all I said with reforence to the Masey firm. I
simply read thoir latter. The hon. gentleman says he tele-
graphed to them among others to ask if what I said waa
correct, and that ho had their answer, and it was in the
negative. Their answer is:

" I certainly do net favor unrestricted reciprocity te National Policy."
Who said they did ? Certainly it was net I. The hon. gentle-
man tells us that ho telegraphed to those gentlemen stating
what I had said, and asking for an answer, and that they
had virtually stated that what I said was not true. Thon
he said ho telegraphed to Mr. Gurney, and ho read a letter
from Mr. Gurney :
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" This ie an important letter coming from one's own town. I have

here a letter from Mr. Gurney, of Hamilton, who has sent it to me
unsolicited. It reade as follows :-

"' 1 am informed this morning that I have been quotea as a manufac-
turer in favor of reciprocity with the Uaited States. To this 1 would
give a most unequivocal denial. Were I called upon to say whether my
individual business could compote with United ttates manufacturera, 1
should probably declare my belief that it could, but that is not the ques-
tion, but would it be wise to readjust mywhole business, involving the
sacrifice of two-thirds of my plant, on the basis of a treaty with such
neighbors as we have on our southern border, to which I reply it would
be the greatest blunder ever advocated by a business man, and what
applies to the individual is equally applicable to the whole manufactur-
ing and mercantile community. I write this with some haste, as I leave
immediately.'

" That is the letter sent to me by Mr. Gurney, of Hamilton, without
his being solicited for it or even spoken to."

There Mr. Gurney states that he had been informed that
I had stated certain things. The hon. gentleman referred
to that after recess, when ho said :

"l I read a letter from Mr. Gurney, of Hamilton, a gentleman whom I
have never met, but who, having listened to the hon. member for South
Brant in this Bouse, for he had occupied a seat in the gallery during a
part of the hon. gentleman's speech, voluntarily wrote me this letter in
which he says that the statement of the hon. member for South Brant
with reference to him was not correct.

"Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Did he say that in his letter.
"Mr. RYKE RT. You heard the letter read.
"Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Did he say that I made a statement that

was not correct.
" Mr. RYKERT. He said he understood you had said so, and it was

not correct. "
Now, I have read the letter Mr. Gurney wrote, and I think
you will admit that he does not there state that what I had
said with reference to him was not correct. Mr. Gurney
could not do it, none of those gentlemen could do it, because
I read from the public documents; and it would not be a
question of veracity as between me and those gentlemen,
but it would be a question of veracity as between those
gentlemen themselves and the public documents. The hon.
gentleman quoted Mr. Rosamond as one to whom he had
telegraphed in reference to this matter. He said:

" have also a telegram from Mr. Rosamond, of Almonte, another
gentleman quoted by the hon. member:

"' Paterson's statement altogether incorrect. Am as much in favor of
National Policy as I ever was. Totally opposed to any agreement witb
the United States that would interfere with Canada's right to regulate
her own tariff.' I
I would like to know what telegram was sent to Mr. Rosa
mond so as to bring a reply such as that. The hon. gen-
tleman is bound, in honor, to produce that telegram in order
to verify to the House this statement that he had tele.
graphed this gentleman what I said and that ho replied my
statement was not correct. I will here read what I said in
reference to Mr. Rosamond:

" B. Rosamond, woollen cloth factory, representing the tweed indus-
try, the strong supporter of hon. gentlemen opposite, and their candi-
date in the election-let me read what Mr. Roeamond says with reference
to our woollen cloth industry, on page 208 :

"' Q. Io the present rate of duty satisfactory to you ? A. Yes, under
ordinary circumstances it would be. We are in an exceptional position,
being alongside of a country which has a high tariff against us; but,
under ordinary circumstances it would be satisfactory. The duty le
certainly high enough; if we had a country alongside of us which was
reasonable, as our people are disposed to be, we would have no diffi-
culty.

"' Q. You would be content to have reciprocity with the United
States ? A. Yes, I believe it would be for the benefit of everybody.'

" That is the testimony of Mr. Roeamond, of the woollen mille. I am
afraid I have wearied the Bouse with these quotations, but 1 thought it
would h worth while to place the views of this gentleman upon record
in order to show that ha and others, who were contending againet the
Americans when gold was 112 and when there was only a 17J cents
tariff here, were willing and able, under those circumstances, before
they had acquired the strength they have now after many years' pros-
perity, they were willing then and anxious, ' they were ready to hold
up both hands,' as some of them expressed it, for reciprocal tree trade
with the United States."
Those were my closing remarks. I state that those gen-
tlemen, at that time, declared they were ready to have re-
ciprocal free trade with the United States; and evidently
the hon. member for Lincoln, judging by the telegrame

which ho received from these gentlemen, telegraphed them
-he can set himself right by producing the messages ho
sent-not what 1 said, but that I said these gentlemen were
in favor of commercial reciprocity or commercial union, or
something of that kind, and in this way got the answers
from them which ho read. He placed those replies before
the House, thinking he would thus weaken the statement I
had just made. I was called to order when I interrupted
the hon. gentleman, but when a direct misstatement, a
positive misstatement, was made, when a statement which,
it seems to me, the hon. gentleman must have known was
a misstatement, was made by him, I conceived it to be my
duty to do as I did, to nail the misstatement at the time, 8o
that when the hon. gentleman's speech went to the coun-
try, the denial would go with it. The hon, gentleman did
not mend matters after dinner for Mr. Rosamond, because
evidently ho had taken a little alarm at the questions put to
him in the afternoon, and during recess sent another tele-
gram:

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman's
objectis to put himself right; he has no right to put any-
body else wrong.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant.) This is what the hon.
gentleman said after recess :

" Since my observations, this afternoon, I caused a telegram to be
sent to Mr. Rosamond, to which the hon. gentleman will probably not
take any exception. Why did the bon. gentleman quote Mr. Rosamond
and Mr. Gurney and all those manufacturera, if not to show that they
were in favor of the resolution; if not to show that they were opposed
to ordinary reciproecity, but were in favor of this resolution. This
telegram was sent to Mr. Rosamond :

"' When you stated, in 1876, before the Depression Committee that
reciprocity would be of benefit to everybody, did you mean unrestricted
reciprocity or a renewal of the old reciprocity treaty '

"The answer is:
"' The old reciprocity treaty, certainly.'

That, we are told, is the telegram the hon. gentleman re-
ceived. Of course it is not signed bore, and i have to take
the hon. member's word that ho received that telegram
Let us see if what it contains is what Mr, Rosamond did
really say. I have read already the question put to him:

" Q. You will be content to have reciprocity with the United States?
A. Yes, I believe it would be for the benefit of everybody."

But there were further questions put to Mr. Rosamond bear-
ing upon this last question which the hon. member for Lin-
coln (Mr. Rykert) put to him by telegram:

" Q. In what way would reciprocity prevent the competition from
English goode of which you complain ? A. It would not prevent it.
That bas always been a difficulty, but so long as the country was pros-
perous we did not feel very much inconvenienced by it."

If that was the old reciprocity treaty, what had it to do
with English goods ?

" Mr. Platt asked: You would have a larger field if you had recipro-
eity with the United States ? A. Yes."

And this is the gentleman whom the hon. member gets to
telegraph here that when ho gave that evidence it was the
old Reciprocity Treaty ho meant, although the answers I
have read show that ho was questioned with reference to
the effect it would have on bis own business. The hon.
member las brought these gentlemen to disprove statements
which I have made, but they have utterly failed, and all he
succeeded in doing was to show that -he must have sent tele-
grams to thom which did not give, with accuracy, the pur-
port of my remarks. He has endeavored to get these
gentlemen to make a public denial of their own statements,
which are set down in the public records of the country,
but they are not so much to blame, as they have evidently
been misled by the telegrams sent them by the hon. member.
I desired to say this much, and I repeat I would not have
taken the trouble that I have, had it been a simple question
of veracity between the hon. gentleman and myself, but
when he assumes to bring forward gentlemen like Mr. Mas,
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sey, Mr. Rosamond, Mr. Gurney and others, to say that
what I stated was not correct, I thought it due to myself to
make the explanations I have made.

Mr. RYKERT. I claim the indulgence of the House for
a few moments, while I reply to the hon. gentleman. The
hon. gentleman bas said that I refased to produce the tele-
grame that I sent. But I did not refuse to do so. I had
not the telegrams that I sent, and therefore could not pro-
duce them, but I told the hon. gentleman the contents of
the telegrams, namely, that the hon. gentleman had argued
that these people were in favor of commercial union or
commercial reciprocity. That was the purport and the
contents of the telegrams which I sent.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Then yon said what was not
correct.

Mr. RYKERT. I was induced to send those telegrams
in consequence of a letter which I had received from Mr.
Gurney, a gentleman whom I never knew, and who sent
me this letter unsolicited. I read the letter to this House,
and it was as follows :-

" I am informed this morning that I have been quoted as a manufac-
turer in favor of reciprocity with the United 8tates. To this I give the
most emphatie and unequivocal denial."
In consequencofot the receipt of that latter, I thought I
would telegraph to the other gentlemen whose names were
mentioned. I was alho told that Mr. Gurney had been in
the gallery. Whether he was there the whole time or not
I cannot possibly say. But 1 pointed that out in my speech
last night, and aiso that the hon. member for South irnt
had argued that these gentlemen were in favor of reciproeity
still. Otherwise why did he quote them.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). No, I did not argue that.
Mr. RYKERT. Then why did the hon. gentleman quote

them ?
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I have read you why.
Mr. RYKERT. And that was the very reason why I

referred to the matter. If the hon. gentleman did not argue
that these gentlemen were in favor of reciprocity now,
what object had he in quoting them ? His quotations had
no meaning whatever. The hon. gentleman read the report
on depression. What is the evidence he brings ? For what
purpose was this testimony used, if not to prove or show
that they were in favor of the resolution which is now
before thIe Bouse ? If it were not for that purpose, for what
reason was it? ;[n consequence of that, I telegraphed to
those gentlemen and I got the answers. The hon. gentle-
man says I suppressed the telegrams ; I will give him the
authority to get the telegrams if he likes ?

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). You said yon telegraphed
what I said.

Mr. RYKERT. There was no use in bis using the
evidence of those gentlemen at ail, unless it were to show
that they were in favor of this resolution. ie calls my
veracity in question. I have told the House what I said.
I told them that Mr. Paterson had led the flouse to believe
that they were in favor of this resolution, and I asked each
of them: Are you in favor of it or are you not? Was I
right or was I wrong ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I am glad that the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has introduced
this resolution. It is only a continuation ot the policy of the
Liberal party for many many years. The Liberal party has
always advocated the greatest freedom that eau be obtained
for trade and commerce. This is only a continuance of
the doctrines that have been proclaimed by them ever
since the formation of the Liberal party, and, as one wbo
believes in Liberal principles and in freedom of trade and
commerce, I naturally hal tia reolution of the hon.

Mr. PATERsON (Brant),

member for South Oxford with a great deal of pleasure. The
amendment moved by the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries is quite antagonistic, as I would expect it would
be, to the resolution of the member for South Oxford.
It proposes a very different basis from that which is laid
down by the hon. member for South Oxford, and now we
have before the country two distinct issue?. 'We have the
old and liberal platform of the Liberal party as enunciated
in the resolution of the hon. member for South Oxford,
and we have the contracted trade resolution contained in
the amendment of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
These are two distinct issues before the people. We appeal
to the people on these issues, and we ask the people to say
whether they are prepared to have greater freedom of
trade, to open up negotiations for a larger market for their
produce, or whether they are not ? Since this discussion
commenced, since the discussion of the principle and the
details eof the resolution have been discussed, we have lost
a valued member of this House. The late member for
Missisquoi has passed away. He was a man who stood
high in the feelings of the members of this House, who
stood high in the opinions of his friends, and who was not
very much opposed by those on the other side. Ie has
passed away, but, 1 think, before his death the hon.
member for South Oxford had introduced this reso-
lution. He died, the writ was issued by the Speaker,
and an election was held in the constituency of'Missis-
quoi, where it was said that this distinguished man,
this able man, Mr. Clayes, by bis personal popularity,
had been able to wrest a constituency which bas been
almost always during its history a Tory constituency. At
that time there were three candidates in the field, two of
them on the Tory side, while Mr. Clayes was the candidate
of the Liberal party. Now, an election has been held in
the constituency to-day, and the candidate favoring unre-
stricted reciprocity has been returned by a majority of 216.
The people, on the first occasion on which they have had
the opportunity, have pronounced in no uncertain way in
regard to the measure that we now have before the louse.
I understand that, during the campaign, this was the only
measure discussed before the people in that constituency,
that it was the question upon which Mr. Meigs, the candi-
date of the Liberal party, took issue with Mr. Baker, who
opposed this measuie, who favored the shutting up and
closing of our markets, and allowing no exit to tne
producers of this country, and who was opposed to
greater freedom of trade such as it proposed by the reso-
lution now before the Louse. I will now, for a few mo-
ments, allude to some of tbe speeches delivered on the other
side of the House, and I wish to do so in such a manner as
not to give offence to any hon. gentleman on theother side
of the flouse. I know they are a very thin-skinned set of
individuals, and I want to conduct this discussion in a pro-
per manner, in a business-like manner, in a spirit of. fair
play. The member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) told
us that, during the tinie that Mr. Mackenzie was in power,
there was scarcely an industry in Montreal existing except
the soup kitchen, that the country was being ruined and
going to the dogs, that there were no manufactures, that
all the furnaces were closed and all the blasts had ;gone
out. Is it not rather singular that, when that hon. gentle.
man made that statement in this flouse as a responsible
representative of the people, we find that, in the year 1878,
there was an export of manufactured goods of something
like $2,000,000 more than there was in 1b87 ? De speaks
of this great policy that was initiated after the defeat of
Mr. Mackenzie, and he says that laborers were idle, that
people were unemployed, notwithstanding that they
were enabled to export to foreign countries $5,730,000,
whereas last year we only exported a little over
$3,000,000. What can be thought, in a deliberative
assembly such as this, of an hon. gotJeman rising in thi
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House, and making such asement, when all the facts and
alil the history, are againsthim ? At that time the country
was flourishing, the exporta and the imports were large,
and the price paid for grain in this country is an indication
that we were then flourishing. The only industry that was
struggling at that time was that of the Tory politicians who
were then sitting on this side of the House, and they never

lst an opportunity to decry the prosperity of this country
at that time. Born as I was in Canada, and profesaing to
be loyal to Canada and to tbe mother country, I have sat
hore many a timne and hung my head to think that there
could bo mon found in this country, representing the people
of Canada, and giving utterances to sentiments so unworthy
of them, and so much at variance with the truth at that
time. The hon. gentleman spoke about Ireland and said that
free trade had been the ruin of Ireland. Does he not know,
has he not studied the history of Ireland sufficiently to know,
that that history proclaims that it was the condition of Ireland
that converted Sir Robert Peel from the doctrine of protection
to the doctrine of free trade, and induced him to open the ports
of Ireland and to give to the struggling people of that country
relief by getting in foreign grain? The hon. gentleman
must know, if he had given any attention to the history of
Ireland, thiat this was the condition of affairs, and that this
was the reason why this meaunre of relief was afforded to
the Irish people. I was glad to hear the hon. member for
Welland (Mr. Ferguson) state to-day, that the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) occupies suh a high place in the
affections of the people he represents. Until I heard that
statement, I really thought that, politically speaking, the
sands of that hon. gentleman's hour-glass wore giving out;
but I am glad to have it on the authority of the hon. mem-
ber for Welland, that that gentleman enjoys the confidence
of his people, and that, by means of a Franchise Act, and
by means of a Gerrymrander Act, ho is able to boast in this
House of his majority in his constituency. The hon. mem-
ber for Lincoln did something which I consider ho should
not have done.

Mr. RYKERT. Does the hon. gentleman refer to me as
being gerry mandered ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Certainly I do.
Mr. RYKERT. How ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. I will explain it to you.
Mr. RYKERT. You had botter. I had a majority of

500.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, that is but a detail. Now, the

hon. member for Welland (Mr. Farguson) objected to*
Canada bàving ber middlemen in -New 'York instead of
Montreal, Quebec and Toronto. Why, that sentiment finds'
an echo in the bosom of every hon. gentleman on thia side
of the House. That is what we contend for, and it is
the policy of this Government that has driven our exporta-
tion to New York instead of to England ; it is the discri-
minating tendency of the policy of Ihis Governiment that
bas driven otir trade from England to the United State..

Some bon. ME MBERS. Oh! oh !

Mr. LAN DERKIN. Hon. gentlemen laugh, but they
have not studied the Trade and Navigation Returns,
because if they had they would set to work and endeavor
to devise something that would show tO this country in
louder termas than their words, the genuineness of their
allegiance to Britain, by not submitting a policy that was
discriminating against the mother country and in favor of
the United States. In 1878, we exported of farm produce
to the United States 825,244,893; in 1887, we exported to
the United States $37,660,199, an increase to the United
States in that period of $12,415,301. Now, look at the
differonze between the exporte of the United State and

those to Britain, the mother land, the land that we boast of,
from which we are proud of having descended, on this aide
of the House, at least-and we show our loyalty by pro.
testing whenever an injustice is done to the mother land,
and we endeavor to secure an amendment to their policy so
that the mother country may not be discriminatedagainst.
Now, in 1878, we exported to the mother country, 845,941,-
539; in 1887, under the policy of the hon. gentlemen, un-
der the policy of these loyal gentlemen, we expor tod
to Great Britain, $44,571,846, a decrease of ex.
ports in that period, of 81,329,692. Now, Sir,
I gladly welcome the hon. member for Welland
to this side of the lHouse in that sentiment. I gladly take
him by the band in wishingthat this policy may be changed
so that our middlemen may not go to New York, driven
there by a policy which discriminatos against the mother
country. I am sorry the hon. member for Welland is not
in his seat. He could hardly go with us in every policy
of our party, but ho goes with us that far. But then ho
bad to have a fling at gentlemen on this sido of the House,
about having, at some period of their public career, said
something in favor of Dakota. Well, now, that hon. gen.
tleman comes here and boasts of his loyalty, and ho depre-
cates anything being said indicating that the prosperity of
Dakota is greater than the prosperity of Canada. Now, I
do not wish to do the hon. gentleman any injustice, nor
would I do any hon. gentleman in this House an injustice
if I know it. I will, therefore, quote what he said in the
matter in a speech which ho delivered in this House in
1884. The hon. gentleman at that time was speaking in
reference to a loan for the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
here is what he said:

" We find, Sir, in the State of Kansas-with its miasmatic feyers and
the pestilence that follows, without a solitary drop of water that is fit
to drink, without a solitary bit of material for the construction of
buildings, in that State, which has, I am told, been lauded highly by
hon. gentlemen of the Opposition in days gone by-in that State, where
people have to live in dug-outs, the population has increased ikom
417,659 in 1870, to 1,080,000 mn 1880."

That is the hon. gentleman who would not say a word in
favor of Dakota, and that is the bon. gentleman who lec.
tures us on this side of the House for having said, at any
time, that the settlement of those new States was more
rapid than that of our own country. Thore is a reason for
this. The land regulations in those new States wore much
more liberal than the regulations made by hon. gentlemen
opposite; there is no doubt about that. Our country is a
botter country than theirs, our land is botter and more
fertile than theirs, and if it wore not for the stupidity-I
use the word in a political sense-of our Government, there
would not be very mach différence between those States
and our own country, indeed I believe we would have had
the larger settlement. I can speak from personal know-
ledge. I can give the names of a number of people who
went to our own Canadian North-West to buy land, where
they might make homes for themselves, and I know that
ey the land regulations of this Government they were
deprived of that privilege, as 1 will show later on. Now,
;h hon. momber for Welland on the same occasion said:

" Yet with aIl these drawbacks, the population of Dakota has increased
from 14,181 in 1870, to nolies thanl35,137 in 880. Why, it has almost
multiplied its population by ten in the short period of ten years.

Now, I think that is ail I will read from the speech of the
hon. member for Welland. He boasted of the success of the
dovernment policy in the last eloction. Well, 1 declare that
if I were sitting on that sido of tho House, that is the very
last thing I would boast of. When the Government went to
the people, did they go on the same basis or appeal to the
same electorate that they did before ? No. They carried an
Act through this House that was unjust in almost every pro-
vision of it. They did that, I fully believe, with the purpose
of strengthening themselves in power. They did not tako
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a bold British course on that occasion. I do not know what
course you might choose to term it, but I say it was a
course unworthy of a great party, unworthy of the Conaer-
vative party ; for the Conservative party is a great
party, there are many great and good men in that party,
and I am surprised that there are so many of these
good men who would lend themselves to such an in.
famnos measure as the Franchise Act. Now, I will give a
little attention to the bon. member for South Victoria (Mr.
Hudspeth). He made a very calm and moderate speech,
and I consider, for a Tory, ho made a pretty truthful speech.
I do not know but that that speech does him a great deal
of credit. To those of us who have sat on this side of the
House for some time, it is somewhat refreshing to see an
hon. gentleman get up and speak plainly and honestly as
the hon. member for South Victoria has done. He says-
I do not like the sentiment, but it is the Tory sentiment,
nevertheless-that education and accomplishments are not
appreciated in this country, and the people who possess
them go to the United States. The hon. gentleman gave
instances from his own riding, and he tells us that ho would
not do anything that would weaken the bond that binds us
to the mother country, and yet, ho makes that utterance
which I believe is as severe a stab against the people of Can-
adaas can possibly be pronounced. He tells us that Seotchmen
go to London and Canadians go to the United States. Thore
is the difforence. He says that Scotchmen only continue in the
mother country while our people go and live under a hostile
flag and in a foreign land. If our people leave Toronto
and go to reside in Montreal, Halifax, Quebec, Winnipeg,
the North- West Territories or Victoria, then we should be
glad of it, but the hon, gentleman was honest enough to
admit that there is an exodus going on, and that the prices
of farm lands and other lands have not improved as they
should have improved. I have bore a statement in
regard to the assessed value of the town of Lindsay down
to 1886, prepared by the treasurer. White hon. gentlemen
opposite boast of the success of the National Policy, we
have only to take the assessed value of property to find out
how hollow are the claims put forward on behalf of that
policy. The people know it, and hon. members in
this House, if they would honestly admit it, know
that the National Policy has proved a failure as a means
of relieving our depression, that it has no power to build
up industries, and if we are going to become great, this
policy muast be changed or otherwise the country must con-
tinue to suffer. I will now take the assessed value of the
town of Lindsay: it is a beautiful town, it is a lively
town, it bas been a progressive town, but its pros-
perity has diminished within the past few years.
n 1873, at the time hon. gentlemen opposite went

out of power, the assessed value of the town
was $862,971. In 1878 what was the assessed value?
This was the time when soup kitchens were abroad in
the land, when all the people had gone to the States, when
there was no one at home, according to the loyal utterances
of hon, gentlemen opposite. The assessed value of the town
in that year was $1,403,217. Since then we have had five
years of the National Policy. In 1881 the average value
was $1,397,731 ; 1883, $1,379,119; 1886, 81,435,462. During
the five years when Mr. Mackenzie was in power, when
there were soup kitchens in the land according to hon.
gentlemen opposite, the increase in the assessment of
Lindsay was 65 per cent. while during the last five years,
when we have had the full fruition of the National Policy,
the increae lias only been three per cent. Hon. gentlemen
opposite tell us that this policy has done a great deai to
build up the country, but the hon. member for Victoria
(Mr. Hudspeth) was honest enoughto tell us that the
progress of the town in which ho lived, although it is
a beautiful town, is not what he would like to see it, and it
is not what I would like to nee also, From 1878 to 1878

Mr. laDumEN,

Lindsay sprang up with remarkable rapidity. It appeared to
receive a stimulus from the change of Government in 1873
which appears to have been taken away since 1878. The
town has stood almost still during the lat few years, the
increase during the last five years of the National Policy
being only 3 per cent. while during the five years of
the Mackenzie régime the increase was 65 per cent. It was
the hon. member for South Victoria who told us about the
soup kitchens. I think when we remember the remark-
able progress made by this town while the Mackenzie
Government was in power, it comes with bad grace from
the mouth of the hon. gentleman, who otherwise spoke so
honestly, but he allowed his partisan feelings to carry him
away in this matter. He said we must expect an exodus,
and we have had an exodus. I will occupy the time of the
House for a few moments in discussing the exodus. We
were told that so soon as we had completed the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, the people would flow into Manitoba and
the North-West and that country would soon become the
home of millions of people. Well, we on this side of the
House, sincerely desiring to see that state of things brought
about, were willing to do everything in our power to pro-
moto such a desirable end. Last year the Govern-
ment took a census of Manitoba, and what do we find ?
In Manitoba there are about 108,64U people, in the
North-West Territories 48,362, deducting 20,117 Indi-
ans leaves the white population of the North-West Ter-
ritories 28,192. Ton years of Tory administration of
North- West affairs has brought about this result. Will any
hon. gentleman tell me that, when we consider the fertility
of Manitoba and the North- West Territories, the desirable
climate there, that there has not been bungling in our
North-West policy, that we have not adopted a suicidal
policy, a policy that has tended to retard settlement, and
ut present population is not going in there as we would
like to see it. As to the exodus, we know, everybody
knows; we do not need to be told that we are disloyal be-
cause we know that people are leaving that country. The
hon. member for South Victoria (Mr. Hudopeth) may pos-
sibly be branded as disloyal because he says people have
left this country. If everybody is to be branded for saying
that people have left this country, what will be thought of
the Premier in 1878 ? I will read what he said. Speaking
of the United States, he says :

" Yet with ail their depression, with aIl their bad trade, and with all
their strikes, the people of that country are successfully competing in
the English markets, and not only so, but in ail the markets to which
England has access, beating England out of the field deupite those
disasters."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Who said that?
Mr. LAND ERKIN. Sir John A. Macdonald in 1878.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Impossible.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, he is the gentleman who would

not decry the country; he is the gentleman that would not
talk of bine ruin; yet he says again :

" True, they have suffered as this country has suffered. But there is
this difference. We have no manufactures here. We have no work-
people, our work-people have gone off to the United States. They are
to be found employed in the western States, in Pittsburg and in fact in
every place where manufactures are going on. These Oanadian artisans
are adding to the strength, to the power, and to the wealth of a foreigu
nation instead of adding to ours. Our work-people in this country, on
the other hand, are suffering for want of employment. Have not their
cries risen to Heaven ?"
He was pious then,-

" Has not the Premier been surrounded and besieged even in his
own department, and on his way to hie daily duties, by suffering
artisans who keep crying out : We are not beggars, weonl want an
opportunity of helping to support ourselves and our families."

That is the language of the Premier of this country. He
complains that we had no manufacturera in this country
while that year we exported two million dollars worth more
of manufaotured goods than we did last year. It in a well
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known fact that there has been a great deal of money spent
in trying to encourage immigration to this country, and it is
also a very well known fact that that money might as well,
for aIl practical purposes, have been thrown away. The
only object it served was to keep camp followers of the
Government in situations, and to keep languishing industries
of that character from starvation. It is told us on the highest
authority of fiscal matters in this country, and by the highest
authority on fiscal matters in this House, the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) that of every
four emigrants they have being brought into this country,
three have left it again and only stayed bere for a short time,
and having got the advantage of the trip acrosa the ocean
they cleared ont of the country. This policy gave employment
to, I do not know how many cormorants, and it enabled the
Government to subsidise a great many journalists. But it
did good in that respect, because those journalists told how
great and how good and how honest the Government was
which brought emigrants across the ocean, who came and
stayed in Canada over night and then skipped to the United
States. The American consul at Toronto a short time ago re-
ports that he gave certificates to 577 families in the district
of Toronto last year who went to the States, and ho further
reports that those people took capital out of the country to
the extent of $1,540,000. The American consul at Ottawa
reports that during last year 600 families have loft the
Ottawa district and settled in the States, probably taking
another $1,570,000 capital with them. I made somewhat of
an investigation of the exodus, and of the number of people
going from the county I have the honor to represent,
some years ago. I made this enquiry from public men and
I received the following replies. On 9th April, 1886:

" Markdale-Exodus to United States in past six years from this sec-
tion-80 families, 220 persons.I

" WM. BRowN."'

"lsAerton-Exodus from this section-55 families, 200 persons.
"JOHN GORDON,
"THoRPE WRIGHT,

J. HERD,
"WX. STRAIN."

"200 have gone from Glenelg and ettled in the States since 1879.
"J. H. HUNTIRR."

Mr. Hunter is a gentleman who ias lived long in that
riding ;-

" Over 30 families have left Normanby and settled in the States mince
1879.

"W. H. RYnX."

Mr. Ryan is township treasurer and has been a public
officer for a great many years;-

" 72 families have left Bentinok and settled in the States mince
1879.

"D. MoNoHo,."'
Mr. MeNichol has been reeve of the township and warden of
the county for a number of years, and is a worthy and
reliable authority ;-

" Over 40 families have left Egremont and settled in the States ince
1879.

"J. IURDOCx."

Mr. Murdoch was reeve of the township and warden of the
county. Those, Sir, are reliable figures as far as my own per-
sonal knowledge goes, and they are to be depended upon. I
shall mention to you some cases which came under my own
notice as to why our people did not settle in the North-
West. I shall mention the case of Mr. Adams. He was
an old settler down there and had a flour mill and a saw
mill; he had an idea that he would settle in the North-West
and ho went there and ho spent nearly a month there, but
wben he found land that would please him to settle upon,
and when lie went to the office to takeup that land he found
it was owned by some corporation, some colonisation com-t
pany, some railway oompany, or some other speclator andG
ho oould not get it to settle on. After staying there a month

ho went across the lino and settled in Dakota. I know the
case of Mr. Hillis, a large farmer wholived in Normanby and
who told me exactly the same story. fie went there and he
found the influence of monopoly so strong, ho found
those charges against the land regulations so true, that he
had to go across and settle in Dakota. Mr. Fussoy told me
last year the very same thing. He went to Manitoba, but
he found it was so much under the power of monopolies,
and of corporations, and colonisation companies, that he
also went over. Mr. Grant, of B3ntinek, also told me the
same story, and ho left and went to the States. In those
four families there are about 40 persons, with a large
amount of' capital, who wore induced to leave our own
country and settle -in Dakota. I shall now speak for a
few minutes on the resolution before the flouse, and I
would cail the attention of the House to a resolution plaoed
before Parliament when the fi al peliey was changed in
1878. There was a resolution introdueud into this louse
at that time, and it is known as the " National Policy reso
lution." I will read it for tho boniLt of the louse. It was
iîtmroduced by Sir Johu Maodonald, tho prosent Premier,
and reads.

" That the Speaker do not now leave the Ohair, but that this House
is of the opinion that the welfare of Canada requirea the adoption of a
National Policy, which by a judicious readjiustment of the tariff will
benefit and foster the agricultural, the mining, the manufacturing and
other interests of the Dominion; that such a policy will retamn in
Janada thousands of our fellow count'ymen now obliged to expatriate

themselves in search of the empluynent denied them at home, will
restore prosperity to our struggliig inlutri"s, now so sadly depressed,
wili prevent Canada fron being nitle a sacrific srarkot, will encourage
aid develop an active interprovirncial trade, a, i moving (as it onght to
do) in the direction of a reciprocily of tariffs with our nieighbors so far
as he varied interests of Canada may demand, will greatly tend to pro-
cure for this country eventually a reciprocity of trade."

Now, gentlemen, you have none of this "blue ruin" in the
motion of the hon. member for South Oxford that you have
in this resolution. From one end of the country it was a
wail to the other, and do you know that the COnservative
party in this House at thet time took up this waill? Thcy
were willing to vote for this resolution, and they formally
declared from their seats in Parliament that there was dis-
tress, and that people were leaving the country, when
there was not one out of every twenty-five as many going
to the States as there are going now. The Conservative
members were prepared to vote for that which they knew
to be almost if not entirely untrue, and this they did
with a view of finally getting reciprocity of trade.
If there are any of these gentlemen in the louse now, to be
honest they would have to support the resolution of the
hon. member for South Oxford, because in the resolution
they submitted at that time thoy indicated that that was
the object. It was a sharp remedy, they stated, to compel
the Americans to give us reciprocity, and that was one of
the reasons they held ont to those who doubted the wisdom
of the course they were taking in order to get a larger
support for it than they would otherwise have got. They
did not state that they were going to increase the taxation
of the people thirteen or fourteen million dollars. When
asked by a prominent supporter in St. John if they intend-
ad to increase the taxes, the Premier replied that they did
not, that they only intended to roadjust them. They have
not fulfilled the pledges they made in this resolution ; but
instead of readjusting, they have added to the burdens of
the people of this country something like $14,000,000 on
the annual exponditure. The Liberal party in this House
at that time stood up for the people, as they always stand
up for the neople. They wore not prepared to see the
people burdened with any more taxes than they
could bear. The Liberal party took the stand then that
they are taking now, that the people had enough burdens
to bear, and it would not be consistent with the policy
of the LIberal pnrty to put any more burdons upon them.
Mr. Mackenzie fell while ho was fighting for the people of
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this oountry, and many of his supporters fell with him.
But the day bas come, and it would have come before this
if it had not been for the Gerrymander and the Franchise
Acta. The people would have supported the men who thon
stood by them, and we would have had a large majority in
this Houae. These gentlemen at that time professed great
loyalty; they were ready almost to die for their country;
they were sorry to see the struggling industries of this
courtry sinking to ruin and the country going to the dogs.
Although Mr. Mackenzie had not added to the burdens of
the people, he had two or three Provinces to govern more
than his opponents had, and ho governed them botter than
they did; ho stilled the tumults that went on in British
Columbia, and Quebec and Manitoba; ha extinguished the
Indian titles in the North-West, and while ha stood fight-
ing for the people in the tumult raised by hon. gentlemen
opposite, in a moment of forgetfulness the people turned
him out of power. Then the other party came in, and the
famine in the old country incroased the prices of grain, and
they said: " We go for a Government that gives us botter
prices." In a couple of years prices fell, and they said:
" What has theGovernment to do with the prices of grain ?"
In Mr. Mackenzie's time, when hon. gentlemen told us that
the people were leaving the country, the farmers never got
less than a dollar a bushel for their wheat, What are they.
getting to-day ? Let the farmers in the flouse and the'
country answer. Well, that resolution was defeated
in this House, and it ought to be defeated in any British
assembly, because the tone of that resolution was not of a
character to elevate Canada in the eyes of the world.
Imagine the hon. member for South Oxford putting a
resolution of that kind on thejournals of this House. Why,
the hon, member for South Oxford is too loyal to do any
thing of that kind; ha would not submit to it, and if ha
did ho would find that those who sit behind him would not
support him. There were 77 members in this louse, how.
ever, who voted for it. I say it to the shame of Canada; I
say it to the lasting disgrace of the 77 members who voted
for the resolution ; it was an infamous resolution to in.
troduce into this House. Now I will show you the patriot-
iâm of those who voted for it. They were men who com-
plained that the country was going to ruin, that the hum
of industry was not hard in the land, and that we had
nothing but soup-kitchens then. We will see how these
patriote fared afterwards. Oat of the 77, 11 of them
have since become Cabinet Ministers, 9 have become sena-
tors, 8 have become judges, 22 have got public offices, and
8 are private members of the House. I do not know wbat
offices they have got; but I notice some of them have offices.
Among private members there is Mr. faggart, of .North
Lanark, who has got an office of prominence and great
value; 1 bolieve it was the only office the Premier had to
give him ; ha made of him a director of the Empire news-
paper. The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirpatrick),
was one of those who became Speaker in this House, but
he has had to retire since, and he is now a director of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. The hon. member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), I believe, is standing counsel for
the Government in all their losses. There are three or
four others. The hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Ferguson),
made a very interesting speech on one occasion on silica
and white clay after ho had come from a trip through the
North-West, where he had been driving over the country on
a buckboard. There is no doubt that ho has not served the
eoantry so well without being rewarded. There are only
12 of those 77 that have been unprovided for; I believe
they are all farmers, and I hope in the inteiest ot the farm-
mng community the hon. the Minister of Publie Works will
see that some position is found for them in the Department
of Agriculture. I am glad the Minister of Agriculture is
here, and .1 call on him to see that these patriote who voted
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for this resolation shall be rewarded before they die with
offices on the experimental farms.

Sir RICHLARD CARTWRIGHT. Perbape they have
got their timber limita.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Oh, yes. Well, ho knows. MXr.
Baby was madie a Minister of the Crown with a salary of
$7,000 a year. Mr. Bowell, the member for North Hast-
ings, became a Cabinet Minister ; I believe it was noces-
sary tp get a good many deputations down here before ho
succeeded. Mr. Caron became a Cabinet Minister, and ho
was awarded knighthcod also by Her Majesty on aceount
of his distinguished services in the North-West or some-
where else.

Mr. TAYLOR. What has that to do with reciprocity ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. I will explain that further on,

when I take up that barley question with you. Mr. Costi-
gan bocame a Cabinet Minister; .Sir Hector Langevin
also became a Cabinet Minister; Sir John A. Macdonald
bocame a Cabinet Minister; Mr. Masson became a Cabinet
Minister; Mr. Mousseau became a Cabinet Minister; Mr.
Pope became a Cabinet Minister ; another Pope became
a Cabinet Minister; Sir Charles Tupper became a Cabinet
Minister and High Commissioner; Mr. Bolduc became a
Senator; Mr. Gibbs was defeated by the people and became
:a Senator; Mr. Macdouald becajne a Senator; Mr. &acKay
gave up his seat tothe present Postmaster General and
became a Senator; Mr. McCallum bocame a Senator; Mr.
Masson, after leaving the gubernatorial chair, became a
Senator; Mr. Pluimb was defeated and afterwards became a
Senator; Mr. Robitaille was made Lieutenant Governor and
afterwards Senator; Mr. Schultz was defeated and he bcame
a Senator-more of these patriots. Mr. Baby became a judge;
Mr. Brooks became a judge; Mr. Cimon was made ajudgo;
Mr. Gill was made a judge; Mir. McDougall became a judge-
ho gave up hie seat to Sir Hector Langevin; Mr. Mous-
seau wei made a judge ; Mr. Palmer was made a judge; Mr.
Ryan was made a judge. Thon lot us see who were appointed
to blie ofices. Mr. Blanchet redelved a public offêi; Mr.
Colby reeeived a public office; Mr. Dewdney received a
public office; Mr. Currier received a publie office; Mr.
Farrow received a public office ; Mr. Fraser received a
public offlee; Mr. &Mthot received a public office ; JMr. Orton
received a public office; Mr. Robinson was made Lieutenant
Governor of Ontario; Mr. Rouleau was made Deputy Clark
in the Hon-e; Mr. Stephenson was made Inspector of Colo-
nisation Companies ; Mr. Ouimet was made Speaker. Yes,
Ouimet, the Rielite, was made Speaker; he who voted like
myself, regretting the execution of Riel, and who, like
mysolf, was braided as a renegade, and a coward, and a
traitor, and a knave, and a fool, was made Speaker, I sup-
pose, because of the persecution ho had suffered. There
were altogether 20 of them.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have pormitted a ve
long, digression, and the hon. gentleman hasdiverged al
ciently far from the subject matter before the House.

Mr, LANDERKIN. I am very sorry yon stopped me, Sir,
for I have not finished on that point. We will look and se.
what the National Policy has done. We will take up the
exporte and i4iports of the Dominion for the last two years,
and see what the National Policy has done. I have ex-
amined the blue-books very carefully, 'nd, as one born in
Canada, I must say they do, -ot give me as mach encour-
agement 4a I would liiço to derive from them. The hon. mem-
ber ior ueat uronA qoted fropi the blue-books of the Cas-
toms Dpprtment, énd I was astonished to see the, spectacled
gentleman from Hamilton getting up and declaring that
the blue-booke of th ibepartment of Custome were not reli-
able, but that ho will quote from a report whichwas reliable
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-the Trade and Commerce Returns of the United States.
Those are the loyal people who will not take their own
blue-books; these are the bonest representatives of the
people who deny their own blue-books. Take the summary
statement of our exports for the year 1877, the year when
everything was going to the doge. Our exporta thon were
as follows :-

Products of the Mine.................... .... . $ 3,787,802
Fiheries.............. .................. 5,501,221
Forests....................20,b42,635
Animals............ . ........................... ...... 14,645,168
A griculture......................... 26,308,689
Manufactures....... .................. 5,767,747
Miscellaneons ... ...... ................. 543,548

Total.......... .... .................. ........... $77,096,810
Now, in 1887, when we had the National Policy in full
vigor, what do the returns show ? They show our exporte
as follows :-

Products of the Mine........ ........... $3,805,959
Fisheries....................................... ................ 6,875,810
Forests...... ............ ............ ........................ 20,484,746
Animais........... ...................... . 24,246 937
Agriculture ........................ ........ ...... ........... 18,826 235
Manufactures,.........................3,079,972
Miscellaneous.................. .......... ............... ..... 644,361

Total...................$77,964,020

So that our exporte of manufactures in the year of grace
1887-tellit not aloud, ye boasters of the success of your
vaunted National Policy-wore actually less than in 1877.
Of these exporte, we sent to Great Britain 82,457,312 and
to the United States $34,658,275. Hon. gentlemen will see
that, in 1877, when we had no manufacturing industries at
all, according to the statements of hon. gentlemen opposite.
we exported of manufactured goods to the old country and
to the United States $5,767,747, while in 1837, we only
exported $3,079,972 worth, or a falling off of a little over
$ ,5300,000. But these hon. gentlemen will say there is
more used at home, and that the farmers are botter off and
can buy more now. They can get 70 cents for their wheat
now, but they got 81.25 thon. What is the use of talking
nonsense like that to the farmers or to other peoýple? But
then hou. gentlemen opposite will say that we are import-
ing more raw material which enter into manufactures, and
that we bave large manufacturing industries ? Lot us see
if that is the case. Take the importe of wool for 1875 and
1878, and for 1884 and 1885. We find that in 1875 we im-
ported of raw wool, 7,947,870 lbs., and in 1878 6,230,084 lbs.,
or a total of 14,170,693. In 1884, on the other hand, we
imported 6,182,421 Ibs., and in 1885, 7,759,554, or a total of
13,941,975 lbs., showing a falling off in 1884 and 1885 of
1,000,000 lbs. as compared with 1875 and 1878, when, ac-
cording to hon. gentlemen opposite, they had nothing in
Montreal but soup kitchens. I want to show you how the
balance of trade has been against England. I want to show
you how all those loyal people who say we are rebels and
annexationists sit quietly in the House and allow this thing
to continue without raising their loyal voices on behalf of
old England, although they say they are prepared to shed
every drop of their blood sooner than weaken the bonds
that bind them to the mother land. Of goods in 1875 we
imported as follows

From Great Britain, dutiable.................. $14,239,519
From United @tates do ........... ,22,023,665
Free goods from Great Britain........... 11,167,968
Free goods from United States ......... ........ 28,779,234

Or a total from Great Britain of $60,000,000, and from the
United States of $50,000,000. In 1885 how did it stand?
We imported from Great Britain $41,090,000, and from the
United States $47,000,000. In 1886, we imported $41,407,-
777 from Great Britain, and $47,151,201 from the United
States. In 1887, we imported $10,601,199 from Great
Britain and $44,858,039 from the United States. I want
hon, gentlemen to pay attention to this. In 1886, we im-
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ported from Great Britain over $11,00f),000, on which we
collected a duty amounting to $7,616,249, and on the larger
amount which we imported from the United States of
847,000,000, we only charged a duty of $6,614,100. In
1887,we imported from Great Britain 840,601,199, on which
we charged a duty of $7,817,357, and we imported from the
United States $44,858,039, on which we only charged a duty
of 86,769,384. The United States is the only market for a
great deal of the products of the farmers. There is no in.
terest in this country which is equal to the farming interest
for its vast proportions,which gives employment to a greater
number of people, which gives a home to a greater nu mber of
people, and, if the farming industry is not prosperous, if the
farmers of Canada are not doing well, no other branch of
industry is doing well; but, if the farmere are doing well,
every other industry muet do weli; the manufacturing in.
dustry must thrive if the farming interest thrives, and that,
1 suppose, is the reason why we imported such a com.
paratively smali quantity of manufacturing goods last year,
because the farming interest was not prospering as we
would like to see it. Now, take the exports of our farming
products and what do we find ? Last year we exported to
Great Britain 329 horses, and to the United States 18,225
horses. Of horned cattle, we exported to Great Britain
63,61,2, and to the United States 45,765. We exported to
Great Britain 68,545 sheep, and to the United States 363,046.
We exported cheese to Great Britain amounting to
73,185,717 lbs., and to the United States 301,318 lbs, t
may say, for the benefit of hon. members on the other side,
that this is one industry which is not affeeted by the
National Policy, and it bas therefore grown to be a great
industry in this country; and probably if they had left
other industries alone, as they have the cheese industry,
they would probably have flourishod in the same way.
Last year we exported butter to Great Britain to the
amount of 4,076,365 lbs., and te the United States to
the amount of 100,895 lbs. The United States is
the bast market for our eggs. Last year we exported to
the United States 12,907,956 dozens of eggs, of the value of
of 81,821,361. I see that, under the National Policy, there
was a provision made, which was considered to be a very
wise provision by the promoters of the Nitional Policy, in
regard to some of the articles which were the produceof
the farm, that, as soon as the United States remitted the
duty on those artioles,the Governmont here took the power
to remit the duty on them when they were imported into
this country. I see that the United States have removed
the duty on several of these articles, and that this Govern-
ment have failed to carry out the understanding which they
agreed to by this Act of Parliament, and have refued to do
it unless every article which is enumerated in that Act is
put on the free list by the United States; and, by what I
seein the Free Press of this city, it is rumuoured in Washing-
ton that they are going to reotaliate, and that, if this Gov-
ernment do not keep faith according to the provisions of
the Act of Parliament which was passed hore, rotaliation
will be adopted against the people of Canada. If the United
States retaliate, an put a duty on eggs, what would become
of our egg business? And the samo may boesaid of other
articles which are the produce of the farm. It is to be
hoped that the Government will look into this matter, and
see that the faith to which they are pledged by an Act
of Parliament is kept with the United States and with
this Parliament. I ee that there is one industry which
bas grown amazingly under the National Policy, It was
very insignificant when Mr. Mackenzie was in power, but
it has grown wonderfully since,-I refer to the importa-
tion of rags. I find that in 1877, we only imported 892,179
worth of rage, but, under the benign influonce of the
National Policy and the development of the country and
of manufactures which has taken place, last year we im-
ported $193,029 worth of rags. That I suppose is an indi-
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cation of the revival of the industries of the eountry. Y ou
would almost imagine that, since the National Policy was
brought about, nothing was brought into this country,
because they promoted it under a promise that nothing
should be brought into competition either with our
farmers or with our manufacturers. While they told our
farmers that they were going to protect them, and particu-
larly in the article of wool, still they have allowed wool to
come into the country to as great an extent as ever, and,
although they have taxed many things which our farmers
bring into the country from the other side, they have not
prevented the importation of wool. For these and other rea-
sons, I favor the resolution of the hon. member for South
Oxford. I believe it will be in the best interests of this coun-
try if that resolution passes this House and becomes effective
with the United Statesif we eau get a larger market for our
farmers, for our manufacturers, and for every other class
of people. I do not believe that it is going to injure any of
the industries of this country, but I do believe that it will
make our farmers so much richer, and that they will there-
fore consume so mach more of the manufactured articles of
the country than they do now. I do not believe that it is
in the interest of this country to keep up manufacturing
industries at a high tariff for the purpose of putting money
into the pockets of the manufacturers, by enabling them to
charge higher prices than the consumer ought to pay. I
am in favor of the manufacturers, I would like to see them
prosper, but I believe there are many in this country which
if they do not get a larger market must evidently go to the
wall. Now, about the slaughter market. They used to
tell us bow the manufactured goods of this country had to
enter into competition with the American goods that were
sold here at slaughter prices, and they told us that this would
be all doue away with under the National Policy. Well,
now, last year we bought of manufactured goods from abroad
89,914,824, and in the year 1877, the total importation of
manufactured goods reached $4,606,944, or a slaughter mar-
ket established to the tune of over $5,000,000 more than we
had then. Our importa do not indicate that we are improving,
or that the country is growing as rapidly as it should. The
total imports in 1877 were $99,000,000 ; in 1878,893,000,000;
in 1875, $123,000,000 ; in 1887, 8112,000,' 00. So that our im-
portations are not as great now as they were 10 years ago.
That is not a satisfactory state of things for this country.
Now, Sir, I am very glad that we have a clear and distinct
issue before the people. The Liberal party takes its stand
upon this question, as it did at its organisation, for greater
liberty and greater freedom of every description so long
as it conduces to the well-being of the country. We believe
in giving a larger market to our farmers, and to our manu-
facturers, and to all other classes of the people, and we do
not believe in under-rating the power, and the ability, and
the worth of the Canadian people. We heai' hon. gentle-
men opposite telling us that they are afraid of the United
States people, that our own people are poweiless to keep
pace in the race of progress with the United States. I tell
you, Mr. Speaker, sitting here as a native Canadian, that I
believe, as a true Briton, and I feel that I am a British
eubject in every sense of the word, and I hurl back to
the hon. gentlemen their epithet and the insult that they
apply to the native-born Canadians in this country, when
they tell us that man for man, in a fair field and without
any favor, the people - of Canada are not the peers of any
peoplo on the face of God's footstool. I have listened with
a considerable amount of indignation at the statement, at
the disloyal utterances of hon. gentlemen opposite, towards
the people of Canada, to see them stand up in this House
and tell us that the Canadians, the English, the Irish, the
Scotch, the Germans, and the French, who bave settled in
this country, are not able te compete with the Americans
in a fair field. Why, I do not think that anything more
disloyal can be said by hon. gentleman on the other aide,
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and I hope that they will have sufficient respect for my
feelings, if not for themselves, not to repeat it again in this
House. Well, what are we going to do if this resolution
should carry and unrestricted reciprocity become a fact
between the UnitedStates and Canada? What would happen ?
We would 'lose revenue, but that can be easily made up.
We have statesmen on this side of the louse who can
grapple with that question.

Mr. BESSON. How ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. We will show you when we get a

chance. It is a very simple problem, but it would be a
very difficult problem for the hon. gentlemen in power,
because they do not understand the principles of economy.
They never practice economy, it is foreign to their nature.
They have accumulated such a debt, and the expenditure of
this country has advanced so rapidly, that it would be
almost impossible for this country to retrieve itself unless
a check is put on. Well, you might save nearly half a
million by knocking out that cruel and unjust Franchise
Act. You might strike off the Superannuation Fund.

Mr. O'BRIEN. We heard all this before.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, but you must have line upon
line, and precept upon preept. You don't like to hear it,
because I believe there is a little honesty about you if you
only had courage enough to assert it, and I believe you
would, but the party will not allow you. I think, perhaps,
we could dispense with the Senate; I think that there
might be more life infused into those dry bones at a less
price than we have to pay. Now, there was another mat-
ter which cost this country a good deal, and I told the
Government at the time that it was an improper expense.
I refer to the expense for the Liquor License Act. It was
brought in by the Premier himself, and I think that the
Premier after he introdueed it, very soon began to see that
there was something shaky about it, and he did not like to
injure his reputation by oontinuing to father the measure,
and so ho transferred it to his standing counsel, the hon.
member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy), and it became
known as the Mcoarthy Act. It passed this Hlouse, and it
cost this country over $300,000. What for ? So that they
could get their heels on the neck of the liquor interest in
this country, so that they could make them turn in and
vote for the Government. Well, there are many things
just like that, that we all know eould be doue away with,
and yet the publie interest of this country would not
suffer at all, and the service of the country would be
just as efficiently performed. Now, there is another matter
I would like to refer to before I ait down. I think it was
the Minister of Marine who stated that this country pro-
nouneed unmistakably in favor of the Government at the
last election. You would imagine, when you heard that
statement, that the people almost unanimously pronounoed
in favor of the Government, and you would think that the
representation in the House would bear some comparison
with the vote that was polled. Now, I took the trouble the
other day to compute the number of votes that were polled
in those elections, 198, and I just want to show the Minister
of Marine, when he makes that statement in future, that he
should consider how it has been brought about, and how it
is that the Government in this Hlouse have so large a
majority. The total Tory vote polled at the last
election was 332,481, the total Liberal vote was 326,967,
the total majority in the 198 elections being 5,518.
A change of 2,700 votes would give the Liberal party a
majority, and while bon. gentlemen talk of British
fair play and British loyalty and denounce us as being dis-
loyal, they are willing to ait in this House in proportion of
about 130 or 137 to 75 members, when they have polled
scarcely any more votes than the Liberal party in this
country. The Liberal party to-day with a fair field would
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wipe out this Government, so that it would never recover,
and it would be the best thing that ever happened to
Canada. A change of 15 votes in eaeh of those constituen-
cies would humble hon. gentlemen who now boast of their
strength and would place the Liberals in power, if the re-
presentation was just. The representation is net just, it is
far from being fair, manly and British, and this country
has a right to expect that there should be fair play between
parties. If there is not fair play between political parties,
where should we expect fair play te be found ? It is the
duty of the Government and the Opposition to show an ex.
ample of fair play and manly square dealing. I should
think hon. gentlemen opposite would blueh for shame
when they came bore with only a very small majority-
and yet possessed such a large proportionate number
of members-and at the same time boast that the
country bas pronounced se strongly in their favor.
I do not believe the country is much in their favor,
and I am quite sure if we could get a fair and un-
biased expression of their opinion with the ridings
unchanged we would carry the country. When Mr.
Mackenzie went out to the country h. did net carve up the
constituencies, but he went te the constituencies on the
same bases as he had been elected on-be was manly
enough te do that ; and if we are going te make of Canada
a nation of which we and our children shoald feel proud we
should do nothing to bring the blush of shame te the face
of any Canadian or British subject, or allow any blet te
remain that was unfair, ungenerous and un-British in any
particular. I have reason te expect that this resolution
will carry. I expect that fifteen of those patriots who
voted for the National Policy will every one vote for reci-
procity, and I expect those few hon. memabers who are net
in the Ministry will vote for the resolution. I expect that
the Minister of Finance will vote for it. The Minister of
Finance was in favor of reciprocity then, and he said:

'' We believe that reciprocity, which ias been advocated by ail
parties and classes in the country, is clearly identified with the policy
we have pursued and that we propose to puriu."

Again he said:
"Wlhen capital is driven away, the people of Oanada go after that

capital, and where employment is farnished them; and this is what the
hon. gentleman's policy has resulted in."

The exodus is now going on; I have shown that te be the
case. The bon. gentleman said further:

" Now I say if you want to knit this whole country together from end
to end, you must knit it together commercially."

He further said :
"Now, there is another reason why we should have a different tariff

with the United States. I have said before that, as far as England is
concerned, while we are most anxious to preserve her institutions and
ado pt her policy, as far as they are adapted to our own country, we feel
as( anadians that we must look at the position in which we stand in
relation to the fiscal policy of the great nation alongside of us."

The hon, gentleman could not be content unless he had a
little wail. The hon. gentleman spoke of good crops, but
he complained that prices were very low, only 81.50 a
bushel for wheat. The hon. gentleman also said :

'' Well, Sir, what has the hon. gentleman to propose in the present
disastrous state of affaire ? What ias he to propose in view of the
suffering industries of this country ? What has the hon. gentleman to
propose by which the present depressed state of things in this country
may be changed or the people inspired with the slightest hope for the
better. He has nothing. If I were Bongough, if I had the power to
caricature as he has, I would portray the hon. gentleman as General
Distres giving to the people the word of oommand 'starve."

That was said by the present Finance Miuister in this
House, by the bon. gentleman who now has charge te a
very large extent of the destinies of this country, and who
pretends te be loyal, and who will corne before us in this
flouse and try and make us out annexationists because we
tell the country the exact position of afauis. There is net
an hon. member in this Iouse or a man outside ofit support-

ing the Liberal party who has not always promoted
everything calculated to promote the welfare of
Canada. In everything we have said we have
been actuated by a sincere desire to remedy the trouble that
exists and point out if possible where the remedy is to be
found, and we believe that the remedy we propose will go
largely to bring about that prosperity which we all desire to
see prevailing in this country, and we believe that a policy
of greater freedom of trade introduced in this resolution will
bring about that very much desired result. I hope that
Canada may become great. She bas great resources, she
bas illimitable mines, she has vast agricultural resources, she
has great fisbing industries, she bas all those sources of
wealth, and if she only had an enlightened liberal policy
controlling the trade of the country we mightexpect to see
Canada flourish to a very much greater degree than she is
doing at the present time.

Mr. HICKEY. I cannot allow this debate to close with-
out making a few remarks giving my opinions regarding
the motives which I think have inspired this resolution and
the consequences which 1 think are involved in it. I have
been much pleased with the gentleman from the South
Riding of Grey (Mr. Landerkin) who bas just taken hie
seat, for the pleasant way in which he bas addressed the
Hlouse, and especially the way in which he bas closely
hedged himself by tho statement that he is a loyal man, and
that bis party also are all loyal men. That must be gratify-
ing to every person in this country. This resolution bas, I
think, one single virtue and that virtue is this : that it seoms
te be the camping ground of the Grit party. It is the
camping ground, into which they say they will follow their
leader and on which they have planted their stakes just
now. But itwill soon be like many other camping grounds
they have occupied. It will soon be deserted like the camp-
ing ground of commercial union which was vacated lately
by the membôr for West Middlesex (Mr. Armstrong), and
from this new camping ground they will fold up their
tents like the Arabs and silently steal away. Now the
gentlemen opposite must be perfectly well aware that
the success of this agitation, and the result of the full
development of commercial union or unrestricted recipro-
city will be annexation. It is just as sure as that the child
is father of the man, that annexation must be the develop-
ment of this '' fad " which they are agitating throughout
the country to-day. I think the hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in this debate assumed that " com-
mercial union " was " unrestricted reciprocity," and when
he was corrected by bis leader ho was willing to adopt
either term. We can show, I think, from the literature
disseminated ar.d the views expounded in this fouse
and in the country on this subject that commercial
union and unrestricted reciprocity are one and the
same thing. Why they want te deny that is a queer
thing to me. I think I will be able to show that the
people outside of this House, whether they be the friends
of the hon, gentlemen opposite or not, look upon this
movement as commercial union. Commercial union is
undoubtedly the essence of this matter, and hon. gentlemen
will find that it will be se interpreted in the country.
While I felt pleasure in complimenting my old friend from
South Grey (Mir. Landerkin), on his closing sentiments, I
believe that there are podsibly members in this House, and
I am sure there are a respectable few, at least, of the Reform
party in the country who will not be found following those
gentlemen in this uncalled for agitation. I think they can
justly calculate upon the great majority of the Grit party
of the country following thenm; but they will find, at least,
that there are a few people who will net follow the member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartright) in the gloomy
wail he sent up about this country. He and his party
have played the doggish game of grasping at the shadow
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for the bone. We had a right to espect that after ten
years of the National Policy those gentlemen would have
learned by the philosophy of experience that the people of
this country were not disposed to be led away by any such
side issue. They should have, at least, learned that the
Canadian people were determined to keep this country ts
their inheritance, and as they have inherited it from their
loyal ancestors, so they are determined to hland it down,
untarnibhed by traitorous hands, unsullied by d sloyalty:

'A heritage, it seems to me,
Worth being Io~a
To hold in fe.a.

Their policy reminds me of one of Victor Hugo's characters
who was constantly mistaking weather-cooks for the flag
of his country; and that is the fact with those gentlemen.
That this is an important question no one will deny,
because it involves the life, welfare and end of this country,
and it bas been said that the end of any nation is its per.
fection; but how in the world can it be perfection if we
take a stop by which we lose our identity in the first
place, and merely give our future to add to the great
country that those gentlemen propose to annex us to.
They have counted without their host, because the people
of this country have no sympathy with the movement they
are engaged in. If this policy were carried out to its legiti-
mate end, any one who exorcises a little logic in this matter
will see that Canadian nationality by this proposal would be
wiped out altogether. That would undoubtedly be the case,
although gentlemen on the opposite side pretend to say
that it would fnot. I am led to believe that those gentlemen
can scarcely be sincere in their professions of abiding
loyalty to Canada. They have merely sugar.coated the
pill ot unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union; but,
Sir, the "sugar coating " is too thin, and within it is the
nauseous drug which will not be acceptable to the people of
Canada. I think, Sir, we must admit that it is a capit-
ulation of hope and faith in Canada, and an acknow.
ledgment of our inability to look after our own country,
when -we go, as is proposed in this resolution, to seek help
from a foreign country. Lot me say bore, Mr. Speaker,
that we owe respect, at least, to the leader of this
" fIad." Mr. Wiman, unlike hon. gentlemen opposite,
does not sek to detract from this country, but, on the
contrary, he bas endeavored at all times to speak in
glowing terms of our wealth, progress, prosperity
and hopes. ie has represented Canada as something
worth annexing to the States, while the gentlemen
opposite have ropresented Canada as being too poor almost
to give away. They must not wonder if we in this flouse
have to tax them for speaking lightly of Canada, and that
we speak of them as being disloyal, because we can only
judge them by their language, and their language sounds
traitorous and is disloyal in tone. We must suppose, thore-
fore, that it comes from the heart as it does from the
tongue. They tell us that this close union with the United
States would not irjure our relations with Great Britain,
and the member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) told us
that it would be a great blessing if we could nuite ourselves
with the States and make a great Anglo-Saxon union in
this western world, where Great Britain would find a rest.
ing place in er old age and a place of safety. Bah!
upon such a sickly wail. I can tell the hon. gentleman
from Nurth Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) that while his spirit
and soul are hovering over the State of Michigan, his body
and breeches are a poor ornament for this Chamber, which
should be sacred to honor and loyalty and not to disloyalty
and hypocrisy. This may not sound very pleasant to the
hon. genleoman, but I want to declare that Great Britain
does not ask any waiis from mon whose patriotism is of the
same kind as his. I would remind him in the words of
Henry Ward Beecher:

Mr. H1ic0y.

"That England is the finest country in the world, and take her up
one side and down the other ehe ha more virtues, more liberty, and
more freedom than any country in the world.I
If the hon. gentleman does not like to hear this I like to
say it. Now, Sir, free trade with the United States means of
necessity that we must separate our existence from Great
Britain with whom we have gone hand in hand in the steady
march of prosperity and strength, and if hon. gentlemen op-
posite think that our union with a foreign country would be
taken in a quiet way by the people of Great Britain they at
least do not know what the sentiment between the two coun-
tries is. If there is anything in this union at all the essence
of it is that money gain is the consideration, that the thirty
pieces of silver are to be considered, and that if we are to
sell this country it is for a money consideration. If
that is ever done one result of it will be to destroy the
sentiment and feeling which exists between this country
and Great Britain, and at the end leave us to be swallowed
up by the United States. A great deal has been said about
the progress of Canada and it has been stated that we have
not progressed as well as we ought. We need only look and
scan the scenes around us to be satisfied that our march to
prosperity has been onward and upward and that our
achievements in the past can fairly be taken as indices
of our future. Our population, we have been told,
las been leaving us on account of the National Policy,
but the gentleman who undertook to explain this exodus
goes back to years before the National Policy and tells us
that 2,000,000 of people have left Canada. If he had prosecu.
ted his enquiries further he would have found that 7,500,000
people have left the United States, and he had botter hunt
them up and find where they are. It is true we have bad
an exodus from this country; some have left us and some
more could very well go for the good of the country. Some
are remaining here to sow the seeds of discord and foment
the spirit of discontent among our people, and if they left
too, I think Canada would be happier and botter, because no
human mind can comprehend the destructive results that
must follow an agitation of this kind at this period of our
country's growth. It tells the world that the Canadian
people are still adrift, that they are not satisfied with their
country, that they know not whither they are drifting,
and are willing to take up any fad and leave their loyal
homes to go to a country that has been inimical in every
way it could in its trade relations with us. Some
hon. gentlemen who have spoken on the other side of
the House have said that the annexation sentiment has been
increasing in this country. If it bas, who have been the
fathers of that sentiment? These very gentlemen are the
preachers of annexation. We do not find any annexation
sentiment being taught in the Conservative ranks of this
country; but these gentlemen get up here, with all the
audacity that is peculiar to their politics, and tell us that
this sentiment is increasing. They are the authors of it, and
they must feel the opprobrium that is attached to it. They
tell us in as many words that our country is poor. Whon
they wish to burl a dart at the Government they say the
country is going to the dogs, and that it is poor; but if
they once forget the Government of the day and think
of their country, they eau honestly dilate on Canada's
wealth and on the great future it is likely to have. I
say this is just the time when Canadian hearts ought to
be strong and cheerful, because the sinews of this country
have just become developed ; the foundations of this nation
have just become solidified ; we have made our expenditures,
we have sown the seeds of prosperity, and are just about
to reap the results, in a nation that will be second to
none in this world. For these reasons, I think that if
these gentlemen would sound a word or two that would be
consistent with the real position of the country, instead of
deerying it, they would do much better. But they say our
policy has ruined this country. Well, if the National Policy
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has ruined this country, what in the name of common sense
do they expect to give us when they get us connected with a
nation where a National Policy exists in its perfection ?
If there is one fault that I Lave found with our
National Policy, it has been that it was too limited ;
it did not go far enough, the protection was not great
enough. So yen see the utterly nonsensical position
tbse gentlemen oucupy, with not a bit of regard
to logic or the interests of this country. If there is any
evil in this country, it must be in their own bosoms, The
hon. member for Queen's, P. E. I. (Mr. Davies) bad a good
deal to say against the Government fbr the evil way in
which they are conducting the iffairs of this country and
bribing one Province after another. Hon. gentlemen who
have read the newspapers must be sure of this fact that that
hon. gentleman with bis silvery tongue and his insincerity,
or I should say, bis big hopes in himself and bis party,
bribed the people of Prince Edward Island by telling them
that his party were going into powor and the Tories were
going out, ard that they would then get all they would ask
for. Instead ofour party being the bribers, that gentleman
with all his smooth ways was the arch-briber. But before
I forget it, I want to give some outside opinions as to what
these gentlemen are fighting for, and to show them that
the people of the United States regard it in the light of
commercial union and annexation. In the first place, what
does Mr. Wiman say in reply to Mr. Edgar about unre-
stricted reciprocity ? He says;

" Almost everything that commercial union in its fullest sense could
accomplish would be achieved by this plan."

That is Mr. Wiman's view of commercial union and
unrestricted reciprocity. In opening this debaLe the hon.

That is the opinion of an outside critic, a citizen of the
coun ry which the Opposition wish us to join. He looks
upon the agitation as one for annexation, and these gentle-
men must know that that would be the natural end of such
a union. The paper goes on to say :

"It will then become a serious problem for our statesmen to consider
on what bauis reciprocity with Canada can be entertained. So long as
we maintain our present tariff, the first preliminary muet undoubtedly
be the same tariff for importa into Canada as we raise on our own
borders, thus throwing Canadian markets open to our manufactures, we
in turn buying at will all the products of Canada in the form of grains,
potatoes, fish and coal. It is easily seen that it would be impossible to
maintain a political union with Great Britain under these circumstances
and a commercial unity with this country. a •

" The unrest in Canada on these linos l sufficient reason for the anxiety
which England bas shown to bring out of this fishery dispute sone
method of opening our markets to Canadian productions. It also
explains why England countenanced the unjustifiable conduct of
Canadian cruisers to our fiuhermen. But as the United States bas retused
to be forced out of its proper policy thus far, the two countries are
brought face to face with the more interesting problem of what step
Canada will next take to meet ber increasing debt, the growing dis-
content of her people and the unavailing statesmanship of ber leaders,
bringing into striking prominence the dependence of Canada upon closer
relations with us for her future prosperity."

Now, Mr. Speaker, if anything more were wanted to show
the exact meaning of unrestricted reciprocity, it could
readily be found in the numerous utterances of United States'
publie mon and newspapers. A great doal bas been said
about the great markets of the United States. The hon. Min-
ister of the Interior and other hon. gentlemen on this side
have abundantly shown that the markets in Canada are as
good as those in the United States, and in rnany cases
botter, because they are at our own doors and subject to ouir
own control. In this connection we have hoard a good dtal
about hosses. Now, what are the facts? Take the

member for South Oxford was very irritable over the idea American trade returns and we find that the average prico
that commercial union could be tacked on to lis resolutien for herses n the United States is 73.70, whilo in Cariadi
of unrestricted reciprocity. That resolution contains a very it is $113. In many cf the States the averago pricof'
nice word, reciprocity in trade. We all believe in recipro- herses is $60, 870 and $80, mueh less than tho averago
city in trade with the United States so far as it is consistent price in 0cr Canadian market. This was in 18,6. From
with the interests of Canada, and no further. Here is what 1876 te 1885 the experts of cattie te Groat Britain
the Boston Advertiser says on this subject: amounteà te 8289150P000, and tbe experts te the Unitd

" The members of the Opposition party in Canada bave come out States te $7,934,000, or three and a half times groater oxparl,
without reservation in favor of free trade between Canada and the te Great Britain than te the United States, and the averavi
United States. Sir Richard Cartwright, who is the recognised leader of
the minority in Parliament, bas made a set speech, in which price cf evcry animal exported te Great Britain was 8ï7,
he has declared expressly, with the unanimous approval ot bis party, white the average price cf those expcrted te tho United
in favor of a commereial union with the United States. H. goe s States wa $36. The average price o' cattle in tho Uoeits
to the extent of saying that if it is necessary, in order to accomplish
this result, Canada muet adopt the tariff which the United States im- States for those years was $35.97, a littie less than tho avoî-
poses uponEnglishgoods orshutout English manufactures from Canadian age pi icof the (anadian cattie exported te that country
markets in preference to allowing the existing condition Of things to 90 during tb se ton yoarg. We muet aIse bear iri gonsidorauoli
on, which impoverishes Canada and makes it a political tributary of
Great Britain, while it should naturally be a commercial ally of the
United States. The Montreal Herald, the leading [beral paper ie that that if wo were united tin the United States, we wou l o o
city, declares le favor of breaking down ail tariff barriers along our thi Engli.h market, because Sr cattle would b p sceoduld
border, and defihntly deolares its independence of the complainti of and could not be shipped te Great Britain at ail. Bosde
British manufactureri. oAs Sir Richard Cartwright pointed eut, the
right te enter our markets free le the only commercial privîlege which, that, we kow that the mao 2 0 the lu ott th e Un ites a
can make Canada prosperous, and without it e. can never b. so." fick e markot, while that eh Great Britain l a steady market,
Do bon. gentlemen wonder now why wo think they are with a constant and inceUaing demand fer ca r cattle. Thi
disloyal in the sentiments they are ps'opounding from day is whown lu a striking maner by the fact that ln the
ta day le this flouse ? Snator Frye, who has been a warm aggregate value of frm animas, iu the United States,
friend ef bon. gentlemen opposite, givos hiS opinion on the compari g the year 188 ith 1884, we find a decroase
subjegt of over $ 100,000,000 while the number cf animais shows

during thse ten yhears.ceto mos aobear;e in Cieataon

"Senator Frye, who has given this ubject more caretul study than inreseth the ione x yep in the h .mbe r o inut and,
aney other member f our Congrese, bas expresed it as bis opinion that thtif t er nie to te Und State w eru d
ity simply a quetiton of tbe when at least the Maritime Provinces of value have increased, exept as regards the number cf
Canada wll b fored t ally themselvesto the Uenited States on what- sbeep and pige, the value having increofd to the amount
ever basis tey can obtain, with thie provision of a free market thrown cf a5t
ln. H. believes No a Seotia and New Brunswick, at leat, wil b. forced t ,00U, ir t pe of the sUot.n Sttes
by the necessities of the case te demand uf Great rpotpin a eacefl
separation from Canada on condition that they may be annexed to this Wa $1,60 per head cf the population. You see, therefore,
country. r may b thast this reat may net happen directly, but the that the market cf Great Britain je of paramount importance
wole endency of public discussion in those Provinces look o le that te us, while that cf the United Statee le more flickring and
direction, aad while it would be a severe blow at Ungli Imperial pride
te give up these Provinces te this country, and to sacrifice the splendid changeable than our own, and, thertfhre, net a desirable mar-
barber of Halifax, which for more than a century bas been Lb. head- ket. The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in tiis
quarters of tie rritia naval force n ths bemiphere, yet we believe etriotures of the people of Canada, eaid that money was much
that the necessitit s of the case are of great that a large party l Canada
praton freo trade with us te any consideration of national pride." cheaper l the Unid States than here; he eaid yen oould get
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money at from 6 to 7 per cent. in Michigan. Well, I can
tell the hon. gentleman that yeu can borrow money any-
where in this country at 6, 6j and 7 per cent. The hon. gen-
tleman will have us believe that the people were laboring
under a heavy mortgage debt from which they could not
possibly get any relief. But what do you find, Sir? You
find that in that great country, where that hon. gentleman
loves to dwell, where his soul is at peace and where his
spirit seems to have its fullness-especially in that part of
it known as Micbigan-yon find in that country, to repeat
the figures given by the hon. member who moved the
Address in reply to the Speech from the Throne, and which
are very pertinent to this debate, that the mortgages on
fairms in the United States are as follows:-

In Ohio........................... ........................... $
Indiana.,.......... ........... ........
Illinois ..............................................
Wisconsin...... ..... ...............................
Michigan.. ............... ......... ........
Minnesota..... ...... ........ ...........................
Iowa...... .................. .....
Nebraska............ ..... ......... .... . .........
Kansas ..................... ........
Missouri ............ ,,....... ...... .....

701,000,000
398,000,000
620,000,000
250,000,000
350,000,000
175,000,000
351,000,000
140,000 000
200,000,000
257,000,000

Total farm mortgages .............. $3,422,C00,000

And the actual value of all farms in these ton States is
about $13,931,000,000. Now the New York Times sent out
a commissioner to investigate the matter, and he eports
as follows :-

" The greater portion of the money represented by the faces of these
mortages bas not been expended in improving farms, because the larger
portion of the farms were eqiipped with buildings before the mortgages
were laid. The money has been spent to enable the farmers to live."

Of Michigan, the commissioner says
"In Michigan the numbar of mortgaged farme has recently been

closely ascertained. Practically one-half of the farma of that great
State which is justly famous for the production of wheat, oatd, barley,
corn, fruit, vegetables, lumber, iron ore and copper are mortgaged. lu
]880, the assessed value of Michigan farms was $499,000,000. Their
assessed value to-day is about $700,000,000, which shows an actual
value of $1,100,000,000. One-half of them are mortgaged, and the older
the community and the more valuable the land the more numerous are
the mortgages-<so the recent investigation shows)."
Thus $700,000,000 worth of Michigan farming land, or one-
half the whole value is encumbered. Farm mortgages are
always negotiated on the real value of the land. Thus the
total amount of money represented by the faces of Michigan
farm mortgages, is at least $350,000,0A. As it is in Michi-
gan, so it is in the ten great agricultural States which lie
in the Mississippi valley. In Dakota, there is a population
of 600,000, and the mortgages are 845,000,000, for which
interest is paid at the rate of 10 per cent. The commis-
sioner further says:

" I bere wish to say to investors, that all talk relative to this vast
snm of money ever being paid, is utter folly.

" The profit derived from American agriculture is now so small as to
be unworthy of the slightest consideration. To illustrate this fact, the
interest money drawn annually from the ten States listed, if they pay 7
per cent., only amounts to $239,000,000. The total value of the agri-
cultural p-oduets of these ton States was, in 1879, $839,000,000. In
1885, the total value of wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley, buckwheat, pota-
toes, hay, tobacco and cotton, was $754,600,000. Allowing $250,000,000
for other products of the farm, we have a total annual value of $1,000,-
000,000. Half the farms being mortgaged, the produce they yield is.
$500,000,000, $239,000,000 of this goes to pay interest, leaving $261,-
000,000 of produce to support 886,000 farmers and their families, or $294
to each farmer."
" Out of this sumi," says the commissioner,

"They must pay labor, taxes, supply seed, buy tools, &e. The sura
is entirely inadequate. It is not possible for these mortgaged farmers as
a clasa, ever to lift their mortgages."

And this is the country to which these hon, gentlemen
point in such ecstasy, when they are chagrmned over
their own country and lament her miserable condition.
Would they wish to reduce Canadian farmers to that low
level of prosperity, to that hopeless condition of inability to

Mr. HicKEY.

extricate themselves from the burden of debt which is upon
them? I think not. If they were sincere they would show
up ail the facts to the public. This is not Canadian liter-
ature that I have quoted or literature gathered from Car-
adian books, but it is a report of the views of the people
themselves who have invested in lands in these States.
Take this same comparison and what will we find ?
We find that in Canada, that is, in Ontario and Quebec, the
total mortgage debt does not exceed $200,000,000, on an
estimated value of $800,000,000. Mr. Blue gives it as
$600,000,000, but we may add 25 per cent. to that. The
crop of Ontario is valued at 8121,000,000. Taking
$14,000,000 for interest, we have left 8108,000,000 to be
divided among 182,000 farmers holding more than ten acres
each, or $600 a piece from agricultural products. This is
100 per cent. more than in the ten States to which the com-
missioner directed his attention. And yet, the hon. gentle-
man would cajole these farmers of Ontario to unite their
fortunes with those of the depressed farmers of the United
States. In 1874, we find that the défault on mortgages was
equal to 2s% per cent.; in 1879, it was 5 per cent.; in 1886,
it was 4 per cent. Notwithstanding the bine rin they
have been stating has overtaken the farmers, though
certainly the defaults are more in 1886 than they were in
1874, still they are only 4 per cent., and, when the hon.
gentlemen left power, they were 7 per cent. This is a very
valuable showing when yon compare it with the statements
which they made. Ilere is another report. In the course
of a recent discussion in the Congress of the United States,
Mr. Weaver, of Iowa, said that:

'' During the summer he had traversed the country from western New
York through Pennsylvania, Indians. Illinois, Lwa, Missouri, Kansas
and Nebraska, and the best testimony he could procure showed that two-
thirds of all the fa.rm land of the United States was under mortgage. la
Iowa it would be an accident if a man travelling through the State got
upon a farm that was not mortgaged."

That is the testimony of the people of the Unitei States
in reference to the condition of their farmers, and these are
the farmers who are held eut to the people of Canada as
occupying the green fields of prosperity in order to induce
them to unite themselves to the people of the United States.
It is well known that far off fields are green, and so these
would b,3found if we were ever so thoughtless as to betray
our trust and unite our existence with the United Status
instead of remaining in our present prosperous condition, a
condition of which I think any man might be proad as a
citizen of Canada, and which I hope will continue We have
a great country, and, if the United States were removed to
the antipodes to-morrow, we could go on and flourish in
spite of it. In their 4th of July orations the people of tho
United States are proud to say that their country is
God's country; and so is this country God's country. We
have ail the materials of wealth, we have ail the means
of maintaining a prosperous nationality, and we can as
well live without the United States as they could live with-
out us in proportion to our numbers. The products of our
fields, of our mines, of our foreste, and of everything we
have are abundant and are handy to the industrious Cana-
dian, who, the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) was very emphatic in stating was worth any six
immigrants to this country. With ail the wealth of Canada,
1 say we ought to look upon Canada as God's country. It
is full of everything calcalated to make mon happy and
prosperous, and I say that an uaworthy compromise such
as this would be -and an unworthy compromise is always
looked upon as a certain avenue to national destruction-
ought not to be made, because our position with Great Bri-
tain has been one of honor, faithfulness and strength, and
that was never exhibitel to the world more than
it was during the fishery negotiations that have taken
place recently in the United Statea. The United States
Congress a short time ago passed a non-intercourse Bill, but
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they found that they could not put it in force against Can- Chinese watts. If we send car produeo te the âmericau
ada without putting it in force against Great Britain and ail aide we are met by au enormous tarif, but i spite of this,
ber colonies, and they at once commenced to estimate the we have to force our products in there and tako whatever
cost of that course. What would Canada be in such a case we eau got for them, and bring back the money in order to
withont such a friend, at a time of weakness such as we had psy for gooda imported frornOntario and Quebec; and if
in regard to this question. Investigate this matter as much we bring back American goods we are met hy our own
as you like, and the firmer you will find our position in this Goverument with another ChinewaII, iu the shape af un
matter. Let us keep our fidelity and remember that what enormous protective duty. Now, Sir, it la the genorat feeling
is right is safe. If it is right to look after our interest, then down iu that section of the country that ao far as tarifa are
the preservation of our present position is the best and the concerned, it la utterly impossible for us to bo ever a pros
safest thing for us to do. We have the desire and ability perous people. Under the existing state of affairs we arc
to promote our own prosperity. I see Canada drifting down forced to buy from Ontario and Quehec, which do not require
the stream of time, with all its interests growing greater any of the articles whieh the Island produces; therofore
and grander as the times go by, and I believe that ahe wiil we are forced to go into a hostile market to btain money
inscribe upon lier banner inl he future as she has in the in order to pay the goods we buy from Ontario aud Quebee.
past the motto "Dieu et mon droit." You right just as well expeet watar to run up ll as ta

expect that there ever ean ho any comrnunity of' syrnpathy
Mr. M-INTYRE. I understand that there is a general or sentiment between the western Provinces and the east.

desire for thé adjournment of the debate, as the hour is cru, so long as Vis condition of affaira exista Tho Ame-
growing late, and, if the Government are of that opinion, I
will move the adjournment. they are the people with whom we bave always duait more

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Go on. or bas, they are the people amongst ç%horu ur friands live
bacause a large number of oar friands go to the United

Mr. MoINTYRE. Before this debate comes to a close, I States, sud we are at ail timeaaxions to sac thornbbsides
desire to say a few words in reference to the resolution trading with hem. Again, aur rates of frcight ta thc
proposed by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard United States are mach cheaper, because they are water
Cartwright). The question of unrestricted reciprocity, or of rates as againat railway rates with the western Provinces.
reciprocity of some kind, is one that overshadows all other Iu order ta show the difforenca which cxits botwaan the
considerations of that kind, with us down by the sea, and aid reeiproeity pcriod and the prescut, 1 will quote se
this is especially tie case in the Province from which I more figures. Lu 1887, our exportaÙto United States
come. We have been lecture bv hon. gentlemen on the oniy amounted ta 8663,627; and as I said bafora, i 1865, thc
other side of the ouse in regard to the manner in which last ycar of tIc Reiprocity Treaty, our exports arn unted
we treat this question. They say we should treat it from ta $604,642; so that in thaspacoai22years, they only lu-
a national standpoint. That is al[ very well for hon. gentle- ereased by $63,975; wheroas, in VIe 12 yaars ottha li-
men from Ontario who make use of us down by the sea as proeity Traaty, they iucreasud by $523,960. I think thosa
their footstool. In fact, there is a gentleman in this figures speak for themaelves, and mare eloquently than any-
House--I think it was the hon. member for North hing I eau say, or any persan aise. As 1 said beforc,
Perth (Mr. Hesson)-who stated that, if we obtainedlicist fati year of the Vroaty, aur exporta amouuted Vo
unrestricted reciprocity, we would b made hewers $601,642, snd VIe first yaar after the abrogation af the
of wood and drawers of water for the people of the treaty they feu ta $108,166. This is an cuormous Udt in a
United States. Well, we bad reciprocity with the United very short space a time, sud goas ta show what an ad-
States before, and I do not think we were made bewers of vantage it would bo Vo us to hava a rociprocal trade wth
wood and drawers of water at that time. In fact, with us Vha United States in preference Vo the exiting atata of
down by the sea, we were not inclined to be made bewers affairs. Whist I arn o hIs point, 1 wish trarcr ta
of wood and drawers of water under the old Reciprocity statemeut made by VIa Minister of Marine in reforenca Vo
Treaty. Our people in Prince Edward Island, and in the thc savinga hankargument that ha used. lec aAdiV ws
Maritime Provinces generally, but more especially in the an indication of aur weaith that wo had sa mucI money in
Island from which I come, have had ample experience of the savinga barka at Cîuriottctcwn. Wei, Sir, [thougît
the immense advantages and benefits which accrued to them had beard tha lasV of that durint aaVI
under the old Reciprocity Treaty, and for that reason they but 1 find it la made ta do service over and over again.
have always been looking forward to the renewal of that Now, if that is au argument that we are waathy, it shows
treaty, or to something even better. While that treaty was that we arc evon more wealthy than the great commercial
in force, our merchants, our farmers, and our fishermen were city of the wost, Taranto, becausa we hava, iu proportion Vo
in the highest degree of prosperity. It was a time when the population, double tIe amount ai money in tIc savinga
the American vessels came down to our ports and into our banka at Charlottetown than VIay hava lu the eity of
rivers and took away from us ail our surplus produce-in Taranto. I hiuk hs Iset proves the vary revemse; it
fact they took away everything we had to spare, and paid proves that if we lad any ramucrative business iu whicl
for it in cash. It was a time when alil our people enjoyed this money eoutd ho invasted it wauld ba p!acad tha, for
the highest degree of prosperity, and consequently of cou- any persan wh raceivea 5 or 6 par cent. for bis
tentment, because people are generally content when their money would neyer leave it iyiug lu thc savinga
pockets are lined with the needful, and not otherwise. bauks at 4 par cent. Wa are expacted ta ha happy
In order to show that what I have said is truc, and that I dowu by thc ses, bat whcn wo c')nsider tIc lu.

am not drawing upon my imagination, I wili just illustrate duceots which arc supposed Vo maka us happy
by two amall rows of figures. In 1854, which was the year they arc really extraardinary. Take the preseEt
the Reciprocity Treaty was inaugurated, but it was not a price af produce for exampia. Wa fini people starting for
full year, our exporta to the United States only amounted markt before dayligît, in the fait of VIa year, sud wi
to $81,782; in 1865, which was the last full year of the mud up Vo the huha of their waggans, Vo hring osto mar-
Reciprocity Treaty, they amounted to $604,642; in other ket witî wbicî Vo purdlase goada, sud they receive twanty-
words, an increase of $523,960 in the space of twelve years, five or twouty.six cents s bualol. They bring thair patatoos
or something over 400 per cent. The contrast betweente maiket for sixteen cents a bahel, which is VIe ardinary
that time and now is certainly very marked, so far as the price lu tIc fail of VIe year lu Prince Edward Island. They
Island la caneerned. To-day we are hcmmed lu by twa whre a litt e higher wset fal on account o the American
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demand, and it le only when there is an American demand, is no doubt in my mmd and no doubt in the minds of nine-
or when there has been a short crop in the United States,tenthe of the peo-pie of Prince Bdward Island, but that there
that there is any demand at all, scarcely, for potatoes in will be a renewal of the good old times that prevailed under
Prince Edward Island. Then, again, so far as real estate the old Reciprocity Treaty, and even botter times. Our
is concerned, it is falling in value everyyear in consequence farmers would fnd some encouragement for continu-
of the low prices of produce-in fact it is almost impossible ing in the business of agriculture. We have in the
for a man who wants to leave for the United States now, Island some of the finest horses to be found in the
to sell hie farm, except at a ruinous rate. This was not so whole Dominion of Canada, and our horeeare
in former years; because I remember myself that during famed ail over the Ma-itime Provinces and the eastern
the terrible years of the Mackenzie Administration of which States. Thon again we raise large numbars of sheep, and it
we bave heard so much, real estate was booming in that is a fact t hat the mutton of the Island je regarded as of firet-
Province. As a natural consequence of all these things, our class quality, and a large number of sheep even under pre-
people are leaving the country. I do not deny that there is sent circumetances are sent yearly to the States. 0f course,
always a certain amount of emigration,as there always will I need ecarcely say that we produce large quantifies of
be from a country like the Maritime Provinces, but within the potatoes, butter 'nd eggs. We sent in 1877 to the United
last three, or four, or five years, emigration has assumed States horses to the value of $61,524; sheep to the value of
alarming proportions. It is not only our young men who are $16,279; potatocs, 792,425'bushels, to the value of $168,366;
leaving us, but also our young women. In every section of eggs to the number of 1,668,539 dozens, to the value of
the United States, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, people $202,737. Thon by the Trade and Navigation Returna I find
from Prince Edward Island are to be found. I know my- that we are the largeet exporters of eggs of any Province in
self that from nearly every house which I can recall to the Dominion with the exception of Ontario, We also sent
memory, one, two, three and sometimes four, persons have of mackerel 14.764 barrels, to the value of $93,936; cauned
left and gone to the United States. They have not gone meokorel, 501,320 pounds, to the value of $32,421, or a total
there to come back again but to stay. Our your men go of 8126,360. Ah this produce has been sent to the United
into the fishing business, or the mercantile business, or States and the money brou ,ht back goes to pay for goods
whatever they can get to do ; and it is the same with our from Ontario. If we had a rociprocity troaty with the
young women, who marry and settle down in the United United States, I have no doubt but that these exporte
States. I am very sorry that I have to make such a state- would ho quadrupled in a very short time. Some of the
ment as this, because if it were in my power to do other- objections raisod by hon, gentlemen opposite againet
wise I would be very willing to doit, no matter who wonld unrestricted recprocity appear to me to be very frivolous,
be the gainers thereby, even if it was the Gxvernment. one of wbich is that it is going to impair our loyalty. Lt
Thon, again, in Prince Edward Island in former years, we appears to me that this is the mostsilly objection that could
had a magnificent industry in the shape of shipbuilding. possibly be raised. We had reciprocity before, and 1 do
The industry of sbipbuilding has entirely disappeared not think it impaired our Ioyalty in the slightest dcgree.
from the Island. In former years it gave employ- I think myself that when the people are prosperous they
ment to our mechanics, it assisted our farmers are content, and when they are contented there is no room
so far that they could sell the timber off their for disloyalty. There is no disloyalty without a cause, and
land, and in fact it saved many a bushel of grain in this case there would be no cause. Thon, again, we are
when they could bring a few sticks of timber to the ship- told that unrestricted reciprocity would involve direct tax-
yard and obtain their necessaries, while to-day they have etion. Lt did not involve direct taxation before and iL
to give their grain for everything. In order to show the woutd not involve it now. We are told that it would ont off
great depression that has taken place in this industry, i$7>OOOMO'i from our rLvenue. Lt la very easy to make up
will read a few statistics to the House. In 1875 we built that deficicncy if proper methode were adopted, and
26,041 tons of shipping; in 1876 we built 21,194 tons; in there are soveral means whîeh might be adopted.
1878 we built 16,486 tons. As I said before, those were the There has boen an enormous and uselose expondi.
years of which we have heard so much with respect to the ture going on in this Dominion for many years,
Mackenzie Administration; but to us they were not diýaE- a large numer of which might ho eut away with benefit
trous years but years of prosperity, a return of wbich we to the Provinces and benefit te the Dominion. If we would
anxiously look for. Then we come down to succeeding stop purchasing constituoncies by railway subsidies, there
years. In 1886 shipbuilding had declined to 1,244 tons, would ho an immense saving cffected. 0f course I do not
and to 1,686 tons in 1887. In 1873, the year in which we on- objeet to railway subsidies where thoy are reelly required,
tored the Confederacy, we owned 280 vessels, equal to a but when they are spont merely for the purp-se of purchasing
tonnage of 38,918; in 1886 we owned only 225 vessels, with constituencies they^ai- objectionable. Thon, again, there
a tonnage of 30,658, or a decrease in fifteen years of 55 vos- is another enormous item of oxpenditure, and that is with
sels and 8,260 tons. I think those figures speak for reference te newspaperm. Newspaper support is purchased
themselves. They show that ever since we entered Con- by means of the emigration funds That is an enormous
federation the shipbuilding industry has been declining leakage year after year, which miglt very easily be stopped.
steadily every day, It bas been stated that the reason of the Thon, again, if the Government would accord to us universel
docline in shipbuilding is due to the fact of the place of ships suffrage we might easily dispense with that oxponsivo
being taken by steamers; but if that were true the tonnage Franchise Act. Another objection raîsed by supporters
ought to show it, but it does not. I believe that every per- of the Governmont is that we cannot obtain reciprocity
son conversant with the old state of affaire, under the Reci- with the United States and that it is uselees to be looking
procity Treaty of 1854, will believe that if we had unie- for it. I think thit since the abrogation cf the old
stricted reciprocity, it would prove much more advan- Reciprocity Treaty there nover was a briglter prospect than
tageous to us than the old Reciprocity Treaty, the value of there is to-day-there nover wae such a disposition mani-
our faims would nearly double in a year or two. Thon feted by publie mon in the United States for reciprocal
again it would give a chance to capitaliste of the United trade reletions with the Dominion of Canada. Wîthin the
States to come down and establish fisheries amongst us as lest two years we have lid the Butterworth Bil, which goes
they did under the old Reciproeity Treaty. This gave in for a large measure cf reciprocal trade; thon egein we
encouragement to our young mon to stayat home, and they have th6 fitt Bil, which not long ego was recominended
did so during those years. If a reciprocal treaty was inîfrom the Committee on Foreign Relations unenimous1y; and
operation, which we earnestly hope will be the case, there more recently still, we have the expression of Mr. Secretary

Mr. MoINTynx,
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Bayard, in which he says in his letter to Sir Charles
Tupper of 3lst May, 1887:

"I am confident we both seek to obtain a just and permanent settle-
ment, and there is but one way to procure it, and that is by a straight-
forward treatment, oua liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire com-
mercial relations between the two countries."

I think, Sir, since the abrogation of the old treaty we
have never had such a universal expression from the peo- I
ple of the United States in favor of reciprocal trade as we
have had within the last year or two, and that not only by
the statement of the United States, but by the large meet-
ingE which have been convened for the purpose of discuss-
ing this question, and which were nearly all unanimous
in favor of more extended relations. It has been quoted
in the Government papers that, during the Fishery Com-
mission, certain propositions were made by the British
commissioners.in the direction of reciprocal trade with the
United States, and those papers say they were rejected
immediately by the United States Commissioners. This is
not putting the matter in a fair light, because the United
States Fishery Commissioners rejected those proposals for
the reasons that they were not authorised to treat in regard
to trade. All they were authorised to do was to settle the
matter in referouce to the fisheries. I am glad, Sir, that
this question has been brought so prominently to the atten-
tion of the people of this Dominion, and 1 trust that at no
distant date we will see a triumph not so much in the
interests of party as in the interests cf the whole country.

Mr. FREEMAN moved the adjournment of the debate.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned until Tuesday

next at 8 p.m.

Sir HECTO.R LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I would then ask to let it stand as
a notice of motion for Wednesday next. The report has
been several days on the Table.

Mr. LAURIER. I would ask the hon. gentleman to let
it stand until the present debate is concluded.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It is only a recommendation for
some increases of salaries.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 78) to incorporate the Keystone Pire Insurance
Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Tobique, Gypsum and
Colonisation Railway Company.--(Mr. Burns.)

Bill (No. 80) to wind up the Bank of London in Canada.
-(Mr. Mills, Bothwell.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and
Western Railway Company.-(Mlr. Davis.)

Bill (No. 82) to incorporate the Annapolis and Atlantic
Railway Comp!any.-(Mr. Mills, Annapolis.)

Bill (No. 83) to arnend the Act to incorporate the
Moncton Harbor Improvement Company.-(Mr. Wood,
Westmoreland.)

Bill (No. 84) to incorporate the Thousand Islands Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Taylor.)

Bill (No. 85) to incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 86) to authorise the construction of Bridges
over the Aqsinibiine River at Winnipeg and Portage la
Prairie for railway and passenger purposes.-(Mr. Watson.)

RECIPROCITY WITII TIHE UNITED STATES.

Sir RICHARD CAPRTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman Mr.MITCEIELL. BeforetheOrdersoftheDayareread,
means to meet to-morrow, I suppose. I wish te eau the attention of the buse te a matter that I

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Yes. consider ef very considerable importance te this country.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What does ho propose Lt wili be recoleeted that in 1878, when the Government
to take up or to do? was changed from that of the hon. member for East York

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. With the consent of the (Ur. Mackenzie) tethatof the right bon. gentleman opposite,
House our intention is to go on with the questions put by soe ryeqn t speechesee la verd tho hout
members, and take the Private Bills. We will have fiveNti ntry -n avor o htiwas ciimedbthoNt ona
Private Bills to consider from Ontario, and if we can getNy
through those Bills they would be sent to the Senate. ThenPoicy-and to which 1 had the honer, in ai good faith, et

wo an aketheNotcesof otin, olotin th unpp0sd giving what littie support I couid. The right hon, gentle-
we can take the Notices of Motion, selecting the unoppose
motions. This, I think, will take us up to six o'clock. Man,1at the head of the Government, carryrng eut in goodfaith what ho proposed, plaeed on the Statute-book et 1879

Sir RICHARD CA RT WRIGHT. Very well. the following clause in the Custome Act

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 12:30 a.m. "ny or ail of the following thin g, that istay, animais of al

(Wednesday.)kindi, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of al ki egetables (in-
cluding potatoes and other roota), plants, trees and ahrubs, coal and
coke,WDait, hops, wheat, peasand btas, brley e, oats, Indian corn,
buckwheat and ail other grain, flaur of whtat anr'ficur of rye, Indian
meal and oatmeal and flour and meal of any otlier grain, butter, cheese
fish (saited or smoked>, lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted or smoked) anâ

OFFIISEBATE COFTEMOSE.

e OF cOMM oslumber, may be imported into Canada free duty, or at les rate of
duty than is provded be this Act, upon proclamation of the Govemnor

S thari, 1oucil, whih may be issued whenever it appears to itifaction
WEDNEDAYthat imilar articles from Canada may be iorted into the United

States free o dut , or at a rate of duth net exceeding that payab e on

The SPEA&KRa took the Chair at Threeo clck. the saie under sc proclamation when imported into anada."

Icseo in the Free Presrsomaevery important communica-
PlaÂ-YERI. tilns fro l Washington upon that subjet, which, with the

permission e th t ofuse, I wil oread:

OFFICIAL DEBA.TES0F THE OUSE.(IMWashingten, March 27.-Ma ch feeling has beenaropeed againet
Canada e congressional circles here owing te the neglect o the Dominion

Mr. DESJARDINS moved: Government ta place on the free l t those articles f naturai produce
which are nw admitted rce int the United States. Some years ago

That the second report of the Select Oommittee te supervise the pub- the anadia Parliament passed an Act athorising or directingoibe
lication of the Debates of the House be adopted. Dominion Executive toe place on the fe list certain articles of natura

Sir HECTOR LANGE VIN. 1 weuld ask the hon. gentl-" produce, inclding trees and lihui, green fruit, coaiud coke, ani, &c.,
whenever the United States Government agreed te admit such articles

man te ho kind iough net te, insit on thait motion to-dayfree.li ta expected thatr btis means complete reciprsadhb cof trade
as it will take some timo te discusu it. in the natural produce cf the two couantries woud graduall abebrought

duyta6spoie yti c, pnpolmto fteGvro
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about. In 1883 Congres placed on the free list a number of the articles induced to support it, but now i
mentioned in theeanadian Act, but up to the present the snadian I want to find ont whether theauthorities have refnsed to reciprocate or ta take any steps towards
bringing about a free exchange in the natural products. After the new constituents, for instance, in t]
parcelpost system came in operation the nurserymen of this country to be driven into a position whwere piaced at a great disadvantage as comp ared witb their Canadian placed uo hr hnte
competitors,as ail trees and erube exported fro Canada ttis coun-upon the when they
try came in duty free, while American nursery stock is dutiable when This is a matter of vital import
sent into Canada. Steps were lately taken to ascertain what the policy country. I think the right hou
of the Canadian Government was in regard to the free exchange of the House whether negotiaticnatural products, and the information received is to the effect that thei.
Dominion Government ba decided that they are not called upon to putin reference to it, and whet
their standing offer of reciprocity in natural products into operation refused to meet the just claiî
until each and all the articles referred to in the statute are admitted regard to reciprocity in tfree by the United States. The course of the Canadian Government in
refusing to adhere by their own engagement to place on their free list have put upon the free list. I a
articles of natural produce now admitted free by this country, is likely been under discussion in the Cî
to strengthen the bande of the opponents of the fisheries Treaty and to course, wbat takes place therelead to retaliation. A congressman from New York State announces
that itis his intention to present at once in the House of Representatives places, unless the Berald happ
a bill removing from the free to the dutiable list, for customs purposes, then, but generally they keep t
aIl articles of Canadian growth now admitted free. The bill will not We ought to know whether thEinclude onl trees, shrubs and green fruits, but :oysters, fresh fish and named of fish, coal, fruit, eggs, aeggs, of which immense quantities are imported into this country every y
year from Canada. The proposed duty on eggs, he says, will be about cans have made free, are to be m
4 cents par dozen and on other articles the same rates of duty now is a little error in the statem
levied and collected by the Canadian Goverment." eWashington, and that is in rega4 9Washington, Mardi 27. -A New York representative bias prepared a sigoadtt einea
bill for early presentation in the House of Representatives which bas been made free in the inte
places all articles now in the free list of the United States and not right hon. gentleman represents,
embraced in the free list of Canada, into the duty list at the saine rates bas not been made free and theof duty now imposed by the Canadian tariff.

" These articles are principally green and dried fruits, nursery stock to submit to a tax of 60 cents a t
and seeds of all kinds, fresh fieh, &ic. is the coal which is generally use

'Other articles which have long been on the free list will also be in- Now, I want the hon. gentlemancluded for duty, such as eggs, 4 cents per dozen, fresh fish, &c.
" Great indignation existe here at the total indifference and bad faith to my enquiry, whether advanc

of the Canadian Government in their disregard of Secs. 3 and 9 of the United States, complaining of th
Onadian Customs Act, and the spirit and principle embodied in Sec. occurred, or whether negotiation10. they have offered to extend the
There is a good deal more upon the same subject here with whether or not any answer bas1
reference to the determination on the part of the United what the attitude of the Govern
States to propose retaliation, and I am certainly not very to-day?
much surprised at it. We have heard varions rumons about Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
this matter. It is stated in these despatches that the Cana. is exacty th . M DtiOe t anwer th
dian Government have received communications from the that ne applications have been r
American Government on this subject with the view of ernment upon the subje t which 
getting reciprocity in those articles in which, by the of.
statute, this Government have declared their readiness to
reciprocate. What I would like to know is this : whether Mr. MITCHELL. I want to
any, and if so, what correspondence has passecd between the want to see why the Governmeni
two Governments in relation to this subject, and whether pledge which they made in secti
the Canadian Government have taken any action with the and have not put these articles
view of meeting the American Government in their en- Americans have made free ?
deavor to meet the statutory enactments of our Govern. Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
ment regarding reciprocity in natural products ? This is a tion comes up in such a form as imatter of the greatest importance. To my constituents it in the forin of an enquiry, the]is especially of great importance. Hundreds of tons of full and satisfactory answer.fresh fish, during certain weeks of the winter, leave one
single station, Chatham, in my county, for the markets of Mr. MITCHELL. I may geti
the United States ; and if this retaliatory policy of the think I will get a satisfactory on
United States should be carried ont, if there is any just question.
ground for its being carried out, the people of this country Mn. SPEAKER. Order.will have good reason to find fault with the right
hon. gentleman and the gentlemen behind him. Mr. MITCHELL. I want to
They will have good ground of complaint if the Govern- States consul bas not made r
ment have taken no stops to try and meet the breach of faith of this Governmen
advances of the American Government and prevent a of the Act of 1879 ?
system of retaliation growing up between the two countries
This is a matter of vital importance, not only to the consti. S JOHN A. MACDONAL
tuency I represent, but to the whole of Canada. It affects repudiate altogether, on behalf of
almost al agricultural products, it affects flour and meal sinuation that we have been guili
and corn and everything of that kind, and, if the American Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, of coupeople are met at the outset of this reciprocity question by anything if it suits your purpose.
a refusal to admit these things which they have made free
I think it is a breach of faith in regard to the inducement Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.
which were held out by the right hon.gentleman in 1878-79. gentleman bas no right to use th
I know that the policy of the Government has changed since mentary language.
1879. The National Policy was adopted thon as a means Mr.MITCHELL. 1 ea t
to an end, as a means to bring about reciprocity. That
was the argument used by which mysoelf and others wore Some hon. MEMBBRS. Order

Mr. MIT0KLL.

it is a policy of protection.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. 1 shall have to call for

the protection of this Rouse against such an unparliamentary
course as the hon. gentleman is pursuing, and I have no
doubt that this House will give me protection, as it weuld
give any other member protection, against such coarse and
unparliamentary language. I repudiate the statement that
there has been any breach of faith on the part of the
Canadian Government, and further, Mr. Speaker, I say that
there have been reports made on behalf of the American
seedsmen desiring that this provision should be carried out,
but we have seedsmen on the Canadian aide of the border
also, and we have to consider their interest as well as the
American interest. However, that subject, having been
brought forward in the interests of the American seedsmen,
is now engaring the attention of the Government, but there
has been no official statement even from the Consul.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Sir,-
Some h9n. MEMBE RS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to move the adjournament of

the debate.
Some hon. MEUMBERS. You cannot.
Mr. MITCHELL. Will some hon. gentleman move the

adjournment ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. I beg to move the adjournment of

the House.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think I ought to say that the hon.

gentleman knows that he came to me and asked permission
to put these questions. I asked him not to make a speech
and not to be too long, and it was understood that the
adjournment of the debate would not be moved, and I think
the House will sustain me in saying that the hon. gentle-
man ought to relinquish this subject now.

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to make an explanation.
Some hon. ME MBERS. Oh ! oh !
Mr. MITCHELL. You may " haw " as much as you like.

I wish to correct His Honor the Speaker.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I did not go to the Speaker-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. Excuse me. Hear what I have to

say first. I did not go to the Speaker to ask permission to
make these statements, but to tell him that I was going to
do it, and it was in the interests of my constituents--

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish to say, in reply to the hon.
gentleman, that the hon. gentleman asked me if he might
be allowed to ask these questions in order that he might
not be obliged to move the adjournment of the debate. I
said: That is all right so long as you do not go too far in the
way of a speech. [ am sorry now that I did not enforce
the Rule of the House at once and stop the hon. gentleman.

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Sir,-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I merely rise to put mysolf right in

regard to what the Speaker has said.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I have a perfect right to set myself

right, even when the Speaker himself is concerned. I
went to the Speaker to state, as a matter of courtesy, that
I was going to bring up this question. When the hon.
gentleman says he can appeal to the Hose, I tell him that
he can do it as soon as he likes. I am not afraid of the
House.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not think the language of my hon.
friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) was such as to

warrant the remarks which have been made by the right
hon. the Premier. If the Premier had anewered the ques-
tion at first as he did afterwards, my bon. friend would
have been satisfied. All he wanted to know was what
communications had been made to the Government in
relation to this matter.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. We had none, and I said
so.

Mr. LAURIER. The answer which the hon. gentleman
gave afterwards was not that which he gave at first.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did give it.
Mr. LAURIER. I do not think he gave the answer at

first in such a fair manner as he did just now. I only
desire to make one remark. This is not a case which re-
quires any communications between the two Govern-
mente, as we have a standing offer upon our Statute-book
that, as soon as such a thing is done by the United States'
we will reciprocate.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes.
Mr. LAURIER. If it is not so, I can only say that it

ought to be so, and, further, that it was understood that it
was so in the first instance.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Looking at the wording of the
section-

Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. gentleman is out of order.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. momber moved the

adjournment of the debate.

Mr. SPEAKER. I did not hear anyone do so.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I moved the adjournment of the
House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). What I was going to say was
that the hon. gentleman bas induced Parliament to put upon
the Statute-book a certain Act. By that Act, he declares
that the Parliament of Canada are ready at any time to
permit articles to come from the United States into Canada
free of duty, in so far as the Americans do the same thing
with regard to articles going from Canada to the United
States. The words used are " any or all." Now, all the articles
which are named in that Act have not been admitted free
into the United States by Act of Congress, but a consider-
able number of them have been. I was calling the attention
of the House to the fact that the hon. gentleman, in not
proposing to take those articles off the dutiable list and put
them on the free list, is setting at defiance an Act of Par-
liament that he himself asked the House to put upon the
Statute-book. That is the position of things. It is not a
matter of discretion with the hon, gentleman; the bon.
gentleman has parted with hie discretion ; h. bas asked
Parliament to tie up the Government to a certain propoa-
ition, and that proposition is that the moment the Americans
put upon the free list certain articles, those same articles
shall be put upon the free list by the Parliament of Canada.

Mr. BOWELL. No sncb thing.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman has no
discretion. The bon. gentleman oannot put his opinions
and his views as to public policy, at this moment, above the
law, and that is what the hon. gentleman bas just declared
to the House that it is his intention to do. Now, I say
that these words are clear and distinct, that there is no
discretion left to the Government, and their duty is to put
those articles upon the free list that have been put upon
the free list by the Congress of the United States; and if
the hon. gentleman thinka that is not good policy, thon he
should propose to amend the law that is at this moment
upon the Statute-book.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I can only say that the
hon. gentleman bas net read the clause, else he would not
make that statement. It is permissive altogether, it is not
obligatory. The language is explicitd: "Any or ail of the
following things," &.-reciting them-" may be imported
into Canada free of duty, or at a less rate of duty than is
provided for by this Act, upon proclamation of the Gov-
ernor in Council." It is perfectly in the discretion of the
Goverument. The hon. gentleman shakes his head, but he
did not read the clause, or he would not have made that
statement. It is perfectly permissive.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will point it out,
although this irregular discussion is really interrupting the
business of this House. I say to this House that if the hon,
gentleman will look over our free list and the United States
free list, he will find that there is an infinitely greater
number of articles allowed to come into Canada on the free
list of the United States than are alowed on the American
free list from Canada.

Mr. MITCHELL. That has nothing to do with it.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An infinitely greater

number. But I will point out to hon. gentlemen opposite
that we have got the interests of our own people to look
after as well as the interest of the people of the United
States. And, Mr. Speaker, if time permits, and a debate
comes up, we will be able to show that it would be in the
highest degree improvident in us to take some single
article which will be specially for the benefit of the United
States, and especidlly injurioUs to an indastry in Canada,
and put it on the free list, while they refuse to take any of
the others in which there could be anything like reciprocity
or interchange between Canada and the United States; I say
they take out some articles the manufacture of which they
think they can crush in Canada, and keep up their tariff on
all other articles, except one particular article, when they
think that they have got the advantage. That is not the
way which we, as a Canadian Government, think best to
carry on the affairs of thie country, and I have no doubt
that the majority of this House, and the majority of the
people of Canada, will think with us.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.L.) I submit that the argument that
the hon. gentleman bas just used is altogether widu of the
mark. He stated just now that the Government, in their
discretion, looking to the interest of certain seedsmen, did
not see fit to comply with the plain words of an Act of
Parliament. The hon. member for Bothwell pointed out
to him that he had no discretion at present, that the proper
construction of the Act demanded that when all or any
other of these articles should be admitted free of duty by
the United States, then, by Order in Council, the same
article should be admitted into this country free of duty.

Mr. THOMPSON. No.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman says the question

is one of the construction of an Act of Parliament, and no
one knows better than the First Minister, and the Minister
of Justice who interrupts me, that the word "may " is the
proper word to use in respect to actions to be taken by the
Crown. Parliament does not use the imperative "shall,"
-the Crown "shall " do this or "shali " do that. Parlia-
ment always uses the word "may," but the intention and
spirit of that section is perfectly plain and perfectly clear.
It was not so understood when it was passed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, yes.
Mr. DAVIES. The hon. gentleman knows well that not

once, but twenty times, since that statute was passed, it1
has been declared in this House by responsible Ministers oft

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).

the Crown, and by their supporters, that we have a
statutory offer which, if the United States acted upon it,
would enable their products to be admitted into this
country, and ours to be admitted into theirs, just to the
extent to which they acted upon our offer.

Mr. BOWELL. Not at all.
Mr. DAVIES. Now, Mr. Speaker, the United States have

expressed not only their desire but their determination
that certain of those articles which we have specified shall
be admitted free into their country, on the assumption that
we would act in good faith in the offer that we put on our
Statute-book. I say that while, technically, if that section
was used with reference to private companies, the hon.
gentleman's construction might be correct, when those
words are used with reference to the Crown, and looking at
the spirit of the offer, the hon, gentleman is flying directly
in the face of Parliament.

Mr. THOMPSON Since the hon. gentleman has relerred
to my interruption, I may explain to him and to the House
in what sense my interruption was mace. It was not made
with reference to any construction which the hon. gentt-
man chooses to argue should be put on the statute at all,
but it was made with reference to a statement of his
that the language of the Act was that the proclamation shall
issue as soon as these articles are declared free from duty in
the United States, and in that respect I am correct. My
interruption was not intended to be offensive, but to call
the hon. gentleman's attention to the fact that his quotation
was not correct. The section is :

" Any or all ot the following, that is to say"-

Mentioning the things enumerated by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr, Mitchell):

"-may be imported into Canada free of duty, or at a less rate of duty
than is provided by this Act, upon proclamation of the Governor in
Council, which may be issued whenever it appears to his satisfaction
that imilar articles from Canada may be imported into the United
States free of duty."

Then the hon. member, with the view of giving this Act a
certain construction, says that " may " is always the word
used in reference to the Crown. Precisely so; seldom is the
word "shall" used if at all, but never is the discretion of the
Crown taken away by Parliament, and it is only when the
matter is left discretionary and subject to the action of the
Executive, that the Crown is vested with the right of bring-
ing the Act into force, and therefore -

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Will the hon. gentleman permit
me ? Does he mean to put that construction upon an offer
made by one great nation to another, and to say that if the
other nation accepts the offer, it is contended in a case like
this, this Government can turn round and tay: We will not
do it, we were only fooling ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I mean to say that there is no offer
in the question at all. The hon. gentleman has addressed
the House upon the question of the interpretation of one of
our own statutes, and I say that my view of the matter
is that whenever a proceeding is left open to the Crown to
do it is left to the discretion of the Crown, and je to be done
on the advice of the reeponsible Ministers of the Crown,
and that is the reason why the word "may " is always
used instead ofl" shall," to imply that the discretion rests
in the Crown. It was in that sonse that I made the inter-
ruption of which the hon. gentleman complains. Now, the
hon gentleman has spoken of this as being a statutory offer,
an offer on the part of this Parliament which involves a
breach of faith if this Government should fail to carry it out
to the full extent. Does the hon. gentleman meaD to con.
tend-because his argument goes that far-that this statu-
tory offer - not only including the clause which has been
brought to the notice of the House, because what is called
the statutory offer embraces half-a-dozen other offers, and
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looks to the admission of free fiah, coal and varions other
products into the United States-does the hon. gentleman
mean to contend that it is a brear h of faith on the part of
the Govern ment of Canada, even as to that part of the statu-
tory offer, to decline to allow the United States to say:
" You have made that offer ; we will take portions of it, and
accept those which please us, and which appear favorable to
our people, and we will shut the door in the faces of your
people in respect to all the other portions "? I can only say
that, in my humble judgment, if the Crown, having discre-
tion, uses it in that way, it would use it to betray the
interests of the people of Canada.

Mr. CHARLTON. It may be very true that the dis-
cretion of the Crown cannot be interfered with by statute
and that the word ",may " is permissive and not mandatory;
but it certainly is an unfortunate thing that there should be
standing on our Statute-book now, and it las been there for
the last nine years, a clause like this, which seems to pro-
vide that any or ail of certain articles named may be
admitted to this country free of duty on the United States
taking steps to admit similar articles there free of duty. It
was understood by all, beyond question, that on the United
States admitting free any of those articles named there
would be corresponding action on the part of the Canadian
Government, and if this was not the intention off the clause,
then it bas been left on the Statutc-book to work mischief,
as it is doing on this occasion. It invites retaliation, if we
iail to place upon the free list such articles as are placed
upon the free list in the United States ; and if it does not
mean what it absolutely says it ought not to be there,
it ought not to have been put on the Statute-book in
1879 and continued there, and if the Goverement do not
intend to comply with the obvious language of the clause
they had better expunge it from the Statute-book with all
possible haste. Of course, the view that will be
taken by the American Government is that Canada has
been acting in bad faith. They find this language on our
Statute-book, and wil[ believe that it meant just what it
said. We have heard from hon. gentlemen opposite that we
have a standing offer of reciprocity to the United States,
according to the language of this clause, in any or all of
the articles named. It is thus the Americans understood
this offer. Now, if understanding this offer, as they
obviously did, as being one to admit free certain articles
which they have placed upon their free list, if necessary
action is not taken on our part, and they resort to retalia-
tion, as is threatened, a great irjury to this country will
result. Take the single article of eggs. It is true they were
on the free list of the United States before this clause was
put on our Statute-book, but if we take the article of eggs,
and if the Americans were to impose a duty of four cents
per dczen on them, as they threaten to do, it would involve
a loss to this country of between $400,000 and $500,000 per
annum on that one article alone. Take the article of fish;
if a duty was imposed on our fresh fish entering the United
States, as is threatened, it would involve a los of great
magnitude to Canada. Now, the matter involved is not one
of very great importance. It is true, I am willing to con-
cede, that the Americans have selected certain articles and
placed them on the free list, of which we buy a considerable
quantity and sell but a little, but we are placed in this un-
fortunate position: that hore is the plain language on our
Statute-book, and we are not complying with a voluntary
offer made and it will be urged in the United States that
we are simply shirking what they believe to be a bond fide
promise, because it is not advantageous to us to fulfil it.
That is the view they will take. I believe, in view of the
circumstances of the case, in view of the language of the1
clause on the Statute-book-although I admit there is great 1
force in the statement of the First Minister, that it is a per- 1
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missive clause and not a mandatory One, and One in regard
to which the Government may or may not act-notwith.
standing this is probablytrue, I believe under the circum-
stances it will be better to act in accordance with the
implied promise embodied in this clause respecting those
articles being placed on the free list, because we are invit-
ing retaliation, and retaliation in a lino that would prove
very injurions to the interests of this country. If we were
acting as the American Government believe it would have
an injurions effect on the relations of the two Governments,
and might weaken our present friendly relations; and, in
my opinion, as the interests involved in the present case
are not of great magnitude, we should consider whether
we could not with advantage, and especially in view
of the small cost involved, admit those articles to the
free list.

Mr. CASEY. I am not a lawyer and I do not pretend to
argue this question from a legal point of view, but it is
quite as necessary that those who are not lawyers should
understand what the laws on the Statute-book mean, at
least in general terms, as that lawyers should understand
them. I desire to obtain a correct understanding of the
interpretation of this statute given by the Minister of
Justice. I understood him to say that the word "may " is
always used when directions are to be given in regard
to the exercise of the executive power of the Governor
General, that when proclamations are directed to be issued
in all cases the word "may " is always usod instead of
the imperative word "shall, " because, in theory at least,
the discretion of the Crown cannot be limited. If that be so,
-L do not know whether that is so in all cases-if the
Minister's statement be exactly correct, it follows that, for
instance, in the case of the Scott Act, or any other Act
under which the Governor General is directed to issue a
proclamation under certain circumstanoe, the word "may "
is the word used, and therefore the Governor, advised by
bis responsible advisers, is at liberty to issue that procla-
mation or not. That is the only meaning I find in the Min-
ister's words. Am I mistaken in that? if not, I hope the
hon. Minister will correct me, and it is important that the
country should know it. We were always under the im-
pression that a statutory enactment is binding, that when-
ever the Legislature used the words "may " or "shall,"
the statute had to be carried out when the circumstances
arose. Certainly in regard to this particular statute, that
impression prevailed and does prevail, not only here, but in
the United States. The United States, being a nation of
sensible people, believe that when we pass a statute declar-
ing that a certain proclamation should be issued under
certain circumstances, the statute means that it should be
issued under those circumstances, and not merely that the
Goverument are at liberty to advise the issue of that pro.
clamation if they see fit. Again, the Minister said that
the prerogative of the Crown in regard to the issue of a pro-
clamation can be exercised only on the advice of the re-
sponsible Ministers, and it is by their advice His Excellency
has not issued a proclamation under present circumstances.
Why is it the Ministers did not so advise him ? The Minister
of Justice says it is because the Tnited States have
chosen to put only a portion of the articles on the free list.
Well, what is the wording of the statute? The statute
says: " Any or ail of the following articles." Why did the
Government, and remember it wae this present Gov rn-
ment, this present set of advisers, place the words "any or
all " on the Statute-book if they did not mean to accept
reciprocity in regard to some of them, but would only
agree to reeiprocity in regard to the whole number ? If
they did not mean at that time to offer reciprocity in re-
gard to some of those articles, but would require the whole
number to be placed on the free list, they have changed
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their minds, and they bave to explain to the House and the
country the reason of this change of policy. Remember
that those hon. gentlemen are the same advisers now, with
few exceptions, the Minister of Justice being among them,
and, at all events, with the same Premier at the bead
of the Government, who is responsible for the advice
given by any of his colleagues, as those who formed
the Grovernment who placed on the Statute-book the
words "any or all of the following articles." The
bon. the Minister of Justice, at least, has given no ex-
planation whatever as to why they have gone back upon
the distinct wording of the statute. Now, Sir, this is a
distinct change of policy, no doubt. In 1879 I am quite
satisfied the Government did intend to make this offer of
partial or full reciprocity in natural products, as we learn
from the discussion at the time and from the use made
since in the country of this portion of the statute. The
reason of the change of policy is this: The hon. gentleman
sees that if he allowed even reciprocity in certain articles
of natural products he would be giving up his whole case
in favor of the National Policy, and ho would be admitting
that the National Policy did not protect and foster all those
industries in Canada. lu order to save bis beloved National
Policy and his beloved friends-the few of them who
make money under the National Policy-he insists upon
violating the offer which was formerly made by bis own
advice to the United States when the National Policy was
introduced. That is the reason of this change of policy,
and that is the only interpretation the country can put
upon it. It would be clear to everybody if he agreed
that there should be reciprocity in those articles, that the
whole pretence oi the National Policy having benefited
the country in the past was a humbug. The hon gentle-
man does not like to acknowledge that le has been a hum-
bug in the past-he does not like to acknowledge it, at all
events-and for that reason a change of policy has taken
place. The possibly serions consequences that may follow
from this breach of faith-for it is nothing else-on the
part of the Government would take too long to discuss
here. We may probably hear sometbirig about that before
the end of the Session. If the United States have that
respect for themselves which they have always shown, it is
highly probable that the consequences will be very serious
to our trade, and the right hon. gentleman will then feel
the responsibility of what he has done.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Speaker, the First
Minister has invited us to look at the statements that were
made at the time that the National Policy, so called,-was
introduced, and when this resolution upon which that
clause in the statute was before theI louse. I find that Sir
Leonard Tilley, in introducing that measure, made these
remarks:

"II have this to say to our American friends: In 1865 they abrogated
the Reciprocity Treaty, and from that day to the present a large portion
of the importa from that country into the Dominion have been admitted
free. We have hoped, but hoped in vain, that by the adoption of that
policy we would lead our American friends to treat us in a more liberal
spirit with regard to the same articles. Well, after having waited
twelve yearm for the consideration of this subject, the Government, re-
quiring more revenue, have determined to askthis House to impose upon
the products of the United States that have been free, such a duty as
may seem consistent with our position. But the. Government couple
with the proposal, in order to show that we approach this question with
no untriendly spirit, a resolution that will be laid on the Table contain-
ing a proposition to this effect: that as to articles named, which are
the natural prodnets of the country, including lumber, if the United
States take off the duties in part or in whole we are prepared to meet
them with equal concessions."

That was the proposition, and that has been crystallised
into an Act of Parliament. The words of the Act being
4 any or all " of those articles.

Motion for adjournment withdrawn.
Mr. QAsy.

ADJOURNMENT FOR EASTER.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I move that when the
Speaker leaves the chair at six o'clock this day, that this
flouse stands adjourned until Tuesday next, at eight o'clock
p.m., in the afternoon.

Motion agreed to.

REPIRESENTATION 0F KENT.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker, before yon pro-
oeed to the Orders of the Day, I wish to question the Gov-
ernment as a matter of privilege. A day or two ago this
House passed a motion ordering the issue of a writ for the
county of Kent, in Ontario. I understand that up to this
time no writ has been received. -I would like to know
whether the Government have appointed a returaing officar
and whether the writ has issued from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery to the officer so appointed. In this
matter, Sir, the Crown has no discretion whatever. The
officer is the servant of the House and his duty is to obey
the Order of the flouse.

Sir JOFIN A. MACDONALD. Two or three days ago
information was conveyed to the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery that Mr. Speaker had issued his warrant. The
Government will, in a day or two, select a returning officer
for that purpose.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Up to this time the Govern-
ment have not appointed any returning officer ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. They have not appointed
eue.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). And so the Order of the louse
is disobeyed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It has not been dis-
obeyed.

Mr. MACKENZIE. The word '' may " is not there in
that case.

COST OF RAILWAY COHUfIiSION.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, What las been the
oost of the Railway Commission to the present date, and
what ameunt is estimated will be the whole cost ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. $26,415.71. There may be
a few outstanding accounts, but they will certainly not
exceed $1,000 additional, and may not reach that amount.

COST OF LABOR COMMISSION.

Mr. WELDON (St. John) asked, What has been the cost
of the Labor Commission to the present date, and what is
the estimate of the whole cost of the commission ?

Mr. BOWELL. The cost of the Labor Commission to
the 19th March, the date on which the accounts were last
made up, as they are sent in every month, was $24,137.05.
The whole cost will depend upon the length of time that
the Oommission will occupy, and consequently it would be
impossible to state it now.

CANADIAN PACIFIC Rà.ILWAY LA.NDS.

Mr. PERLEY (Assiniboia) asked, Whether, under the
terms of the oontract made with the Canadian Pacific
Railway Oompany, for the building of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, all lande paid them on said contract are not liable
to be taxed so soon as theC ompany sells the hay of said
land, or in any other way receives a rentai for said land ?
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That question involves a
question of law which the Government cannot well answer
The hon. gentleman can take the best legal advice to get
an answer to that question.

MR. HENRY SMYTH.

Mr. McMIULLEN (for Mr. LiSTEa) asked, Has Henry
Smyth, at any time during the past year, been in the employ
of the Government? If so, in what capacity, and at what
salary ? How much has he been paid ? Is ho still in the
employ of the Government? If so, in what capacity ? If
not, when were his services dispensed with ?

Mr. CARLING. I suppose the hon, gentleman refers to
Henry Smyth, ex-member of this House?

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes.

Mr. CARLING. Mr. Smyth was employed last year in
the immigration service in the North-West and also in
Dakota and Minnesota. He was paid at the rate of $100 a
month, with an allowance for actual travelling expenses.
The total amount paid to him was $1,850.bO. His employ-
ment by the Department ceased on November 15th last at
the termination of the specific duties for which ho was
appointed.

THE PUBLIC SERVICE.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, How many persons are now
employed by the Government of Canada in every branch
of the public service, and receive public money in con-
sideration of said service?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the hon. gentle-
man would do botter to put that in the shape of a motion
for a roturn. It is impossible to answer it in reply to a
question.

INSOLVENCY LEGISLATION.

Mr. WELDON, St. John (for Mr. EDGAR), asked, Is it
the intention of the Government to introduce an Insolvent
Act during the present Session, or any lcgislation in that
direction ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.

EXPERIMENTAL FARMS IN MAN[TOBA.

Mr. WATSON asked, Is it the intention of the Govern-
ment to establish, and bring into active operation, experi-
mental farms in the Province of Manitoba during the
coming season ?

Mr. CARLING. The matter is now under the considera-
tion of the Government.

PAYMENTS TO IMMIGRANTS.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Have any sums of money been
expended by the Government, in payments of any sort, to
persons in Dakota, to induce them to remove to Manitoba ?

Mr. CARLING. No money has been paid whatever.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF OTTAWA COUNT Y.

Mr. WRIGHT asked, Whether the Government intend to
cause such a geological survey to be made in the county
of Ottawa as will afford all necessary information with
regard to the mineral and phosphate interesta of that section
of country ?

Mr. WHITE (Oardwell). The work of the Geological
Survey in Ottawa county was commenced lait year, and

it will be continued this year with special reference to the
it will be continued this year with special reference to the
subject the hon. gentleman refers to.

HARBOR OF PAPINE &UVILLE.

Mr. WRIGH-T asked, Is it the intention of the Govern
ment to send a dredge, at the opening of navigation, to
Papineauville, to remove ail obstructions from that hai-
bor ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is the intention to send
a dredge to work in that direction.

SURVEY OF CA UGHNAWAGA INDIA N RESERVE.

Mr. DOYON asked, 1. Whether the survey of the Indian
Reserve of Caughnawagza, entrusted to Mr. Lea Walbank,
bas been completed? 2. If so, whether it is the intention of
the Government to lay bis report before the House, and
when ? 3. What is the total amount paid to Mr. Walbank,
to date, and what amount remains due to him ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The field work connected with
the survey has been completed. The returns of the survey
have not yet been received, but they are promisod in the
course of a few days. As to whether the report will be
laid on the Table, if Parliament asks for it I presume it will
be brought down, as I see no objection Vo that being done.
The total amount paid to Mr. Walbank and bis staff up to
date, on account of the survey of the Caighnawaga reserve,
is 818,000. The cost of this survey bas been very heavy,
but it has been occasioned by the intricacies connected with
the work, owing to the Indians having taken up and culti-
vated irregular pieces of land within the reserve, and their
respective rights having to be clearly defined by survey of
the boundaries of these pieces of land, with a view to doter-
mine what those rights were, and making a valuation of the
land individually improved by them.

GRAZING LEASES IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. WELDON, St. John (for Sir
asked, How many acres of land in
North-West Territorie-, are heldi
purposes, and on which no settler
entry without first obtaining the
holder ?

RiCHARD CARTWRIGHT)
the district of Alberta,
under lease for grazing
is allowed a homestea
permission of the leasc-

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). The number of acres of land
leased for grazing purposes in the district of Alberta alto-
gether is 4,466,844. Of this 1,718,640 acres are held under
old leases, and the land is not open for homestead and pre-
emption. I may say, however, that we are doing our best
to get that particular provision released, and in the Calgary
and McLeod districts we have succeeded very largoly.
Several of the old leases have been cancelled for non.fulfil.
ment of the conditions. If the hon. gentleman will allow
me, I will answer a question put to me the other day by
Sir Richard Cartwright, whioh I was thon una ble to answer
in full. He asked what amount of money had been received
from the sale of lands in the North-West, from the 1st
January to the 1st March. I have ascertained that the
amount is $100,068.04.

BRITISH COLUMBIA AND ALASKA BOUNDARY.

Mr. REID (for Mr. PrIoa) asked, Io it the intention of
the Government to appoint a Commission to accurately
define the boundary between British Columbia and Alaska,
and if so, when ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Diplomatic correspond-
once is now going on between Rer Majesty's Government
and the Government of the United States, in whioh the
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Canadian Government is consulted, with reference to a
survey either jointly or separately by the two Govern ments.

SECTION "A " WELLAND CANAL.

Mr. WELDON, St. John (for Mr. EDGAR) asked, 1. To
whom was the work of deepening sectionI "A" of the
Welland Canal originally awarded ? 2. Were new tenders
called for when the work was taken off the hande of the
first contractors ? 3. If not, thon to whom was the work
awarded ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The work was awarded to
R. P. Cooke and Chilton Jones for $145,299, they being the
lowest tenderers. The work later on having been taken off
the hands of this firm, new tenders were called for, and the
lowest tender was accepted, namely, that of Murray &
Cleveland, for $173,945.

PAMPHLET ON SCIENTIFIC DAIRY PRACTICE.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Io it the intention of the Gov-
ernment, during the present Session, to publish in the
German language Ur. Lynch's pamphlet on scientific dairy
practice ?

Mr. CARLING. It is not the intention.

SALES OF CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS.

Mr. WELDON, St. John (for Sir RionARD CARTWRIGHT)
asked, 1. Whether the Government have obtained from the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, a statement of the
lands sold by tbem to private individuals or corporations?
2. Whether, if they have not obtained such statement, the
Government intend to take any stops to secure such state-
ment ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). That return was laid on the
Table about a fortnight ago.

IN COMMITTEE-TRIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 19) to incorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company.-(Kr. McCarthy.)

Bill (No. 14) to incorporate the Western Ontario Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Ward.)

Bill (No. 34) respecting the South Norfolk Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Tisdafo.)

BILL IN COMkITTE0.

Bill (No. 36) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Curran).

UPPER OTTAWA IMPROVEMENT COMPANY.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew) moved second reading of Bill
(No. 20) relating to the Upper Ottawa Improvement
Company.

Mr. HAGGART. Before that Bill obtains its second
reading, I would call the attention of the Government to the
peculiar nature of the Bill. It virtually gives to this
company the control of the navigation of the river from
the Des Joachime rapids up to the Quinze. They have at
present the control of the Ottawa as far as towage is con-
cerned and the passage of loge from the Des Joachims down
to Ottawa River, and this gives them the further control from
the rapide up to the Quinze. Perhape it is not objection-
able that the control should be given to thom, so far as
regards the present members of the company, who are
principally the owners of the mills around Ottawa and the
principal persona interested in it, but I desire to draw the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

attention of the Goverument to the fact that at some time
or other it is contemplated that the canal system may be
extended up the Ottawa river to the Georgian Bay, and the
control of this company might pass into other hands by
the sale of stock or otherwise, and might not be wurked so
much in the interests of the people if it were in other hands.
Besides, I think that, in regard to a large river like the
Ottawa, it is objectionable that the slides and other improve-
ments in connection with navigation should be in the bands
of a private company at all. Many of the improvements
on the different large streams as well as on the Ottawa
river are in the hands of the Government, and they
pay well, in fact they pay a handsome dividend. I
think it is objectionable for a company as at prosent con-
stituted to have control of the river from Des Joachims
to Ottawa. It may be very objectionable, and it may, at
some future time, cost the Government a large sum of
money when they may be compelled to assume these works
again. I believe that this company is eomposed, principally,
of the same persons who are interested in this work, and
are desirous of obtaining the Government worke-I do not
know whether there are any between the Des Joachims
and Quinze, but there are on the Madawaska River. I
enter my protest on behalf of the parties interested in that
section of the river in lumbering and driving logs down
that stream. I say these improvements ought not to pass
into the hands of any company. We believe that there is
at proesent a control by the Government, and that it is in the
best interest of the country, and the best interest of the
trade, that it should remain so. I simply state these ob-
jections for the purpose of drawing the attention of the
Government to the enormous scope of this Bill, in which
Parliament is asked to give control of the navigation from
the city of Ottawa to the Quinze Rapids. It is simply
objectionable that any company should have the power
which this company propose to assume under this Bill.

Mr. BRYSON. In rising to protest against the passing
of this Bill, I can assure you, Mr. Speaker, that I do it with
a great deal of reluctance, as I feel that the promoters of
this Bill, being Chaudière lumbermen, are entitled to fair
consideration in making improvements. They have operated
on the Ottawa River for a distance of 140 miles, as their
charter of 1875 gives them power to do. But they are now
asking for further powers beside driving powers, and on a
river whioh has been declared by this Legislature to be a
navigable stream. I believe the Ottawa River improvements
should be controlled entirely by the Government. They
not only ask control of the river for 350 miles, but they
virtually ask control of the entire towage of logs and timber
as well, which, to my mind, as a practical lumberman,
would prove very detrimental to the private interests of the
minor proprietors on the Ottawa River, which I do not
believe is the intention of this Government. I proposed at
one time to discuss this Bill clause by clause, as it is to my
mind exceedingly objectionable, but as the time of the House
is very limited to-day, I will not go into the details, but
will merely say that I protest against any company acquir-
ing such right as they ask for in this Bill. It is true that
the company are willing to adopt certain amendments in
this Bill. 1 have met them and have discussed the Bill
clause by clause. It is now before the House, and the com-
pany are willing to make certain concessions in order to get
the Bill through, but I believe that even with the conces-
sions which they are willing to make, it is not in the public
interest that the Government should allow this Bill to pass.
I ask the Government, during rocess, to give it their serious
consideration, and after the reassembling of Parliament,
I think, the Government should take over the improvements
now held by the Ottawa River Improvement Company,
instead of giving these men further power to control the
river for 350 miies,

496



COMMONS DEBATES.
Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I am quite sure the two hon.

gentlemen who are oppoeing this BIll are doing it with
proper intentions. Let me say, however, that the question
is not a new one. The gentlemen who are now asking
for an extension of rights and powers that they already
possess in regard to a portion of the Ottawa River
have possessed and enjoyed those rights over a certain
portion of the Ottawa River since 1875. It is not
correct, as stated by the hon. member for South Lanark
(Mr. Haggart) that these gentlemen, the Upper Ottawa Im-
provement Company, have any rights as regarde the navi-
gation of the Ottawa, or that they control the navigation of
the Ottawa in any respect. They have a right to locate
and construct certain improvements to facilitate the descent
of timber down the Ottawa River. When they obtained
their Act of incorporation in 1875, it was beieved by them
that the point to which they then proposed to go, Des
Joachims, was sufficiently distant and northerly upon the
Ottawa to suit ail their purpose. As the timber has
bccome eut away along the Ottawa, and as it is necessary
for the lumbermen to go further into the interior, it is
found necessary for them to construct certain worka and to
have driving powers over a further extent of river, and that
is the reason they are bere to-day asking for the powers
mentioned in this Bill. I say they have no powers for con-
trolling the navigation of the river. The whole objeet of
this company, first, in getting incorporated in 1875, and
getting certain powers as far as Des Joachims, and now ask-
ing to have theso powers to Lake Temiscamingue, is for the
purpose of facilitatiug the descent of timber to the mille at
Ottawa, and for cheapening the cost of its transport. They
are asking for no new powers, as I havo already said, and
the powers that they have possessed under the Act of
1875 were carefully guarded by the House at that time,
as I propose the House shall carefully guard the powers
granted under this Bill, if they allow it to pass. Let me
say, Sir, that the gentlemen who are asking for this Bill,
and who obtained the Act of incorporation in 1875, were
not particularly desirous of constructing these improve-
ments. It required a considerable outlay of capital at their
hands, which they would very much rather not have under-
taken, and if the Government had been willing thon, or if
they were willing Dow, to undertaike the construction of
these improvements for the purpose of facilitating the
descent of timber, 1 am quite sure that the gentlemen in-
terested in this company would be quite willing to withdraw
this Bill and to transfer their works to the Government, a
the ion. member for South Lanark has said, for the acknow-
ledged cost of the work as constructed by them. Let
me point out this further circumstance in regard to what
bas fallen from the hon. member for South Lanark,
respteting the canalling of the Ottawa River. In the Aest
of incorporation of 1876, it was specially provided, and I
bave no doubt that provision will be incorporated in this Act
also, that the company sbould remove any of these works at
any time that the Government might require them to be re-
moved to facilitate navigation. Now, as regards the objee.
tions offered by my hon. friend from Pontiac (Mr. Bryson),
he says tiat it is proposed by this Bill to give to this ecom.
pany control of all the towing upon the Ottawa River. I
think tiis Houe will agrée with me that that would 1e utter-
ly impossible. You cannot take away the river, you cannot
grant any franchise upon the river that will prevent any-
body else from putting a steamer there for the purpose of
towing or doing any other work. Ail this company asks
with regard to towing is this : that if they are unable to
make a contra 1t with a towing company, or with any steam.
boat company, or if they are unable to secure the towing
of their loga at reasonable rates, they sbould have power
to construet and rmn ateamboats themselves. It is not
mecessaiy to come to this Parliament to get that power.
They already have it. That company organised In 1875
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mnder the Joint Sto*k Companies Act, and obtained letters
patent to enable them to do what this Act will enable them
to do in respect to towing loge dowia the Ottawa. I repeat
again that all that is asked by this Bil is to enable these
people to construct improvements under the strict super-
vision of the Government, and to locate them where the
Government may determine, for the purpose of facilitating
the descent of timber down the Ottawa. And let me sav
this further, if I thought a single publie interest or theright
of a single private ind ividual would be interfered with by
this Bill, I would not have brought it before the House.

Sir H ECTOR LANGBVIN. The Bill has already re-
ceived the attention of certain members of the Government,
and especially of myself, as chairman of the Railway Com-
mittee, to which this Bill will most likely be roferred, and
I must say that after reading the Bil I fbund that it cor-
tainly required considerabe amendment before it should be
allowed to pass, provided the principle of the Bill was admit-
ted. Therefore, in allowing now-so far as the Government
are concerned-tho BiH to be sent to the committee, we do
not pledge ourselves to the principle of the Bill, but we wish
it to be well considered by the committee to which, ot
course, these measures must be referred. When the Bill
comes baok frorn the committee it will, I have no doubt ,be
in such a form that it will receive the best consideration of
this House. There were a nurnber of omissions from the
Bill which its promoters promised to remedy. There were
certain sections, one or two referred to by the hon. member
for Pontiac (Kr. Bryson), which, of eonese, muet disappear,
or be very much moditiod. Under these circumstances, and
as these modifications and amendments cannot be made in
this fouse but must be made in the committee, I think the
best course to follow is to allow this Bill to receive the
second reading and be referred to the committee.

Mr. HAGGART. With the permission of the Ho*se I
desire to reply to an observation made by theb ho. mem-
ber for North Renfrew (Mr. White) in which h. stated
that 1 said the Bill gave exclusive control of the river to
this company in regard to navigation. I said it virtually
dous so. If a party has a railway round the rapids on a
stream, which is navigable above and below, and bas sole
control of that railway, or bas slides for the passage of
logs, that party can make thoir toles and towage so exces-
sive over that particular portion of it as to compel parties
coming down the stream to use their towage above and
below that railway or improvement. This Bill virtually
gives control of navigation, so far as regards the passage of
logs and timber down that stream.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). The best answer to that re-
mark is the fact that you cannot give the control of the
navigation of a stream to anybody. No company can
possess any franchise giving right to navigate ay trem.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 31) to incorporate the Detroit River Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 46) to amend the Acte reWling to e " nitoba
and North-Western Railway Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Scarth.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Federal Bank of Canada.-
(Mr. Cockbarn.)

Bill (No. 52) to amend the Act to inoorporate the Maski-
nongé and Nipissing Railway Company.-(MIr. Coulembe.)

Bill (No. 83) to make further provision respecting the
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Railway Company.-
(Kr. Paterson, Brant.)
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Bill (No. 54) to incorporate the South-Western Railway
Company.-(Mr. Hall.)

Bill (No. 62) to incorporate the Grenville International
Bridge Company.-(Mr. Shanly.)

Bill (No. 63) to amend the Acts relating to the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley,
Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 64) To incorporate the Chatham Junction Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Adir.
ondack Railway Company.-(Mir. Bergeron.)

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return of the Report made by Professor Saunders on the question of
location of the Experimental Farm in the North-West, with all letters,
documente and papers referring to the several proposed locations and
his recommendations in connection therewith.-(Mr. MeMullen )

Return ehowing the number of Colonisation Companies now in exis-
tence in Manitoba and the North-West, the number of settiers they have
put on their lande during the years 1885-86-87, the amount of money
paid by the several companies on account of lande purchased from the
Orown during the same period, the amount of money paid to the Orown
on account of purchase of land from the Crown by all other parties dur-
ing the same years.-(Mr. MoMullen.)

A copy of Mr. Parmelee's report to the Honorable Minister of Oustoms
regarding the desirability of making Kamloops an Outport of Entry.-
(Mr. Mara.)

Return of the proceedings of the inquest held at Ste. Flavie, on 23rd
September, 1887, on the body of William L. Duncan, killed on the
Intercolonial itailway on the previous day, with the evidence taken at
such inquest; also, any report of any investigation of the accident
made by the railway authorities, or any report in connection with such
accident made to the Department of Railways and Canals; and also,
any correspondence had with said department relating to this matter.
-(Ir. Weldon, St. John.)

Return showing the total amount of money disbursed by the Govern-
ment In consequence of the North-West rebellion.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Return showing the total amount of money paid ont by the Govern-
ment in connection with the Liquor License Act.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Return-of all reporte, correspondence, petitione or documents relating
to the roposed permanent building of a post office and custom house
at 8trathroy, including any recommendations made regarding its loca-
tion, character, cost, &c.-(Mr. McMullen.)

Return giving :-1. The names of all the leaseholders in the District
of Alberta, North-West Territories. The number of cattle each have on
their lease. The date of each latest return, ehowing the number. 2.
Showing whether any are in arrears for rent. 3 Whether the land
under the lase le good agricultural land. 4. What, if any, return has
been made of the loss and suffering of cattle during the winter of
1886-87 in this district.-(Sir Richard Cartwright.)

Return of all correspondence, petitions and reports respecting the
Ohippawa and Ottawa Nation Indians' claim to certain islande in Lake
Erie and the Detroit River.-(Mr. Patterson, Essex.)

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 5:15 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 3rd April, 1888.

The SpEaa took the Chair at Eight o'clook, p.m.

PÂTERas.

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDLT ACT.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 87) to amend the Consolidated Revenue and
Audit Act, ohapter twenty-nine of the Revised Statutes of
Canada. He said : This Bill is for the purpose of increas-
ing the remuneration allowed to the Auditor General and

for an amendment to the Act. When it becomes my duty
to move the resolutions, I will explain more fully what
reasons the Government have for introducing this Bill.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PRIVATE BILLS.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would suggest to bon. gentlemen opposite,
if they would think well of it, to send some business up to
the Upper House, by taking up the private Bills, of which
there are seven in a position to be sent there.

Mr. EDGAR. Only unopposed Bills.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 36) respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada -(Mr. Curran.)

IN COMMITTEE-TH[RD READINGS.

Bill (No. 33) to amend the Act incorporating the -Here-
ford Branch Railway Company, and to change the name of
the Company to the Hereford Railway Company.-(Mr.
Hall.)

Bill (No. 17) respecting the River St. C air Railway
Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. 35) to enable the Esquimalt and Nanaimo
Railway Company to riun a ferry between Beecher Bay, in
British Columbia, to a point on the Straits of Fuca, within
the United States of America.-(Mr. Baker.)

Bill (No. 37) respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'
Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 43) to amend the Act incorporating the
Shuswap and Okanagan Railway Company.--(Mr. Mara.)

Bill (No. 44) respecting bonds on branch lines of the
Canadian Pacifie -Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No 50) to incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and
New York Rtilway and Bridge Company.-(Mr. Hiekey.)

Bill (No. 70) to incorporate the Montreal Island Railway
Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Bill (No. 74) to amend the Act to incorporate the Kin-
cardine and Teeswater Railway Company.-(Mr. Rowand.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Ottawa and Parry Sound
Railway Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 78) to incorporate the Keystone Fire Insurance
Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.)

Bill (No. 80) to wind up the Bank of London in Canada.-
(Ur. Mills, Bothwell.)

Bill (No. 81) to incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

Bill (No. 83) to amend the Act to incorporate the Monc-
ton Harbor Improvement Company.-(frr. Wood, West-
moreland.)

THE AUDITOR GENERAL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved that the House resolve
itself into Committee to.morrow to consider the following
resolution:-

That the salary of the Àuditor General of Canada shall be four thon-
sand dollars per annum, and that he shall be subject to the provisions
of the " Civil Service Superann z.tion Act."

Motion agreed to.
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CUSTOMS ACT AMENDMENT. manufactured productions of the other, it la highly desirable that it

should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-
Mr. BOWELL moved that the House resolve itself into ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should bthrown open to veasels of both countries on a footing of comploe reci-Committee to-morrow to consider the following resolu. procal equality, and that vessels of al kinds bult in the United States

tion :- or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and
That it l expedient to amend the Oustoms Act, and to provide tha

the expression "value " as respects any penalty or forteiture shal
mean the duty paid value of the goode or articles at the time the offenc
was committed ; that in cases of under-valuation of ten per cent. o
more an additional duty proportionate to the percentage of under
valuation shall be collected; that no allowance shall be made for
damage to sugar or other saccharine produat, when the duty le com*
puedbythe polariscopic test, except that an allorance in respect ol
damage by salt water may be made; that when no reliable means exisi
by which the value of gooda for duty can be ascertained, the Minister
may determine the value for duty ; that the system of taking bonds for
the payment of duty on goods warehoused or entered for exportation,
transportation or removal, or transferred from one owner to another
without payment of duty, shall be abolished, and that in lieu thereo
the owner of any sncb goods in respect whereof any infraction of the
Customa laws is committed, shall, in addition to any other penalty, be
liable to a penalty equal to double the duty chargeable on such goods

Motion agreed to.

REPORT.

Report of the Commissioner of the North-West Mounted
Police for the year 1887.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

WRITS FOR BLECTIONS.

Mr. LAURIER. Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I would like ti enquire if the writ for the election in
the county of Russell has been issued ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD, No, it bas not.
Mr. LAURIER. Is it to be issued ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It will be issued imme-

diately.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does that mean to-

morrow ?
Sir:JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, I do net like to

say to-morrow.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask whether the

writ for.the Kent election has been issued ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I believe it has been.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). To whom has it been ad-

dressed ?
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think, to the last re-

turning officer, the sheriff.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

louse resumed adjourned debate on the proposed reso-
lution of Sir Richard Cartwright :

That it l highly desirable that the largest ossible freedom of
commercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada
and the United States, and that it ie expedient that aIl articles manu-
factured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries.
should be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted).
That it is farther expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terme and son-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
purose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
with.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada in the future, as lu the past, is desirous of cultivating

and extending Trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not couffict with the policy of fostering the varions interesta and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and has msince
received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment :

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and 1

e

be entitled to registry lu either country and to aIl the benefite thereto
l appertaining.

Mr. FRE EMAN. I am quite aware that before the ad-r .
journiment of the House there was a feeling of impatience
among the members for the conclusion of this debate. I
do not know what effect the recess bas bad, but I am very
much disposed to believe that it has not changed that feel-
ing very much; and as I am quite in sympathy witb it, I
will endeavor to-night to make the few remarks I intend
to make in as short a time as it is possible for me to make

r them. The proposition before the House I understand to
be something like this, that it is not only desirable but

. necessary, in order to save this country from rin, that
there should be a treaty of unrestricted reciprocity made
with the United States, and that the extravagant expenses
of the Government should be stayed ; and inasmuch as these
extravagant expenses are a part of the National Policy, in
order to get rid of that and the other burdens that rest up.
on the people, it is not merely important, but absolutely
necessary, if any good is to be accomplished, that the gentle-
men on the other side of the House should be put in power
and the present Government displaced. WhUle the resolu.
tion does not set this out fully, the speeches of hon. gentle.
men opposite have expressed it very boldly, very clearly
and very distinctly. The National Policy has been the
stone of stumbling, the rock of offence to hon. gentlemen
on the other side. Against it they have hurled their artil-
lery of misrepresentation, their artillery of ridicule, their
artillery of every description. Indeed, no language was
lacking on their part to bring that policy into discredit;
and now, Sir, when seeming failure is at hand, when all the
predictions of the hon. member for South Oxford seem to

ave failed, when all their hope is gone, they find an ally;
they strike hands with a gentleman who represents himself
as a Canadian. Well, Sir, he may be a Canadian born, but my
experience, and it is not a very short one, leads me to this
conolusion, that of all Americans, the one that this country
should keep clear of is an Americanised Canadian. There
are no greater enemies to this country than the men who
settle down in the United States, and make, as they ex-
press it over there, their " pile," and who then
come over bere and treat us as if we were a poor,
ignorant set of mon who were unable to find our
own way through the world, and who need assist-
ance, not to make our "pile" like themselves, but to
be tools by which they can accomplish their purposes.
I need not remind this louse of the condition of this
country between the years 1873 and 1878. When hon.
gentlemen opposite came into power they found a full
treasury, they found the country prosperous, as they
themselves acknowledge, and they found everything in a
gratifying condition. What was the condition of the
country in 1878? Every source of national life was
obstructed, the sinews of trade and all avenues from which
flows the life of the nation were obstructed or eut off, and
the captain of the ship,-and I desire to remind hon, gen.
tlemen that I come from near the salt water, where I was
born and brought up, and if I use nautical ex prssions I
hope they will pardon me-the captain of the ship, as the
storm clouds gathered, indicating a storm, stood with his
hands behind him helpless, wih nothing to offer the people
of the coutitry but-hope. Hope is, doubtless, a very ex-
cellent thing, but my experience would lead me to this
conclusion, that when you 8ee a storm coming you must
have something besides hope, for with that alone the storm
will burst on the ship and captain and crew will find them-
selves in a terrible predicament. It was a dark day, the
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year 1878, for this Dominioa. I ffve said something in
regard to it, but there was one Bign thet perhaps more than
anything else ehowed the condition of the country in 18178,
and that was the number of baukruptoies. No less than
$29,000,e4 was, I think, the amount for whieh people were
bankrupt that year, and during the years previous there
had been bankruptcies for like amounts, and there was the
sarne tale of bankrupteies, bankrnpteies 1 Yes, the nation was
bankrupt, she was congested at the heart, and relief had to
come from somewhere. In that dark cloud, as it hung
over the horizon, came a rift; and sailors are delighted when
tbey se. a rift in the cloud, for they have hope thon, and
there is something upon which they can found hope. That
rift gave promise of a bright sky beneath. To the front
came the leader of the Opposition, the old, tried friend of
this country. le, with his wise statesmanship, saw that the
changed circumetances on the other sido of the border
necessitated a change of policy and change of action here,
and he said to the crew of the sbhip, I am ready to take charge
if you are satisfied with the mode I intend to adopt to bring
the vessel out of the storm safely. And the heart
of the people tarned to the old chieftain and they were
ready to grasp his hand, and they put him at the head of
the Government in 1878, and adopted the National Policy
s the policy of this country. What dit the National

Policy do for this country ? It first filled the treasury, and
that i a moat important thing in any country. The out-
look is always dark when the purse is empty, and one et
the signe of a good time coming is that the treasury becomes
filled. The National Policy filled the treasury. It did
very much more. It restored confidence; and what is a
country withoat confidne, what is a man without con-
fidence in himself, what is a community or a family or a
uation without confidence ? The National Policy restored
confidence to the peopleof this country, and with confidence
came proeperity. Factories started up, work was provided
for the working classes, tra4e revived and the congestion of
the heart of the nation was removed, and we stepped out
with reuewed properity-I say the heant of the nation,

secause I believe in tke fature we shall have a great nation
on this side of the bounadry line, a nation that will vie with
the emtioni te the south, a nation built îp on British in-
stitations, with Britisih primeiples, with British men. I say
that is young nation bas gose on from -tep to eMp in her
proeroua career; and how do we stand to-day, notwith.
standing what bon. gentlemen opposite have said ? How
do.m this Domiion stand to-day #o fr as regarde wealth,
properity aind advacement ? She otands botter to-day
thba ever bsfore, there is more prosperity in this cnsutry to-
day than ever befre, ad it has been ateadily advancing and
gaiaing einee the NMatioa Policy was introduoed. Try
thi Dominion by every test which men experienced in
bankiag, eommerce and finance wo*ld apply, by those tests
by whieh oomwinitis or individuals and great commeroial
corporations are tried, apply every test by which nations
are tried by the mon who bold the pureetrings of Barope,
and under those tests this country stands to-day in a pros-
perous condition. We have the proof of it everywhere.
Tho i something more the National Policy bas done for
us; I peed not speak of the magnitude and importance of
that great highway, that iros road which eonoeets the
Atlantic with the Pacific. Wky, it id only a few years siace
the advocacy of a road across this continent would have
exposd a man to the ridicule of the more sober, solid-
going people of the country. I need not speak, I say, of
the magnitude of this great highway or its importance not
only to this country, but to the Empire; I need not speak
of the herculean task which thia country took upon itself
when it determined to build that railway ; I need not do
moro than quote one of the leaders of the party opposite,
wbo said it w>uld require the whole resources of the
Btilish 8mpire to build this rQad in ton year. Npthing

Mr. FaREMAN.

more than that statement is necessary to show the resources
of this country and what it is able to do, when in Jeas than
ten years it bas been able to carry out that great work,
and to-day the credit of the Dominion is fer higher
than it was the day we determined to build the road. But
hon. gentlemen opposite objeot to al this raeaosing. They
say that these are not teste satisfactory to apply. One
hon. gentleman bad the fortitude-I say fortitude, be-
cause I hardly know by what name to charaoterise it-to
tell us that it was no sigu of wealth when a man had moeey
in the savings bank. I call that an extraordinary asser-
tion and one of the most extraordinary that I have ever
heard. It, Sir, is an extraordinary thiig te tell mon in
this House that it is no sign of riches, wealth, or pros-
perity when a man has money in the savings bank. I con-
tend, Sir, that it is one of the indications that this country
is growing in wealth when the depoeits of our peoplo in the
savings banks are larger than ever they were before, and
when they have multiplied wonderfully during the last ten
years. What is the wealth of a country but the savings of
every individual in that country, and what are the savings
of a man but what he has left after all his expenses are
paid, and when ho has bis family supplied and everything
provided for ? Is it not a sign of prosperity, is it not a
proof of some measure of wealth when a man can deposit
a balance in the savings bank ? I consider it is, Sir. We
are some of us traders in this House, we understand the
principles of commerce, and it is an extraordinary thing tbat
any one should rise and tell us that we should not trust a
man sooner when we knew he had money in the savings
bank. Why, Sir, the idea of sch a statement, is prepos-
terous. I maintain that from this the wealth of the country
is manifest, but when we, on our side, boast of the wealth of
the country, they tell us ia opposition to that statement
that we have not kept our people in the country. They
say we are losing our people by emigratioe, that the
National Policy has not put a stop to this, and that it bas
not brought back the million of Canadians who are in the
United States Weil, Sir, the National Polioy has not
brought back that million of people, nor bas it kept that
prtion of tie people in the country who left Mioe the
National Policy was introduced. What did one hon. gen-
tieman representing Pripce Edward Island tells us bere the
other night, and in telling it, whether intentionally or not,
he toucked the very marrow of the question ? Ho told us
that the people were always going from Prince Edward
Island to the United $totes, and tbAt tuhy woUd alwoys
continue to go. In that, Sir, lies the whole of the matter.
People have always been going. There is not, in the memory
of the oldest man in this Loase, a tine when the people
have not been going from this country to the United States.
I remember forty years ago eoeipg in my owa town,
people boarding the sailing p*eekes and going to Boston.
They have been going steadily ever since, and I believe
tuat they will continue to go, and that neither the National
Pdicy nor any other polioy will prevent them. We have
been asked why they are going there. Weil, Sir, they have
a broader field there; but it is no reason why we should
deory our oountry, or why we should have a poorer opui»io
of oerselves because there i8 a broader field is the United
States. As weil might a young man starting in budnen
say that he couid do nothing, or that ho could not succed
because some person had been extensively in the business
befere him, or had probably been born in the business and
had everything prospering around him. But that is not
the stuff our young Canadians &ro made cf. Our youzg
men are plucky enough to say: -' We wiU go ia and we
wili take our share of what is going, and we *i41 eompete
&nd contend with the older and richer men." The National
Policy, while it has a tendency to restrain and keep back
the people from goi g abroad, cannot be expected to accom-
pUlih vry much in dat linÂe. The aonal Paliy, Isay,
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is5 e1I« ted to keop tho people at hom., beoâute it pro-
vides lbor for te pepe, and wili continue more and more
to give oar people opportaities and advantages such as
they posaas abroad. I this way it will tend to keep our
people at home. Now, Sir, we have also been told by hon.
gendtlmen opposite that we have not built up an inter-pro-
vincial trade. I suppose the object- or at least one objot
-wbich it was expected woild be accompliished by the
union ofthose P;ovinces was that there would b an inter-
provitoial trade bailt up between them. Statistios, Sir,
are not wanting to prove that eontentioN in this House, and
1 have mot thoight it neoesary to provide myself with them,
for we have had statistics here in great abundance to show
just what provincial trade there is between the Provinces.
i say, Sir, that if the inter-provincial trade between the
Lower Provines and these Upper Provinces is not so much
as it Sight have been, we have to blame hon. gentlemen
opposite for that. What is it that interferes moist largoly
with inter-provincial trade, and the communication betwoen
the people of the Upper Provinces and the people of the
Lower Provinos ? Why, Sr, iL is theo ontinual efforts of
the Iiberal party to create ill feeling between the people of
the Provinces beiow and the Provinces up here. They seen
to regard it as a part of their duty, and as a part of'
their missioe, that they "hail, in s much as they pos-
sibly can, keep up a feeling of distrust and disthke
between the people of Nova Scotia and the peopte of'
Ontario. They began this policy immediately atter Con
federation, they have been pursuing it ever sinee, they are
purhuing it to-day, and they will coatiùue to pursue it as long
as this Dominion continues under the National Policy. I say
again that it is to the gentlemen opposite and to the party
opposite that we owe it, if there is not more inter-provin-
ciai trade and.ifthere is not a better feelingof amity and
friendship bot wen the Province of Nova Seoti# and tho
Upper Provinces than there is to-day. I will pass from
that to what hon. gentlemen opposite bave said with re-
speet o the Iarmers of Ontario. They have told us that
this NationWlPolicy has ot prospered the farmers of
Ontario. Well, Sir, I was very much surprised last Session
when I sat in this House and listened to the doleful stories
of ho». members opposite with regard to the poverty of
the farmers of Ontario. Down in the Lower Provinces we
were made to believe by those gentlemen who opposed the
National Policy, and neay did bolieve it, that the people up
here wore very rich, ihat they wore fattening on the good
thinga of the and and that we in Nova Sootia had to pay
tribute to the farmers of Ontaiio for every barrel of flour
that caie from that Province. We were told, Sir, that the
people Of Qn0ario live4 At the expense of the people of
Nova Seet.a. That is what they teld us thon, and I muet
say their stories had some efeet on my mind, and
I thoaght the people 1up here wore all very wealthy, I
thotyght tbey were rioh and that we were poor, and when I
listeued to wh¢ êi>. gentlemen told as about the poverty
of the farmer of Oataio I was struck with amazement.
i tried te c»il to miind some statements that I had read
with regard » Io prsperity of the people up here. I
examnined â4 athor-or authors, as yoa may wish to cali
them, of enidwwerable eminence and who are highly Os-
temsed aud reWod. I believe, by gentlemen opposite. I
tock the Toronto <eübs of 1886 and I read in the Globe
somethieg that I wi read to you now. It may have been
iead before, but it is se good that I will read it again. The
following is rom the Toronto Globe of becember 18th,

Thee amre rany among ourselves who do not fully realise how
broad is the demain they occupy, how advantageous its situation, how
bou»titul its resourses, how fertile its fields, how favorable its climate,
how substantial its progress, and how hopeful its future. * * * *
la extent Ontario extends over ten degrees of latitude and twenty
degrewec iolongitude. From Lake Erie on the south to Budson's Bay
eo the ar4b it ha a breadhe of sea hundred miles, and froma thel

Ottawa and the t. Lawrence Rivers on the eat to the ish River
and Winnipeg un the west, it has a lengthof one thousand miles Exclu-
sive of its va4 waters, whieh are nature aighways ofcomme.ce, it
bas an ares of 200,000 sqare miles. It is larger than the six New
England States, with New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania and Mary-
land, by 25,000 square miles, and larger than Grea 1:'ain and Ireland
by 78,000 square miles. The portion of it south of Lake Nitissing,
which is the best setfled and beat kown, ha. a soil and climate not
equalled by any other portion of the same area on this continent.* *
But we eau allow for these and stili possess a country large enough ud
rich enough in resources on which to develop and sustain a na-
tion. lu Upper and Lower Ontario we have room entugh for
a Great britain. Its farm lands, its forests, its mines, it liherius,
its navigable waters, its innumerable water-powers--al these
furnish conditions under whicb steady and substantial e-
pansion is not only possible, but under which it is oniy to b. escaped
by the blunders, the crimes, or the stupidity of the people. It msg þ
said that little progress eau be hoped for in the settuement of Onr nortb.
era districts until communiication is opened up-until highways and
railways are built, over whieh trafflie may pas, and settlers and tradar
come and go. That is true, but with the wealtti and resources of this
Province there is nothing formidable in the building of roads and rail-
ways We have onlv to look back at what has been done during the
past fourteen years. to be sati tied that the Government and the p».ple
of Ontario are equal to any sucb enterprise, and to be satisfied also th
they could not make a more de-irable investment of the publie f4ads.
To-day there is hardly one important section in the older diatriets of
the Province without its railway line; the total length in operationg
exclusive of the Canadian Pacific main line, from Pem roke westward,
is about 4,500 miles; and towus and villages, with their local markets,
have sprung into existence or have been nurtured into importanee ail
over the country. lu 187j we had in Ontario 122 incorporated villags,
towns and cities, with a population, as enumerated by the assessors, of
374,854; inlthepresent year we have 206, wi th a population of 675,f9l.
The number of townships with municipal organisations in 1872 was 406,
sud te populatiauas taken by asseesori waa 1,049,931; in the presut
year we havti 445, with a population Of 1,143,187.

" We should like to refer to the encouragemexit given to the great
agricultural industry of the Province, by grants of public moneys gires
Io Agriculttral Societies, to Dairymen's Societies, to Fruit-growers'
Societies, &c. We might show, for instance, how the number of chiese
factories in the Province increased by 223 in ten years, and the velue of
their annual product by $3,213,000, and how in four years following the
decade, the number of f-ctories incr"ased by 200 and the value ofîtheir
annual product by $2,330,000. It is enough to say that its one hamber
system, with wise and able men at the head of its afrairg, with a vigilaat
but grateful people industrious1y developing its resources, Ontario to-
day is tie wealthiest, the soundest, the most progressive, and the best-
governed commonwealth in America.'

Now, Sir, that is ho record given by the Toronto Globe,
and wo know khow the statements of hon, gentlemen oppc-
site contrast with this record. I put this question to the
House, and I put it to myself at the time, who tellé ihe truth ?
Does the Globe, in this statement wbich it sends not only
throughout America but over all Europe, tell the people the
truth, does it tell the Governneut the truth, whon il say
that no better irvestmont eau bu made thau in the railways
of Ontario? Does it tell the people the truth when it says
that there is no woaltbier or more prosporous commonwealth
in America than the Province of Oatarlo ? Does this paper
tell the truth, or do hon. gentlemen opposite tell the truth ?
Boch statements cannot bo true. There is falsohood some-
where, and I leave you, Mr. Speaker, I leave this House to
judge where it is. Now, while I am reading about Ontario,
I will read something about Prince Edward Island, for I
am speaking now rather of the Dominion than of a single
Province. We remember what the hon. member for Queen'a,
P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), said tho other day about Prince
Edward Island, Ho told us that the farmors were living
without hope. I think those are just his words-I could
refer to them, but I will not occupy the time of the Rouse
by doin. so. I do not know whother he reforred to only one
class of the community, but ho said that if it were not for
the money sent home by thoir sons from the other aide of
the line, the people would really suifer want. Now, Mr.
Speaker, this is a hard description of a country. I trust it
is not truc. At all events, it s §not fully correct, and it is
contrary to my ideas of Prince Edward Island. Some of
our peopie vieit Prince Edward Lsland every year, and the
re)orts that they bring back of the wealth of that Province
are chering and charming. We supposed it was a garden,
a second paiadise, where the people could live without
much labor. I wili read yon what the Prince &dward
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Island Agriculturist says of that Province. This paper is dustrious and sober, and whatever aide of politios they May,
the organ of the farmers, and if it told what was not true the take, whether they ho Liberats or Conservatives, they are
farmers would detect it immediately, and would not suifer sensible, henest, progressive men, of whom any
its statements to go unoontradicted. This is what the country might well be prond. I might make here some
Prince Edward Island Agriculturist says: comparisons between our farming cmmunity and that of

"Prominent among the many evidences of the rapidly inereasing pros- the United S'ates, whioh hon. gentlemen opposite h&d up
perity of our farmers that we have met in the course of our ramblinge te us as a mslel in everything. They want us, not enly te
during the past summer, are the numerous buildings being *rected in Modl our tarif on theirs and our traie eperations, but, 1
almost every section of the Province. It is safe to say that for a number
of years past there hie not been such activity in building, and neyer in suppase, te model ourselves in every respect on the fashiens
one seiaon, in the bistory of the Province, have so many buildings of a stt by the United States. I ar aure we will hesitate ho-
superior class-mueh in advance of those of former times-been put up fora deing anything of the kind. I might give you quota-
by farmera. Many of the houses built during the summer would, in
mise, architecture, finish and general appearance, do credit to any city
in the Maritime Provinces. We are glad to note that many farmera lish most doleful acceunts of the condition et the farmers in
have bai to enlarge their barn@, or build new ones, and that in these the nortbern States, and these would show conolu4vely
improvements the majority of them have kept in view the great advance that when hon, gentlemen opposite toil us the farmers of
made in agriculture and stock raising, and modelled their farm build-
ings accordingly. Thus they are evidences not only of increasing pros- this country are te prospor and saccoed byallyingtflm-
perity, but of a faller knowledge of the great science of farming. The selves with our neighbors on the ether mide of the border,
people are not only making great strides in agriculture, but they are and when tbey point te the farmers of the nortbern portions
doing so as a resuit of getting out of the old ruts, and moving alone
with the spirit of the age. Farming to-day is not such as it was fifteen of the United States as a sample of the dacce that is to ho
or twenty years ago, for the old methode have been completely revo- expeoted fram a union with that country, they are merely
lutionised. The people are botter off, their farme are in better heart, trifling with us; they are not dealing honestly or f irly by
their buildings are more adapted to their intended purposes, improved
stock graze in their broad fielis, they till the soil in a very intelligent
manner, and with a higher conception of the important position they gentlemen opposite makr is that we have increased the debt
occupy in life. In short, the farmers of to-day are more comfortable, of the country. Wall, our debt is a pretty large one and
better educated, and more contented and happy, than were those who some cf our friends in the Lower Province, wben they mec
preceded them in the march of life. AIl over the island are thrifty,
intelligent, hardy communities of steady-going farmers, whose familie. the figures, say; Wll, I wish wo had a littie of it; f
are contented, and whose homes are models of neatness, order and would like very wli te have a year's interest on it. It is a
comfort. The men are 'strong of arm and stout of heart,' and thee
women are '? ious and sensible, good mothers, helpful daughters and
honest folke. The wail of 'bard times' is seldom heard among the Ministers had a protty bard timof it at the bauds ot
farmera of Prince Edward Island. hon, gentlemen opposite, ecanso, in some of the counties
Now, Sir, I ask which of these stories is the true one? in Our Province, they did net reprsont the debt at its
Are we to take the wail of hon. gentlemen opposite as full vaine but were sone few millions below what those
well founded ? Or are we to accept the statement of tbis bon. gentlemen said it was, and wbat [ believo it was.
paper, which is largely circulated among the farmers, that lon, gentlemen opposite held np the Ministers as being
there is no such thing as the wail described by the hon, unworthy cf confidence, as having eomitted a great
gentleman opposite heard in Prince Edward Island. blunder, as having been guilty et a great sin and t

Mr, WELSH. What is the date of that? struck me they were ging it a littie toc strong. Itstruck me they were fergetting their ewn conduct
Mr. FREEKAN. I read the speech of the hon. gentle- with regard to the debt. They charge this Geveru-

man for Queen's, Prince Edward Island. He told us that ment with saddling this ountry with $220,000,000 debt,
the condition of the farmers of Nova Scotia was about the sud they hold that the people must get rid of this
same as that which ho described of the farmers in Prince Government which wa se improvident. Buthowdoosthis
Edwaid Island. Let me tell the hon. gentleman this, that matter of the debt stani? Looking iute it a littie I find
if he means to say there is a wail of discontent from, and that it was net al incurred by thepresent Gvernmont.
that a want of hope exists among, our farmers in Nova I find that, during the administration cf thoio hon. gentle-
Sootia, he is whol y incorrect. Let me tell him that such mou opposite-I examined the figures, aud at firet I could
a statement lacks every element of truth. Our farmers, it net believe it; 1 turned the book first ene way and thon
is true, are not rich; we do not expect to see very rich the ether way, sud I said, is it possible that these gentle.
farmers, especially in those portions of Nova Scotia where mon over saddled the country with any debt; it was some-
farming is not the chief industry, but if our farmers are not thing that bothored me, but I found that it was actually
rich, they are fairly prosperous, they are hopeful, and they true they actuilly brought this country 840,000,000 in
are in a large measure, contented. At ail events, they are debt during their administration cf five years. Why did
certainly not discontented in the manner in which the hon. they net tell this te the people? Why did they net toit
gentleman would endeavor to persuade us they are. the peeple cf Nova Scotia: We involved you in debt te the
Speaking of mortgages on farms, I may say that, so extent cf 840,000,000; we oxpended 840,000,000
far as the farmers in the northern part of my coun- our term cf office? Wby did they net tell the people
ty are concrued-and that is the section in wbich that, out of the whole debt, 8109 000,000 was incurred a the
thero are a great many farmers-there s hardly' resuit cf Cowfederatien isd cf the transferrence cf the deb«s
such a tbing known a a mortg4sge on a farn. -Exept in cof the Provinces te the Dominion? If tmey desired to be
the case where a yonug man bas bought a farm sud bas henet asnd straightforward, wby did thoy net lot th poplo
eifected a mortgago en it, whicb ho bopos by bis industry understand this, why did they net tell the people the true
te psy off, there bas net been a mortgage takent on asy amount for which the present Goverment should a
farma iu that section of my ceunty during the Inet ton years; i blamed or condemned ? Before charging dishonosty as
sud our farmers there are prsperous and hippy. 1 will' againet momber on this sida of the fouse, thoe bon,
say this aIse, that net ely are Our fariners honest sud iu- gentlemen hould first get their ewn skirts ean, ud fshiu d
du8trions, not en)y are their homes orderly, net only are set that tey themelvos are doing the honest and hn-
their danghters the modela cf ail the virtues sud s tcom- orable thing. Now, there is a consideration in regard te
plishments that adoru society, but our farmers are s sober this debt. As we hear it spoken cf fromn platferm sd on
oommunity. lu the uorthern district of the county I have the hstings, we imagine that it is something that
the hner te represent, tho district in which the farmers might have beon get rid f sd that was net at ail
are most numereus, there bas net been s single licensed n weessary. That l o the ides which the people h e in re-
dram shoknown for many years. Our farmers are in- i gard te it; but let me ask, what wearing dces the debt f

oftecuty.Wlordbti rty ag n n
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the country have upon the prosperity of the country ? I
say that the debt of the country is intimately connected
with the prosperity of the country, and, if the hon. gentle-
men opposite object to this statement, I would ask them to
point out or to put their fingers upon the public work
which bas been undertaken with the money for which this
debt haR been incurred, to tell us what public work they
would Dot have engaged in, what railway they would not
have built, what canal they would not have deepened,
what publie building they would not have erected ? Let us
know where they would bave saved this money they speak
of. But they tell us nothing about this. I suppose they
would not have built the Pacifie Railway. I suppose, if they
were in power, they would not have built that road which
bas given us the position we have to-day of having this
railway, bringing the products of Asia across the continent
of America for shipment to Europe; enabling the people of
Asia to shake hands across this continent with those of
northern Europe. Wuld they have built that railway if
they had continued in power, or what would they have done?
I venture to say, when they make a full explanation in re-
gard to this matter, it will not be satisfactory to the country.
Now, there is a statistieian, who L believe bas some weight
in Europe and in America, in this country and in Britain.
I think he is a man who is relied upon by most people, I re-
fer to Mr. Mulhall. He says:

" The expenditure in our colonies for railways, canals, harbora'
drainage and other productive works has been most benoficial, the colon-
ists borrowing at 4 and 5 per cent. and increasing the publie wealth in
a far greater degree. "

Mr. Mundella, member of the British Parliament, an emi-
nent political economist, said, in 1886 :

" A debt incurred for the purpose of constructing reproductive works
was a very different thing from a debt ineurred for aggreusive wars. There
was no doubt it was as immense advantage to a new country to have an
abundant means of transport. There was a tendency in England to
undervalue the importance of railways in the colonies and to over-
estimate the colonial debte. He believed the money lent to our colonies
was perfectly secure and well laid out. Every effort ought to be made
to encourage the colonies to develop their magnificent resources."

That is what this gentleman says about the expenditure on
railways, and there is much more to the same effect. I
say that the debt for whieh this country is responsible is a
debt which has been well incurred, a debt which bas been
incurred for works which are highly productive, and which
bave contributed largely to the welfare and prosperity
of this country. These are some, but not ail, of the
objections that hon. gentlemen make to the National
Policy, and the grounds upon which they condemn the
National Policy. As a remedy, as they say, for the ill e
which afflict this country, they will have unrestricted reci-
proci ty with the United States. Well, there seems to be a
good deal of difference in what these hon. gentlemen under-
stand by unrestricted reciprocity. Sometimes it is called
commercial union and sometimes it is called unrestricted
reciprooity, and, if the speeches of these hon. gentlemen
are taken up and examined, you will find that they differ
very widely in their understanding in regard to the matter.
It ie, however, the breaking down of the tariff wall between
the two countries, according to whichever view you take,
and they say that great wealth and great prosperity is to
come to this country in consequence of our having the
privilege of Belling our products in the United States
markets. As they contend, it is simply to obtain
the benefit of selling our raw products to the United
States, to sell to a country that produces everything
which this country produces, which produces sufficient to sell
a large quantity to foreign customers, and it is from this that
great benefit is to accrue to us. They say that when this
tariff wall is broken down the farmers are to save two mil.
lions of money, which they now pay into the United States!
treasury for the goods they send in there, and, at the'

same time, they dwell upon the statement that we are to
give dollar for dollar for atI we get from the United States-
that, while we are to get great results, great riches and
great wealth in consequence of this unrestricted reciprocity,
the United States are to have equal gain with us, dollar for
dollar. They bave not told us whether this is to be per
capita, or whether the 60,000,000 of people on the other
side are to receive one dollar for every dollar the
5,000,000 of people on this Bide get; but if it is to be per
capita, I do not see where the money is to oome from that
is to so greatly increase the wealth of both coun.
tries ? I thonght I could see this shrewd, clever Mr.
Wiman, who has tone about Wal!-street, where money
is made very easily, and generally out of some other
people's losses-I thought I saw this ebrewd Ameri-
canised Canadian reading the speech of the bon. gen.
tleman, espec-ally the part in which he says: We are not
beholden te them; we are going to give dollar for dollar.
I imagine Mr. Wiman chuckling, an1 saying to himeelf:
"Did you ever know an American to give a dollar for
anything less than a bundred cents?" Let me tell you,
that in any treaty you maire with the Americans they will
take care to get a dollar and a half out of you for a dollar,
instead of a hundrel cents. Why did they abrogate the
Treaty of 1854 ? Because they said they did not get the
lion's share. This country contended at the time-at any
rate, it was the feeling of the Maritime Provinces-that they
were getting rather the botter of that treaty, and I thought
that was the universal opinion until I heard the contrary
here. Hon. gentlemen opposite have been telling us how
greatly the American people were wronged by that treaty,
how much money we were making out of it, and what
great fools the Americans would b if they would have
anything to do with us on the same terms again. I beliove
tbey had the best of that treaty, and we have had it from
their own mouths that the reason they refused to continue
it was that they hoped to drive us into asking for political
union with the United States. Now, let us suppose that
this union is effected, and that we get this $2,000,000 froin
the Americans for the benefit of the farmers of Ontario,
how are we going to give that amount back ? Remember,
ion. gentlemen opposite say that we have to send our
manufactures into thoir country, that for every dollar they
displace in manufactured goods here we are to displace a
dollar on the other side; and one hon. gentleman grew
eloquent over the id.a that Canadians could hold their own
in that part of the world. As to that I dissent from
that hon. gentleman. Just as he was getting up into
the cloude with this grand idea of what Canadians were
doing and could do abroad, he seemed to get paralysed,
and he came down like some lofty bird under whose wing
the marksman bas shot a bullet, and said : " But when I
come to my own business, I do not know whether I can
hold my own or not " I think he might well say that.
In manufactures this country can never hold its own with
the Americans; it is ridiculous to suggest that we Can.
They would flood this country with manufactures, and if
the people of this country, for the sake of getting their raw
products into the United States, are willing to let the
Americans corne here and overwbelmi and destroy our manu-
facturing industries, let us know it; but I believe they
will never listen to any such suggestion. But ome hon.
gentlemen have spoken of the great wealth that lies under
our soil, in our great mines. When one hon. gentleman wa
describing that wealth, I was reminded of a story I heard
of a young man who had left is hiome in the country, and
went abroad and saw great and marvellous things. When he
returned home he was telling his brethren what he had
seen. He found them very credulous listeners, and he soared
higher and higher, and at lst said : " Why, in the interior
of one island I was on, there were mountains of silver and
rivers of gold, and all you had to do was to gu in and help
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yourself. " When the hon. gentleman was describing this
country, I thought that ho would come to the mountains
of silver and rivers of gold ; and it is this wealth, I pr-eQnme
that we are togive the Yankees. Let ussuppose that it is, how
are they to get the wealth ? Is there any process by which
either Canadians or Americans eau take our mines and our
lands, and remove them across to the other side of the
lino ? I trow not. If the mines are to be worked, if the
lads are to be cultivated, and if we are not developing our
own resoureos, I suppose the Americans will have to come
acros and dig our mines and tickle our soil. If we have
lout an immense sum of money, as we have been told, by
the one milion of people who have gone from us to the
United States, what will the Americans lose if they send
five millions of the people of the United States into this
country in twenty-five years, as Mr. Wiman says they will ?
Why, Sir, the debit will be all the otber way. We debit
them with everything, and give Lhem no credit for anything.
Bow are they to reap any advantage ? Simply by taking
aur minerals and produce to the Ulnited States and getting
a commission by shipping them t,) foreign countries. Why.
Sir, if we Canadians know our privileges, as intelligent, in-
dustrious and far-seeing people, a I think we are, we will
develop our own mines and tickle our own lands and ship
our produce to foreign lands ourselves. We wili not ask
these American to core in and be our factors and agents
in this matter; we will let them stay and develop their o son
mines and tickle their own lands. There is something else
involved in this question-there is a loss of revenue; and
Mr. Wiman in his pamphlet says there is no question but
that the manufactures of the United States will displace a
very large quantity of manufacturas that come here from
England; and as haeis the man who has originated all this
wisdom, I suppose we should take bis word, If that is the
Caqe, in addition to the 87,000,000 that we have to
provide for, there will be three or four or perhaps sevon
millione more, and how is this deficiency to be made up ?
Hon. gentlemen opposite have endeavored in a way of their
own to show how this can be done, bat they have dealt with
it in generalities; they have not attermpted to come down
to hard pan, and as they attempted to grapple with it, I
thonght of a man with St. Vitus' dance among sharp-edged
toolà-he stood away off for fear of gotting cut. In that waty
they were dealing with the manner in which this 87,000,000
was to be made up-we say it will be nearer $14,000,000.
Ony one hon, gentleman opposite really attempted to
deal with this matter honestly. When, however, he came
te toneh upon direct taxation he was reminded by an hon.
gentleman near him, that they would have none of that
in bis Province, and be dropped it just as he had dropped
commereial union for unrestricted reciproity on a hint
giron him by one of his friends. I say hon. gentlemen
opposite have dealt with the question in generalities, and
have not shown how they are going to provide the $7,(00O,000
of deneit in the revenue. We have been told that increased
trade will do it. Tire hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Bichard ()artwrïght) said that we would spring into a
botter position in a day, and that our wealth would be in-
creased. That reminda me of the old tale of Sinbad the
S&aor. It will not do, however, to give us nothing but
generalities in dealing with an important question of this
kind, one affecting the very vitals of the country. The
hon. member for North Norfolk (Kr. Charlton) after
he was driven off the direct taxation remedy, jumped
at the expenditure and said that by retrenching the expen-
diture they would be able to save millions. The hon.
gentleman, aleo, told us how he was going to save. He
was going to stop further public works. Here is very
signifiet language used by tie hon. gentleman :

'If we admit Itis,"ot possible 10 readjuet our tarif, and that it is
nOs Poftible tbupplemaat thet Ion by iacreased revenue from cther
sease which undoubiedLy il i posible o do, if we admit that for the

Mr. FamxA.

sake of argument, we are st warmnted la say'fg that it Ws poeible to
go back to the expenditure of 181 and that we weuld have revenue
enouhwithoat any change in the tarif even with unrestricted reci-
procity.)>
Then we are told very distinctly by the hon. member for
South Oxford that this Government could not retreneh.
He believed the Government were in a position that it was
impossible for them to retrench, they had raun so far with
extravagant expenditures, that they eould not now retrench,
and if the revenue was to be obtained there must, be retrench-
ment, and if retrenchment was neceossary it rust be made
by hon. gentlemen opposite, who must therefore come into
power. That is just wbat those hon. gentlemen want,-
there is the whole thing. They think Mr. Wiman wil[ help
them to that position ; but Mr. Wimanakeen Americanised
Canadiau wili have them in a place where they will not
have much to say about the matter, for he wil be master of
the situation. The hon. member for Norfolk (hir. Charlton)
says •

" Now, would it be possible for us to effeet rtreehments? We who
have rua up our expenditur. frona $L3 48600) in 1868 to $38,000,k00in
1887 ; we who have increased our expenditure four times as fast every
year as the population haî increased, is it possible te retrench in this
country ? Wel, Sir, if it i nnot possible to retreuch, it i not possible
te avert ruin ; if it le not paasible to retrenc b the country hasgot te go
te the dog3 ; if it lu fnot possible to retrench in tliis country, we May as
well give up the case -the whole case. <ow, I hold that it is possible.
I wiil tell you where you might effeet smne retrenchment. You might
abolish that sum of ail political villainies, theuFranchise &et, and yon
would gave $40@,Oý1 0 at une stroke, and you Woubd al»s Mv*yonr
character, and your .oaseienes would be cleare."

The hon. gentlemen opposite talk as if we haed o con-
science The party of purity has the conscience. I would
express my dissent by using the old Scotc1 saying : "ma
conscience." The hon, gentleman continued:

I Ton might get along with a litle les expenditate on puble works
and buildings. 1 believe that In the United Mtates, wIth al is wealth,
there are about 60 cities only where they have publie post oeeS. They
only rive post offices to large commercial efies such au Wew York and
Buffalo."

So we are better of than the United State. The hon
gentleman will no doubt say it is aUl very weil to build
post offices in Toronto, but no post office buildings are re-
quired down by the sea. They can be placed in the corner
of a house. He goes on to say:

" They do net go into the business of buildirg tlitle See post
officea as bribes to the people ; they have not got seo low in the sosie of
humanity as that."

Every publie work in the Lnwer Provinces is called a
bribe.

" Well, we might save very largely in the ex enditure on publie
works and buildings; we might cut it al Ioft the ihole tbing, lock,
stock and barrel."

Tho bon. gentleman waî gettiog vekgone-aod L hope
hon. gentlemen opposite will not pick lue ay langer at
me on tis account,. If hie intenda to maket à.metàer-
world matter he had botter ohange his coerme a littde,
I think. Let me tell bon. genluesen opposite thais
members in the western put of the Domiaion have
got the Canadian Paeifio ailway baiit, the amw en.
larged, and a network of railways over the eonatry, and
they are notgoing to put us in Nova So&incg by tulling
ns that they are not going to allow any more aksidies to
railways or other public works. What de they mean ày tell-
ing us that they are going to ta 87,00,UU of revene in
order to give the farmers of Ontaro two millions for their
horses and barky ? No, our Nova 8&otian people will never
listen to sunhan arrangement; and I think hon, gentlemen
opposite have forgotten themselves a little, for they do not
always speak so plainly as to what they intend to do when
they get into power. The senior moiber for Halifax ( 1r.
Jones) has told as that this fad, this union projot, is going
to help us in Nova Scotia, and partioularly the isher-
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men. I do not wish to be eonsidered discourteous, and I
listened to the hon. gentleman's speech with a good
deal of interest. I knew his long and successful ex.
perience in mercantile life, bis long connection with the
political party with which he is associated, the fact that
ho had held a seat in the Government, and his long
experience in ail matters connected with this country,
and I therefore expeted to gain a great deal of informatio n
from the hon. gentleman's speech, and that I would be
ready to say " amen " to his speech. But I was astounded
as I listened to bis speech. I was not astonished that the hon.
gentleman expressed great sympathy for the fishermen.
I believe, Sir, that the fishermen are deserving of his
sympathy. I believe, Sir, that there is no class of men in
Nova Scotia who have brought more grist to his mill than
have the fishermen, and I believe he owes them a very large
share of sympathy. I am glad to see that he feels sympathy
with the fishermen, and I hope, Sir, that all that sympathy
has not some other object besides that of helping the fisher-
men. He told us, among other things, that the fishermen
had but one market for their fish, while he said that we
had no other place to ship our fat mackerel to. That was
very true. I have no complaint to make about that, for
any man who knows anything about the fish trade in the
Provinces, will admit it. But ho went further than that.
Ho said it was the only market we had for our fish,
that the fishermen would be vastly benefited if they had
this free market, that consequently the fishermen were
suffering from the lack of this market, and that they
were unable to build any vessels, and that there was
no encouragement for them to build vessels to fish in when
they had no market for their fish. He described the fishing
business in Nova Scotia as in something the same condition
that the farming interest was represented to ho in by the
hon. member for Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Davies.) Now, Sir, I thought when I heard the hon. gen.
tleman's speech that I bad heard something different from
him or " of him." I did not hear it " from him " but I heard
something "of him," with regard to his views, on this
fishery question, and I remembered that I thought his views
as a statesman then were different from those he enunciated
in this House so recently. They were made at a time when
ho hoped-I will not say "hoped," but expected-to occupy
the position of Minister in this Dominion, and when upon
him would devolve, to a very large extent, the mapping out
of the policy of the Dominion with regard to the fisheries of
Nova Scotia. I did not expect that his opinions as they
were expressed at that time would be found to be different
from those entertained by him now. What was the hon.
gentleman's opinion in 1872 ? Let us hear what Mr. Jones,
of Halifax, said-as bis utterances are reported bore in this
book, which contains the parliamentary debates of this
Dominion for 1872. Mr. Jones said, among other things :

" The last speaker had referred to the remarks of bis colleague from
Halifax respecting the advantage the treaty would have conferred upon
the fishing trade of Nova Scotia had it been in operation last year. He
stated that in that case Nova Scotia would have saved between $500,00
and $,00,000 on the duties on herrings and mackerel which bad been
sent to the United States. He (Mr. Jones) held in bis band the Trade
and Navigation Returns for the pat year, which he presumed were
tolerably accurate. He found from this document that the total amount
of pickled fish, herring and mackerel and alewives-sent to the United
8tates last year was 47,000 barrels, which at $2 a barrel would be $94,-
000 instead of $600,000 as claimed by the hon. gentleman opposite."
Now, Sir, anyone will know that that small quantity of fish
did not to any extent whatever represent the quantity of
fish that was shipped from Nova Scotia, and therefore it
overthrows the idea that the United States at that time, or
any other time, was the only market that we had for our
fish. The hon. gentleman also said:

An hon. MEMER. Louder.
Mr. FRIEEMAN. The hon. gentleman if ho cannot hear

had botter come over on this side. We will not mark you
64

too much if you come over. I think you want to be bore.
But to continue, the hon. gentleman for Halifax said :

" The hon. member for West Durham, the other night speaking on the
point, had bit the nail on the head. He stated that the reason why
Amer ican fisbermen opposed the treaty was that Gen. Butler had gone
to Gloucester and harangued them, telling them that now was their
time to wrest from Qongrees what they had long wanted, namely, a
system of bounties and the bonding of their supplies That was the
sole cause of their outcry against the treaty, and the Minister of Justice
knew it very well and he (Or. Jones) had grave apprehensions that such
a policy would be aiopted by Oongre>@. "

That was, that as soon as the Washington Treaty came into
effect the Congress of the United States would give a boun-
ty to the American fishermen in order to keep our fish ont
of the market, and which would be a direct disadvantage to
the fishermen of Nova Scotia.

" Of course, they would not do so while the treaty was pending, but
when this Parliament accepted the treaty then would be their time to
grant bounties to their fishermen and to allow the bonding of their sup.
plies. And they were right enough from their point, of view, because
they argued if you give those people the water they will soon own the
land."

" If we give the Americans the water they will soon own
the land." I beg the House to remembor that, as the senti-
ment of the hon. gentleman ; and if it was true in 1872 so it
is truc to-day. When they ask us to throw down the cus-
toms barriers between this country and the United States,
when they ask us to throw down everything we have in
this country at the feet of the Americans, and when the
Americans have the trade of this country, as would be the
case if they bad the waters of Nova Scotia, they will very
soon have the land, and they will very soon have the
country as their own. But the hon. gentleman says more
tban that:

" Under those circumstances he felt as a representative of Nova
Scotia th-it however auxious ha miglit be for the establishment of recipro-
cal trade relations with the States on fair terms, he was not wining
to give the United States everythin g that we had to offer as an induce-
ment for reciprocity. If we gave them permission to fish in our waters
we put themn in competition with our own ffihermen, and reduce the
value of their fish. He stood bere not to represent one country or one
province, but the whole interests of the Dominion (hear, hear), and in
that capacity he would feel it bis duty to vote againht the ratification
of the treaty."
I might quote further remarks of the hou. gentleman ail
tending to the same thing. In one place ho says:

" We will lose more by the competition of those American fishermen
in our waters than we would gain by the reduction of the duty."
And to show the feeling of the party of which the hon.
gentleman was a leader and in which ho was a recognised
authority, I will read to you what the Chronicle said on this
subject. The Chronicle, as you will remember, is the leading
organ of the Liberal party in Nova Scotia, and I claim that
no one bas any right to separate the principles of this
party. There are only two parties in the Daminion, the
Conservative and the Liberal party, and the Liberal party
is the same thing in Nova Scotia, Quebec, Ontario and ail
over the Dominion, and what is said by it in one place
should be said by it in other parts of the Dominion. This
paper says:

" Sir John bas peculiar claims upon England's gratitude. He bas
helped the Home tdovernment to complete the national degradation by
the Wasbington Treaty."

The Washington Treaty that gave ns free markets for our
fish was the degradation of the country, according to this
paper. Then it says :

" It is the duty of the press to speak out boldly on the question, to
separate itself from being a party organ, and to look at the Washington
Treaty in its relation to the welfare of the country. The treaty, if
carried out, will prove most disastrous te Canada, and will necessarily
lead to annexation."

They feared annexation very mach at that particular
time,-

" There is nothing left for them (the Americans) to ask for except the
cession of Canada. It is no wonder that, ander these circumstances, the
proclamation of the treaty by President Grant should have been made
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part of the national celebration of the 4th of July. A traditional triumph
of the United States over her old enemy, has added to it this year a
substantial victory which gives her more advantages than she was able
to secure by the war of 1812."

Now, Sir, there is a great deal more of just that kind of
reading. It says:

'' We are safe in saying that no measure has ever done so much to
weaken the already frail tie of allegiance to the mother country on the
part of the colonies, as the consummation of the Washington Treaty.
We have been called upon before to-day, either through the selfishness
of Downing-street or the stupidity of former commissioners, to make
unneeessary and unjustifiable concessions to the Americans. * * * *
We should be unworthy of the name of British colonists and of the
traditions of liberty which Britons are supposed to carry with them
wherever they may pitch their tent, if the disregard showa to our eon-
atitutional rights and trade interests, had failed to arouse a spirit of
resentment and indignation within our breast."

This is what that paper said about the Washington Treaty,
because the Americans had the privilege of fishing in our
waters. Now, under this treaty, we are to get great
wealth, our fishermen are to prosper by letting the Ameri-
cans come into our waters again, I contend that this
is a change of base which I did not expect from the
hon. gentleman, and I feel exceedingly sorry that he
should have deemed it necessary, in the exigencies of
his party, so to stultify himselt, and so completely
to renounce the opinions that he held at that time
and to adopt principles exactly opposite. Now, I hold that
the commercial union that is now proposed, this breaking
down of tariff walls, would be most disastrous to Nova
Scotia. I hold, just as the senior member for Halifax held,
that we are going to lose far more than we could gain by
baving a free market in the United States, and allowing
the American fishermen to come into our waters -we would
lose double as much by that transaction as we could gain.
The hon. gentleman knows well that instead of the Amerî-
eau market being the only market for our fish, the West
Indices are the market for our codfish. The fishermen of
Nova Scotia are not all employed in catching mackerel and
herring, very much the larger portion are employed in
catching codfish, and they send codfish to the United States
only when the catch falls short there. I remember seasons
when the Americans sent us fish to Nova Scotia to be
shipped to the West Indies, but the West Indies have been
our market ever since the hon. gentleman and myself were
young men, and Halifax is to-day the rich city that
it is because of her fishery trade with that country.
Now, with regard to the United States fish market, lot
me say that during the Reciprocity Treaty the average
price of fisb that we sold to the United States was lower
than it bas been since. The hon. gentleman told us of a
schooner that went to the United States with a cargo, I
think, of 800 barrels of mackerel, and he led us to sup.
pose that in consequence of the duty, the fishormen got
scarcely anything for their year's work; he told us that
they got $30 a-piece ont of that cargo. Well, he does not
teli us how many fishermen there were to share the money,
and, therefore, youe can make no estimate of what the fish
really sold for. The prices taken from the Boston Fish
Bureau at the time, probably, whon that vessel was there,
do not warrant any such statement as that, and we can
only come to the conclusion that the fish he refers to were
spoiled fish, certainly they were not No. 1 mackerel. Now,
1 find that the average price of mackerel from 1854 to 1866
was from $12.84 to $18.90-those were the years of the
Reciprocity Treaty when our fish went into the Boston
market free of duty. I find that from 1867 to 1873, when
we had to pay duty, the price of No. 1 mackerel was from
$13.31 to $23. Yo will see that a larger price was obtained
between the Reciprocity Treaty and the Washington
Treaty, notwithstanding that we paid the duty, than was
obtained during reciprocity, or during the time of the
Washington Treaty. The price of mackerel as given
by this Bureau of Statistics, from 1874 to 1885,
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was from $9.29 to $19.21, still lower than the years in
which we paid a duty. I contend, therefore, that if the
prices ot past years are to be the criterion of what prices
will be in the future, and they have been taken as the
criterion throughout this discussion, thon I hold that we
gained in our prices for fish by having to pay a duty on it,
and tho last year carries out that idea. Last year the prices
of mackerel in the United States were higher than they
had been for a number of years. Now, Sir, i say that these
facts lead me to believe that under unrestricted reciprocity
the interests of our fishermen will be injured. Hon. gentle.
men opposite must get juto power in order to carry
ont this scheme of unrestricted reciprocity. Well,
the people have a voice in that; the people have had some-
thing to say about it ail along. In 1872 the Government
appealed to the people to endorse the National Policy.
Hon. gentlemen opposite prophesied during four years that
the country would come to ruin under the National Policy.
But when they came before the people with their prophe-
cies, the people said to them: We think you had botter
stay where you were relegated in 1878, and let the present
Government still carry out the National Policy. Again, in
1887, the people told them: While we commend your
aspirations and ambitions, you had better remain on the
Opposition bouches a little while longer. And before these
hon. gentlemen will be able to carry out their schemes of
retrenchment, before they will be able to eut off our sub-
sidies to railways and other public works, thoy must again
go to the people. They told .us that they had every reason
to expect to be returned to power in 1887; and, considering
that there was no effort possible to obtain power which
they did not make, considering there was no scheme they
did not work, considering they left nothing undone, which
people who disregard their honor could possibly do, it
is somewhat astonishing that they did not succeed. What
did these hon. gentlemen do in Nova Scotia ? What
they did there must be ascribed to the whole party.
They cannot escape responsibility by throwing the whole
onus on the Nova Scotians, because the party, as a whole,
is bound by its programme in eaeh Province. In Nova
Scotia they threw aside every principle that we suppose
they formerly held as a Liberal party, for I pretend they
had principles. I say it to the credit of the Liberals of my
own Province that I believe they had principles, and that
a large number of the people there who supported the
Liberal party did so in the belief that the Liberal party had
principles to which they vowed allegiance. But the Lib-
oral leaders in 1887 cast aside their principles and adopted
in each Province a different platform. In Nova Sootia
they were repealers. There they said that the people of the
Maritime Provinces were oppressed by the Ontario farmers.
There they said that on every barrel of flour imported into
those Provinces, the people had to pay a tax of 75 cents a
barrel, or 15 cents a bushel on five bushels of wheat,
which make up a barrel of flour. In that Province they
were loud in abuse of the fathers of Confederation.
Not even the late Hon. George Brown escaped. That
hon, gentleman was held up as a man to be despised
in company with every other man who had anything
to do with estabtishing Confederation. In Ontario they
told a different tale, and upheld Confederation. They
trimmed their sails to every political breeze in the hope
that in each Province they would catch a favoring wind. In
Nova Scotia they said that Ontario was sucking the life
blood out of that Province, while up here they said that
Nova Scotia was living out of Ontario, and that all the break-
waters, all the public works built in the Maritime Prov-
inces, were paid for by Ontario. What did they do in Quebec?
There they erected their platform on a scaffold, and the
leaderi of this great Liberal party bowed low at the shrine
of Riel. I have nothing to say against the sympathy that
French Canadians might have for that unfortunate and mi-
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guided man, but when the leaders of the party bowed down
before him in order to traffio on race prejudices, they
forfeited all claim to public respect and confidence.
I was extremely sorry to hear an observation made respect-
ing my Province and my countrymen. I was extremely
sorry to hear it said that Nova Scotia offered herself to
Mr. Blake, and that he would not buy ber. I regretted
exceedingly that that hon. gentleman, whom I have been
taught for years to respect, whom I highly esteem-and I
take the declarations of his party in reference to him and the
statements of their papers, and I believe he is an honorable
man-I was sorry that he was not in his place to tell us
something about that offer, to tell us who offered Nova
Scotia to him, to tell us how Nova Scotia was offered, and to
give us some information more than the statement that
Nova Scotia was offered to him. I do not know where that
statement originated, I do not know at whose suggestion
that insult was thrown upon us the other night, but I do
not hesitate to say that I know what it was meant for, if I
read what went before it, and if I read what followed after
that statement. It was distinctly stated that Nova Sceotia
was got by corruption, by bribes from the Government, and
it was meant that, if Mr. Blake had been a corruptionist,
if he had been as corrupt as Nova Scotia, he would have
bought Nova Scotia, and the members who now represent
Nova Scotia here would not have been here. I think that is
what was intended by the statement, and if that was meant,
I say in behalf of the Conservative party in Nova Scotia and
in behalf of the Liberal party also, that there is not one scin-
tilla of truth in it; and, if 1 were not in the House of
Parliament, I would describe it by some other word. I say
that Nova Scotia never offered herself, and that no author-
ised agent of Nova Scotia offered that Province to Mr.
Blake or to any other party, and the statement is an insult
to Nova Scotia, and an insult that Nova Scotia will not
forget, an insult that Nova Scotians, the descendants of
honorable men, will a long time remember. Now, this fad
would never suit this country. Germany had at one time
a customs union. All the smaller States of Germany united
with Prussia in a customs union, and before many years
passed over the natural result came, and all the German
States confederated with Prussia. Prussia swallowed
them all up, and, instead of the smaller States being
benefited by their commercial union with the larger State,
the larger State absorbed the smaller. All the smaller
States wore absorbed, and had to succumb to the power of
Prussia. I might give other instances, and they all go to
show that, in cases of this kind, the smaller States are
absorbed in the larger. There is no doubt that this is just
what the Americans contemplate. Let us see what has
been said by the Americansthemselves in other days, when
this question of reciprocal trade came up between the
American and the British Governments. When the British
North American commissioners went in 1866 to Washing.
ton to endeavor to secure the continuation of the Reciprocity
Treaty of 1854, Mr. Morrell, of Vermont, who was the
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the House
of Representatives, said:

4 You want these commerciel privileges that you talk about. Then
take your seats here by the side of as and vote for them."
The Hon. Joseph Howe, at the Detroit convention, said:

" I know that it has been asserted by some, and I have heard it since
I came into the convention, that if the Reeiprocity Treaty is annulled,
the British Provinces will be so cramped that they will be compelled to
seek annexation to the United States."
These are the statements of these men, and we know per-
fectly well what the United States want. It wants a
market for its productions. Its warehouses are overfiow-
ing with manufactured goods, and it wants the Canadian
market in which to dispose of tbem, and under no other
consideration than the opening of our market to American
manufactured goods will the United States enter into a

commercial treaty with us. What did one of the leading
newspapers of the United States say the other day in
regard to Cuba ? Discussing very fully the question of
Cuba, it wound up by saying: Cuba is commercially ours
now, and we are a nation of cowards or it would be
wholly ours. That is the way in which they will talk
about this country if this idea of commercial union
is carried out. If there is a commercial union between
Canada and the United States, they will say that
they will be a nation of cowards, if Canada, being
theirs commercially, is not theirs politically. Another
feature is the fact that Mr. Wiman, who plans this whole
thing, says that in twenty or twenty-five years he is going
to put five millions of American people into this country.
No one who has travelled over this country and has met
the American propagandists can fail to know how they re-
present the beauties of the country on the other side of
the line, the mountains of silver and rivers of gold which
lie within thoir borders, and the great woalth which that
country offers to immigrants and to anyone who will make
that country his home. We know how they work upon the
imaginations of the people. But, if so smuall a number of
people can do so much, five millions of Americans in this
country, who, of course, would have the right to vote-for
that would be a part of the scheme-would have a much
greater opportunity of influencing Canadians, and where
thon would be the loyal mon of this country, where would
they stand beside the five millions of Canadianised
foreigners, agents of the American people, who could
easily carry the day against us ? And this would be parti-
cularly the case if Canadians manifostod the saume feeling
which hon. gentlemen have manifested on the other sido
of the louse. I have been astonished to heur those
hon. gentlemen, in presenting this unrestricted union
question to the House, talk about Great Britain and
the United States in the way they have done. I
have been astonished to hear them plead the cause
of the United States against that of Great Britain. Mr.
Wiman is a little ahead of these hon. gentlemen because
he writes pamphlets, but, if instead of being loyal subjects
of the Queen-as I presume they are, as they say they are,
and as 1 have no reason to suppose they are not, except
what I have heard them say in this House-if, instead of
representing loyal Canadian constituencies, they were paid
agents of the Americans, with American gold rattling in
their pockets, they could not have represented American
interests more strongly than these hon, gentlemen have
in this debate. More than that, the manner in which
they sneer at our loyalty, calling us sycophants and overy
other name of that kind they could hurl at us. If they
have not done it in this ilouse, they have had it donc for
them outside. They have represented us as everything
that is mean and base, because we are loyal to our country,
because we are loyal to Britain. Love, Sir, is one of' its
largest elements, if I understand loyalty; and would you
condemn a man because ho loved the knces on which ho
was dandled in infancy? Would you condemn a man
because ho loved the father who protected and shiolded him
in his growing days ? If you would, thon you may ask us
not to love Britaiu. But, Sir, after Britain bas nursed us
in our infancy as a colony, and bas stood with her feets
behind ber, and bas said to this great spread-eagle nation:
" Hands off the littie boy," are we to be twitted to-day
because we love Britain ? It is a new thing, Sir, that men
should be twitted in this House of Commons of this loyal
colony of Canada for professing their loyalty and their
love for their mother country. It is a thing that will be
marvelled at in other countries, and will be gloated over by
the Americans who are seeking to annex this country to
thomselves. I am glad that this question bas coma up, and
that the future of this country is to be decided. I hold, Sir,
that when responsible government was granted to these
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colonies, we put off our childhood as colonies; when Confe-
deration was framed, the nucleus of a great nation was
formed, and when this country adopted the National
Policy, it was a formal declaration to the world that we had
taken a great ani important step towards nationhood to pro
tect our own industries and our own labor. We have now
gone on for nine years in the saine direction, and if we are
now to turn back, and go on our bellies, as one of the
papers said the other day, and cringe to the United States,
and tell them we shal go to ruin if they do not give us this
treaty-I say if we are to do that, it is time that this ques-
tion was put fairly before the people and settled. I am
glad the question has come up, and I only hope hon. gen-
tlemen opposite will not forget it as they did the National
Policy which they espoused in 1887, when they told the
manufacturers they had nothing to fear. When the hon.
Minister of Finance declared that he was pleased to find
that the hon. leader of the Opposition had been- converted
to the National Policy, hon. gentlemen opposite accepted
that declaration, but they forgot it very quickly. I hope
they will not forget this so quickly, and let us have the
issue before the people, for I believe that in this Dominion
there is an overwhelming majority of the people who will
never consent to be absorbed into the United States. I be-
lieve there is an overwhelming majority of loyal people in
this Dominion. I believe there is an overwhelming majority
who will say with me : Let this right hand forget its
cunning, let this tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth if
I forget thee, Oh, Britain, the home of my ancestors, under
the temptation of this spread-eagle country 1

Mr. BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman who has
just taken his seat has expressed his desire that this ques.
tion should be submitted to the people, for their judgment
upon it, as soon as possible. If we can judge the future by
the present, I think the Liberal party will have nothing
to fear. I have an announcement to make, which I know
this House will hear with pleasure, that the election in
L'Assomption has resulted in the return of Mr. Gauthier
with an increased, or I might say, a quadrupled majority.
He was elected last year by a majority of twenty-one, and
this year by a majority of ninety-four. I would now ask
the indulgence of the House while I make a few observa-
tions on the question under discussion. I feel as if it was
my duty to congratulate lon. members who have preceded
me upon the excellence of their speeches, which have been
interesting and, in many cases, full of information. The
resolution at present before the House is, I think, the most
important that has ever been discussed since Confedera-
tion; it is so comprehensive in its character, so far-reaching
in its effects, and involves so many questions that have
puzzled the minds of the greatest financiers and statesmen,
that I rise to speak upon it with some diffidence. It was
not my intention, when the resolution was first proposed,
to take any part in this debate, because I felt that
the resolution was of such a character that it would
meet with the acceptance of both sides of the House.
It had been said on the introduction of the Na-
tional Policy that it was a means to an end, that its pur-
pose was Lo obtain reciprocity, and in diseussing the
National Poliey upon public platforms, we were always
met by our opponents. with the remark: We are free
traders whenever we can get anybody to free trade with
us. In listening to the hon. member who has just taken
his seat, if I were a spiritualist I would have almost
thought that George Washington had returned in some sort
of an angelic form; but when we come to examine the hon.
gentleman's speech, we find that he was accusing members
on this side of the House with sometimes suppressing
truth, and who would ha-ze thought that this essence of
purity would ever have forgotten and neglected the same
duty himself ? Why, Sir, in referring to the Provincial

Mr. FREiMAN,

debts which were assumed by the Dominion Government,
he did not tell us anything about the assets which came
along with the debte. fHe spoke of an increase of
840,000,000 in the debt during the Maakenzie Administra-
tion, but he forgot to mention that ont of the 840,000,000
$32,000,000 were contracted for by the Tory Adminis-
trations previous to the Mackenzie Government taking
office. He also claims great effects from the National
Policy, that it has done wonders for the country, and he
intimates that publi emen and governments should not
make any promises they are not able to fulfil. Wben we
come to examine the promises made by hon. gentlemen
opposite, with regard to the National Policy and their
fulfilment, we find they are very wide of the
mark. One of their promises was that the National
Policy would check the exodus, which our opponents
admitted to be going on; and, moreover, that it would
be the means of bringing back those who had left
the country. The hon. member for Montreal Centre
(Mr. Curran), in speaking upon this question, inti-
mated that had the National Policy been introduced ten
years earlier. there would have been no exodus from
Canada. I have taken the trouble to examine as to the
true state of affairs in this connection. In 1870 there were
in the United States 493,000 Canadians; in 1880, 717,157,
or an annual increase of 22,000. In 1886 the number was
1,040,038 or an increase of 55,000 annually, being an in-
crease of 150 per cent. as compared with the previous years
under a revenue tariff. I notice that if bon. gentlemen
opposite seek some good authority as to the resources of
Canada they generally consult some commercial unionists.
The hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) referred to
and read part of a speech delivered by Mr. Ritchie, of Ohio.
Had the hon. member completed the reading of that speech
he would have found Mr. Ritchie's opinion with respect to
this matter. Mr. Ritchie says:

" In 1854 a treaty of reciprocity was made between the United States
and Canada, which, by its terme, was to iua for a period of ten years or
longer, unless terminated by either party upon a year's notice being
given. The articles embraced in the schedule attached to this treaty
were the producta of the farm, forest, mine, and ihe sea. The operation
of this treaty greatly stimulated the trade of both countries, whose
present volume is largely due to the impetus given at that time or dur-
ing that period."

The hon. gentleman also referred in somewhat complimen.
tary terms to my esteemed opponent Mr. Wigle, in terms
from which I do not dissent. Hàe dwelt also on the loss the
House had sustained by the absence of Mr. Wigle; but I
think we may well say that what the House las lost the
country has gained. The hon. gentleman was guilty of
great ingratitude in resurrecting that old hackneyed speech
and asking for a second judgment after its burial by the
people of South Essex. I think at the same time he did
Mr. Wigle an injustice fro n the fact that, if1 do not mistake
the resolution of which he was the seconder, Mr. Wigle bas
since repudiated the principles involved in that speech. At
a meeting of the Conservative Association on the 12th Sep-
tomber, 1887, he was the seconder of the following resolu-
tion :-

" This association is of the opinion that at the present time ail chan-
nels of trade and commerce should be as free and unrestricted as possi-
ble, having due regard to the necessary revenues of the Government and
the best interets eof the Dominion, and that the freest possible commer-
cial intercourse with ail parts of the Èmpire, the United States and
other nations would promote the best interests of the Dominion."

An hon. MEMBER. Who seconded the resolution ?

Mr. BR[EN. Mr. Wigle. I thought I would refer to this
matter as the hon. gentleman might have left a wrong im-
pression on the minds of hon. members that Mr. Wigle was
not in accord with advanced public opinion. The hon.
gentleman also referred to the egg argument in somewhat
amusing terms. I am sorry that he did not have that egg,
for I am sure that if ho was am apt with cracked eggs as
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with disjointed arguments he would be tolerably skilful.
As a representative of the people an hon. member of this
House occupies, as it were, a dual character, especially when
a new question comes before the House. He has to consider,
first, its probable effect on his own locality, on the constitu-
ency he represents; and I will now briefly deal with that
aspect of the qaestion. I need not tell the people that in
the section of the country I represent, South Essex, of the
benefit that would accrue to them from the market of a city
like Detroit, with a population of 150,000 people, being
freely thrown open to them. Many of them have, no doubt,
fresh in their memories the advantages that flowed to them
from the old Reciprocity Treaty. It is no question what-
ever with the people in that section as to who pays
the duty. Each man is well aware that if he has a
horse to sell or any cattle, barley or any other produce he
has to pay the duty, and instead of receiving $100 for his
horse he will receive only $80. We have an opportunity of
becoming conversant with those facts from having a per-
sonal knowledge of them. I have prepared an estimate,
which I think is a very moderate one, as to the effect of
unrestricted reeiprocity on my locality, and the estimate
will apply to the country generally. Take a farmer having
a farm of 100 acres. Suppose he sold annually one span of
horses worth 8200, he would profit to the extent of the duty,
840; if he sold five head of cattle worth $250 he would save
$50; ten tons of hay, save $20; 300 bushels of barley, save
$20 ; 200 pounds of wool, save $20, or an increase of profits
amounting on the whole of the products of a hundred acre
farm to the extent of $150. There is in the cou nty, a portion
of which I represent, 430,000 acres of assessed farm land,
which would give 4,300 farms of 100 acres each. Assuming
that we had free trade with the United States, that would
give for this countyan increased profit of $645,000 annually
for farmers. In the Province generally there are 208,000
farms, and taking the increased profit it would reach
831,200,000, which capitalised would amount to $780,000,000.
That is one class-the farmers. I need not say anythirig
about the extent to which the fishermen and the lumbermen
would be benefited, for they will be satisfied. As to the
manufacturers in our section, I have a communication from
a manufacturer in the town in which I live, which, with
the permission of the House, I will read. He writes:

''"EsSx CENTRE, ONT., 24th March, 1888.
"DRA SmR,-I am just in receipt of your telegram, 'How would

reciprocity affect my business.' I have watched the debates on this
question with a great deal of interest. Unrestricted reciprocity would
be a boon to the manufacturing company here. We would then have
the American States for our market. In fact, we have sold some as it
is, because they considered the plonghs superior to thoir own make.
If it were not for this duty Une we could ship large quantities there and
easily compete with the American manufacturera. We have to buy
our steel in the States, because there is only one firm that makes plough
steel plates, and they do not make an article to compare with the
Pittsburgh make. The Nova Scotia plates are very inferior, and they
eharge just about as much as the Pittsburgh men, that is they add
nearly as much as the duty, so that as far as they are concerned they
make a harvest out of the duty business. Having to buy a good article
to make good gooda in Pittsburgh we have to pay the duty. Last year
the Government committed the outrage of raismng the duty from 12J per
cent. to 35 per cent. on plough Steel plates. This was done after we
had made the greater part ofour contracts for the season and, therefore,
could get no more for our ploughu sold. This difference ruined the
business for the year. True, the Government, finding their mistake,
reduced the duty to the old thing, 12 per cent , but they would not
make any rebate for the money wrongfully taken from us during the
year. Another point. There are about three ploughs made in Canada
to one in the States, in proportion to the population of the two coun-
tries. Therefore, the competition has become so keen that the prices
are eut very low, and in order to effect sales resort is had to giving
long terms of credit, thus making the risks of bad debts much more.
For our line of business, I would consider our institution worth 60
cents on the $1 more than it is now if the Ohinese wall was thrown
down. Stand firm as a rock. The cause is right and in time must win.
We are all well. "lMILNE."

I have a telegram from the lumber firm of James Taylor
& Son in my section of the country. They say :
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" We think unrestricted reciprocity would be a great benefit to our

business.

I have now dealt with the farmer, the lumberman and the
manufacturer as far as our section of the country is con-
cerned and, I believe, so far as my judgrment goes, and from
what I have been able to find out, that it would be of great
benefit to the fisherman as well. Now, as to its general
effects upon the country, we ail know that under the old
Reciprocity Treaty that we had prosperity in this
country such as we had not experienced before
that treaty nor since. We know that our import
and export trade increased from 820,000,000 in 1853 to
884,000,000 in the last year of the treaty. This is sufficient
guarantee that it was a great benefit and that it was a suc-
cess as far as the country was conoerned. I do not wish to
delay the House by going into a long list of figures in this
matter as so many who have preceded me have given in-
controvertible facts with regard to those things. We have
had figures enough, and if we were only able to remember
them I presume we would be ail "figure-heads." With your
permission, Sir, I will read a report as to the progress of
the country during the years betwoen 1850 and 1860. It
is written by Mr. Ward, an Ameriean, who made this
report in 1862 in accordance with the desire of the Unitod
States Congress. fHe thoroughly in vestigated the resour-
ces and the progrees that Canada had made and was making.
In his report ho says :

" During the interval between the last census and the preceding one
(1850-1860), the decennial raie of increase of population in Canada
exceeded that in the United States by nearly 54 per cent.-Canada
adding 40 87 per cent. to her population in 10 years while the United
States added only 35-58 per cent. to theire. She brou ,htIher wild lands
mito cultivation at a rate in nine years, exceeding the rate of increase of
cultivated lands in the United States in ten years by nearly 6 per cent.-
Canada in 1860 having adaed 50 acres of cultivated land to every 100
acres under cultivation in 1851, while the United States in 1860 had only
added 14 acres to every 100 acres under cultivation in 1850 The value
per cultivated acre of the farming lands in Canada in 1860 exceeded the,
value per cultivated acre of the farming lands of the United States-
the average value per cultivated acre in Canada being $20.87 and in
the United States $16.32. In Canada a larger capital was invested in
agricultural implements, in proportion to the amount of land cultivated
than in the United States-the average value of agricultural imple-
ments used on a farm having 100 cultivated acres being in Canada $82
and in the United States $150. In proportion to population, Canada in
1860 raised twice as much wheat as the United States-Canada in that
year raising 1-2 bushele for each inhabitant while the United States
raised only 5'50 bushels for eacb inhabitant. Bulking together eigit
leading staples of agriculture-wheat, corn, rye, barley, cats, buck-
wheat, ptas and beans and potatoes,-Canada, between 1851 and 1860
increased ber production of these articles froin 57,000,000 to 123,000,0,0
of bushels-an increase of 113 per cent. ; while the lnited States
in ten years, from 1850 to 1860, increased their productions of the same
articles only 45 per cent. In 1860, Canada raised of thse articles 49-12
bushels for each inhabitant, against a production in the United States
of 43.42 bushels for each inhabitant IExcluding Indian corn from the
list, Canada raised of the remaining articles 48.07 bushels for each
inhabitant, almost three times the rate of production in the United State4,
which was 16 74 bushels for each inhabitant. And as regards live stock
and thir products, Canada in 1860 in proportion to ber population
owned more horses and more cows, made more butter, kept more sheep,
and had a greater yield of wool than the United States."

Referring to this report the author, Sir Edward Watkin,
the former president of the Grand Trunk Railway, a gentle-
man well known to hon. gentlemen in this House, says :

" Our British Government having thus allowed the treaty to expire,
and havin ithereby damped the energies of the colonies, and excited the
hopes of the protectionist and annexationist parties in the States, what
are we to do ?

" la the first place Parliament should express its condemnation of the
failure of the executive; in the second, its desire for peace and fraternity
with the United States ; and in the tbird, its determination to stand by
the Queen's Dominions on the other side of the Atlantic.

, What onght we to seek now to secure, in the interests of peace and
civilisation ?

I i. A neutralisation of the 3,ê00 miles of frontier, rendering fortifi-
cations needless.

"2. A continuance of the neutrality of the lakes and rivers bordering
on the two countries.

"3. Common navigation ot the lakes and the outlets of the sea.
"4. Au enlargement of canals and locks to enable the food of the

west to flow unimpeded, and st the smallest cost, direct in the same
bottom to Europe or any other part of the werld.
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" 5. Neutrality of telegraphs and pest routes between the Atlantic and
Paeific, no matter on which territory they may traverse.

"6. A free interchange of untaxed and au exchange, at internal
revenue duty rate only, of taxed commodities.

47. The passage of goods in bond through the respective territories
as heretofore.

"8. A common use of ports on both sides of the continent."

That statement was made nearly 20 years ago, and it is ailmost
in accordance with the present resolution of the hon. member
for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), s0 that we find
that all Englishmen do not consider it disloyal to enter into
any reciprocity treaty with the United States. The latter
clause is similar to the amendîment of the senior member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones), and it also applies to the section of
country which I have the honor to represent. At the pres-
ent time there are residents in the towns along the lake
shore, many brave sailors, captains and mates of vessels,
second in courage to no men in the Dominion of Canada,
who might be useful citizens if they were retained in
Canada, but in consequence of not being able to obtain
situations, owing to the destruction, almost, of our shipping,
they have to seek work in the United States, although it
does not have the effect, as hon. gentlemen opposite would
seem to think, of making them disloyal, because they still
live under the British flag and are loyal subjects of the
Queen. Now. I will not contrast the condition of Canada at
different periods, as that has been so frequently done by
hon. gentlemen from this side of the Hlouse, but I will refer
to one or to points. With regard to population, I think I
have made a fair and moderato estimate. 1 have taken, as a
basis, our population in 1861, and the natural increase of
births over deaths. In the Australian colonies that increase
is 2ý per cent., or at least 25 per 1,000, and in order to
maintain the position under all circumstances, I have placed
our iner< ase at L0 per 1,000, annually, as increase of
births over deaths, which will be at the rate of 2 per
cent. The population of the old Provinces of Ontario,
Quebec, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick, in 1861,
was 3,000,00. T'hen our population in those Provinces
should have been, in 1871, 3,708,000. Adding to the
Dominion the population of Prince Edward Island, British
Columbia, Manitoba, and the NorLh.West Territories,
200,000, which is, I think, a little under the mark, we
should have, in 1871, a population of 3.908,000. Add
to this from the same standpoint the naturai increase,
and we should have, in 1886, a population of 5,080,000 ;
whereas, according to the statistics furnishod by the
Government, our population in 1886 did not exceed
4,725,000. Then we have lost of our natural increase,
355,000. Add to this sum the immigrants we have received,
according to the Government figures, 624,000, and we have,
under these circumstances, 1,179,000 to account for, and
the question is, where have they gone, and what is the
cause of thoir departure ? Sir, if a remedy can b found
which will retain these people at home, and, if possible,
bring back those that have gone away, I think it should be
adopted, and I believe that unrestricted reciprocity would
have that effect. We ail remember the great promises that
were made of a home market under the National Policy.
Well, this home market has not been found for the farmers.
In some cases, I believe, there is a slight increase in the
population of the towns and cities, but it has been at
the expense of the country, so that there is really no home
market whatever. It has been said by hon. gentlemen
opposite that under unrestricted reciprocity our cattle trade
with England would be destroyed. I will not presume to
give you an opinion on that point myself, but I will give
you the statement of a gentleman whom all will admit to
be fully competent to speak upon it, and that is Mr. Valancy
Fuller, a stock dealer. I will not detain the flouse by
reading a long letter of his upon this point, but in
substance he says that this new arrangement will not
affect the sale of cattle in England as eur quarantine regu-

Mr. BRIEN.

lations romain the same. Now, it has always been claimed
by hon. gentlemen who have preceded me on the opposite
side of the House, that the National Policy has benefited the
laboring men. Instead of using any argument of my own,
I will mention a circumstance that occurred to my personal
knowledge, which shows the effect it has upon laboring
men near the border who are in frequent communication
iwith the people across the lino. A young man who was
employed as a painter in the village of Leamington, went
to Detroit and bought an article which cost him $1.
Coming back over the river, ho had to pay a duty of 30 or
35 cents. He went to his home, and a few days afterwards
a painter came from the city of Detroit and offered to work
for the same employer at a much less rate of wages than
this young man could obtain himseolf, so that the young
man had to corne down to the standard of the American
laborer or else lose his situation. That was the effect upon
this laboring man. It not only reduced the purchasing
power of what ho earned, but it gave him no protection.
Indeed, public money bas been spent in the past in bring-
ing laborers over from Europe to compote with our own
laborers.

Mr. TAYLOR. Times are much botter in Canada than
in the States, thon ?

Mr. BRIEN. That only shows the principle. It is a
special case, it shows what they can do. Now, the question
of interprovincial trade has been frequently referred to;
the Minister of Marine has referred to it at great length,
and I am glad to say that I think we can produce evidence
of the benefit of unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States, by taking the result of inter-provincial trade. What
has been the principal cause of the increase of inter-pro-
vincial trade? Why, Sir, simply throwing down the bar-
riers between the varions Provinces which formerly had a
tariff of their own. Unrestricted reciprocity is a continu-
ation of the same argument. It had the effect of increasing
the inter-provincial trade, and I am sure that trade wiIl not
stop on account of the filag. Canada is a long, narrow strip
of country 4,000 miles in length, situated in nearly the same
latitude, and hence a similarity of climate and of productions.
Well, we must have variety of products in order to secure
an exchange of trade, because two individuals having the
same classes of goods to export are not likely to trade so
freely with each other as those having dissimilar classes.
Variety is the basis of exchange and exchange is the basis
of commerce, and I know of no means to meet the case
except that set forth in the resolution now before the
House. The Government may tunnel mountains, they
may bridge rivers, and annihilate space by means of
the telegraph, but they will find it impossible to overcome
the difficulties of climate. The hon. the Minister of Marine
referred to the natural market. With regard to that ques-
tion, there are many things to be taken into consideration.
A natural market is one in which we cau sell at profitable
prices, and from which we can obtain goods in exchange as
return cargoes. The hon. gentleman also referred to the
West Indies, and to the increase in provincial trade as com-
pensating advantages to the Maritime Provinces for being
debarred from their natural market. On this point, I will
read what the late Mr. Howe has said, and Mr. Howe, I
think, is an authority whom. no one would be likely to ques-
tion. Mr. Howe, according to a report in the Halifax
Chronicle, said :

Our neigbbors may have their faults and their misfortunes, but there
they are 34,000,000 of them divided from us by the Bay of Fundy as by
a street-they on the one aide and we on the other. Where will be our
marketfor coal for ever? In the United States. Where will be the market
for our grindstones ? In the United States. Where will be our market for
plaster, and fish, and our potatoes ? In the United States. Here are five
great staples, and there is our market."
That ought to be accepted as good authority. He goes on
to state:
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" The man with a shallop of coal goes to the United States; he wants

a freight to return with, sud you say to him: 'You shall bring back
gour from the United States, but you muet turn your shallop up the St.
Lawrence and make a twenty-five or thirty days voyage to Quebec,''

Hon. members also differ, as did the hon. member for Perth
(Mr. Hesson) and the bon. member for Huron (Mr. Porter),
with regard to what the result of the policy embodied in
this resolution would be. The hon. member for Perth inti-
mates that we would likely become hewers of wood and
drawers of water, while the hon. member for Huron claims
that we produced in Canada as fine a type of men as exist
on the face of the earth. There is a contradiction some-
where. I thoroughly agree with the hon. member for
Huron that Canada does produce the highest type of man
to be found in the world, just as I believe it is not the
country which presents the greatest facilities for man's
livelihood that develops the highest type. The highest
type, on the contrary, is found in those countries where
pluck, energy and skill are required to ovércome adverse
in fluences and consecrate nature to men's own use. If Canada
produces a superior type of man, how is it that Canadians
will not be able to compete with their American neighbors
when they will have just as cheap labor and all the raw
material at hand ? It seems to me somewhat strange that
while hon. gentlemen opposite are willing, if we can judge
by their past utterances, to let the farmer seek his market
where ho will, they will not allow him to buy where he
will, but insist on giving control of the whole market of
this country to the manufacturers. That the interests of
the farmers, the lumbermen and the fishermen should be
sacrificed to protect the interests of the manufacturers does
not appear on its face to ba just. With regard to our
manufactures, our exports have within the last few years
been on the decrease, instead of the increase. A great deal
bas been said about this cry of disloyalty. It does seem
to me that, in this case, that cry is quite uncalled for; and
I wonld not insult the constituents of hon.gentlemen opposite
by insinuating that they are disloyal whon there is no cause
for disloyalty. When this question is being discussed, I have
always in my mind what the historian Hallam says. I hope
it does not apply in this case. He says : "Patriotism
and loyalty are too frequently the pretense of the
hypocrite, and the plea of the designing politician." The
bon. mem ber for Queen's (Mr. Baird) gave us quite a lecture
on this question, but I think if ho were reminded of the
past, ho might take a little of the lecture for himself. Hie
did not know how to manifest his loyalty sufficiently, but
the hon. gentleman occupies bore a unique position ; and
if we are to judge from the past, all ho need do would be to
visit his returning officer, and, with equal justice, that func-
tionary might appoint the hon. gentleman to any position
ho chose and thus give him an opportunity to sacrifice his
life by accepting a position in the British Army or the
British Empire. Let us turn back to 1869, and we
will find some interesting reading. In the speech of
the late. Hon. George Bro wn, that hon. gentleman, whon
speaking about the demand made in 1869 to negotiate a
treaty on a basis somewhat similar to that laid down in the
resolution before us, said:

" More than one effort was made by the late Government (Macdonald-
Cartier) for the renewal of the old treaty between 1866 and 1869. In
1869 formai negotiations were entered into with the American Govern.
ment and the projet of a treaty was presented for discussion. The
negotiations continued from July, 1869, to March, 1870. The projet
included the cession for a term of years of our fisheries to t he United
States; the enlargement and enjoynent of our canais; the free enjoy-
nient of the navigation of the St. Lawrence River, the assimilation of
our customs and excise duties; the concession of an import duty equal
to the internai revenue taxes of the United States; and the free admis-
sion into either country of certain manufactures of the other."

To make this stronger I will read the comments of the
Times on Mr. Dorion' speech. The Times said:

" À single circumstance may show to what extent the freedom of
action of our colonies may go. It is at this very moment a matter of

511
discussion in Canada whether a treaty of reciprocity should not be con-
cluded with the United States ; and the result of the deliberations may
very possibly be the admission of the manufactures of New England into
the Dominion under lighter duties than the manufactures of Great
Britain. If the Canadian Ministry come to the conclusion that such
an arrangement is for the benefit of their country, will the Colonial
Office advise the Orown to disallow the negotiations? Assuredly not."

With regard to this discrimination against England, I took
some trouble to ascertain what was the effect of the old
Reciprocity Treaty of 1864 on the trade of England. Fron
1844 to 1850, our aggregate trade with England was 8160,-
000,000, or an average of $14,500,000 a year. From
1854 to 1866, $332,000,000, or an average of 825,-
500,0(0 a year. This is an increase of about 80 per cent.
I think that will be a full answer to the question of discrimi-
nation. Instead of docreasing our trade with the United
Kingdom, I am confident that this would have a tondency
to increase our trade with Great Britain, as it would induce
such an era of prosperity in this country as would enable
us to purchase more than we do now. Further, I bolieve
it will also have the effect of consolidating the various
Provinces, and creating a feeling of satisfaction which I
think no man will doubt is roquirod at the prosent time.
I think any person, looking at the s tuation calmly, will find
that there is a feeling of dissatisfaction with Confoderation
itsolf, and I think it is a duty on the part of al those who
have at heart the interests and the stability ot Con-
federation to support this rosolution, if it is going to have
the effect, as we believe, of consolidating and ocemonting
together the various Provinces of this Dominion. There
can be no doubt that it would have that effect, that it would
give greater satisfaction to tho Maritime Provinces, that it
would afford a more convenient market to the people of the
North-West, and that it would also largely add to the prospe-
rity of thefarmerand themanufacturer in the Provincoof On-
tario and Quebec. We bolieve that such an era of prosperity
would set in if this were carried out that it would have the
effect not only of doubling our trado with the United States
but also that with England. It certainly would have that
effect if we are to judge from the past. It is time that this
question should be faced and should be looked at from a
serious standpoint. We aspire at some future time to
become a nation, and thore is no doubt that we have a good
foundation on which to build a great nation if we now
pursue a proper course, and I believe this is the first stop
to consolidate the Provinces together.

Mr. WILSON (Lennox.) Mr. Speaker, I have been some-
what surprisod to hear the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir R.chard Cartwright) pressing this dobate after the obser-
vations which were made by Sir Charles Tupper. Has the
hon. gentleman got any more information from the United
States Government leading him to believe that this is a
more opportune time to proserit this matter to that Govern-
ment than the time whon it was presented at Was'hington ?
Does not the hon, gentleman know that the groat political
parties in the United States are now engaged in getting
ready for the presidential election, and that the party in
power is not likely to do anything to lessen its chances of
success at the poil ? The hon. gentleman will remember
the efforts which were made by the Government of which
ho was a mem ber-I refer to the Government of the Hon.
Mr. Mackenzie-when they sent the Hon. George Browa to
Washington and maJe adesperate efftrt to got a reciprocity
treaty passed. They were accuod on that cccasion ot offering
more than they were justified in offering, but, notwithstand-
ing the liberal offers wh-ch they made to the people of the
United States, the United States refused to maire such a
treaty. Is this agitation in the interests of the cotn-
try, or is it because hon. gentlemen opposite have failed
in their prophecies in relation to the Fishery Treaty and
are now seeking to raise a cry in order to injure and
embarrais the Government, and in that way, as the hon.
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member for South Grey (Mir. Landerkin) said, get a plat-
form with which to go to the people? Tàe hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) drew a very doleful
picture of the position of the farmers of this country. He
seemed to think that, if we could get commercial union or
unrestricted rociprocity with the United States, it would ho
a boon for all our ills; Our land would go up in value, we
would have general prosperity, and we w>uld bu altogether
much better off. I would like to compare our exports and im-
ports in breadstuffs from 1875 to 1879 with those from i880 to
1884. We exported of breadstuffs from 1875 to 1879, $81,954,-
-'7; but we imported to the value of $61,362,580, orwe export.
cd in excess of our imports in those five years, $20,592,217,
or a yearly average of $4,118,443. Our exports of breadstuffs
from 1880 to 1884, under the National Policy period,
were $90,201,639, and our imports $16,623,986, or the total
exports in excess of imports amounted to $73,77,653,
or a yearly average of 8t4,715,530, as compared with
a yearly average under the administration of hon. gentle.
men opposite of $4,118,443, or about three and a-half times
as much. I think hon. gentlemen opposite will admit that
this must have been of some benefit to the farmers of the
country, that, if the people of this country raised so much
more produce, they must have had more money, and times
must of necessity have been botter. Now, the hon. gentle-
men suppose that they have made a strong case showing
the depression of the farmers of this country. I would like
to give them a quotation from an hon. gentleman who
stands high in the party of hon. gentlemen opposite, who
was at one time a member of the Mowat Administration,
and who was before that a member of this House. I think
ho bas taken a great deal of pains to get the necessary
information on which ho bases the statement which I will
read. It is a short extract from one of the five letters
written by the Hon. James Young to the Globe in 1887.
He says;

" How absurd it is, not to say unpatriotic, to speak of Canadians,
especially our farmers, as being poverty stricken and suffering serious
disadvantages as compared with our american neighbors. Let them
go into the country districts of the various States; let them compare
northern Maine and New Hampshire with our Maritime Provinces, or
Michigan, Ohio, or any other State, with Ontario; let them contrast
the territories of the Great North-West, and it will be found that our
general prosperity does not compare unfavorably with theirs. So far
as Ontario is concerned, I know no part of the United States in which
the masses of the people are healthier, wealthier, or happier."

Tht is a statement made by a leading member of the party
of hon. gentlemen opposite. The hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) also took great exception to the
home market. He wanted to know where our home market
was. He had a great deal to say about the tall chimneys
which had been promised to us under the National Policy.
I have another short extract hure from the same hon. gen
tleman whom I have quoted before, and I think it ought
to be good authority to hon. gentlemen opposite. In speak-
ing of the markets in which we dispose of our farm produce,
ho classifies them as three markets-the American, the
British, and the.home market; and ho says:

" It is the very marrow of the question to determine the relative value
of these three markets to our farmers, and we are fortunately now in
possession of some reliable data which may guide us in doing so. The
able bead of the Ontario Bureau of Statistics, Mr. Archibald Blue, in a
carefully prepared statement now in my possession, makes the value of
everythng produced on Ontario farme in 1886 to have been close upon
$160,000,000. Adding $140,000,000 for all the other Provinces, whidh
must be a moderate estimate, we reach a total production for the
Dominion of $300,000,000. Assuming that one-half of these products
were consumed by the farming community themselves. These varions
statistice will, I trust, furnish our farmers some reliable data upon
which to estimate the relative value of their three chief markets. The
surplus farm production of the Dominion (only one-half the total
amount) for 1e86, as we saw above, was about $t5O,oo,ooo, and of
this our own market absorbed (to use round numbers), $110,000,000,
or 73 per cent.; Great Britain, $32,500,000, or 15 per cent ; and the
United 8tates $1,500,000, or 10 per cent. It is quite evident from these
facts that it must be absurd to represent our farmers as dependent on a
market which lor twenty years has only taken 10 per cent. of their
surplus and only 5 per cent. of their total annual production."

Mr. WILSON (Lennox).

Now, if the hon. gentleman will just consider this a little,
I think ho will find where the home market is. I think a
home market that consumes 73 per cent. of our surplus
products is a very good home market. England takes 15
per cent. of our surplus, while the United States takes only
10 per cent., so that we have not much to gain from com-
mercial union. The hon. member for South Essex
(Mr. Brien) who has just sat down, said that if we
got unrestricted reciprocity with the United States it
would be a great boon to the farmers of bis district,
and that it would bring back to this country many of
the Canadian people who have gone to the United States.
But ho failed to tell us how we could bring them back. If
ho would only tell us that, it would be a good thing for this
country, and we might make the effort. But the hon.
gentleman forgets that if we have a market of 60,000,000
people to deal with, the moment we have unrestricted reci-
procity with them, we shall have 60,000,000 competitors in
our own market, and a people who export $500,000,000 worth
of farm products annually are not likely to want much of
our farm products. The hon. member for North Norfolk
in a very ably and carefully prepared speech, tried to make
out that the farmers of this country pay the duty on all
they export, and he was not satisfied with that, but ho said
they also pay dnty on what they import. IL is a new doc-
trine to me that we pay the duties both ways. It may
bu true, but I do not believe it. On that subject I would
like to give another short quotation from the Hon. Mr.
Young, to show what the view of the Reform party has
been in the past:

" Equally fallacious is it to assume that the Canadian farmer pays
al the duties on the horaes, cattle, barley, &o., which are exported
across the lines For forty years the Liberal party has been taught
differently, and the demonstrations of Adam Smith, confirmed by aIl
great living political economists, as' well as by practical experience-
clearly prove the contrary."

That bas been the doctrine of the Reform party in the past,
and I believe it is the common sense view of all parties at
the present time, that, although there may be exceptions,
as a rule the consumer pays the duty. The hon. member
for East Huron (Mr. Macdonald) said in his speech that we
raise a particular kind of barley, and that the Americans
must have that barley, and still he insisted that the Cana-
dian farmer, in order to get it into the American market,
must pay the duty. That soems to be a very strange kind
of logic, and, if it is correct, I think it was very kind of
the American Government, in 1883, to take 5 cents a bushel
of duty off, just to benefit the Canadian farmer. With refer-
ence to the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 in natural products,
which bas been so much talked about, some hon. gentlemen
on this side of the House have said that there were casual
advantages which made times botter for Canada than they
wou-ld otherwise have been during the existence of that treaty.
The hon. member for East Huron took exception to that state-
ment. He said the Grand Trunk had been commenced five
years before the Reciprocity Treaty went into effect. I do
not wish to dispute that, because preliminary surveys may
have been made, and some work may have been done ; but
one thing we do know, the Grand Trnnk Railway was
not opened for traffie until 1856, and consequently between
185t and 1856 there must have been a large amount of
money spent in this country in building that railrod, which
must have added materially to the prosperity of the people.
The hon. gentleman also said that the Russian war was
nearly over before the Treaty of 1854 came into effect. We
all know that the Russian war commenced in 1854 and the
treaty of peace was not signed until 1856 ; and no matter
whether the war was nearly over or not, I do not think any
member of this House will venture to say that wheat went
up to 83 a bushel in consequence of the Reciprocity Treaty,
but I think every hon. gentleman knows that the Ruasian
war was the cause of that rise. The hon, gentleman also
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said the American war from 1861 to 1865 was of no advan-
tage to us, as it eut off 10,000,000 southerners from dealing
with us. I think that war was a very great advantage to
us, because it drew more than 2,000,000 of the American
people from industrial pursuits for fighting purposes ;
consequently these mon were not able to provide their own
necessaries, and were at the same time kept from competi-
tion with us in our market. I have taken the trouble to look
up some statistices on this subject, and I find that our total
exports to the United States from 1855 to 1859, before the
war, amonnted to $78,000,000, or a yearly average of
$15,610,000, while our exports to the United States from
1861 to 1865, during the war, amounted to $93,866,600, or a
yearly average for the five years of 818,773,000. It does
seem to me that these figures show that that war was of
some advantage to the people of this country. The yearly
average surplus exported to the United States during the
war period exceeded that exported before the war by over
$3,000,000. It seems to me that was quite an advantage.
There is just one other matter with respect to this treaty of
1854; it is part of the statement male by the hon. mniember
for East Huron (Mr. Macdonald), and I agree with him.
He said :

'' Hon. members on this aide of the House are willing to accept the
same kind of treaty as the one of 1854."

I am willing to accept that kind of treaty too, and I
believe hon. gentlemen on this side of the House are willing
to accept such a treaty; but they are not willing to go
the length to which hon. gentlemen opposite seem to be
willing to go, that is no far as unrestricted reciprocity, in
order to secure trade with the United States. As a reason
why we are not prepared to do that, I am in a position to
prove ont of the mouth of the same gentleman to whom I
have referred, that we have been more prosperous since
the abrogation of the Reciprocity Treaty even than we were
during that time. If that can be sbown to be the case we
ought to be able to dictate to the United States, or at least
we ought to be prepared to say that we are prepared to

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). It was proffered by Sir Charles
Tupper.

Mr. BOWELL. No, never.
Mr. WILSON (Lonnox). Unrestricted reociprocity

with the United States means free trade with the United
States and the sarne kind of tariff against the rest of the
world as the United States has in force. I think that is
unrestricted reciprocity; I may be wrong, and if so, hon.
gentlemen who follow me will put me right. I should like
to give another quotation from the saine gentleman to
whom I have referred, because I rather like his views, and
I think he is a sensi ble man and a good Reformer.

Mr. LANDE RKIN. All Reformers are that.
Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Yes, all Reformers are, but

they do not always show thomselves to be so. That gentle-
man says:

"l It may be presented in the pleasing guise of ' complete reciprocity,'
but every intelligent person muet see that what is proposed is aimply a
Zollverein, which is not only irreconcilable with our continued counec-
tion with Great Britain, but a sort of half-way bouse on the road to
annexation. Political union bas followed commercial union in Ger-
many, and he must be very blind who thiuks it would be different on
this continent."

That is a statement made by Hon. James Young, who is a
man that I think hon. gentlemen opposite will say is worthy
of credence.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That statement is an historical
mistake.

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). It may be, we do not know.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mir. Mills) may know, for
ho is said to be a philosopher. 1 have a statement hore,
taken from a newspaper, made by ex-city Attorney J. N.
Cross, of Minneapolis. He says:

'' The time has come to be generous to Canada, and to at once form
with her a commercial union, a ' Zollverein 'for tariffs, a perfect union
for trale, traffic and commerce in their every aspect, to bu followed by
a political union."

accept a treaty on fair terms, and except on fair terms we This, I contend, shows the meaning given te unrestricted
are not prepared to accept any treaty. The gentleman to reciprocity by its advocates in the United States. I think
whom 1 refer is Bon. James Young, a gentleman belonging if hon. gentlemen witl take the trouble te investigate as
to the party of the hon. gentlemen opposite. He saye: to the men who are in favor of commercial union or unre-

" There exists almost universally throughout Canada not only the stricted neciprocityontheothersideef the lino, tboy will tind
most friendly feeling@ towards the United Mates, but an ardent desire for thoy are enly in favor of it as they hope it wiIl bo a stepping
freer commercial relations between the two countries. Not that we
cannot prosper otherwise. On the contrary, notwithstanding some
grievous misgovernment, Canada never developed or prospered more tien Of the effeet which unrestricted neciprocity would have
than during the twenty years siace the Reciprocity Treaty expired.'" in this county in regard te direct taxation. Our revenue,
It seems to me that this is a very good reason why we should as a matter ef course, is pnincipally raised now from cus-
be prepared to accept a reasonable and fair reciprocity tems duties. We rai8ed last year $22,500,000, $7,300,00
treaty, and not be willing to give the Americans any ef whioh was on goode imponted from the United States. We
advantage. impented a littie ever 40 per cent. of our total imports from

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Would that not be a reason for the United States laet year, and althougl I have talked
having no treaty at ail? with many people, sme favoning unreetnictcd reciprecityand ethers epposing it, I nover met a man who said our

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). I would simply say, in reply importe from the United States under the system proposed
to the hon. member for Bothwell, that we can do without a by hon. gentlemen opposite would be less than 75 per cent.
treaty. I think we can do better with one, and I am pro- of the whole importation. My ewn impression is that
pared to go any reasonable length to secure it, but I am it would be more, that if we had free trade with the
not willing to go the length of annexation. United States, wo would buy in that market everything

An hon. MEMBER. Who le? we could, and only go outide that country for euch
articles as w. could net procure then.. Lu that way we

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). I do not like to be personal, would le fnom 818,000,000 te 820,000,000, whieh sum
for to be personal is to be unparliamentary, and I would would have to ho made up by direct taxation. I desire te
not like to be unparhamentary. We will, however, soon give the IIase an illustration of how thie proposition, if
find out what unreetricted reciprocity means. It is pretty carried eut, weuld affect the ceunty of Lennox sud Ad-
hard to tell what it does mean, if it does not mean annexa- dingten, beesuse hon, gentlemen opposite daim te b.
tin. axieus te benofit the farmere, sid they nevr tire of talk-

Au hon. MEMBER. Why did it net mean that befote? ing about the wrongs of the farmere under the present
Administration. Tho a esiremont ge t e ounty le 8,u166,000.

Mr. WILSON (Lenex). Wo nover had unnostnictod ro- f that amont only 438,000 le for personai preporty and
ciproeity before. taxable in me, whie 87,728,000 odd i for roal propent.
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Hon. members, especially those who have had anything to
do with municipal matters, can easily understand how this
happons. The assessor eau see the real estate and the
improvements, and consequently he cannot ho deceived to
any great degree as to the value. If ho is not satisfied, ho
eau make enquiries of the neighbors and find the value,
whereas when he comes to assess personal property or tax.
able income the people are interested in not telling him
the whole truth, and people hold the opinion that there
is not much harm in doing it. In my county we have
one town of nearly 4,000 inhabitants, from fifteen to
twenty villages with from 50 to 500 inhabitants, and in all
those places there is a good deal of personal property; but
my impression is, that three-fourths of the personal property
in the county is not taxed, and the result of that for muni-
cipal purposes is that real property pays more than seven-
teen times as much as personal property and taxable income.
If we have to raise a revenue by direct taxation in order to
conduct the affairs of the country the same thing will hap-
pen. There is another serious aspect to this question which
I think hon. gentlemen have forgotten. They are never
tired talking about the wickedness of the revising barrister
and his clerks, and the hon. gentlemen must know that if
we have to resort to direct taxation that we will have to
get in all probability valuators for every municipality, but
certainly we will have to get tax collectors. Those people
going around those different municipalities wil have an
opportunity of doing political work and that sort of thing,
and I am afraid that if hon. gentlemen succeed in getting
this resolution through and a treaty made with the United
States they will be kept ont of power for the next twenty
years, lot alone the next five years, which would be very
bad for them.

Mr. BOWELL. Bad for them?

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Yes, bad for thom.

Mr. BOWELL. Good for the country.

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Yes, as my hon. friend says,
it would be good for the country. There were some sweep-
ing assertions made by the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton). In his speech to this House, which was
very carefully prepared, ho said that all public wor ks should
be stopped, as well as all subsidies to railways. ie would
reduce the grant to the militia by a million dollars, or, in
other words, wipe it out altogether; ho would stop super-
annuations, reduce the civil service 65 per cent., reduce the
Hlouse of Commons one-half and virtually wipe ont the
Sonate. I would like to know if the party which the hon.
gentleman follows ever comes into power, will he say to
them: " I will not give that party my support unlesa they
make these reforms," or is it that ho wants annexation
pure and simple. Gentlemen, I do not know which view of
the matter ho takes. I suppose it makes very little diffor-
once to me personally, but I am satisfied that Canada wants
to maintain her independence. I am satisfied the Govern-
ment of this country is doing the best thing for the country.

An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. WILSON (Lennox). Hon. gentlemen opposite may
differ, but I say "yes." .Notwithstanding the wail of the
hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
and the laudations of the United States by the hon. member
for North Norfolk (M. Charlton) and his supporters, I have
faith in the future of Canada, and I am willing to support
the Government led by the right hon. Sir John A.
Macdonald, who has brought this country to be a great
Dominion from being a few scattered Provinces.

Mr. O'BRIEN moved the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Mr. WILSON (Lennox).

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved the adjournment of
the House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11.55 p.m.

BOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNE5DAT, 4th April, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

STANSTBAD CONTROVERTED ELECTION.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the louse that he had received
from the Hon. Mr. Justice Brooks the certificate of judg-
ment in the matter of the election petition for the Electoral
District of Stanstead, by which the said petition was dis-
missed.

PRIVATE BILLS-EXTENSION OF TIME.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved:
That, as the time for the reception of reports of C ommittees on Private

Bills will expire to-morrow, the same be extended until Friday, the
27th instant, in accordance with the recommendation of the Select
Standing Committee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines, in
their fifth report.

Mr. LAURIER. Is not that a very unusually long
period to extend the time to? If I understood aright, it
was up to the 27th instant that the hon. gentleman pro-
posed to extend the time.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. No, it is not an unusual
thing. On the contrary, we have to do it from time to time
on account of the work of the committees. I think our com-
mittee, which has, I suppose, three-fourths of the Bills
presented to the House this year, cannot sit oftener than
we are sitting. We sit twice, and sometimes three times a
week, and we will require all this time to pass the Bills
which have been presented.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What time do you pro-
pose to get through ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. As soon as you let us get
through.

Motion agreed to.

FORFEITURES FOR TREASON AND FELONY.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
88) to abolish Forfeitures for Treason and Felony, and to
otherwise amend the law relating thereto. He said: It is
proposed by this Bill to adopt the provisions of the law of
England in reference to forfeitures for treason and felony;
practically to abolish forfeitures for treason and felony, but
to provide a means by which the property of persons con-
victed shall, during their incarceration, be administered,
subject to an account to them at the conclusion of their
term. Power is also tobe given to the court which bas
jurisdiction to try these offences, to award compensation for
the injuries the convict may have infiicted.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the lirst time.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 89) to amend "The Dominion Elections Ac,t" chapter
eight of the Revisod Statutes Hie said: I will make a few brief
explanations as to the purport of the Bill. In the first place,
it contains the principal provisions which were embodied in
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the Bill which was under discussion during lat Session of
this House, which seemed to meet with a good deal of favor
on both sides of the House. In addition it is proposed to
adopt the section of the English Act which allows to a
member whose agents have, without his knowledge or con.
nivance, committed the offences of treating and undue
influence, which would forfeit his seat-to excuse him-
self by showing affirmatively to the court the following
circumstances: that no corrupt or illegal practice was com-
mitted at sucb election by the candidate or his regular
election agent; that the offences mentioned in the Bill were
committed contrary to the orders or without the
connivance of such candidate or his agent ;
that sucb candidate or bis agent took all reason-
able means to prevent the commission of corrupt or
illegal practices; that the offences mentioned in the BiIl were
of a trivial and unimportant character; that in all other re-
spects the election was free from any corrupt or illegal
practice on the part of such candidate or his agent. In such
case the candidate is not to be sbjeect to the incapacity
provided by the Act. It is proposed, likewise, by this Bill,
to make uniform the dates for holding elections in British
Columbia and in the other electoral districts for which
special provisions had been made as to the time for nomi-
nation, and the interval between nomination and polling
day, in consequence of the difficulties of communication.
Then it is proposed that special disqualifications, as in the
mother country, shall be established in relation to per-
sons who are convicted, upon indictment, of any corrupt
practice. It is proposed, in addition to the penalties pre.
scribed by the existing law, that these persons shall be, for
seven years fron the date of their conviction, incapable of
being registered as persons entitled to vote, or of holding
any public office within the gift of the Crown or the Par-
liament of Canada; vacating any such office if they hold
any when convicted of such offence; they are made
incapable of being elected to this Hose, or if
holding a seat in the House, they must vacate
it. There are various other provisions inserted with a
view of increasing the safoguards as to secrecy, as to tam-
pering with ballot boxes, providing for greater conveniences
for the taking of oaths which are required to be taken at
the close of the poll, and for the authentication of the state-
ments which are usually enclosed in the ballot boxes. The
Bill likewise deals with the cases mentioned last Session, of
the boxes being lost, and the statements ot being forth-
coming.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). As to the gazetting of members ?

Mr. THOMPSON. There is no special provision.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would like to ask
the Minister of Justice as to whether there is any pro-
vision regulating, within certain limits, the issue of the
writ to the returning officer, or perhaps I sbould say more
correctly, taking care that a returning officer be appointed
withiu some reasonable period after the writ bas been issued
by you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. THOMPSON. There is no provision on that
subject.

Mr. TROW. I would like to ask from the Minister an
explanation of the first section of bis Bill. He said that the
subject had been fully discussed last Session, and favorably
received by this Houe, yet he omitted to explain the nature
of the amendments.

Mr. THOMPSON. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon.
The sections which I referred to particularly, were those
providing that the ballot paper -should be suffielently sub-
stantial to prevent the marking or puncturing it in such a

way as that it would be possible to discern the way in which
a person lhas voted, and providing for a hard surfaced paper
to be furnished by the returning officer or his deputy, in
order that the ballot may be marked without showing
through on the other side, and various other details of that
kind.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

PUNISHMENTS, PARDONS AND COMMUTATIONS.

Mr. TIOMPSON moved for leave ta introduce Bill
(No. 90) to amend chapter 181 of the Revised Statutes,
respecting Punishments, Pardons and Commutations of
Sentences. Ho said: It is merely to remove a defect in the
existing law as applicable to the North-West Territories.
There are provisions in the Speedy Trials Act with refer-
ence to sentences carrying with them hard labor, and the
Speedy Trials Act does not extend to the North-Wost
Territories. This Bill will remedy that defect.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

FRAUDULENT MARKS ON MERCHANDISE.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 91) to consolidate and amend the law respecting
Fraudulent Marks on Merchandise. Ho said: This Bill
will be found to be an adaptation of the English Fraudulent
Marks Act of 1887, and which ail Her Majesty's colonies
have been asked to adopt. I may explain that the provi-
sions of the existing laws with reference ta the fraudulent
marking of merchandise were found to be almost entirely
inadequate, and in 1883 a convention was held at which
the following powers were directly or indirectly repre-
sented : Belgium, Brazil, France, Great Britain, Guatemala,
Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal,San Domingo, Ser-
via, Spain,Sweden, Switzerland, Tunis and the United States.
These States adopted the provisions whih are contained in
this Act and in the Imperial Act of 1887. A subsequent
convention was held in 1886 in which the provisions of the
preceding convention were confirmed, ,and extended as
regards some matters of detail. I will say that the new
provisions, in the first place, confine the protection by
criminal proceedings in relation to fraudaient marking
of merchandise to the registered trade marks. The
system of registration has been in force for ton or
eleven years, and it has been held, both in the mother
country and, I think, in the colonies, that sufficient time
bas elapsed to enable the registration system to be per-
fected, and it is, therefore, proper to restrict criminal
procedure for fraud in relation to registered trade marks.
In the second place, the burden of proof has been changed
in relation to goods fraudulently marked with fraudulent
trade marks. Persons having such goods in their possession
are required ta prove affirmatively that they came by them
in good faith and had no intention cf fraud. Then it is
provided that ail offences against the Trade Marks Act
shall b punished by sammary conviction, instoad of being
left to b. deait with by indictment under the old system.
It bas been found that the practice of resorting to indict-
ment is one of great practical inconvenience to the mer-
cantile community, and that piocedure by summary con-
viction was more appropriate and suitable in dealing with
offences of this kind. There is an enlarged provision as to
faise trade mark descriptions. There are provisions for
searching premises in which it is supposed that goods
frandulently taken out are to be found, and a provision
likewise for the seizure of goods of that description, and
the prevention of their passage through the Customs.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first timee
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CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Is it the intention of the Government
to drop entirely the Bill respecting the Controverted Elec.
tions Act?

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes.

REPRESENTATION OF RUSSELL.

Mr. LAURIER. I desire to ask the Government whether
they can inform the House to-day if the Order of the Hlouse
for the issue of a writ for a new election in the county of
Russell has been complied with? We were promised it
would be issued immediately.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Will the hon. gentleman
repeat the question when the First Minister is in his place ?

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH UNITED STATES.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That communication was
made to Sir Sackville West, and I have no doubt it has been
communicated to the Government and to the Committee of
Ways and Means and to all of those who were under any
impression that we would recede from the policy which, as I
say, has not been the property of one party or the other in
this country, but which all parties believe should be steadily
carried forward.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I can only say that I
think it is a great pity the hon. gentleman was not in his
place a week ago.

Mr. MITCHELL. I may add my congratulations to
those of my hon. friend on my right in regard to this
matter.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MiTCHELL. You want order, do yon? I think I

arn giving order. I wiIl move the adjournment of the
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I desire to ask of the aebate.

Minister of Finance, whom I am glad to see in his place, Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I hope the hon. gentleman
whether the attention of the Government has been called will permit me te say that we all have one object in view,
to a certain Bill recently introduced into Congress, called a and I am gratified to know that the course taken by the
Retaliatory Bill, which may have important effects on the Goverument is one that meets with his approval; and I am
commerce of this country, and whether the Government are satisfied he would not wish to make an observation that
prepared to take any action with regard to it ? Numerous would tend to lessen the force of that action in any way.
communications have reached me, and I dare say have I hope, if the hon. gentleman bas risen to compliment me
reached the hon. gentleman, showing there is great uneasi- at the expense of my colleagues, he will postpone doing so.
ness in many parts of the country as to a possible disturb- Mr. MITCHELL. There is one object I have in view,ance of trade; and if the Government have come to any and that is, if the Secretary of State desires to call " order"conclusion it is highly in the publie interest that it should to prevent me from stating what I think it is my duty andbe announced at the earliest possible moment. right to state, he has made a little mistake in his man.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say in regard to the That is what I want to say. I want to compliment the
enquiry made by the bon. member that the Government Minister of Finance for the frank and manly manner in
have not had their attention drawn in any especial manner which he has acted.
to the Bill which bas been introduced and to which he has Mr. CHAPLEAU. I rise to a question of order. Thisreferred; but I am led to suppose that that Bill was intro- is not in order.
duced under an impression that the Government of Canada
were unwilling to carry out the arrangement which the Mr. GILL MOR. I move the adjournment of the House.
Government of the United States had expected would fol- Mr. MITCHELL. I have already moved the adjourn-
low upon the reduction of duty. I may say that if that ment.
Bill has been inspired by any such impression, I think the Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman is not in orderaction that the Govern ment have taken will entirely remove go long as the motion has not been put.that impression, and I do not anticipate that any such Bill
will be proceeded with or any such action taken by the Mr. MITCHELL. I have moved the adjournment, and
Congress of the United States. I may be permitted to say, I have a right to speak on this matter. I am not going to
also, as I was not in the House on a former occasion when this be put down by the Secretary of State nor by anyone else
question attracted attention, althongh I do not wish to refer when I am in the right. I rose for the purpose of paying
to a past debate, that the policy of both sides of this House a proper compliment to the Government, that when they
and of both parties in this country has been steadily directed found they made a mistake they took back water at once.
to obtaining a free interchange of the natural products of I will simply say that I entirely approve of the remarks
the two countries; that from the date of the abrogation of the hon. the Finance Minister has made, and I believe that
the Reciprocity Treaty both sides in this House, whether in no remarks should be made, nor any utterances given expres.
Government or in Opposition, have always been prepared sion to in this flouse, that would in any way detract from
to do everything that it was possible to do to obtain, if we the frank manner in which the hon. gentleman has stated
could not obtain a reciprocity treaty, a reciprocity tariff, the policy of the Administration. But I wish to say this,and, as far and as fast as we could, to obtain the free that the attempt to snub me the other day by the Premier,
interchange of the various natural producta of the and the statement he made, shows that the policy of the
two countries that were indicated in the Treaty of Government on Wednesday last was entirely different from
1854. I can only say that is the policy of the Govern- what it is to-day. I simply wish to vindicate myself from
ment to-day, and that any measure we can take to carry the impertinent and insolent remarks that were applied to
that forward will be taken, and that, as bon gentlemen are me on Wednesday by the right hon. the Premier.
aware, the moment the attention of the Government was Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker, I think, Sir, thatcalled by a communication from Sir Lionel Sackville West, the louse and the country have reason to congratulate thecovering a memorandum of the Department of State of the Government on the presence of the Finance Minister hereUited States, ti the fa t that certain duties had been to-day. The views expressed by the Finance Minister areremoved frin articles that were otined in the Act of very different from the views expressed by his leader in1879, especially pointed t as iviting eert ity, an Order this House not very long ago. Sir, there has been a changein Council was passed placing those aricle on the free in the views and opinions of the Government and there haslist, and the proclamation will b. issued in the next Gazette. been a change which the country will receive with pleasure.

Mr. MITCHELL. Score one. Not very long ago when it was proposed to put certain
Mr. TnoMPsoN.
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articles on the dutiable list that had been on the free list
and that were on the free list of the United States, we
remember that hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House-perhaps not all the hon. gentlemen wbo are there,
because it was not formally before Parliament-that the
colleagues of the Finance Minister on that occasion adopted
views and expressed sentiments altogether different from
what the hon. gentleman has expressed bere to-day. The
hon.gentleman has stated to the House, that en both sides
of the Iouse we are one upon this question, and that we are
in favor of a free interchange of the natural products of
Canada and the United States. Sir, I am glad to find ont
that the Government are now of that view. It is true that
many years ago they did express sentiments of that sort,
but a very considerable period has elapsed since we have
heard those sentiments expressed by hon. gentlemen sitting
on the front benches of the Treasury. The hon. the
Minister of Customs shakes bis head, but has the hon, gentle-
man forgotten the altercation which took place on this
subject between himself and the hon. momber for North
Essex (Mr. Patterson), who supports the Adminstration ?
Does the hon. gentleman forget the discussion whicbh
took place about fruit trees and grape vines, and with
reference to the other matters which were put upon the
dutiable list and the duties upon which were from time to
time increased ? Sir, the hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
benches are like Captain Scott's coon, they have come
down. The hon. the Finance Minister bas taken great
pains to explain to the House that they do not know what
is going on in Congress, but the hon. gentleman, I suppose,
will bring down to the House the communication received
from Sir Lionel West. We will find out from that, and be
able to judge, whether the hon. gentleman and his col-
leagnes have recently done as the organ of the Minister of
the Interior says they have done, namely, that they have
passed an Order in Council putting upon the free list
articles which the First Minister but a short time ago
declared would be ruinous to Canada to put on the free list.
Then, Sir, that hon. gentleman said that we had scores of
articles on the free list already that the United States had
not put on their free list, and that he was not going to put
upon the free list articles which would promote the interests
of the United States and which would enable the people of
the United States to crush the interests of the people of
Canada. Well, Sir, the hon. gentlemen have had new light,
and I have no doubt whatever that that light bas shone in
the Congress of the United States. Sir, we find in the
Montreal organ of the hon. gentlemen the following com-
munication.: -

"Since the discussion in the Bouse lat Wednesday relative to Canada
placing on the free list certain natural products specified in clause nine
of the Tariff Act, the equivalents of which have been placed by Congress
on the American free list, the attention of the Government bas been
officially called to the matter by the Washington authorities through
Sir Lionel West."

Mark, gentlemen, "By the Washington authorities through
Sir Lionel West." Now, Sir, i have no doubt that
the production of that communication from the English
ambassador at Washington would prove to be an excellent
commentary on the speech of the Finance Minister here
tc-day; it would greatly add to the clearness of that
speech and would enable us to understand how it was that
this Government that has allowed those articles to be on
the dutiable list since 1884, have had new light since the
discussion which took place here on Wednesday last, and
have discovered that it was for the interest of the people of
this country that those articles should now be transferred
from the dutiable te the free list. Sir, we are making
progress. We supposed that the Government here was as
fixed as Atlas with the world upon his shoulders,
and almost as free from anything like a correct
idea upon the subject of the trade and commerce

of the people of this country. Sir, I think that
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
bas done an excellent service to the people of this country
in bringing this matter to the attention of Parliament. He
bas forced the gentlemen upon the Treasury benches from
that position which they have so long occupied, and where
they entrenched themselves behind an Act of Parliament
which they bad no intention of putting into force, which
they declared they would not put into force, which they
declared it was not for the interest of the people of
this conntry that they should put in force, and which the
hon. the First Minister not long ago informed Parliament
that the people of this country would sustain them in refus-
ing to put it into force. Those gentlemen have had new
light. They have an Order in Council carried on the sub-
ject. The hon. the First Minister not long ago told us-
what ? Why, he told us that if we would allow him to de-
termine the tiscal policy of this country that within two
years he would force the Americans from their exclusive
position and secure to the people of this country free trade.
Well, Sir, we find out how this enforcement bas gone
on. We find that the hon. gentleman and his col-
leagues have been forced from their position. It
has not been Congress which bas been driven from
its exclusive position by the Government of Canada,
but it bas been the Government of Canada that is driven
from its exclusive position by the action of Congress. The
British Minister told the hon. gentleman what the con-
sequences would be if they persisted in the partieular policy
they had adopted, and which the First Minister declared
the Government was prepared to stand by. But we find, Sir,
that tbey have paid a deference to the opinions expressed
in Congress which they have refused to pay to the opinions
of the people of this country. Sir, we congratulate the hon.
gentlemen on the respect they have shown for the public
opinion of the United States.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Mr. Speaker, I utiderstood
the other day that I would be permitted to allude to this
matter when the subject came up for discussion. The
First Minister took the position that we were not compelled
at ail to add to our free list such articles as the United
States might choose tu pick out from the number that was
mentioned in what is termed cur statutory offer to the
United States. I would like to ask the Minister of Finance
what articles they have placed upon the free list by this
proposal, and whether it includes ail the articles that are
mentioned in that clause of the statute which is generally
spoken of as our statutory offer to the United States, or
whether we have just placed on the free list such articles
selected from among those as the United States have
plsced upon their free list ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I beg to say in
reply to the bon. gentleman that it was never proposed by us
that we would place any of those articles upon the free liât or
reduce the duties imposed upon them by our law, except in
accordance with similar action on the part ofOCongress. It was
only as the duties on these articles were reduced or abolished,
and satisfactory evidence that such changes bad been made
was given to the Governor in Council, that it was proposed
that we should take corresponding action. I arm very sorry
to find that the hon. member for Bothwell does not seem
disposed to adopt the course that I believe would commend
itself to the great majority of the gentlemen on that side of
the House, and that is, not to use language here, in dealing
with this question, for a miserable, unworthy party object,
calculated to prejudice the interesta of the very people he
proposes to serve. I say, Sir, if these gentlemen were sin-
cere in desiring that Canadians should have the benefit of
this reciprocal free interchange of commodities, they would
not take the line the hon. member for Bothwell bas taken
just now. They would adopt the line I have taken, not in
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claiming credit to the Government or the party to which I
belong, but declaring, as I do declare in my place in this
House, that no person can read the past history of this
country in relation to this question without finding that it
has been the avowed policy of both the great parties in this
country to obtain as far and as fast as they could, the free
interchange of the natural products of the two countries.
In 1854, a treaty was made which met with the approval
of both parties, and when it was abrogated, both
parties in this country united in every effort they
could possibly use to prevent that abrogation going
into effect. Subsequently, at the negotiation of the
Treaty of Washington Sir John Macdonald, the leader of
the Conservative party in this country, pressed on the Gov-
ernment of the United States, and induèed the British high
commissioners associated with hi m to press on the Govern-
ment of the United States, the desirability of returning to
the Reciprocity Treaty of 185 1,uider which the natural pro-
ducts of the two countries were freely interchanged. That
proposition was rejected. Subsequently, the lon. George
Brown, representing hon. gentlemen oppo-ite, who then
held the Government of this countiy, went down to Wash.
ington and represented it as the desire of the Government
of the day, and of the Liberal party in this country, that
there should be a return to the principles of reciprocity
established by the Treaty of 1854. That offer was refused
by the Sonate of the United States. I say, therefore,
that the credit does not belong to one party or the other,
but it belongs to both the great parties in this country, of
having steadily endeavored, as far as possible, to obtain a
free interchange of the natural products of the two coun-
tries. Subsequently, when Sir Leonard Tilley, my distin.
guished predecessor, brought down the policy of the Gov-
ernment in 1879, he placed on the Statute-book an Act
which invited reciprocal action on the part of the United
States, and took power for the Governor in Council to make
free any «or all of the articles that were named. It
was disoretionary power, as has been stated, and discretion-
ary for the reason that when you are dealing with the
action of the Crown you must necessarily use a language
that is discretionary. But it was, in my humble judgment,
none the less an invitation to the Congress and Government
of the United States to make these articles free, and hold-
ing out an expectation that this Government would take
similar action in sncb an event. Now, this question is not
quite so plain as it would appear to be, and I am very
sorry that in the discussion which took place here a few
days ago the House did not rest on the statement made by
the hon. First Minister, as I understand it to have been
made, that this subject was engaging the attention of the
Governmont.

Mr. MITCHE LL. No, no; that is not the statement ho
made.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. I can only say he would have
been warranted in making that statement, for it was en-
gaging the attention of the Government before a question
was raised in this House. I may say that no member of
this Government is so mach to blame in this matter as I
am, and I will explain to the House why. 1 confese I had
overlooked the action that had been taken by Congress; it
is fair and right that I should say so. My colleagues had a

erfect ri ht. toi adt thaft in ctnnautinn ofkthis ind which

"seeds of all kinds." The broadest interpretation you -eau
give to that Act will not make it cover a partial aetion in
regard to any one of the articles named. We say that when
they make seeds of all kinds free, the Governor in Counoil
has power to make them free here. But the United States
Congress have not made seeds of all kinds free, and, there-
fore, it would have been perfectly competent for us to say
to them: " Until you make seeds of all kinds free, there is
no moral obligation upon us to admit any of that class free."
But we have not stood on that technicality, and it should be
remembered that the nomenclature used by Congress differs
in a wide degree from that used by us. We have included in
the Order in Council all the seeds which have been made free
by the tariff of the United States, and they'will be free
hereafter; so that we have not only complied with the Act
of 1879, but have even gone further in the desire to remove
the possibility of any ill-feeling or any prejudicial action to
Canada being taken through any misrepresentation or pre-
judice that could be excited on this question. Then, barley
is one of the articles with regard to which we have taken
power, whenever the United States removes or reduces the
duty, to take corresponding action. But a very nice ques-
tion arose in regard to barley. True, the United States
Congress reduced the duty from 15 cents to 10 cents per
bushel, but at the same time they greatly increased the
duty on malt, thus acting in the interests of the United
States, not simply by the reduction of the duty, but by
taking a line that was inimical to.the interests of the people
interested in barley on this side. I mention these matters
to show that in this matter there is not quite as plain sail-
ing as hon. gentlemen seem to think. But I may say that
the moment the Mills' Bill was introduced into the Con-
gress of the United States, long before the discussion arose
in this House, I had the Deputy Minister and the staff of
the office engaged in making a comprehensive statement in
reference to this question, in order that I might bring it to
the notice of my colleagues, as I was bound to do, because
I found that by an oversight on my part, caused no doubt
by the varions duties imposed upon me, the action of the
United States Congress had been lost sight of.

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a pity you did not coach the
Premier.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman must
know that the Premier had a right to expect that the Finance
Minister would bring the subject under his notice. As I
say, I am sorry, desiring as we all do to place the rela-
tions between the United States and this country on the
most friendly footing, desiring as we all do to have the-
freest interchange of natural products between the two
countries, that the hon. member for Bothwell (APk
Mills) did not take the course that the rest of his friends on
that side did, of not raising the question; and 1 think the
course he took was unworthy of the hon. gentleman,
in view of the great interests that are at stake.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Order.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am speaking in a qualified

sense and notin any personal manner. I think it wasunworthy
of the high position which the hon. member for Bothwell
occupies in this House.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The insinuation is unworthy of

appertained to my department, I would bring to their
notice any required action to be taken, But there are Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Il wa unwonthy cf the hon.
difficulties in this matter which hon. gentlemen do not gentleman's position in this fouse and cf bis former peu-
seem to appreciate. I will give an illustration. In this tion a a membor cf a former Administration, te adopt a
application from the Government of the United States, tone or take a means calculated in any way.te weaken the
through Sir Lionel Sackville West, reference was made te acti n the Government have taken. 1 wili ay, in answer
the admission of seeds free of duty by the United States. t my bon. fnîend who asked me the question, that w,
Now, the clause in our Act deesnot pledge us to make free have reoiprocated witb the UniW St", in the articles
whatever seeds they choose to make free; it speeifies they have deal with, and I have in my haud a mes",

SSi CC L Pss TABppLI.

518



1888. COMMONS DEBATES. 519
which I sent to Sir Lionel Sackville West for communica- Mr. DAVIES (P..L) The speech of the hon. Minister of
tion to the Government of the United States, which I intend Finance will be received with no small satisfaction by the
to read to the House. people, and to a large part of hie remarks no exception can

hbe taken, either as regards the tone or the matter. AsMr. PATERSON (Brant). I wish just to know what regards, however, some of the references to my hou. friendare the articles that will be placed on our free list. Mr. Mille (Bothwell), it is plain to every hon. gentle.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We shall place on our free list man that the hon. the Minister could not have.been in his

every article to whieh our attention has been drawn by the place on Wedneday last, when the conversation on this
Government ofthe United States as having been made free subject took place, or he would never have made the re-
by them, and which is mentioned in our statute. marks he has regardiDg the discussion which was then had.

The hon. gentleman is correct in saying that it has been
Mr. PATERSON (Brant). How is the barley dealt the avowed policy of both parties in this country to move

with ? in the direction of reciprocity regarding the natural pro-
Sir CHARLES TUPPER The statement made by the ducts of each. Certain action had been taken by the United
Sirst Minister was quite correct. States with reference to the admission of certain natural

products of this country into theirs, and the question arose,
Mr. MITCHELL. No. on the interpellation by the hon. member for Northumber-

land (htr. Mitchell), as to whether the policy of the Gov-Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. You had better, perhaps, hear ernment, as laid down in our statute. to reciprocate would
what I have to say before yon take exception to it. The be carried out, or whether they had a secret policy which
statement of the First Minister, which was quite correct, was was opposed to that avowed one. The First Minister replied
that the subject was receiving the consideration of the Gov- with a good deal of warmth, and stated that the matter was
ernment. entirely within the discretion of the Government.

Mr. MITCHELL. No; he did not say that at all. Mr. SPEAKER. Yon cannot disecuss a matter which has
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He stated that the subject been already the subject of debate.

was receiving the consideration of the Government. Mr.DAVIES(P.E.I.) The Finance Minier lasjustgiven

Mr, MITCHELL. He subsequently stated that, but us hie view ef that discussion. Ho hasrme etatements as te
that was not his first statement. what was said before, and only te the extent of answering

those statements de I wieh te refter te a previeus debate.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The right hon. the First The First Minister said at that time that thore had beenn

Minister said: officiai communication in reference te the matter, and tho
" However, that subject, having been brought forward in the intereit question arose whether the Governmot of the Dominion,

of the American seoedmen, is now engaging the attention of the Gov- witheut refence te any officiai communication from the
ernment." United States, were prepared te carry out in god faith the

Mr. MITCHELL. Read what ho said before that. term@ of our statutory offer. A discussion aroso as te themeaning ef tho offer, and the First Minister declared it was
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not want to go back temoly a permissive clause whihbit the Gevernent very

a discussion which I regret should have taken place, but Ifuît discretion as to whether they should act or net; and
desire to say that what we have done was to make every- the point which the First Minister omitted te refer ten-
thing free that tbe Government of the United States have tirely was the point on which my hon. friend for
called our attention to as having received the action of Bothwell made his rorarks. The First Minister said
Congiee, under that clause and in relation te, that clause that, in tho exorcise of that discretio, it would
in the enactmentw and we have stated that we are prepared h in the highest degre impoliti on the part of the
tet go further. Government s dtreciprocat in thoee articles. That was the

Mr PATERSON (Brant). iow did yeu deal with the statment of the Firet Minister, and as eviderce that it was
r. ?net a more haphazard statemont, we have the fact that theMicister of Justice, who followed him, agroed in the cen

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That romains untouched fer truction put upon the statutory clause, laying stress on tho
the reason I have given-that and straw, which is anther word umay," td wound up by aying therewas a largoe
article that las been made free by the United States. disretion left in the Gver ment, ad that if the Govern-
Barleylias only been reduced in duty, and that reduction is ment would use that discretion in the way tho hon.
accompanied by an increase in the duty on malt againet the member for Nrthumberland said thy sheuld, they
interestis of the maltsters et Canada. An additieuatmreeson would use it te betray the interets ft the peple ve
is thie:- a Bilt je now befere Oongress ef which I sha fl Canada. We ad thenth hdyclaration of the polcn of the
have occasion te eay more hereafter. That Bilt has been Govermont, expresed in tear, terse, and undisgieed
introduced there by the gentleman who virtuatly roprosents languag that we werenet to carry eut the stattory offor
the Finance Minieohere, the ehairmanof the -CBmmittee in thewmense in whics hon. gentlemen on this side under-
of Ways and Mean, who js the muthpieo f the American tod its terms. It wae argued on thissidoethat yon must

Administrationt Ho wel a introduced a Bitlin which Canada net place the saie strict narrow meaning on a grat inter-
is greatly interested, making a number cf articles free national offer of this kind ais yen would on a simple con-
which. T very important t us showld ho made free, and we tract betwee man and man. It wold have been in the
think it botter te doter taking additional action until we se0 highest, degree advisable, and ini the best interoste of thie
the reenît of that measure. I may say that obieve, net country, as je proved by the aterent the hon. the
withatanding the actionefthe present oppoition inotherMinister cf Finance las made to-day, had the Gev-
United States, that the measure deaing with the taritf wiI, ernment at once decsared their intention of abiding
in a modifi d form, at al events, beceme law; and if se I by the spirit of that offer. The hon. member fer Bothwell
sacm a take the pportunity of inviting the attention of the (Mr. Mihîs) said that, in view of the change of front upon
hove tocasues whior I think, will b calculated te go thie very important matter, liedeeired t know what wa,
further in the way of freeing the natural produots of both the motive of that change, and what was the naturet ofthe
oowtriee and iaviig a larger measure of reoiprocity on despato that the Governmont h d ecived from the Amen-

,both siieS. coan Socretary of State. Lot us h aar the whole of it. Thre
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was not a word said by my hon. friend but what his duty
called upon him to say an one of the leading men in this
House. Therefore he was quite within his right in demand-
ing what ho did, the Hlouse having been put in possession of
the very important fact that the Government have made a
complete change in their policy, a change upon which we
congratulate them thoroughly, a change which I think is in
the interests of the country. I think that the motive which
has indnoed them to make that change will induce them to go
a little further, and I have some hope, in view of the change
which they have already made, that they may withdraw
the resolution which the Minister of Marine has moved, in
which they have, an it wore, nailed their colors to the mast,
and declared for the National Policy every time and the
National Policy only. I am still in hope that they will
withdraw that in favor of the motion proposed by my hon,
friend from South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) for a
broad, free and generous interchange of commodities.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Yes, for a broad, free and gen.

erous interchange not only of natural products but of other
articles as well. It will not be contended now that it is
treason or disloyalty to admit into this country some of the
natural products of the United States, and the hon.
gentleman who leads the Government, or some of his very
clever supporters, will have to state to the people of this
country exactly where they draw the lino, and what are
the articles in regard to which it becomes treason to admit
them reciprocally, and those in regard to which it is not
treason. My hon. friend the Finance Minister has eased
the way for them a great deal, he las smoothed it down.
-He says it is the natural poliny to remove all the barriers
which exist.

Mr. MITCHELL. But ho differs from the Premier.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) He not only differs from the

Premier, but ho lays down a lino of policy which the Pre-
mier declared to be in the highest degree improvident, and
which the Minister of Justice said would amount to a
betrayal of the interests of the people of Canada. We have
hoard that sort of language used for the last fortnight in
this House, that our policy was a betrayal of the interests of
the people of Canada, but that has all been taken back-

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Lot me finish my sentence
-that has all beeu taken back so far as the natural
products of the country are concerned, and now
those gentlemen will have to confine their argument to
this, that free trade with the States means treason and dis-
loyalty to the Crown in regard to manufactured articles,
and to those alone. I have not lost entire confidence in the
Government in this trade question. I believe that the
Finance Minister in his heart and soul is with us on this
point, and I believe ho will yet reorganise the First Minis-
ter upon it, and will perhaps give him a little more light.
I hope, before this Session breaks up, to hear the announce-
ment made, in a frank, honorable and manly way, by the
First Minister that ho has misconceived the position and is
prepared to accept, if not in whole, at least in a great part,
the proposition of my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright). It would be a great advantage for
Canada, and I think that, if the Finance Minister proceeds
in his educating policy a little further, he will succoed in
achieving this end.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I find that I have been able
to lay my hand upon the despatch which I said I would
submit to the Hlouse if I had it:

"IApril 3rd, 1888."
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What is the date?

Ih it to-day ?
Mr. .avIas (P.E.L)

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, yesterday, April the 3rd.
"To the Hon. Sir LioNUL SÂxYILLI WUaTa:

" Immediately on receipt of copy of your despatch to Lord Salisbury,
enclosing memorandum from Department of State of the United States,
ealling attention to certain articles made free of duty by United States,
an Order in Council was passed admitting al the articles mentioned,
when imported into Oanada, free of duty. Proclamation will issue next
Gazette. Oanadian Government awaits further legislation by Congress
in same direction."

Some hon, MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. MITCHELL. We have got one progressive Min.

ister on that side, anyway.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am reminded of the very

eloquent reference that my hon. friend from one of the
North- West constituencies made on another occasion, when
he referred to the perilous attention which certain hon.
gentlemen paid him.

Mr. MITCHELL. You do not seem displease'd with it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may add that it will give
me great pleasure to lay the despatch and the papers in
connection with it on the Table of the House.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I hope the House will pardon
me for a moment, while I refer to the subject under discus-
sion. I listened with a great deal of attention to the
debate on this subject whieh took place last week. If hon.
gentlemen desire to deal fairly with this discussion which
has now been resumed, they will find in the first remarks
of the First Minister, in answer to the hon. member for
Northumberland, the very reply which, condensed, was
made by the Finance Minister this afternoon.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh! oh!

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Allow me to continue. I have
not interrupted hon, gentlemen on the other side, and the
fact that they try to interrupt me shows that they do not
want to hear what is coming. In answer to the hon. mem-
ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) on that occasion,
the First Minister said:

"I do not know that this is exactly the time to answer the question,
but I may say that no applicatioas have been made by the American
Government upon the subject which the hon. gentleman speaks of."

Did the Minister of Finance this afternoon make any other
ex planation ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes.
Mr. WOOD (Brockville). Wait-Did he make any other

explanation than the expression of a sincere regret that
hon. gentlemen should bring this forward at this time, or
did he say anything inconsistent with what seems to be so
objectionable to the hon. gentleman opposite in the remarks
of the First Minister, which I now propose to read ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Read the whole of them.
Mr. WOOD (Brockville). I will read the whole.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I tried to read them, but I was

not allowed.

Mr. WOOD (Brockville). After many interruptions from
the other side of the louse, the First Minister deolared in
effeot that it would not be the policy of the Government.

Some h,>n. MEMBERS. Read.
Mr. WOOD (3rockville). i shall read afterwards. He

stated that it would not be the policy of this Government
or of any Government in this country to respond to the ac-
tion of the United States who might select some one parti-
cular article which would perhaps be injuriouns to the manu-
factures of this country, and might asak us to reciprocate
on that alone and to be bound by any such partial arrange-
ment as that. I say that by no mode of reasoning whicb
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oan be placed upon the olause in the Act of 1879 could the
Government of this country be bound to place such a con-
struction upon it which has been suggested, and, if the
Government in this particular instance have responded to
the advance made by the Government of the United States
in regard to the natural products of this country, if they
have responded to it fairly, generously, and liberally, per-
haps more so than that section in the Act of 1879 would
warrant, does it follow that we were wrong, or that the
First Minister was wrong in his opinion the other day as
to the interpretation of the Act? No candid or reasonable
man, no man who bas a pretension to the possession Of fair,
sound reason can say otherwise, and all the crowing of the
Opposition to-day amounts to nothing, and the position of
the Minister of Finance as he bas expressed himself to.day
is exactly consistent with the position taken by the First
Minister the other day.

Mr. CHARLTON. I have no desire to prolong the
discussion, but an effort bas been made to place certain hon.
gentlemen on this sida of the House in a false position.
When the discussion took place here a week ago to-day,
the attention of the Government was called by my hon.
friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), to the fact
that the United States Government had placed certain
articles upon the freo list; that the 6th clause of the
Customs Act of 1879 provided that any or all the articles
named in that list should be placed upon the free list, or the
duties upon those articles reduced upon corresponding action
being taken by the American Government; that the Govern-
ment of Canada had failed to respond to the action of the
United States Government; that that failure had elicited bad
feeling in the United States, and that retaliation was threat-
ened. The hon. gentleman pointed ont that this was a matter
of very grave importance, and he desired to enquire whether
the Government proposed to be governed by the stipulations
in that clause of the Customs Act, and he set forth his belief
that we were bound by the conditions of that Act to place
upon the free list any such articles as the United States
Government had placed there. Now, Sir, the First Minister
on that occasion distinctly denied that proposition; ho
distinctly asserted that that provision of the Customs Act
was not mandatory but was permissive, and that it rested
with the Government in Council to do or not to do this
thing, as they pleased. I may read, if permitted to do so,
the words in which the First Minister presented that
opinion to the louse:

" Sir JOHN A. MAC DONALD. I can only say that the hon. gentle-
man has not read the clause, else lie would not make that statement.
It is permissive altogether, it is not obligatory. The language is
explicit : ' Any or ail of the following things,' &. [reciting them]
'may be imported into Canada free of duty, or at a less rate of duty
than is provided for by this Act, upon proclamation Of the Governor in
Council.' It is perfectly in the discretion of the Government. The
hon. gentleman shakes hie heal, but he did not read the clause, or he
would not have made that statement. It is perfectly permissive.

"Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I will point it out, although this

irregular discussion i really interrupting the business of this House. I
say to this flouse that if the hon. gentleman will look over our free list
and the United States free list, he will find that there is an infinitely
greater number of articles allowed to come into Canada on the free list
of the United States than are allowed on the American tree list from
Canada.

"Mr. MITCHELL. That has nothing to do with it.
"Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. An infinitely greater number. But

I will point out to hon. gentlemen opposite that we have got the
interests of our own people to look after as well as the interest of the
people of the United States. And, Mi. Speaker, if time permits, and a
debate comes up, we will be able to show that it would be in the
highest degree improvident in us to take some single article which will
be specially for the benefit of the United States, and especially injurions
to an industry in Canada, and put it on the free liât, while they refuse
to take any of the others in which there could be anything like reci-
proeity or interchange between Canada and the United States; I say
they take out sone articles the manufacture of whioh they think they
caa ebuh in Canada, and keep up their tarif on all other articles,
except one particular article, when they think that they have got the
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advantage. That is not the way which we, as a Canadian Government,
think best to carry on the affaire of this country, and I have no doubt
that the majority of this House, and the majority of the people of
Canada, will think with us."

The linister of Justice, in speaking to the question, said:
"Does the hon. gentleman mean to contend-because his argument

goes that far-that this statutory offer-not only including the clause
which has been brought to the notice of the House, because what is
called the statutory offer embraces half-a-dozen other offers, and looks
to the admission of free fish, coal and various other products into the
United States-does the hon. gentleman mean to contend that it is a
breach of faith on the part of the Goverument of Canada, even for that
part of the statutory offer, to deeline to allow the United States to say :
'You have made that offer ; we vill take portions of it, and enact those
which please us, and which appear favorable to our people, and we will
shut the door in the faces of your people in respect to aIl the other
articles' ? I eau only say that, in my humble judgment, if the Crown,
having discretion, uses it in that way, they would use it to betray the
interests of the people of Canada."

Well, Sir, the Crown has used its discretion in that
way. The Crown has taken a difforent position to-day from
what it did a week ago, and has placed upon the free list the
whole of the articles which the First Minister distinctly
informed us should not be placed upon the free list, one
week ago to-day. I do not know that, in discussing this
question, I am doing anything that would prejudico the
interests of Canada. It was pointed out by the Opposition,
a week ago to-day, that the intarests of this country wore
being threatened by the failure on the part of the Govern-
ment to oomply with the stipulations made by them in the
Act of 1879; it was said that if we were not to live up to
the letter of that clause, it would be botter to expunge it
from the Statute-book. Now, it is possible that in this matter
we have not taken a stop that will redound very much to
our advantage, but we have taken a wise stop, in my opi-
nion ; and if we do not wish to take any more stops of that
kind, if we do not wish to act upon the statutory offor, we
had botter repeal it with all possible haste. I hold, Mr.
Speaker, that the country deserves well at the hands of the
Opposition for having brought this matter to the attention
of the Governmont, for having pressed this matter home,
and in consequence of the action of the Opposition, a grave
danger bas been averted. I believe that if this matter had
been allowed to drift along, the result would have been
retaliation on the part of the United States, and retaliation
of a character that would most seriously have injured the
interests of this country. I hope that the utmost care wilI
be taken in future to carry out any offers that we may make
by statute or otherwise. We are dealing with a country
that is naturally jealous, dealing with a country that, per-
haps, is not very scrupulous as to whether they give up the
advantage, or whether they take it themselves. But that
country certainly bas a right to exact from this Govern-
ment the fulfilment of its promises. It is an act of folly to
put a promise upoa the Statute-book without the intention
of redeeming that promise.

Mr. BOWELL. Do I understand the hon. gentleman to
say that ho is advoeating reciprocity in a partial or a whole
number of articles that may be offered to us by the United
States, if we have upon our Statute-book a law which says
we may do so-and-so ? Is that what I understand ?

Mr. CHARLTON. The Minister of Customs may under.
stand me to say that if we place upon our Statute-book an
offer such as that of 1879-

Mr. BOWELL. Partial or wholly ?

Mr. CHARLTON. The language of the article is " any
or all," the offer is either partial or wholly, and although
that offer may be permissive, yet it is an offer calculated
to mislead our neighbors ; and if they accopt that offer
as bond fide and mandatory, it is botter, as I said before,
and as I say to-day, to carry ont the provisions of that offer,
than not to do so, and if we do not do so we had botter re-
peal the clause. I do not dispute that the clause was per-

1888.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 4,
missive, yet I do say that in the position of matters it had
better be treated as mandatory, or we had better abolish it
if we do not intend to live up to it in respect to those arti-
cles which the Americans put upon the free list.

Mr. BOWELL. Thon we will expect the hon. gentleman
to support the Bill before the House brought forward by
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), because
that makes a special provision in matters of wrecking.

Mr. CHAIRLTON. We will diseuse that question later on.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am sorry I was not in

the House at the time the debate aroe. I was engaged
otherwise in public business, and, therefore, lost the advan-
tage of hearing the statements which have been made.
But I gather from what I have heard since I have come in,
that hon. gentlemen opposite are endeavoring to make a
little capital out of this question. The hon. gentleman who
just sat down said that the country owes the Opposition
credit for bringing this question up. Well, I am very will.
ing they should have all the credit that can accrue to them
in this matter; but it is very odd that it is only just now
that they have thought of it. I think that on some of these
articles, seeds and fruit, the duties were taken off in 1883,
and yet, watcbful as the Opposition are, they never thought
of bringing it up until the hon. gentleman did so the other
day. Well, I did not hear the speech of my hon. friend the
Minister of Finance, but I am satisfied that h. has not stated
anything inconsistent with what I state to-day.

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, he did.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is a rude interruption

that, a very rude interruption, a very rude interruption.
Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, very.
Mr. HESSON. Ho does not know any better.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, the bon.
gentleman asks a question. I do not know that this is ex-
actly the time to answer the question, but I may say that
no application has been made by the American Govern-
ment upon this subject which the hon. gentleman speaks
of. That is true. There was no application of any kind,
and there had not been any. Not only that, but until the
other day no application was made in behalf of any person
that I ever heard of, who had paid duties on seeds, trees, or
vines, that similar duties were not exacted on the other
side of the line. But I went on, and I stated that the
subject had been brought before the Government, though
not officially, by some seodemen, and I said:

" However, that subject, having been brought forward la the in-
tereuts of the American soedamen, is now engagiag the attention of the
Goyerument, but there has beeo ne official statement even from the
consul."
That is precisely the fact. There was an unofficial state-
ment made to the Minister of Custome, and thereupon he
was called upon to make a report showing exactly the
articles included in the clause referred to made free by
the American tarif and not made free by the Canadian
tariff ; and at the very time we were discussing this ques-
tion my hon. friend was engaged in preparing that state.
ment for Council, for the purpose of considerng whether
that statement would show the articles admitted free by the
United States and dutiable in Canada were those respecting
which we might pro rly exorcise the discretion given us
by the statute and mit them free. My hou. friend who
has just spoken says he supposes the clause i permissive;
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille) said it was not
permissive, but I do not think the hon. member for Queen's
(Mr. Davies) will say that the statute ie not permiseive. 1
am quite satisfied, if he were a judge, and I hope to live to
se. him one-he will make a very good judge, and we will
have a leu formidable opponent in this louse-I say if he
were called upon to decide the question he would decide

Mr. Cga&Lvox.

that the clause was permissive, sud ho could not decide any
other way as a judge. But the matter was before the
Council in the manner that I speak of. It was of sufficient
importance to call for a special report from the Customs
Department, for the purpose of seeing what articles-they
are not very important any of them-were admitted free
by the United States and were dutiable in Canada. It so
happened that, the day after this discussion, a despatch of
the State Department, to which allusion has been made in
the debate, was received, calling attention in a very in-
formai and unofficial manner to those articles-seeds and
trees. That. was the first occasion on which it had come
before the Government. So far as regards my remark,
which has been quoted, that :

"If time permits and a debate comes up, we will be able to show
that it would be in the highest degree improvident in us to take some
single article which will be specially for the benefit of the United
States, and especially injurious to an industry in Canada, and put it
on the free lis%. '

I say that now, and I can give a hypothetical case to prove
it. Take this instance, and it is one worthy of the atten-
tion of the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies). Sup-
pose the Americans should ask us to admit oranges free,
because that would suit them, and they declined to admit
potatoes, I think the hon. member for Queen's would say
that was a very unfair bargain, that we ought not to allow
American oranges to come in from the Southern States
unless the United States allowed Canada to send blue-nose
and other potatoes from Prince Edward Island and Nova
Scotia duty free. That is a case I give just as an instance.
I say that the statute is discretionary, that it was meant to
be discretionary, and that the Government did no more
than carry out the principle of the statute. When the
matter was brought before our attention by the United
States Government, the Government took it up at once, and
I hope that in consequence of the active and energetie
exertions made by the hon. member for Northumberland
(Mr. Mitchell) and the great zeal and anxiety shown by hon.
gentlemen of the Opposition, we shall have more agricul-
tural products introduced on both aides, duty free, than has
previously prevailed.

Mr. IVES. The hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies)
congratulated himself rather prematurely, I think, when
he assumed to think that by the action of the Government
in this matter the House and the country were about to
accept the policy enunciated in the resolution of the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). It
seems to me that although the people as a whole do now,
as they have always approved of the interchange of natural
productions between the two countries, it does not follow
that they are prepared to go the length of sacrificing
our interests, of dropping eighteen or twenty million
dollars of revenue, of resorting to direct taxation, subse-
quently or gradually falling into the arme of the United
States by way of annexation or otherwise. It strikes me
there is a difference between admitting potatoes and oranges
and a few other natural productions of the United States
into Canada free of duty, and adopting a policy of un-
restricted reciprocity, including, as it does, lose of revenue,
direct taxation and annexation to the United States. The
hon. gentleman said there were no cries of treason now.
The cry of treason does not corne in that way. We do not
say it is treason to propose to trade with our neighbors ; we
say, it is treason to propose a policy which muet wipe ont
Canada's nationality and which necessarily leade to
annexation, I rose not to speak on the resolution
before the House, but simply for the purpose of
disolaiming so far as I am personally concerned, and I trust
the Government and theI House will also diselaim it, that
the action of the Government in ths matter ha. been in
any way brought about or hastened by the legislation

522



COMMONS DEBATES.
whieh It is said has been introduced into Congres. I do
not think there could be anything more mischievous to
Canada than to have the impression go abroad, especially
among our neighbors, that all they have to do to bring us
to book is to threaten us with the passage of legislation
like that said to have been introduoed into Congress. Why,
only a Session or two ago they adopted the celebrated
Retaliatory Bill. That measure was passed through
Congre«s with an object similar to that with which the pro.
posed Retaliatory Bill was now introduced. The retaliatory
measure, fortunately, was not put into effect by the Pre-
sident of the United States-he had too much good sense;
but we were not frightened by that Bill, although it was
of very much more importance and would have proved more
serions in its effects, than the Retaliatory Bill of the
present Session. Our country, our Government and our
people were not struck with alarm by the proposed putting
into force of that Retaliatory Bill. I repeat that I make
thee remarks'Bimply to disclaim for myself the idea that
the Government have taken this action because of, or on
account of that proposed measure, or that their action has
been hastened by it. My hon. friend from North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) has told us-and he ought to know-that
our neighbors are unscrupulous. He has made that etate.
ment.

Mr. CHIARLTON. I do not think, Sir, it is proper to
allow that expression to go to the House in the sense that
the hon. gentleman has placed upon it-that is, the state-
ment which h. alleges to have been made by me, "that the
Americans were unscrupulous." What I said was that
they were not very scrupulous as to whether they give Up
the advantage, or whether they take it themselves. I think
the bald statement that I said " they were unscrupulous"
would not do justice to the sense in which I used the words.

Mr. IVES. I am quite prepared to accept the correction'
I do not think it would be right to deprive the bon. member
for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) of the esteem and friend-
ship of his friends on the other side, which he has earned
during the present and past Sessions of this House. I think
it would be a pity, indeed, if there should be a feeling of
difference between him and his good friends, the gentlemen
who represent the people of the United States in the Con-
gress of the United States.

Kr. CHARLTON. I rise to a point of order, Mr.
Speaker. Tho gentleman imputes motives to me and in-
sinuates relations with regard to me that he is not warrant-
ed in doing. When I rose to make the remark which I
did, it was clearly with the intention that nothing said in
this House ahould be of a character to prejudice the in.
terests of this country. It was in that sense that I used
the expression. The gentleman is entirely unwarranted in
making such insinuations with regard to me or any other
member of this House, and I cali for the protection of the
Speaker.

Mr. IVES. I made no insinuation of that kind and I
wish to say se.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; chair.
Mr. IVES. I have a right to say what I meant and I

claim that no point of order can be taken. I merely said
the hon. gentleman was a friend of the United States and
was a friend of the men who advanced the interests of tbs
States. That is all I said. If the hon. gentleman wishes
to repudiate that, I think it would be useless for him to
withdraw the statement h. made that they are unscrupu-
loue.

Mr. CUAURLTON. 1r. Speaker, the hon. gentleman im-
puted a desire to me to etand wel with them and that I
did not wish to do anything that would effeet my friendly
or business relations with them. I repudiate having rela-
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tiens of the charaeler sud manner h. refers to. The im-
putation is an unworthy one and I desire your ruling that
it may not be permitted to go on the journals of the House
without being retracted.

Mr. SOMER VILLE. Mr. Speaker-
Mr. IVES. I have not given up the floor yet. Â point

of order has been raised.
Mr. SPEAKER. I really fail to notice in the remarks

of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives)
anything that ould be objectionable from a parliamentary
point of view. I fail to. ee that any of those remarks went
as far as the hon. member for North Norfolk (Kr. Charlton)
thought they did.

Mr. IVES. I. have only to say one thing, and that
is this: That I am happy that the Government have
taken this action. I think the section of the country
from which I come will approve of that action. I
believe they would be delighted to see the free list in
natural products very largely increased, as largely in-
creased, or even more so than is proposed in the Bill now
before the Congres of the United States. In view of that
measure, I think it would b. extremely prejudicial to
our interests if it were to get abroad in the United
States that we have been driven into this action by a
threat of retaliation from the United States. There are
no doubt many people in the United States who are
working upon that very idea and who are endeavoring to
make the people of the United States as a body beheve,
that if they eau only coeroe us or " freeze ne out" as they
term it, they will socomplish the object they have in view,
namely, the annexation of this country. Those men are
found to be against Mr. Mille' Bill or any other neasure for
improved or enlargèd trade relations between this country
and the United States, and nothing could be more injurious
to the prospect of the passage of the Mille Bill than for it
to be supposed that our Government was forced into this
action by the threat of a retaliatory Bill in COengresa.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to
protract the discussion with regard to this matter. I think
that, with the members of the House who have spoken on
this side, I ehould be permitted to congratulate the Govern-
ment on the step forward they have taken. I would not
have said anything with regard to the matter had it not
been for the statement made by the hon. member for Rich-
mond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), who seeme to have embodied in
him a very great deal of loyalty. This seema to be the cry
that comes from that aide of the House on every occasion.
They declare that we are a dieloyal people, and that this
matter may result in annexation. I think it does not oome
well from the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives) to talk about any sch question as that, and I would
just read an extract which I happen to have in my desk. It
is a special telegram from Sherbrooke, dated March 12th,
and I will read it to show the way in which the hon. mem-
ber for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) professes his loy-
alty to the British Government, and to the institution which
h. professes to think so mach about. This apecial was sent
from Sherbrooke on the 12th of March. It is in reference
to a matter in which the member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives) is very much interested. He is not only inter.
ested in the welfare of Canada, but it appearu h. Is interested
in the welfare of the States, and particularly interested in
the welfare of Texas, and I will just read the extract :

" Sherbrooke, March 12th.-(Special.)-The bankrupt Dominion
cattle enterprise was bfore the court hee a fw daya go. Itappeard
that Sentor Cochrane, President, and Mr. W. B. Ives, IL P., Eïnaglng
Director of the defunct compay, adertook, some two yearus aop, wh-
out proper authority from the directorn or shareholders, to give the
Eastern Townships Bank a chattie mortgage o the whole of the
sses of the ompamy te sure sm evertue dares e o bank.
This deception up tbe..-."
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Mr. SPEAKER. I would ask the hon, gentleman what
has this to do with the present debate.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I want to show the loyalty of the
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives).

Mr. IVES. I rise to a point of order. I would like the
House to permit the hon. gentleman to continue if they will
afterwards allow me a moment to answer. I am aware of
i hat passage in the Pree Press, but I could not take any
notice of it there. If the hon. gentleman brings it before
this House I shall take an opportunity to answer it.

Some lon. MEMBERS. Read.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would be botter for the hon.

gentleman to refrain from reading that, because we have
no debate on this question. It is clearly out of order.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. As the member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) desires to make an explanation it would
be a good place for him to explain his position with regard
to this matter.

Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot allow the rules of the House
to be broken even for the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives).

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I have no desire to transgress the
rules of the House at all-I supposed I was perfectly in
order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, Chair.
Mr. SOME RVILLE. I wish just to say to those gentle-

men who profess so much loyalty that when a search is
made into their past history it will be discovered they are
not quite so loyal as they profess to be. Dr. Johnson says:
" That loyalty as professed by some is the last refuge of a
scoundrel." I think, Mr. Speaker, that the loyalty mani-
fested by some gentlemen on the other side of the flouse is
somewhat of this species.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentleman wili not in-

sist on what he as said, but will withdraw it and apologise
to the House for having said it. Characterising the loyalty
of a large number of the members of this House in the way
he has done, I think, is derogatory to the dignity of the
House, and he ought to withdraw what he has said.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. I merely referred to what Dr.
Johnson bas said. The species may be very varied, but
I did not say it was positively of that character at all.
Therefore, I do not think I have transgressed the rules of
the House in any way whatever. I think it is very much
out of place for those gentlemen to throw out the insinua-
tions they have.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman must submit to
the ruling or else appeal. I decided that the words were
unparliamentary and very ungentlemanly and he ought to
withdraw them and apologise to the flouse. If he cannot
do that I will have to take another proceeding.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. How did I transgress ?
Mr. SPEAKER. In what you have just said.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Tell me the words I made use of

that were unparliamentary ?
Mr. SPEAKER. The words were that with a certain

number of members of this House-" that loyalty was the
last refuge of scoundrels." .

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member said something to

that effect and I understood it so.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. That was not what I said in the

precise words; but if yon and the House understood that I
did say so, I am quite willing to withdraw it.

Mr. SOMERVILLE.

Mr. IVES. I shall not occupy but a moment. Your de-
cision, although I bow to it, is rather unfortunate to me.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. IVES. The House allowed him to proceed with the
reading of that document, and I can only say there is no
truth in it whatever; and if permitted by the House and
yon to refer to it, I would be very happy to do so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker,-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Apologise.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I do not think there is
much use in pressing for that. If there is any lesson to be
learned from this at all, it is the extreme and excessive
folly of gentlemen who live in glass houses casting stones,
and in particular the extreme and excessive folly of men
whose record for loyalty will not bear investigation for one
second, either in their own persons or in the persons of
their colleagues, presuming, as many have done from the
beginning to the end of the late debate, to cast imputations
on the loyalty of botter men than themselves. However, I
do not propose to go into a discussion as to whether my
hon. friend here or the hon. gentleman who spoke last is
the more loyal or better citizen of Canada. They can
settle that matter between themselves at their leisure, and
I have no doubt my hon. friend has nothing to dread from
the encounter. What I rose to call attention to is this:
In the first place, Sir, I do not know whether you entirely
comprehended, if I may be allowed to say so, not being as
familiar as we are with the intricacies of the English lan-
guage, the very dangerous attempt made by the First
Minister to seduce from his allegiance to our side our
estimable friend from Charlottetown, when he got up and
intimated that a chief justiceship was at his disposal. I
think you ought to call attention to the danger to the
morals of our hon, friend.

Mr. MILLS (Annapolis). That is on a par with the
accusation that Nova Scotia was going to be bribed.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Sir, the public records
and the public accounts show that I had very excellent
ground for anything I said in that respect. However, I
want to call attention to the fact that the First Minister
bas been endeavoring to corrupt the morals of my hon.
friend by telling him that the chief justiceship was
waiting for him when he was ready to take it. But I am
bound to say this, that I have known a very much higher
price to be paid for infinitely inferior men tor my hon.
friend; and knowing that, I cannot but feel that the matter
ought to be more or less taken notice of. But I wish to
call the attention of the First Minister and of his colleagues
to the fact that the First Minister was not correct in saying
that attention had not been frequently called from this side
of the House to the action of the American Government in
freeing certain articles. If my memory does not fail me,
in the debate in whieh the present Postmaster General pro-
posed certain changes in the duties on fruit, that point was
taken, and taken strongly. He was told that he was likely
to destroy a valuable trade which was growing up, and
that it was expedient that we should aet at once under this
identical clause now under discussion, for the purpose of
showing the Americans that we were disposed to meet
them half way in order to obtain reciprocity in the articles
named in that clause. The hon. First Minister will find on
reference to the Hansard that he is not at all correct in
supposing that we on this aide of the House did not over
and over again call attention to the fact that the American
Government had placed on the free list certain articles
referred to in the Act of 1879, and that it was eminently
desirable that we should meet them in the same spirit.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.
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THE WRIT FOR RUSSELL.

Mr. LAURIER. Now that the First Minister is in his
place, I would like to inquire if he can iform us whether
the Order of the House for the issue of the writ for the
election in Russell has at last been complied with.

Sir JOHN £ MACDONALD. No, I think not. I was
looking into the matter this morning and I had not time to
consider who the returning officer ought to be.

Mr. LAURIER. The bon. gentleman stated yesterday
that it would be issued immediately. I will renew the
question to-îmorrow.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If you please.

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed reso-
lution of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
mercia.l intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada
ad the United States, and that it is expedient that ll articlesmanun-

factured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries
should be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internaI revenue alone excepted).
That it is further expedient that the Goverument of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the
pur ose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
wit.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amend ment:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, in desirons of cultivating

and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they
rnay not conflict with the policy of fostering the varions interests and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and has since
received in so marked a manner the sanctionand approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment:

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and
manufactured productions of the other, it is highly desirable that it
should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-
ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United Mtates should be
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a tooting of complete reci-
procal equality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and
be entitled to registry in either country and to all the benefits thereto
appertaining.

Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I am very sure the House1
must have been pleased that an incident should have occurred
which even for a few moments cast a gleam of hilarity over
those usually very gloomy countenances on the other side
of the House; but they may be sure of one thing, that what-
ever credit they may take to themselves from the recent
discussion, those representing the majority of the people
of this country will never permit that any reciprocal ad-
vantage, no matter how great it may be, with reterence to
any class of commodities, will divert the people of this
country from pursuing their own interests in the way best
calculated to promote those interests and in the manner
indicated by the National Policy. Now, Sir, this debate has al-
ready been so protracted that any hon, gentleman who under-
takes to intervene in it can hardly expect to obtain the
attention of hon. members unless le avoids as far as possible
going over ground which has been already occupied, and
avoid reading newspaper extracts which swell the pages of
Hansard without really affecting the issue of the debate.
The contention of the hon. member for South Oxford
(Sir Richard Cartwright) I take to be this, that the agri-
cultural interests of this country are in such a depressed
condition that they require a remedy, and that this depres-
sion is due to the limited market for their productions, and
is aggravated by the burdens laid upon them by the
National Policy. To cure this depression ho proposes the
remedy, the only one, he claims, that can be found, of widely
extended commercial relations with the United States. I

Mr. HAGGART.
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deny the premises, and I say that, even admitting them
to be well founded, the remedy suggested is noither the
only one nor the best one. When we come to examine the

r grounds upon which this alleged depression is based we are
confronted with the remarkable fact that at the time of the
last general elections, a little over twelve months ago, we
heard nothing about it ; we heard nothing of the farmers
being in such a bad condition that it was necessary to resort
to the heroic remedy-an ignoble remedy would be the
more fit term-of subverting the policy which the people
adoptedin 1878, a policy in which they renewed their con-
fidence in 1882, and which they finally sanctioned in 1887.
Then with this remarkable fact staring us in the face, we
must draw the inference, either that the hon. gentlemen
opposite were then ignorant that such a thing as depression
existed and, therefore, did not think any remedy necessary,
or that they did not dare to face the evil and propose a
remedy. The first inference would be an insult to their in-
telligence, and the second would be an insult to their courage
and statesmanship. The only other inforence is that since
the general election some terrible calamity bas overtaken
this country, which bas brought about the state of depres-
sion that now exists. If we examine the history of the
country during the last twolvemonth, we will find that we
have had causes for depression, but they are causes which
are beyond Governiment control. We have had a dry season
and short crops. Our cattle have suffered from want of
water, and many of our grains were light. But are we to
blame the Administration for those evils ? Is it the fault
of the Government that there has been rust in the wheat or
that there has been a failure of pasture? And is it con tended
that reciprocity with the United States would prevent the
recurrence of these evils ? I woul: venture to suggest an-
other hypothesis for the course adopted by hon. gentlemen
opposite. I feel rather loath to make it, because it is not
very creditable to hon. gentlemen opposite for whose state-
manship and knowledge of the affairs of this country I have
much respect. That hypothesis is this : At the last elec-
tions they had no policy, and they found it impossible to
obtain the support of the majority of the people for want of
a policy. Not having the wit, or iigenuity, or sense, to
devise a policy for themselves, they took up one which
they found cut and dried, devised by a renegade Canadian,
a renegade Englishman and a Yankee politician. The
political garments which they had had so long in use
were worn threadbare, and they had nothing with which to
cover their own nakedness ; so tbey adopted this garment
of commercial union, and having put it on, they strutted
about like jack-daws in borrowed plumes. But there is
one hon. gentleman among them who is above wearing
ready made clothing and second hand garments, the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), who,
by virtue of the magic letters which gives him the title ho
wears so gracefully, could not think of putting on a second
hand garment, even that of Wiman, Smith and Butter-
worth. He needs must have a coat made to fit himself, so
ho took this garment, brought it to a tailor, had it made up
anew, and called it unrestricted reciprocity. That ie the
best explanation that can be given of the course pursued by
the hon. gentleman. When we come to consider again the
evidence given of the alleged agricultural distress, we find
the only tangible statement made by hon.gentlemen opposite
is that the mortgages on the farm lands of this country have
become so heavy that it is absolutely necessary some relief
should be furnished. As a matter of fact, the farm lands
of this country have always been mortgaged, and in the ex-
isting state of things must always be mortgaged, and I
deny the proposition that the mortgages repreisent a debt.
Except to a very limited extent they do not represent
a debt. They represent the capital invested. They
represent the money invested in improving faim lands
and promoting the agricultural interests of the country.
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Not one farmer in one hundred has capital of his own
beyond that which he evolves out of the labor of his own
hands, and it is good economy for him to borrow money for
the purpose of making improvements. At any rate, ho
thonght it was good economy, and the great majority of
the people think it is; and I am justified in my contention
that that money does not represent a debt but represents
capital invested for the purpose of improving and carrying
on the agricultural interests of the country. Even if it
were a debt, it is one to which we are no more subject to-
day than we were in times past. How, I ask you, can the
burden be more heavily felt to-day, when money is obtain-
able at 6 per cent. and Cî per cent., than it was years ago,
when the farmer had to pay 10 to 12 per cent. So much
for the depresion among the farmers, which, I think, I
have shown to exist largely in the imagination of hon.
gentlemen opposite. But assuming, for the sake of argu-
ment, that that depression does exist, let us see what the
remedy that is proposed amounts to. We are told the
remedy lies in more widely extended commercial rela-
tions with the United States. But before entering upon
this subject I wish to say that with regard to the
burdens said to be laid on the farmers by the opera-
tion of the National Policy, ever since 1878, hon. gentle-
men opposite have been endeavoring to persuade the
farmere that the duty levied on articles imported
necessarily adds to the price of similar articles made in
this country. The farmers, however, have refused to be
deluded by that fallacy, as shown by the fact that they have
elected as their representatives men who take the opposite
view. I am not going to weary the House with figures, but
I wish to point out, by reference to a few of our leading
articles of production, how little our agricultural interests
would be benefited by this new policy. My contention is,
that the American market is not our only and not our best
market, and it does seem to me an argument which no one in
his senses would resort to, unless driven to it by the impossi-
bility of finding anything else to say, that the best market for
an agricultural country is a country which produces a large
surplus of similar products. If the hon. member for Both-
well were called on to advise the people where they should
seek their best mai ket, ho would say go to that country
which requires the things you have to sell. Do not go to
a country which compotes with you in the same market.
Let us see what the actual statQ of things is, taking a few
of the leading articles. I do not pretend to say that this
is a full statement. It is only a partial statement, but it is
sufficient to illustrate my view of the case, and I think it is
very suggestive. England is the best market for the
following Canadian products, and to this extent -

Cattle..... ...... ............ ......................... . $ 5. 300,000
Butter............ ................................ ......... ,000cheeue................................... ..... .............. ,00
Bacon.......... ...................... ......... 870,000

.am..............................
Apples......... ................... 649,000
Oaîe....................................................... .. 509,000
Pea ....... ............................ ... .... 2,000,000
W heat......... ................ ............ ........ ........ 4,278,000
Flonr................................... . .......... ........ 1,5 0,000

........................... 176,000

Total .. .......................... $23,482,0oo

The United States is our best market for the following:
oues........ ... ....... 2,200,000

sheep. ....... . ........ 90,000
Eu ................. ......... .............. ........ 1,80e .000

...................... 288000
Barley................................,246,000

.... 9.. . .. . ... ... 206,000
Hay.... ......... .... . 670,000
Poatoeu..... . .................................... 328,000

Total ................... ... . 11637,00

lfr. O'BaiN.

Therefore, England is our best Market for leading agricul-
tural products to the extent of nearly twenty-three millions
and a-half, while the Americans give us the best market for
only a little over eleven millions and a-half. Of course,
there are many other articles on both sides, but I am taking
those on which the difference is very apparent on one aide.
Of our cattle, for example, the value of nearly five mil-
lions and a half goes to England and less than one million
to the United States. The result is this. If we had a
market for barley, if the Americans did not- require our
barley, and did not buy it almost at any price we choose to
ask for it, the case would stand this, that we would sell to
England twenty-eight millions and a half, and to the States
only six millions. Where is our beat market in that case ?
Clearly where we sell the largest quantities of our products.
Now, in regard to this article of barley and in regard to the
article of horses and in regard to most of the agricultural
products that we sell to the States, there is this remarkable
fact that everything we sell to them is better than they
have themselves. I have been told, on what I believe to
be very good authority, that in the New York market the
life of our horses for the sort of work for which they
are purchased is very much greater than that of horses
bred in a southern climate; and it is well known that our
barley is superior to theirs.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentleman con-
sider that that statement would hold good if there was a
free admission of all these articles in the Uinited States as
there is into England ?

Mr. O'BRIEN. I do not think it would make a great
difference, and if it made a difforence, it would not be to
our advantage. For instance, why should we sell flour to
the Americans in order that they may export it and make
the profit out of it ? Why should we sell them wheat in
order that they may grind it, and export it, and make the
profit out of it, which is now made by our own mills ? If we
must have commercial union with any country, it should be
with the country which affords us our best market, and that
is not the United States. If we must have free trade in
manufactures, lot us have it with the country which enters
least into the competition with our own manufacturers.
The manufactures which we buy from the United States are
precisely the same as we make ourselves; or, rather, those
that we would buy from the United States if the reso-
lution of the hon. gentleman opposite were adopted.
But what we buy from England are goods which our
manufacturers do not produce. So, if we could have free
trade with England, it would interfere to a far less extent with
our manufactures than for us to have free trade with a cour-
try that manufactured the same class of goods that we do.
If, therefore, we are to have a system of commercial union
adopted, let us have it with the country which gives us our
best market, and in which we meet with the least competi-
tion as regards agricultural products and manufactures.
There is another subject which has not been touohed upon
to any extent in this debate, and it is one of which I have
some knowledge in a general way, although I do not pre-
tend to have a particular knowledge of it, and that is as to
the effect that reciprocity in lumber would have upon our
trade in this country. We have always dealt with this
question as though the lumbermen were the only people
in this country who had an interest in this trade. I say
the people of this country as a whole have a much larger
nterest in this trade than the lumbermen themselveos,
and I confess that I look with great suspicion upon
any measure which is said to tend to stimulate the
Lumber trade. When I see our lumber going out
of the country to the extent to which it is now being
sent out of the country, when I remember that in the part
)f the country in which I live there was a time when lumber
was plentitui and that now a hemlock board is the bet a
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farmer can get, and that that is the same all over the Pro.
vince of Ontario, it is no wonder that I should regard with
suspicion any measure which stimulates the export of lum-
ber. When once a pine tree is gone, it is gone forever, for
all practical purposes. We are doing nothing to replace
the trees which are cnt down, we are doing nothing to fill
the gaps in our forest, even where there are facilities for
doing so. Besides, I take it for granted that, if the Amori-
can import duty is taken off, our export duty up on sawlogs
must go too. The effect of that is easily understood. In
my own constituency, before that export duty was put on,
I have seen the representatives of Michigan firms who had
made elaborate preparations for taking our logs across the
lakes, who had built scows for the purpose, to be loaded and
unloaded by machinery, and I think the other day in Toronto,
at the last sale, some of our most valuable limits were bought
by those mon. Their policy is clear, and I think we might
take a lesson from them. They know that their supply of
timber is limited, that pine trees are increasing in value
every year, and so they are saving their pine forests in Min-
nesota and Michigan and purchasing our limits. If that goes
on, instead of our timber being cut up and manufactured
in this country, it will be transported to the mills in
Michigan, and this country will not only lose the timber
but the profit which it has hitherto made on the manufac-
ture. One or two words in regard to this unrestricted
reciprocity. I do not charge hon. gentlemen opposite, in
the view they hold on this question, with desiring to change
the political relations of this country, and I think they have
carefully framed this resolution so as to avoid that imputa-
tion, but I may point out to them that the practical diffi-
eulties in the way of carrying out such a scheme as that
which they present to the House would necessarily lead
either to its boing extended all the way to commercial
union or its leading to disputes which would result in its
abrogation by one party or the other. Without pretending
to know much about importations and about the transaction
of business, it does appear to me that, supposing such a
treaty were made and there was a difference, as there prc-
bably would be, between the import duties of the two cour-
tries, a year would not elapse before we would find com-
plaints made from the country which had the higher import
duties that the other conntry was bringing in English or
French or German manufactures and passing them through
by some trick by which they evaded the letter of the law and
so got them into that country. I may be wrong, but I think
there is good ground for that expectation, and 1 think we
could never stand still on the resolution which is now
before the House. I think that either the whole thing
would be abrogated in consequence of disputes inregard to
the customs, or it would be extended to such a degree as
necessarily to bring about the subservience of this country
in a fiscal point of view to the neighboring country, and
what the result of that would be hon. gentlemen can judge
for themselves. I think there is no possibility of avoiding
the conclusion that it would bring about a change in our
political relations which would be most disastrous to what
I conceive the best interests of this country. I believe that
there is no such depression as would justify a revolution in
our fiscal policy, no such depression as would cause us to de-
part from what has been our policy ever since Confederation ;
for, mark yo, if this view is correct, we have been under
a mistake ever since Confederation, we must abandon all
hope of realising the dreams we have held of ever b..
coming a great nation, and we must admit that we have
been the greateat fools in expending millions of dol.
lars in public works that would thon be practically useless.
1 say to propose a remedy like this, an ignoble,
remedy, would be to ask the people of this country to do
something which nothing but the direst necessity would
drive them to. Having failed to establish that point, the
whole case of the hon. gentleman falls on the ground, and

he has no right to ask this Rouse, or to ask this country
to revolutionise our commercial arrangements and to adopt
a policy which, in the opinion of the great majority of the
people, whether rightly or wrongly, will lead to political
changes which are abhorrent to thom. Therefore this
House would be justified, in view of our highest and best
interests which are not to be measured by more dollars and
cents, in rejecting the. resolution of the hon. momber for
South Oxford, and if we are to have reciprocity, confining
it simply to those natural products which do not interfere
with the policy adopted by this country, and which bas so
largely contributed to its welfare and prosperity.

Mr. HIAGGA RT. It is not my intention to take up a great
deal of the time of the louse in discussing the question
before us. When the question was before the people last
summer, and there was a great deal of agitation throughout
the country in favor of commercial union, I paid a good
deal of attention to it; but it always seemed a great objec-
tion to me that the proposition had never been put upon
such a financial basis that I could understand it becoming a
serious question before the country. I can understand a
commercial union between this country and the United
States, but so far as the proposition of the hon, gentleman
opposite is embodied in his resolution, I confess I am unable
to understand it. Commercial union, as it was proposed, is
something similar to the Zollverein which existed among
the different principalities of Germany. We were to have
similar tarif[ rogulations in this country and the United
States, and we were promised that the customs duties
between the two countries would be abolished. We were
told how the revenue was to be divided, and a basis was to
bc agreed upon between the two countries, either a per
capita one, or one according to the interests involved
in the two countries, I could understand that proposition.
The difficulty that always occarred to me was this: if we
receive only a per capita allowance of the duties on goods
which came into this country, how were the engagements
of the country to be met? We import into this country at
present nearly double the amount per head that they import
into the United States, ard the revenue which we receive
barely suffices for the wants of the country. In any ar.
rangement between this country and the United States in
the form of commercial union, the basis would be a per
capita one, we would receive only one-half the customs
duties which we receive at present. Hon. gentlemen say
that we are not going to have commercial union, we are
going to have unrestricted reciprocity, with the 'rights of
fixing our own tariff; but I shall endeavor to show, in the
remarks that I am about to make, the absurdity of any
such proposition as that. Unrestricted reciprocity with the
rights o. fixing our own tariff-what does that mean ? It
means that we shall have the fixing of the tariff on any
goods which come from any other country than the United
States, into our own, and an unres5tricted interchange of
commodities, oithcr manufactured or otherwise, between
this country and the United States. That is a proposition
which never enters into the heads of any one in the United
States. They never make a proposition of that kind; you
never see anything like it proposed by any statesman
in the United States; you hear nothing of that kind
in the press of the United States. They always ask,
as a condition attached to unrestricte:i reciprocity, a
similarity of tariffs. The hon, gentleman from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) gets up and says: The
proposition which we propose for you is not one of commer-
cial union, we intend to reserve to ourselves the right of fix-
ing the tariff, Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall endeavor to show
you the absurdity of such a proposition as that. What does
it mean ? Suppose the United States, on some articles,
have a tariff of 25 per cent.; suppose we have a similar
tariff to theirs on iron, which ranges from $4 up to $22 per
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ton. Suppose they leave to the people of Canada the right
of fixing the tariff on articles coming into this country in
any manner which they like. What is the object of unre-
stricted reciprocity? Is it not for the purpose of compell-
ing us to interchange commodities, manufactured or other-
wise, with the United States? I can show you how, if we
are left to the fixing of our own tariff, we would not be at
all obliged to take a single article of manufactured goods
from the United States unless they ca-n manufaeture them
oheaper than we could import them from any other part of
the world. The simple reason is this: Iron, as we all
know, is at a high price in the United States. That price
is fixed by the import duty of from $4 to $22 per
ton. Supposing we were left the right of fixing
our own tariff, and we wanted to use, say, 100,000 tons, or
50,000 tons, of steel rails in this country; would we go to
the United States and pay $10 or $12 a ton more for them
if we bad the right of fixing our own tariff ? Would we
not fix the tariff at such a rate that we could get these rails
into the country $6 or $7 or $8 cheaper than we could from
the United States ? I know the answer hon. gentlemen will
make to a proposition of that kind. Their answer is that
the liabilities of our country are such as would compel us
to raise as large a revenue as possible on all articles coming
into the country, and that fact would oblige us to prevent any
such transaction as that occurring. But, no, Mr. Speaker,
if we import these goods from the United States, we would
bave to pay no duty, and there would be nothing accruing to
the revenue in that case. If we put on 84 or $5 a ton, or
10 per cent. duty, there would be a larger amount coming
into the revenue of this country, and we would be getting
the articles cheaper. You would think that no sane person,
no politician or statesman in the United States, would make
any such a bargain as that with us. They do not propose
it, Mr. Speaker. The proposition is the simple and
bald one, on their side, of unrestricted reciprocity in
natural products and manufactures, with similar tariffd.
What would be the result in this country if we had a similar
tariff with that of the United States? What would be the
amount we would receivefrom duties on goods coming into
the country? As I said before, the Canadians import into
this country double the amount per capita of what the
Americans import. Sapposing there was a pooling systen
between the two countries, Canada would only receive one-
half in the shape of import duties of the amount it does at
present. How are we to pay our liabilities in a case of that
kind ?

Mr. COOK. Reduce the expenses.
Mr. HAGGART. There are some fixed liabilities we

are obliged to pay. We have to pay the annual subsidies
to Provinces, the cost of legislation, interest on the Domin-
ion indebtedness, expenses for the purpose of keeping the
Indians from starving in the North-West, the cost of the
constabulary there-ali these sums we must pay some way
or other, and it devolves upon hon. gentlemen opposite on
submitting a proposition before the Rouse, the adoption of
which would completely change the fiscal arrangements of
the country, to show some financial basis upon which the
proposition can be supported. Not a single hon. gentle-
man who has addressed the House during this debate bas
attempted to solve the problem, except the hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton), and he
made hie statement on the supposition that the
importe into this country would pay as much
duty to the treasury with commercial union or unrestricted
reciprocity between this country and the United States as
they do at present I can understand the benefit of com-
mercial union between peoples similar to one another,
peoples of similar ideas, of similar lineage, without different
feelings and sentiments, peoples the sane as the German
people, having a fiscal arrangement by which there was

Mr* flAGQART.

commercial union and by which the customs duties between
the two countries were abolished; but I caRnot understand
the proposition for unrestricted reeiprocity with the United
States which the hon. gentleman has introduced. I cannot
understand it, because it means, if it means anything, com-
mercial union plus the custom houses between the two
countries. It has no other basis or foundation. What argu-
ments do hon. gentlemen opposite advance in support of
their proposal which involves an entire change in our fiscal
policy ? They speak of the benefit which would accrue to
this country from the free exchange under unrestricted
reciprocity of agricultural products, of fish and the products
of the mine and other products. Their first effort is to
show a depression in our agricultural industry. I deny
that our agricultural interesta are depressed. I make the
statement, and I make it supported by the opinions of
the best statisticians, that the agricultural population in
Canada are in as good a position as any other agri-
cultural population on the face of the globe. The
amount of money invested in agricultural lande in this
country is greater per capita than in the United States, the
yield is within a percentage of being as great. The reason
why it is greater in the United States is because the returns
of California are included. We have larger receipts and
returns for our agricultural population than any of the New
England St ates; our return is greater than any of the
Middle States. A farmer in any portion of Canada is
better off than a farmer in New York or any of the
Middle States. We are now, according to the opinion of
statisticians who have made the subjeot a special study,
in the same position as the Western States, and the
only reason of the percentage of return being greater
in the whole United States is because of the enormous re-
turn of California per capita. I am convinced that if we
had the statistics down to the present day, giving the re-
turne of our North-West, with its enormous crop this year,
and the returns of British Columbia, the return per capita
for the farming population of this country would be greater
than in the United States, and the farming population per
man is better off in this country than in any portion oT the
United States except California.

Sir RICHARD) CARTWRIGHIT. Why do our farmers
leave in such numbers ?

Mr. H4GGART. I have heard a great deal about far-
mers leaving this country. It bas been natural, since 1820,
for the surlus population of the country to leave here. The
whole number of people, being Canadian born subjects, who
have left here from 1820 up to 1888 and gone to the United
States, has been about 1,000,000. The present number in
the United States according to last cOesus, the only return
we have, is 1 13,000. When I heard the hon. member for
Queen's, Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) the other day
talking about the large number of people that were annual-
ly leaving Prince Edward Island, that it was almost
depleted, that the country was naturally going over to the
United States, I turned up the census of the United States
out of curiosity to find out how many had loft Prince
Edward Island and gone there, and I find that of people born
in the Island chere were at present living in the United
States, according to the laist census, 7,313. That was the
total number of people who had left Prince Edward Island
and gone there. Hon. gentlemen may think I am wrong
in my statistics, but I will take the American Almanac and
show there is no mistake about them.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I think the hon.
gentleman will find that they do not distinguish between
British North America and Prince Edward Island.

Mr. HAGGART. They do; they distinguish in every
Particular. Nationalities of the foreign born population,

fo the oioal return of, the tenth oensus, 1880, Canada
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610,000, New Brunswick, 41,788, Newfoundland, 4789
Nova Scotia 51,150, Prince Edward Island, 7,537.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I know that ; I also
know, what I intimated, that they are not very particular
about distinguishing between the small Provinces.

Mr. HAGGART. The only official statistics we have are
those of the United States census, and I have quoted from
that.

Mr. LANDERKIN. What year?

Mr. HAGGARTP. Last census, 1880, and compiled in
1881. Hon. gentlemen opposite are very fond of tolling us
of the immense advantage that would result from the inter-
change of agricultural commodities and minerals between
the two countries. It is true there bas been an immense
traffic developed in the Lako Superior district and in
Michigan from extracting ore from the mines thero; but
hon. gentlemen opposite a!ways reject or refuse to state, or
at least they do not tell us the reason. There would not
be, I venture to say, a single ton of iron ore cxtracted out
of United States mines or manufactured there if it were
not for the protective duty which exists, ranging from 84
to $22. Are they going tooffer to the people of this country
markets so highly protected without receiving some corres-
ponding advantage ? Hon. gentlemen tell the House of the
paltry 30,000 tons of iron ore exported from this country
to the United States. The United States, or rather the
people of the United States, tax the industries and the
agricultural portion of the country in order that they may
manufacture for themselves. They have ores in the
country, but is it not a riotorious fact that you can take
botter ore than is to be found anywhero in the United
States from Bilbao in Spain and deliver it in the United
States for a less price than it can be taken from the
Michigan mines to Philadelphia ? If it were not for the
protective duties they have at present in the Unitcd States
there would not b a single ton of United States ore smelted
and worked there, because free trade England and Spain
and those other countries could send them the products of
their mines and undersell them in their own country.

Mr. CHARLTON. Is the bon. gentleman aware that in
northern Alabama and in other portions of the United
States iron is produced for less cost than in any other place
in the world ?

Mr. HAGGART. I am quite aware of it. I have the
authority here for my statement, and the statistician on
the subject says that there would not be a ton of ore manu-
factured in the United States if you could export iron ore
into the country free of duty, and that the ore of a better
quality from Bilbao could be delivered cheaper in Philadel.
phia than it could be extracted from the different mines of
the United States and delivered thore. What w)uld be the
use of the railroads in the United States, and where woiuld
their increased prosperity be if England should at one time
or another alter her fiscal policy iu reference to foreign
nations ? What is it builds up Chicago and Milwaukee and
those railroads which centre there? Is it not the carriage
of the surplus ceroal prôducts of that country for the pur-
pose of delivering them in England ? What is it that gives
a beneit to the agricultural population of our North-West
and the western States of America? It is the high market
in England; it is the carriage of the surplus prodacts of
this country towards the Atlantic coast for export to that
great country beyond the Atlantic which cansumes so much
of our producé. We have had a great deal of talk in this
country about the glorious United States. Sir, we belong
to an Empire greater and more glorious. We belong to a
people, and we belong to a country, which consists of
35.;,000,000 of inhabitants. We belong to an I-land which
has increased in wealth during the last decade at the rate
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of £400,000 sterling a day. The wealth of that country
has increased at that rate. The people of that country
emigrate to every portion of the world, but you do not hear
the cry that the country is becoming poor, nor do you heur
her people running down their own country. If we are
going to unite to any country lot us have closer bonds with
the country which can benofit us. What would be the use
of all that great farming country in the western States
unless they had England as a market for their surplus pro-
ducts ? And are we going to eut our connection with the
best market in the world for the purpose of forming some
absurd political policy proposed by the hon. gentlemen
opposite, and which not one of them bas attempted to put
before us upon a financial basis. As I showed in my open-
ing remarks not a single one of the gentlemen opposite
except indeed the hon. member for Norf'olk (Mr. Charlton)
has attempted to put their proposition on a financial basis.
Are they going to ask the people of the country to support
any such policy as this, or are they going to
ask the people of this House to support it, without giving
us the financial aspect ? The pre-requisite, to advancing
any proposition of tbat kind which will altor the fiscal
arrangements of this country, is to show how it ean be
done. las any one of therm attempted to do that ? Not
a single one, but the member for Norfolk (Mr. Charlton).
I have endeavored to show how absurd his proposition is;
I have endeavored to show that the amount paid in import
duties by the inhabitants of this country is as two to one
compared with the amount paid by the people of the
United States, and that the requirements of this country
need nearly the whole revenue. We may reduce our re-
quirements to some extent, but even the bon. gentleman
could not explain his case in any other way than by saying
that the balance of what we require should be raised by
direct taxation.

Mr. CHARLTON. I said nothing of the kind.
Mr. HAGGART. I beg tbe hon. gentleman's pardon. I

thought, perhaps, that I was listening to him the other
evening, and I listened to him in order to heur how he
proposed to raiso the cuitoms duty and excise, and how we
should get the balance, which even, according to his own
calculation, was required after that. I may have misun.
derstood him, but 1 think ho said it was to be raised by
direct taxation.

Mr. CHARLTON. If the hon. gentleman will allow me
I will explain.

Mr. HAGGART. Certainly. I do not wish to make
any statement as to what any gentleman may have said,
unless it is correct.

Mr. CHARLTON. I proceeded to point out in what
way I deemed the necessary revenue could be raised. I
asserted distinetly it would not b necessary to resort to
direct taration. I then said: " even admitting for the sake
of argument" that which I would not admit, that it were
necessary to resort to direct taxation, and I proceeded to
show that in that evontuality the country would be a large
gainer. I did not say that it would be necessary to resrt
to direct taxation and I did not believe it.

Mr. IIAGGART. Perhaps it was from some remarks
like those I drew the conclusion which I did. I was paying
attention to the hon. gentleman's remarks, because h. was
the only one who erideavored to supply the information
which the coun try and the llouse required from gentlemen
opposite. When they demand a complete change of the
system <f govern ment of the country they should show in
some manler or other how they intended to carry out their
project financially. I say they have never done this, and
as I said before, it is required by the country that they
should do so. The hon. gentleman from Queen's, ..
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(Mr. Davies), described the glowing condition of the coun- gentleman opposite, even supposing it had a financial oi
try which would follow from this change, and I trust I may fiscal basis ? It is not a proposition in the form of a treat3
be pardoned if I show how it would be entirely different that would be continuons, say for thirty or forty years. Il
from the glowing condition he represented. What would proposes to leave to each nation the framing of its owm
be the effect of this policy on this country ? Would not tariff. The time might come when there would be a change
the manufactories, or the majority of the manufactories, of in the Gavernment of the United States, or a change in the
this country be closed ? Government of this country; a different set of people would

Some hon, MEMBERS. No. come in who might change the tariff regulations altogether;
Mr. HAGGART. It is true. I admit the proposition and if our manufactures were wiped out and the preseni

tht a Ga a ijt as it lIgn adi aen commerce transferred from Montreal. Quebec and all ourthat a Canadian is just as intelligent and as good as an other seaport towns to the United States, then how couldÂmerican, and as good a man as any to be found in the we expett eietaei'tearneetcm oa
United States, but, unfortunately on account of the small- end expeto t revive trade if the arrangement came to an
ness of the market the whole capital of the manufacturer back t would oe impossible. The country would be pt
in this country has been forced into the supplying of four back, and it would take ten or fifteen years to restoe il tc
or five articles while in the United States his energies are its former position; and even then capitalists would lose

centredin he anuactre f one article. Any manufac- confidence in the country, for they would say that althoughcentered in the manufactureoortany.onwoas en- the Government and Parliament of this country had pro-
turer in this country will tellyou, or any one who has ont mised a certain policy to the manufacturers of this country,quired into the malter will tell yo, that the resuit of this they had revoked that policy at the instance of the Oppos-policy now proposed would be almost a complote destruc- tion without providing für compensation. The consequencetion of the capital at present invested, if there were open would be that promises of any kind from any party would notcompetition between Canada and the United States. They induce capital to re-engage in manufacturing. A m>re absurdare the judges of what would be best for themselves, and I proposition Inever heard propounded in my lifetime by anyventure to say that 9â out of 100 manufacturers in this great party in the country. The primary condition of such acountry will tell you that it would be complote rmin to proposition should be to put it on such a financial basis thatthem if such an arrangement was made as they pro- it can be clearly understood by the country. Hon. gentle.pose. And another thing. What would become of the men opposite have never ondeavored to do so. The hon.commerce of this country ? The hon. gentlemen member for Queen's described the wonderful wealth that
themselves say: "Oh, we naturally go south, we would acrue to this country in a few years under the carry-
naturally go to the United States for anything we can buy, ing out of this policy. He described the flag as drooping
and importers going from New York or Boston to the old over his head, but the breez» of public opinion he said would
country buy wholesale and buy larger quantities than are soon come and open its folds. The breeze of public opinion
required for the limited markets of Montreal and Quebec, will never blow in this country in favor of sach a policy.and as a consequence they may be able to sell cheaper. is It is to the interest of the people of this country to have anfacilities for navigating between the ports of the old coun- Opposition which will propound a policy that will betry and this on account of the immense export and import acceptable to the country. It is to the interest of thetrade being nearly equal both ways, and as a natural resuit people of this country that there should be an independent
the people of this country would go to the markets, where spirit, perhaps not in the House, but in the country, toperhaps they can buy a little cheaper, where perhaps they change the current of opinion from one party to another;
would have a larger stock to select from, and Montreal and but the party that propounds such a policy as this, mark
Toronto and Halifax and St. John, instead of supplying the my words, will never get into power.retail trade of the Dominion as at present, would become .
ports in which there would be hardly any commerce done lb being Six o'clock, the Speaker loft tho Chair.
whatever." Under this system we would have the whole
trade and commerce of this country transferred to a foreign After Recess.
country. What benefit would that be to the agricultural
portion of this country ? No benefit at all except the inter- SECOND RSADINGS.
change of two or three commodities, in the sale of horses, .Bi
the sale of chickens and the sale of barley over there. The Bil (No. 45> respecbing the Ontario and Quebec Railway
great agricultural products of this country are sent to Great Company.-(Mr. Small.)
Britain where they have a market, and what benefit would Bill (No. 59) to confer certain powers on the Nova Scotia
it be to have a free interchange only for those articles? Telephone Company (Limited).-(Mr. Tupper.)
It would be of course to some extent a benefit to the coun- Bill (No. 61) respecting the St. Catharines and Niagaratry, and that, I suppose is the policy of tbis Government Central Railway Company.-(àir. Rykert.)
and of all parties in this country-to get as unrestricted a
trade between this country and the United States as pos. Bill (No. 69) to confirm a mortgage given by the Central
sible, having regard to our fiscal position and our manufac- Railway Company to the Central Trust Company of New
turing interests. It is in the interest of the people of Canada York to secure an issue of Debontures.-(M . Weldon, St.
to have such an interchange as that. Now, hon. gentlemen John.)
opposite tell us how much botter off people on the other Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Tobique Gypsum and
Bide are than people here. On the contrary, the people of Colonisation Railway Company.-(Mr. Weldon, Albert.)
this oountry per capita are nearly as wealthy as the people Bill (No. 82) to incorporate the Annapolis Atlanticon the other side. Our commerce is nearly double ver Railway Company. - (Mr. Mils, Annapolis.)
capita what the commerce of the United States is. Our
shipping is greater by nearly two to one per capita than ST. JOHN'S AND IBERVILLE HYDRAULIC ANDthat of the United States, in everything that constitutes a MANUFACTUR[NG COMPANY.nation, man for man, we are equal if not the superior of the
people of the United States. Mr. B AIN (Soulanges), for Mr. VANASSE, moved second

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). Why cannot we hold our reading of Bill (No. 7)to grant certain powers to the St.
own, then ? John's and Iberville Hydraulie and Manufacturing Company.

.Mr. HAGGART. We can hold our own. Now, what Mr. BECHIARD. There is a strong opposition on the
would be the result of such a proposition as that of hon. part of numerous people, who will be seriously affected byM&r. HAGGART.
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it, to this Bill. I would ask that the second reading be
delayed so that I may have time to communicate witb
those people.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The last time the Bill was
up for a second reading, I asked that it be allowed to stand
over, in order that the hon. gentleman and his friends
might have an opportunity of presenting one or two peti-
tions against it, which I knew were coming on. These
have been presented, and I understand othei s are coming.
This Bill will be before the committee for eight days, so
that there will be plenty of time for the presentation of pe-
titions, and I would advise the hon. gentleman not to object
to the second reading, but to reserve his opposition until
the Bill goes into committee.

Bill read the second time.

RECIPROCITY WITH TIE UNITED STATES.

flouse resumed debate on proposed resolution of Sir
Richard Cartwright, on amendment of Mr. Foster, and
amendment to amendment of Mr. Jones (Hlalilax).

Mr. HAGGART. I was about concluding my remarks
before dinner, and those which I shall now make will be
very short. I wish briefly to refer to some of the remarks
I made before recess, and to which I defy contradiction
from hon. gentlemen opposite. I stated that unrestricted
reciproeity means parting with our right to fix our own
tariff; I stated that it means parting with all our rights in
respect of our fiscal policy. I stated that unrestricted reci
procity, as rightly undertood between reasonable men and
between countries, means that the tariff of each country
should be the sane. I referred to statements made by
gentlemen who advocate that scheme in the United States,
and I showed ihat, without exception, they require similar
tariffs in the two countries. I may refer to an address to
the American people, which was issued by Mr. Blaine, son
of the gentleman who was supposed to be a candidate,in the
republican interest, for the presidency of the United States.
He is supposed to mouth the opinions of the Republican
party in the United States, and he said that there were
only two ways of dealing with the Canadian people,
either retaliation or unrestricted reciprocity with similar
tariffs. I have shown that if unrestricted reciprocity
means anything it means an agreement between the
two countries to have a common tariff, and I defy
any hon. gentleman opposite to prove the contrary. 1
stated that if we desired that our manufactured pro
ducts should be admitted free into the United States,
and have the benefit of their highly protective tariff, we
would have to prevent goods manufactured in other coun-
tries from coming into this at a nominal rate of duty and
thus competing with United States manufactures in our
markets. I sbowed the absurdity of an agreement such
as that proposed by hon. gentlemen opposite, by point-
ing out that if on the American side there was a tariff on
foreign goods of 30 to 50 per cent. and we had a similar
one here, and if the power was given to us to legislate in
any manner we liked in regard to our own tariff, we might
legislate to admit foreign goods which are manufactured
cheaper than American goods, into this country at lower
rates, and thus nullify the whole agreement. The
United States will never agree to a proposition such
as these gentlemen propose. A proposition to receive
the support of this country and of the people of
the United States, must be a reasonable one. We
must, if we expect to enter into an agreement
of this kind with the United States, be prepared to as-
similate our tariff to theirs. That argument is incontro-
vertible. I have never heard it attempted to be answered
by hon. gentlemen opposite. Another reason, which is
advanced to the people of Canada, especially Ontario, for

the purpose of inducing them of entering this commercial
union-for commercial union it is, notwithstanding the
denial of the hon. member for South Oxford-is that
between Ontario and the sea, our country is occupied
by an alien population, a population of French origin, a
population alien to us in religion, in tradition, and in senti-
ment, and we are asked how is it possible to build up a
nationality with such a population between us and the Boa.
Well, we, the representatives of the Conservative party,
have accepted the position. We entered into a union with
our fellow countrymen of French descent, and we
entered into that union, not with our mouths but with our
hearts. We believe they are as great a nation and as great
a people as we ourselves are, and we are willing to accept
the responsibility of building up a nationality on the north
shore of the St. Lawrence with them. We are told that
through the influence of their priesthood, through the in-
fluence of early marriages and other causes they are in-
creasing in population to such an extent that the time will
come when they will rule this country. That time may
come, and if through the teaching of morality and from
other causes, they will succeed in building up a nation on
the north side of the St. Lawrence, we are perfectly willing
that they should do so. Those remarks were intended
solely for the population of Ontario, with a view to induce
us to enter into the scheme of commercial union. What
does it mean ? It means not only intimate relations with
the people on the other sido of the border commercially,
but it means a union in every respect ; it means that we
are to cease this nationality which we are endeavoring
to build up in conneotion with the British Empire on
this side of the St. Lawrence. As for me and the party to
which I belong, we are in favor of that union, we are in
favor of building up an empire on the north side of the St.
Lawrence in accordance with the sentiments of the British
Empire. We believe that, if the day ever comes that we
should separate from the Empire, we will have a nationality
of our own on the north side of the St. Lawrence. We live
in a climate which begets mon, and we will at some time
have an influence over the continent of America as great as
that of any other empire that ever was on the face of the
globe. That is the ambition of our people, and it is a laud-
able ambition. What is that Empire that we are in accord
with ? Has it not done everything it possibly can for the
advancement of this country ? Has it not loaned us money,
and protected us in every respect ? Has it not opened to
us its markets and done everything it possibly oould do
for a colony, which we are ? I think it is to the interest of
this part of the Empire that we should b. in accord with
the Empire ? It is the greatest Empire on the face of the
globe. It is the greatest Empire that ever was known. We
have free intercommunication not only with the colonies of
the British Empire but with the British Empire itself. We are
part of an empire which, as I said before, contains 352,-
000,000 people under the dominion of the British Crown,
and it is to our interest to have closer communication with
that Empire than we possibly can have with the people to
the south of us. While we are willing to have as great an
interchange of commodities and of manufactures with that

people as we can, consistently with our position, etill, as I
said before, we are man for man equal to the people to the
south of us. We have as great intelligence, as great indus-
try, and we have, perhaps, as fine a climate-at least we
have a climate that begets as good men as they have-and
it is to our interest to build up our own nationality. I urge
upon hon. gentlemen opposite to adopt a financial and a
fiscal basis which is sensible, which people eau understand,
and until they do that the proposition which they now
put forward should be voted down. It has no basis.
It is merely a statement of individuals. It is a
sentiment without any basis which any reasonable person
can b. asked to support. It is my opinion that the position
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w oceapy is one which we properly ought to ocenpy, in
communication with the great Empire with which we are
connected ; and, if the time should come when we will be
separated from that Empire, it is my opinion that it would
be to our a4vantage to remain a separate nationality, which
it would be impossible for us to do if the doctrines which
are preached on the other side were carried out. I have
showu that, if our manufactures and our commerce and
everything that constitutes a nation are wiped out, we will
be left ut the mercy of tho people to the south of us, and it
is our duty to ourselves, to our children, and to our child-
ren's children, to build up a nationality on this aide of the
St. Lawrence in accord with the Empire ; and I believe
that these sentiments will be echoed by every elector
throughout the whole Dominion of Canada.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I have juist heard, Mr.
Speaker, fair words spoken, with much eloquence, in respect
of the great British Empire. For my part I am proud to
belong to that great Empire, and I shail have the oppor-
tunity, in the course of mny remarks, to revert to the ques-
tion, but the hon. gentleman who has just taken his seat
(Ur. Haggart), might have told us whether or not this
great Empire is attacked at the heart, and whether, in the
centre of th is great Empire, there are not millions upon
millions that weep and suffer persecution under the British
flag ? fe might have teld us, before singing the praises
of those 350,000,000 souls, why it is that this powerful
country not only does not protect, but persecutes those who
are nearest it, the people of poor Ireland ? He wishes us
to be annexed to that Empire. We shall soon witness the
love borne us by that great metropolis whieh h calls the
mother country, and we shall learn the burning love which
it bears to the integral members of the British Empire. I
shall not make use of the formal pretence that I should
not apak at this stage of the debate. On the contrary, the
subject bas been treated with much ability from the two
atandpoints of free trade and protection. But there is an
it rtat fraction of the country whose voice has not yet
be heard, and I regret that their advocacy is not entrusted
to more eloquent lips than mine. There are people in
Canada who bolieve in the neoessity of protection, and others
who stand by the positive need of free trade, while otherà
hold that ciroumatances should determine the events of the
c*as. la 1878 tbe United States bad raised a wall against
us, and we were not allowed to send over either our farmers'
prodaee or our manufactured goods. But, on the other
hand, they shipped over to as whatever they liked, fiooding
our inarkets with the fruit of their barvests and the produc-
tion if their manufactures. This was not fair, and what-
ever gentlemen on this aide may say, I proclaim that there
was no justice there. Such a policy tended to impoverish
the eountry, and so long as the United States force out our
produets, we should prevent them from reaching us and
protect oerelvea against them. But, Sir, I say further,
that when the United States open their doors to us, point
to their population of 60,0W0,000 and invite na to join them
i trade, we shall be prepared to do it, and march along
with them under the flag of America.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh !
Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I heur exclamations of

surprise, The word of "American flag" startles them, but
I will explain it to then presently. They are people, I
fancy, who would have hindered the Americans from
aclieving thoir independence and who would push their
1038lL y so far as to imagine that it is even best to work in
b.half of any other country than their own. We shall
sQQl se what England has done for us, how far our loyalty
shbould extend to her, and what is Ibe rea!ing (f the
Amieriean flag? We should not dread calling things by
tfeir right namps. In 1878, I repeat, protection was neces·
sary. As the United States were closed to us, keeping

Mr. RAGGART.

their markets from us, while ours were open to them, the
excess of their crops and manufactures poured into our
towns and parishes and caused the decline of our own in-
dustries. Our farmers had ne opportunity of disposing of
their produce, as the Americans could cope with them on
their own ground. Protection was essential to counteract
this state of things, and so long as the United States keep
up their protective system against us, we shall be forced to
keep up ours against them. But what is taking place, Mr.
Speaker ? We are witnessing a movement in favor of reci-
procity, an outcome of commercial union, which has long
occupied the public mind. Months since, a Canadian-born
gentleman, of whom we should all be proud, Mr. Erastus
Wiman, started the question of comm, rcial union. His
speeches, and the comments to which they gave rise, were
naturally transmitted to England, and do you know what
Mr. Chamberlain said when sent over by the British Govern-
ment to the United States ? I will read what is reported
in a resolution unanimously carried by the New York
Board of Trade, on the 3rd of last November :

'' Whereas the Right Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, the representative of
the Government of Oreat Britain on the Fishery Commission, in a speech
delivered before he left England, is reported te have said as follows:
'' The arrangement between the Colonies and Great Britain, ie essen-
tially a temporary one It cannot remain as it is. •*•*•lAiready you
have in Canada-tjhe greatest of al the Colonies-an agitation for what
ls called commercial union with the United States. Commercial union
with the United States means free t-ade between America and the Domi-
nion and a protective tarif against the mother country. If Canada
desires that, Canada can have it; " and,

'' Whereas, on a subsequent occasion, the right hon. gentleman further
said, that "Commercial union with the United States meant that
Canada was to give preference to every article of manutacture from the
United States over the manufactures of Great Britain. If the people of
Canada desired an arrangement of that kind, he did net doubt that they
would be able te secure it, and he did not think anybody in England
would prevent such arrangement by force; but he remarked that in that
case all the advantages of the elender tie that bound Uanada te Eagland
would disappear, se far as England was concerned; and it was net
likely that the people of Great Britain would continue much longer te
sustain the obligations and responsibilities of arelationship, all the reci-
procal benefits of which had been withdrawn; " and,

" Wherea., The foregoing expression of opinion by an eminent public
man, in a high offieial position, is an important contribution te the
knowledge of the members of this Chamber and as it is supplemented
with information from Canada that a strong movement la in progreal
there lavoring the closest possible commercial relations with the United
States, it would seem te be the duty ofthis Chamber, without any regard
whatever to political or territorial considerations, te investigate the
possibility of a greatly enlarged extension of the commerce of this city
and country with the northern half of this continent, and;

Whereas, It le most desirable that the Canadian Fislery question,
which for over ie years bas periodically threatened te disturb the
peaceful relations existing between Great Britain and this country,
ehould be settled on the broad and enduring basis of a mutgal interet,
reanlting from an enlarged commercial relation between Canada and
the United States ; therefoie, lie it Resolve-"
The words of Mr. Chamberlain were spoken in England,
and have never been disowned to my knowledge, and he
spoke as the representative of Great Britain. In the U nited
States, on the other hand, a notable movement is going on.
Boards of Trade are meeting everywhere; the newspapers
discuss the mat.er, speakers crowd the hustings, and, from
one end of the great Republie to the other, we are asked to
enter upon a iree trade alliance with them. In our country
a number of public meetings have signified their readiness
to embrace such a policy. Should we accept this reciproecity ?
Lot us recall what was said, in 1878, in favor of reciprocity,
which, in my view, was then necessary ? The right hon.
the First Minister closed his motion on the subject in these
words:
" That this policy will retain in out mi4st thousandsof out fellow-coun-
trymen who are now forced te leave she country iu search of laber which
they cannot find at home; it will restore prosperity te our manufactures,
now struggling and suffering se painfully; it will prevent Canada from
baing a slaughter market; it will foster, develop and stimulate our in-
terprovincial trade, and tending te reciprocal tarif with our neighbors
in proportion to the varions interests of Canada, it will powerfulty con-
tribute eventually te provide for this country the benefit of commercial -
reciproeity"
The elections of that year took place on this issue. We
told the electors that we asked for protection in order to
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reach the goa1 of their desires-commercial reciprocity witl
the United States. We may therefore treat of reciprocity
withont being branded as rebels, tiaitors, or utopians in
politics or business. All this had been foreseen so far baci
as 1869. 1 found the toilowing in a speech of the late Si
Francis Hincks, on the budget, 7th April, 1870:

" The hon. gentleman ba drawn the attention of the House to the
words 'National Policy.' Ny opinion is that we ahould have the
faculty of doing al that is right and useful to our interests, and it should
not be forgotten that if seversI of these articles have so far been kept on
the list of exemptions, it is because negotiations have several times
been opened wih the United State, on the subject of a renewal of the
reciprocity treaty. On this point, I cannot do better than give the
words of my predecessor in his budget speech of lat year. Addressing
the Americana, ho said. ' We have allowed you to bring ix your coals
te us tree, although you place a high duty on ours. We allowed your
flogr, grain, hops, sait and other articles to be imported free, while you
do not reciprocate, but injure our millwrights by imposing a higher duty
on flour than on grain. This state of thiags has lasted for three or foui
years, but you must understand that it cannot lat. The time will come
au4 perhaps shortly, when we shall have a National Policy of our
own, no matter how much it may clash with some theories of politicaJ
economy. We have to be guided chiely if net wholly, by the thought
of what suitse us best, and we may have to consult our own interests in
the premises, without regard to that of others.'"

The hon. First Minister hiiself, in a speech delivered at
Montreal, on the 7th July, 1877, said :

" You are going to bury this false policy and adopt thatof the party
which declares that it will keep Oanada for the Canadiaus, and have
a %ational Policy. You will embrace the policy of the party which holdo
that Canada shall no longer kiss Uncle J onathan's feet and will exact
reciprocity of trade aud reciprocity of duties. If the Americans want
to be bemmel in by a Ohinese wall we will help them to buid that
wall. If they do not want us to go to them, we will let them come to
us. We shali not allow Canada to become a market for the excess of
the AmericaD production, nor let our county be the servants of the
manufacturera and oapitalistse of the neighboring republi.

In the Montreal Board of Trade, in 1875, there was a
meeting to which certain members of this House were no
strangers, and here is the resolution they passed :

1 Acting upon the invitation from the St. John Board of Trade, form-
ally acejpted at Ottawa, your council, early in the sammer, commenced
preparations -for the special session, which they decided should be held
ln 8t. John on the 16th day of July. At that meeting there were forty-
eight delegates present, represening 20 different cities and towns,-
whbie the follewing gentlemen attended from the National Board of
Trade of the United States:-

Portland: T. 0. Hersey, Es , Chairman.
ininnati: W. W. Taylor, Esq.

,Iew York: John Autin Stevens, jr., Esq.
Boston: B.F. Nource, Esq.
Milwaukee: W. E Smith, Esq.
Detroit: R. Hawley, Esq.
Bufalo: E. P. Dorr, FEsq.

"A full report of this important gathering was published soon after
adjournment, and extensively circulated, so that any statement of the
business done there, seems needlesa in the present report.

" That the draft resiprucity treaty formed the principal subject of
discussion, is generally known,-and the following resolution was
adopted as the result:-

"1lt. That this Board reiterates its frequently expressed opinion in
favour of a Treaty of Reciprocity between the United states and Oa-
nada."

At that time, Mr. Speaker, we embraced protection because
we could not get free trade. We saw that our people could
not possibly get along if the Americans continued to flood
our markets and farme with their pi oducts. But to-day, as
I-have shown, the United States want reociprocity % ith us.
Shall we decline? Are there genuine advantages for
Canada in a reciprocity treaty ? Let us first take the
opinion of free trade authorities. Adam Smith says, among
üther things :

" To prohibit a great people from making all they can of every part
of their own produce, or from employing their stock and industry in the
way that they judge mot advantageous for themselves, in a manifest
viulation of the most scred rights of mankind."

ln the next place, we have the lessons of the past. Is there
a solitary man, speaking in good faith, whocan say that the
country did not make giant strides under the reciprocity
treaty of 1854 ? Figures and statisties may be made to say
anything, but they can never be used to prove that such
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h was not the fact. I hoard an hon. member of the right say

this afternoon that our trade with the United States was
n wortb about $5,000,000, Why, the blue books tell us that
k the total fluetuates from $35,000,000 to 840,000,000 every
r year. If we spent months before our constituents, quoting

statistics, we should ho none the witer or botter for
it. But tell thom about reciprocity and they will
all admit that it is a profitable measure. They will all add

d that, while it lasted, thoir lands were beginning to im.
prove in value, and their crops sold at higher prices. True
that, in those days, our manufacturers were not worth
much, and unable to cope with American industries, but for
our farms and farmers the era of reciprocity was a positive
boon. Tho reason is obvious. Such a treaty throw open
an immense market, fruits for our agricultural staples;
next for the yield of our mines, and for the timber of our

, woodlands. In other words, our grain, mines and forests
received at once a most powerful impulse. Another reason,
in the same sense is our iarticular situation on this conti-
nent. We appear to be povidentially set to trade with our
neighbors There is only one stop to take, in crossing an
imaginary lino, which severs us from the United States. We
must have markets. Thore is no doubt that protection gave
rise to a large number of manufautures, but after five or six
years of production, the local market got overstocked, and

3 numerous failures were the result. Another result was
those largo business coalitions, called "combines," that
raise the prices of manufactured articles, at the expense of
the consumer. And I mako bold to say that the only
manufactures that sna(cessfully resisted were those having
an outlet in some foroign market. For inmtance, the manu-
facture oftleather and boots and shous is flourishing, precisely
because finding a market in the United States and else-
where. We are looking out for markets, on att sides-in
Spain, the Windward bIlands, and elsewhere, and rapping,
at every door and asking to be lot in. But we make an
exception for Franco. It seems thore is no good applying
there. It is objacted that our manufactures will be
demtroyed. I heard an hon. gentleman who passes, with
reasci, for a philoloser, and a christian philosopher
at that, say that ho should cortainly protect agrieul.
turc, but not at the exponse of our manufactures. What
constitutes the happiness of a poople ? Is it the manu.
facturer, whose training 18 often defective, or the
farmer, the true head of the family ? Arnd the gentle.
men who would pass muster as philosophers and moral
teachers, would they venture toitll the people that the
farmers, who are the genuine backbones of the country
sbould not be protected, unless that coald be done without
injury to manufacturers ? The strength and vitality of the
French race are not due to those who take refuge in cities,
where they lose their moral character in the factories, but
to those of the rural districts who have preserved the man-
hood, force and moral rectitude which have won the admi.
ration of the American continent. People may say and
think what they like, but speaking for the farmer of Que.
bec, to whom my speech is addressed, I hesitato not to
affirm that, if the French race have preserved all thoir
vitatity, it is not due to the working people of the factories,
but to the honest farmers and settlers-and they should be
protected first and foremost. I do not believo that our manu-
factures would be ruined by the adoption of reciprocity. At
least, a large number would survive and stand, such as the
cotton, woollen, cigar, leather boots, and shoes, paper, piano,
organ, farming implement, furniture, cheose, flour-mill, India
rubber, ready-made clothingand many other factories, includ-
iug sugar refineries. Theso would bo powerful enongh to
cope with American competition, But tbey tell us, Mr.
Speaker, that we shall have 5 000,000 Americans here to
take possession of the country. I should like those 5,000,006
Americans as much as I do the Mennonites, or as any of
those benighted races brought over to us from across thé
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Atlantic. Lot five, ton, or fifteen millions come from the government contractors, but for the common poople thore
United States; lot them oome to help us in our manufac- is no Buch thiog as prosperity; for the people that toil, that
tures, and take part in the labors of our thrift. I for one, shall rise beforo dawn, that return after the sun and that work
be happy, on account of the impulse the movement will give ail day.
to our farming, mines and forests. I could ask nothing bet-
ter than to have come to us that intelligent people, whose Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, Oh!
genius and rap'd development have become the wonder of Mr. AMYOT. Perhsps those hon. gentlemen do not caro
the world. We have among us a number of petty manufactu. to hear French spoken bere. If o they had botter say it.
rers, or even large manufacturers, who can subsist only
by paying low wages, or by employing "combines," or by Mr. GAUDE r. On the oontrary. We like it.
exerting pressure on the purchaser. It is just as well that
these should go. What I should like to see is the establish- M. AMYOT. If those gentlemen do not wish to hear
ment of every sort of manufacture suited to the needs of on. speak French, lot them say so, sud lot then not bc
the locality, and which would flourish, while contributing sueoring at people who speak se. Let thom remember that
to the woalth of the severailocalitigs. Manufactories are thoere is a Province oalled the Province of Quobec, where
somthing like the. waters of a stream. They follow the we speak French sd they have te pass through that
carrent. Wherever there is need one or two are founded. Province to communicato with England. We want to bc
When w. shal have entored into communication with the respected bore as w respect others. W n have the patience
Ullnited States, we shalbo certain of having capitalista to sit hore months apd months istening to English speeches
ready and able to assist the genius of our young mon in the and we do it with deference .sd peIasure ad we.expct
establishmnent of manufactories on solid grounds,sud spread. others to do th same to us. The first obection against
iug prosperity throughout our country parishes. W. have recipreity is that swold lower the revenue and
the raw material, thevwater powr,asd ail the adiwork bring on direct taxation. I de y that, Sir. T.revenue
required. I was pleased to hear gentlemen on both sides of migt dereaso a ittle the first year, thd penhaps the
the ouse declarethat, man for man, Canadians had nothing second, but if I ad.to believe the hon. mem ber for
to apprehed from their neighbors. W all, thon, open your Mskoka (Mr. O'Brien we have nothihg teothse. fe
doors and gatos. Lot the Americans in with the~r monoy, told us this afteruoon, thiat w. had hardly any trade with
snd their competition will insre general sucess and pros the United States, sud that it is no use bothering about i.
perity. W. are told, Sir, thnt fr e trade is suitable for a Yet others tols us that our incore would b. roduced by
very rish country, but there is no question of freds trade $7,000,000, sudaeu. up to $15,000,000, and if ti debate
hnre. Thoerericans are not free traders. T Wepointisto lasted another fortnight wa should reaoh $40,000 000 or
join with the United States against the remainder of the 50,000,000, or double te.anont of our present revenue.
worldtu. assciate with their 60,000,000 of people sd O r income wil decrease somewhat, but when w.enter
protect ourselve by a commen tarif against scha combines int relations with a country which dos not know how it
as w arehinterosted li protecti g ourselves against. T can spend its revenues, whichsees no limits t its material
tra principle to follow, il tus instance, a stocpreduce and progress, de we not se that our revenues woud inreas,
soe as profitably as possible, and buy as low as may bo. grow ton ad on. hundred fold, ad tint we might set about
There are otheriadvantageso fetwing from a reciprocity decreasing tt fearfl dobt which w. have coutractod with-
treaty. W. get rid of customs difficulties, which 'May at iuthe. few past years, for an objeet of which I shah pre-
times give rise te oonsiderable trouble. We avoid the sntly speak. W. might also lessen our expenses. Thu ,
boycotting of our railways sud the refusai of their traffic by on the vee of eleotions, we might vote moey te forty or
the United States. Whore would the Grand Trunk hofifoy railways aens, or by up forty or fitty cEunties less.
tc-day if the United States tek the right of way fromitand If, for once, we wut beforethe peopae w ath empty bads,
forbado its transportation of fregit ? Where would thePaci. with arguments oly, sa d th truth of fas, wa should make
fie sud our otiier railways bc? W. would avoid, furtiirmore, a very coisiderable saving. There are m eny methods of
seoing our transit trade forestalled. Tii.United States msy eceuom nd if the gentlemenon the Ministerial boches
payment of enormous dutios. Thon our insrance cerm panios do net know hew te co pass tht, th y have only teapplywould probably do cinsiderable business wit the United tes the Opposition, give thoa their place, nd they would
tell us at any momoit that w. shall.nt pass our goodsM soon mot tho objection. Expnses migt again b. curtailed
over their frontier or aleng their torritory, unless under lu tod custis datiesrno tweo thd two nations, care always
States. Why have soveral of Le gene down, bringitg beig nd te guard against fraud, aithoug that would b.
r on many familles in their crash ? Because their field les exp nsive than that preset customs oyem. But the
of operations was tee imited. Throw open the Unitod best mothod of ail is te limuit tl ouay by the income,
States th them-offer them a commercemof 60,000,000 suls, taking a lesson from thexperionces of ordinaryf , enud

rd ths they will enjoy an immense compass, where thoir thon with such alliesasthe soople otht b United States,
capital could fructify und yield large returs. We should w.rcould do wel nd se inrease our revenues as to meet
ikewise psh our maritime trade. If at any time w we.re ail demands. T second objection is more serits,out

dhied access te atd marine trade of the United States for that in implies an injustice te England. I eoardthe hon.
te. simple bauble of refusing them marine trade in our member fer Quen's (Mr. Froeman) set England beforeus
ow waters, could we calculate the millions we should as a goed mother, sud Canadias as a lot ou little cxipdron,
therebyo e? It is ail very well te b continu lly re- rockod and codledton the good mother's kneo. Wol, what
peating that Canada is wealthy, great auh powerfl. Whr are the facts? I a r going teo have ty peasur eof
are thp riches? &n excursion throught our parisoi sand cifing somew at at length a pamphlet, th publication of
farming ceuntry will show that te inhabitants have left which must have plad the hou. Secretary of Stato (Mr.
for th United States, to wark there thrae or fouryears, Ohaplesu), as coming from a man dearem bis heurt, who
make a little moey, pay thoir landi snd debts sud live on dosorvos ail bis estoom, who for long presided tii. Con-
the oarm which they had beeaforc d te abandon. These servative party during election times, and whse paen is as
peoplenbave the country because farming des neo pasy, flowing as hs soul is genarous. Ths friend is na ed Artur
ud farming doos noet py because there is no markot. T o Dausereou,o sd bis pamphlet is entitled: "InProtectionaild

prosperity of whici o a r esimuc may b. ail very weelssu Fr Trade," published in 1879. With this pamphlet the
for a few hundreds of manufacturers combining together te olectorate was approached thon; with ts pamphlet it will
prey on the publie; vry well for railwa nbobe sd b appaled to now. I draw tei particular attention f my
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Quebec friends to wbat Mr. Dansereau eays, in the name of
the Conservative party :

" As we are about it, we may go a little further, and respecttully
charge England with not caring for ns in her depiomatic relations. She
sacrifices us everywhere and in every way. If England had been more
generous in her trade treaties, for instance, if she had favored us as
she attempted to favor herselt in her business relations with the whole
world, perhaps there would be no question to-day of a protective tarif.',

And I might add that, perhaps, there be no question of
reciprocity.

" It was when we saw the markets of all nations closed against us
that we enquired of ourselves what we should do? In former timpes,
farming, the forests and its outputs were sufficient for our needs. We
should likely not have gone beyond hie, it we bad been given a chance
to earn a livelihood. but England thought only of herself, Canada was
left in the cold on all sides, having nothing left to sell to other nations,
but obliged to buy everything from them. Poverty and exhaustion
brought us down to the lowest ebb We took upour cause into our own
bande, and work first of ali for ourselves. Canadian goods are subjected,
at the frontier of every European State, to differential duties as against
Canada, equivalent to a direct prohibition of a large portion of our
products, and to what is no better than prohibition for several other
articles. Thus, while the producers of Germany, Italy, Spain, Portugal.
Switzerland, Austria, Sweden, Norway, Holland, Belgium, France and
England can exehange goods at reasonable rates, Canada stands in the
virtual impossibility of selhing her products in these several countries,
and can have no access to a market which feeds 200,000,000 consumera,
owing to a differential tariff, which is tantamount to protection. Taking
for instance, the French tariff, which is repeated in aIl European coun-
tries, we find Canadian products prohibited as follows :-

Duties
Articles. paid by

European
nations.

Wood or iron vessels.......... ............ 0 40
Cheese, per ton......... .................... 8 00
Fish, lobsters , per ton. .......... ........ 8 00
Soap ...... .......................... 12 00
Starch ...... ......... ......... ......... .............. 3 00
Alcohol, per hectolitre................. . 30 00
Woven cotton, per cent .......................... 0 15
Woollen garments, per cent........... ........ 0 15
Carpets, per cent ............................. 0 10
Blankets, per cent ...... .... ............ 0 10
Saddlery, per cent. ....................... 10
Leath r gloves, per cent............. ........ 0 j
Flax cordage, per ton ............................. 30 00
Steam engines, per ton ......... ......... 12 00
Agricultural implements, per ton..... . 12 00
Machinery, per ton......... ...... ....... 20 00
Bewing machines, per ton............. ......... 20 00
Scythes, per ton................ ..... .......... 40 00
iekies, per ton....... .............-. 40 00

Cireular saws, per ton................. 40 00
Cutlery, per cent................. ............... 10 5
Castings, per ton......... .... ................ 10 00
Iron bedsteds and chairs, per ton........... JO 00
Wrought nails, per ton................ ..... 16
Forged locks and hinges, per ton............. 24 00
Building material, per ton......... . ..... ...... 24 0
Wood screws, per ton ...... ............ 16 00
Iron kitchen ware, per ton............... ...... 28 00
Oopper ware, per ton.............. .... 40 00
Carnages, per cent .............. .... 10
Hats and fiowers ..... ...... ........ ..... F ree.
Wooden goods, percent......................... 0 10
Furniture, per cent.......... ..... 0 10
Rady-made ciothing, per cent................ 0 10
Boots and shoes, per cent . ...... 0
Leather, per cent......,........... ....... ......... 0 10
Woollen goods, per cent. .... 0 10

Differ-
enetial More
duties per
against cent.
Canada

8 00 1,900
36 00 350
60 00 200

Prohib .
60 00 1,500
69 00 100

Prohib. ............
Pnohib. ........

60C.p.lb.
24e. '' .

Prohib .......
Prohib . ....

60 00 100
80 00 550
36 (0 200

192 00 900
192 00 900
228 00 620
192 00 450
280 00 650
Prohib.

do ..... •~..
do .... .....

do •

dodo
do

280 00 600
Prohib. .

14 p.c. ...... ..
18 80
18 80
36 260

Pnohib .......
P4 44.

Prohib..........

I may state bore that when England concluded her com-
mercial treaty with France, the question was asked: "And
what about Canada?" To which England made answer:
" Canada will settle ber own tariff." This is a grave state-
ment, but I make it from my seat in this flouse, and
among those who listen to me are several well acquainted
with the facts. It is a deep shame for us to have England,
when she enters upon treaties with other countries, refuse

to take in Canada, and deprive her of the chance which she
allows ber other colonies. Mr. Dansereau continues:

« One of the Canadian representatives at the last Paris Exposition
thus expressed hie views in the papers some months since, on the result
of this destructive policy. After quoting the text given above, he said :
'This awful catalogue, a as it is, might be carried out farther, so as
to show that every busy man in the country is affected thereby. In fact
our exhibitoru at Paris have seen from experience how far Canadian
trade is affected by these differential duies Mr. Malcolm, of Toronto,
had t-) refuse, for hie very superior saddles, orders made him by French
Portemen, because, being Canadian, his goods were in reality prohi.
bited, while those of more highly-favored competitors from other lands,
paid only 10 per cent. duty. One of the be t. Parie h juses, dealing in
ready-made clothing, had meant to order 6,00 ) pieces ot Canadian
tweed@, but they were told that Canadian tweeds were prohibited,
although the same goode, from other ports, were allowed in at 10 per
cent. duty. Numerous orders were sent in for farming implements. On
one of these, consisting of 1,000 mowing and reaping machives, Mr.
El-lot, of London, Ont., will have to pay a diff:ren.ial duty of $12,400
against $4,000 exacted from the maker ofany other country in Europ3.

" This exclusion of Canada in the treaties of Great Britain with Euro-
pea n powers is the more strikin g as favors ot such a nature were granted
at the request of England to the woollens of Australia,New Zealand,
(Jape of Good Hope,and also for In hian jut-, alil of which are among the
principal products of those countries. Oher nations have not forgotten
to include their chief colonies in their treaties. France, in her trade and
navigation treaty with England, made stipulations in behalf of Algeria,
whose products received the same treatment as those of continental
France. In connection with this latter treaty, the folluwing clause will
not fail to strike the observant reader :

" ' English vessels and their cargoes in France and Algeria, and
French vessele and their cargoes in the UniteJ Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland, on their arrival at any port or wherever they come
from or whatever is the destination of their cargo, will enjoy in ail res-
pects the same treatment as the national vesels and their cargoes.

"The French-Spanish treaty includes the produets of Continental
Spain, as well as those of the Balearie laies and the Canaries. The
treaty with Portugal favors the producte of Portugese colonies and dis-
tant settlements, as well as those of the Isle of Maderia, Porto Santo
and the Azores Archipelago. In the divers Turkish treatis are cou-
prised not only Turkey in Europe and Asia. but Servia, the Principalities
of Molaviaand Wallachia, Egypt, and the Regency of Tripolio in Africa.
Other nations, as Holland, for instance, bave comprised their colonies
in their treaties of commerce and navigation with England and France,
and the new treaties that are in process of negotiation, and de pend on
the same Hues. Nya more. In the commercial treaty between England
and Belgium, under date of the 28th July, 1862, the tenor of article 15
is as follows : ' Belgium products shall not be subject, in the British
colonies, to higher duties than those levied on British goode of the same
description. '

e Thisa imply proves that England imposes on her colonies the obli-
gation of receiving foreigi products on the same conditions as similar

ritish products. Migbt Ehe not also allow ber colonies to partake of
the advantages derivable from her treaties wi b their same powers ?

It is evident, further, that the policy followed in such cases i that cf
providing for one's self. lu that case, if nobody will lend us a helping
hand, we muet act for ourselves. Every year we remain in debt some
fifteen or twent millionm. This method is ruinons, and we muet alter
our tactics. zaving been refuse-d a share of the advantages flowing
from the free trade which England keeps for herself ai o ne with foreign
powers, we have perforce been turned into protectionists. The British
Government, understanding the situation thoroughly, gives us le ave to
do as we like in the premises. We should take advantage of that ci r-
cumstance, inasmuch as there are many other questions on account of
which our colonial posili>n imposes or will impose new sacrifices. We
should remember the casenof New Zaland, which incurred a debt of
$20,000,000 to co-operate in a war declared by England, and with which
the colony bai nothing whatever to do lu 1864, the St. Alban's raid
cost us some $60,000, which the United Statês claimed of us for not ouf-
ficiently guarding our border. lu 1868, the Fenian invasion cost ne one
million and a half, which England could have reclaimed from the United
States on the principle that they, too, should have watched their frontier
more closely. The Fenians were American citizens ; they organized
openly within the limite of the American Republic, and bought their
arme in the United States They were much more under American
police contrel than was the Alabami on the high seau, and yet
Éngland never claimed a cent from the United 8tates, because the
intereets of the Empire led ber so to act.

' In the Treaty of Washington, for the sake of promoting the success of
British diplomacy, we were obliged to consent to the opening of our
fisheries, i ivers and canals to the Americans We acquiesced without
comAaint, and although we never enjoyed the use of the American
canals, as we were promised in return, England did not deem it fit to
intervene and bring the Americans to notions of fair play. In 1783 the
Americans asked no more than the navigation of the River St. John but
the mother coantry accustomed tikem to obtain whatever they liked.-
When the interpretation of the Treaty of 1814 came up, because the
Americans were not eatisfied therewith, England quietly bowed to the
arbitration of the Czar, and consented to lop off a portion of Canada,
by the session of territory in Maine. Later, when it became known
that the King of the Netherlands, the umpire chosen by the Convention
of 1884, had decided adversely to the United States, on the strength ot
a new interpretation of the Treaty of 1783, in regard to fishenies, thq
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Americans declined to accept the award, and continued to tease Eng-
land until the latter gave up to her 8,000,000 aires of land. By the
Treaty ot 1782 alone England has ceded te the United States over
260,000,000 acres of land in the west

This is the third time that England bas agreed to trace the Pembina
line By the treaty of 1814, the United Sates undertook to sell
British Columbia, in 1824. Recourse was then had to the Tr.aty of
1842, by which the A mericans prefe:red new claims, and it is hard to
uay whether they will not again carry off large portions of our territory,
by constantly appealin to new commissions. After the millions upon
millions of acres of lan , from the Pacifie to the great Lakes, compriein
Oregon, Wisconsin, &c., and Pembina, and Isle St. John, we may loo
for something further.

"These remarks are made in no unfriendly spirit. Our aim is simply
to show that if England makes sacrifices for us, we do something
equallybyber, without either boast or complaint. What is done is
done, and if the whole was required for the consolidation of British
power, well and good, and let us say no more about it. But, at least,
people on the other side of the sesbould healittle more careful. They
ehould allow us to work to our own affaire, as we know best how to do.
Mr. Bright's recent attempt, backed by the British manufacturera, is an
exhibition of cynical selfishness Why should they compel us to buy
from them, when they purchase their timber, for instance, in Norway or
Rusas?

"England seeme to have made up her mind to buy her timber and lum-
ber everywhere, except in Canada. The following table shows it:-

Prom Russia..... ........
" Russia ..... .........
ci Sweden .......

Sweden.........
t Germany,...........
" Canada .......

Elsew.ere .........
Eleewhere .............

Total . .............
Boughtiu ecanada.
Bongit elBewhere.

1877.
£3.2,2l19

914,807
968,0'96

1,453,477
216,158

1,229,061
413,4-12
287,641

£5,299,901
$26,499,505

1,120,305
$25, 389,200

1878.
£675,364
2,487,477

789,795
2,248,96

t97,143
3,307,060
1,088,789

916,017

£13,119741
$65,659,705

16,535,300
$49, 063,405

"If England would have commercial union with her colonies, sbhould
she not set the example ?

In addition to ail these facts quoted by Mr. Dansereau, I
may add another taken from the lips of the hon.
Firsi. Minister, in a Ppeech delivered at Montreal, on the
24th ovember, 1875, on the question of the waivieg ofor
exclusive rights on the St. Lawrence:

Now Mr. Mackenzie must have known, becaue lie has had the
papera before him, that instructions were give to the head of that com-
mnission that the freedom of th- navigation of the St Lawrence was to
be yielded. The commissioners had no discretion in the matter ; it.was
an instruction from the Imperial Government, from the Liberal Givern-
ment, from the Gladstone Government, tha:t we should surrender the
navigation of the St Lawrence Lt is true I might have takea my hat
and walked back to Canada. But that would not have done Canada
any good, because the intructions were positive, and the navigation of
the St. Lawrence would have been handed over whether I was there or
Dot."

Here you have, Mr. Speaker, palpable proof of the interest
which England bears toward us. And yet people tell us of
the advantages which she is able to offer us. Where is the
voice that is authorised to speak in that sense? Where is
the British Minister who eau say so? Mr. Chamberlain
asserts the very opposite. He tells us that if we want to
do business with the United States, we may do so, as we
are free, and the ties binding us to the mother country are
very feeble. In view of the movement taking place here
and in the United States, doos Eogland begin to interest
herself in our behalf ? I see no signs thereot. It is surely
not through affection that she imposed on us, without con-
sulting Canada beforehand, the saorsfice of one of the finest
tracts of our territory. In this mattcr I challenge contra.
diction. Is it not true that by the terms of the Ashburton
Treaty, a splendid portion of an inheritance was stolen from
ns and handed to a people who had declared their indepen-
dence from the Home Government ? Was not the Ashbur-
ton Treaty a robbery perpetrated by Bngland, at the ex-
pense of her coloîy ? We must add the further fact that
we have just had a Commission at Washington,where orders
went forth that our hon. Finance Minister should make an
immolation of our fisheries? These fisheries a few years
sine wre worth 84,500,000 for a certain period. Orders were

r. Aeoi.

given-I am positive of what I say,and we have a semi-official
proof of the same-that these fiheries, for which we strug-
gled so long, should be sacrificed fot the sako of avo-ding
war. England, the good mbther, at tbe head of her 35t,-
000,000 souls-England, the powerful, said to ber plenipo.
tentiaries: "Go to Wahmington, and to prevent my troops
frorn exchanging shots with those of the tJnited States,
give them the fisheries of Canada." And we hid to yield.
This is the good mother that takes the member for Queen's
(Mr. Fieeman) inb er lap and coddles him. But let him
listen to the big children, on she other side of the Atlantic,
beside the good nother. What do they say of thé iéniber
for Queen'p, and of Canadians in general ? ''-You are mere
Colonists." We are regarded as children brought up in the
kitchen. or belonging to atiother family, and this is the
people for whom we are expected to sacrifice danada.
When a Canadian goes to England, he is loked down on
with scorn and they say of him: "You are a Coloniat."
Offers, Mr. Speaker, have been made by us to the United
States, but I hold that these offers were empty and not
meant in earnest. The force of publie opinion, the brilliant
result of yesterday's election (in L'Assomption) and that
of Missisquoi, a few days back, are such factors that those
who live in and for power are full of apprehension. They
have also been stirred by the eloquént advice of my hon.
friend, the member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). It
was in pursuance of his solemn warning, that they deter-
mir ed to disengage the credit of the country,and they
passed that Order in Council to which they were bound by
the statute of 1879. For the sake of my country, for the
sake of the Dominion of Canada, for the sake of our fiag, I
regret that pusillanimous courage which, enclosed in a sta-
tute, offers to a great nation, of which no account was after-
ward made. But if any in the United States can hear the
voice of the Canadian Parliament, they will learn that- we
have here a large number of members who protest
against thisbehavior, are indignant at the negli.
gerce of their Government and the refusai to re-
deem a pronised pledge. Rundrede of fillions of
dollars h ve, perhaps, been staked by the tnùited States
on the faith of a statute. It is a cheat on our part, whieh
wC doplore as much as may be. I compliment the hon.
member for Northumberland (1ir. Mitchell) whorepresents
a file pui ty in this flouse, for having raised bis viiee, and
t thank the Opposition for having backed him. I am
happy to fitkd that the Canadian people wil at length be
able to hold up its head and say to the American people :
" If you have been deceived, we are not all of us in fault."
As far back as 1869, Mr. Speaker, the question of reoiprocal
treaty was mooted, and In an instrument which I lhod in
my hand-I know not whether it has been thought of be-
fore-bearing date the 3rd September, 1868, and signed by
John Rose, Finance Minister, I read:-

'' In conclusion, the underuigned trnste that as the oircumetteneu f
political exigency and the important national coasidetatidfs whieh,
a3 staied by Her ajesty'e Government, led to the obbetudint of th
former Treaty ecipocity with the United Stats, utill el1t-.nd
even in a greater dogree than previoes to the date of that traty -and
as the interests of Canada continue to'be seriously affected,Ru Uajeslf s
Government ill lnot refuse to give the same weight te these eenldei
ations as before ; and that in any future negostiios between casada
and the United States, in refeienoe to theit tffde telaUis, the Ddinion
will receive fte e-operation and influence of ner Majeutf' Goern-
ment."

A.nd yet, gr. Speaker, a few months later, on the 4th of
January, 18o9, we have a lettée sigffêd by thé fight hon.
the present First Minister in which he declares that the
United State must take the first step. Anyhow, in those
days, one could stand no for reeiprocity without being
branded as a rebel. Here are dir John Maodonald's
words :

" Should the United States Governrxent express any desire for the.
renewal of the treaty, Canada will be pr.pared to@ end a delegition to
Waahington to at in concert witb th. BritishAmbawador on lte

53



COMMONS DEBATES.

subject. Meanwhile, Council think that it would be unwise for Canada
to make any statements in advence of what ehe will be willing to do,
and that the negotiations should be entered upon at Waahington,
without either party being hampered by any previous engagement or
offers of any kind."

But there is no need of going as far back for offers made
by Canadians to the United States on the subject of reci.
prooity. I shall confine myself to recalling this afternoon's
working, when the hon. Finance Minister (Sir Charles
Tupper), who enjoys general esteem, stated that, in bis
opinion, what was compris.d in a statute, under optional
conditions, was imperative as between nations. He said,
furthermore,that recipi ocity with the United States was with-
in the views of both our political parties. On the other hand,
we hear the leader of the Govern ment (Sir John Macdonald)
telling us just the opposie-that reciprocity would be the
rin of us ail. Well, what has just happened ? On the
31st March, 1887, Mr. Bayard wrote:

"I am confident we both seek to attain a just and permanent settle-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it-andi that is by a straight-
forward treatment on a liberal and statesmaulike plan of the enitire com-
mercial relations of the two countries."

The above was addressed to Sir Charles Tupper, and the
latter's reply was:

"I entirely concur in your statement that we both seek to attain a just
and permanent settlement-and that there is but one way to procure it
-and that ie by a straightforward treatment on a liberal and statesmen-
like plan of the entire commercial relations of the two countries."

(lannot these fisheries difficulties be settled ? We have the
Finance Minister telling u.s that there is oùly one way of
settling them, that is, by settling at the saine time ali our
trade relations. Of course, f ail details are not given in
these letters, as is never done, but a principle is laid down
and the groundwork of an arrangement or treaty fore-
shadowed. Hence, in one brdath, we are iiformed that
reciproecity is impossible, because the source of rain, and
all manner of pretexts and excuses are imagined to stay it.
But in another moment there is disagreement in the Cabinet
itself, and certain Minister stand up for reciprocity. But
we shall sec what the hon. the Finance Minister (Sir Charles
Tupper) did before his departure from Washington, at the
close of'the draught of tho Fisheries Treaty. On the 3rd
December, 1887, he made this last offer:

" That with the view of removing all causes of difference in connection
with fisheries, it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries that the
lihermen of both countries shall have all the privileges enjoyed during
the existence of the Fishery Articles of the Treaty of Washington, in
consideration of a mutual arrangement providing for greater freedom
of commercial intercourse between the United States and Canada and
Newfoundland.

Thus, you perceive, Mr. Speaker, that I have no need to
travel back very far for proof that nearly the whole of us
desire reciprocity with the United States. Unfortunately,
when the hon. the Finance Minster made these offers, ho
made them, while having reoeived instruction to give up
our fisheries anyhow. The navigation of the St Lawrence
had already been yielded. We have the right hon, the
First Minister's word for that. Our Dominion had aliso
been stripped from us in parts. There remained the sacri-
fice of our fisheries. What else will that good mother of
the member for Queen's not take from us, since she has de-
prived us of our lands, our fish and our navigation ? Will
she come to snatch our bread aud kidnap our children ?
Someone may possibly entertain such a project. I call the
attention of the Hiou;e to the importance of sincere Gov-
ernment action in the appreciation of the law of 1879. I
found in Bradstreet's Journal, publishcd in N. Y., for 1887,
the following figures, showing the importation of articles of
trade during the three previous fiscal years:-

IMPORTATIONS TROU THU UNIuD STTUS TO OANADA.

Free of Dof y.

1886. 1UA 1884.

Fish ........................ ... .. .... $ 1,C 71,217 $ 3,447,194 5 3,720,412
Eggs.......................... ......... ..... 1,893, 72 2,085,411 2,356,325
Live stock ............................. .... 1,677,955 1,649,644 2,108,749
Lumber ............................ ...... ...... 1,362,237 1,062,983 1,573,217
Furniture ..... ....... ........ 1 ,'78,002 1,354,993 1,59,395
Skins and furs.............................. 1,193,187 1,080,621 1,848,667

Total of importations tree of duty.... $12,042,627 $12,871,884 $15,237,M07

Subject to Duty.

1886. 1885. 1884.

Fish ....... ...... .... ......... ........ ,..... $ 1,005,3821$ 88,286 $ 153,387
Wood and manufactures. ...... ........ 7,515,756 7,841,147 9,016,841
Barley and hops....... ......... ..... ...... 7,409.148 6,788,623 6,031,891
Live stock .......................... 3,163 740 3,111,014 2,701,705
Hay ................. ......... ....... 1,034 498 1,617,483 998,789

oals ................ ....... .... ,............ 1,011,1t e 1,074,029 1,007,354

Total, importations subject to duty $25,453,711 $14,088,657 $23,778,533

Total, importations of all kinds.... 37,496,338 36,960,541 39,015,84

These figures display the enormous quantity of articles
that wo sel to the United States, and that we oould not Bell
if the duties bet down in the Act of 1819 had not been
removed. I might speak also of the Reciprocity Treaty

proposed by Hon. George Brown, it being well known that,
since the abrogation of the Treaty of ReOciproCity, every-
body and both political parties, as the hon. the Finance
Minister has said, pleaded for reeiprocity. But you may ask
why do we not get what everyone wants? I draw your
particular attention to the real cause, as stated by the hon.
the First Minister himself. You have doubtless heard, Sir,
of the mighty sEcheme of Imperial Federation. Meetings
have been held about it at Toronto; another will take place
here, at Ottawa, and there is a proposition to the like effect
on the Order paper of this louse. Now, on the 24th Nov-
ember, 1S75, at Montreal, Sir John Macdonald said the
following, which I cite in English, that ali may under.
stand:-

" Gentlemen, I look form ard to a permanent union, and I look forward
to it not as a mere Utopian speculation, but as the practical result of
our connection with Great b itain. It is not an idea of to-day; and if
you would se favor me, if you think it worth your while to look over
the debates on Confederauon in 1865 at Quebec, vou will find that what
I am now stating to you I stated then as being the hoped for future of
Canada. It is this :-That England would be the central power
(applause), and we auxiliary nations that Canada, as one Confedera-
tion, would by degrees have lesi of dependence and more of aliance
than at present; and that we would be aIl united under the same
sovereign, all Owing allegiance to the same Crown, and all inspired by
the same British spirit; and that we would have a close alliance, offen-
sive and defensive. You see now the progress of events in carrying.out
this scheme. You see South A frica about to form a great Confederation.
The position of the Australian Colonies je such, strewn as they an
around the edge of that vaut continent, that they rmay not be able to
form a Confederation so closely allied as our Provinces of Canada, but
a Zollverein and arrangements by Treaty amongst themselves, by whieh
their quota of land and sea forces, and their several subsidies for the
purpose of doing their share in the defence of the Empire is quite
probable. Now, gentlemen, twenty-five years is but as a day in the lite-
time of a nation; let us go on as peaceably and happily as we are now
going on, and twenty-five yeara, I fully expect, should see the solution
of that question. Great Britain, by that time, will have forty millions ;
Canada, ten millions; Australia, ber millions; and these latter with
South Africa, capable of unlimited extension; and New Zealand, nearly
as large ab England, will be separate auxiliary ocntries, al ranged
aroand the Central Power, England. 1 do not look for Colonial repre-
sentation in the Imperial Parliament, because the Imperial Parliament,
with such representation, would claim the right of taxation, but I look
for the alliance of these auxiliary Powers with the Central Government
under Treaty arrangements similar to the existing arrangement
between England and Canada. The arrangement at this moment is
that we are pledged to expend a certain snm of money on our militia in
response and return for the pledge obtained from England that the whole
military power of the Rmpire shall be used for our defence; make an
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extension of that arrangement by providing that the Central Power possessions. We built the railway; and now what more
shall contribute so much, that esch of the auxiliary nations shall give does ho want? He wants to buy Newfoundland, which istheir quota; and then when any nation goes to war with England she
will go to war with half a dozen nations. (&ear, hear, and applause.) nothing worth to us, but purchase it with nine millions in
It wili give an assurance of peace to the world, and it will give an order that the whole of Canada be taken in one block and
assurance of peace to us when it is known that if one extremity of the annexed to Britain. And, as a crowning point, he ees thatvast British Empire is attacked, British subjects and soldiery from every
extremity of it will rush to the rescue. (Hear, hear.) Then, gentlemen, there comes from Enghnd a G overnor favorable to the
sowerful will be England that she will be safe from all attack federation idea. I have this chaige to make against him
(ap ause), and instead of being a source f anxiety and a source of that, if such was bis purpose, ho should have aid so fairlyweaness te the British Empire, we will find ourselves standing by
grand old mother, become a defence, a fortification, an ontwork, instead and squarely. He might have owned that, as Canada is in
of being a weakness and a source ofexpense. (Cheers; hear, bear and debt $100,000,000, and is unable to pay, England will pay
prolonged applause.) Remember, too, that Canada has already the instead and annex the colony. This is the reason why thefourth commercial navy in the wôrld, and a large population of hardy
seamen, and that all t he Sister Colonies I have named must, from their reciprocity treaty-demanded by both parties, as the bon.
position, become Maritime Powers. 8o that the Sovereignty of the the Finance Minister bas told us, and desired by the whole
Seas seems assured for all time to this United Empire. To this country, as the greatest boon for Canada and America-is
I look forward. It is a grand scheme, and it is a scheme quite capable . .p . .
of being carried into practical operation, and when carried out, denied us. 1 am aware that party spirit will stand in the
gentlemen, it will not be too much to expect that the great nation, our way of this reciprocal treaty on the present occasion. I
congeners on the other aide of the line, seeing that all the different do not blame the hon. gentlemen who do not share our way
peoples who speak the English language, but themselves, are formed into of thinking. They have their rules of drill. They heedone great nation, as it were, for the purpose of operating as a moral
police, and of keeping the peace of the world-it will not be too mnch naught but the voice of their old chieftain ; but there are
to hope and expect that our congeners, speaking the same language, and solemu times when the links of party should fall asunder in
being of the same race, will assist in the great work of keeping the the face of the public weal. When these members returnpeace of the world, and if necessary, gentlemen, of enforcing it. (Ap-
plause.) Gentlemen, in the great war, wheu Napoleon, by the power of to their constituents they may perhaps be reminded by the
his arme, had forced the nations of Europe to close their ports against people, who are less wedded to party, and whose eyes are
England aud English shipping, even then, gentlemen, althouLh~Eng- opened wider to enuinepublic interests that they haveland s colonies were few and feeble, she fought that battle, and carried
it to a victorions conclusion, and drove the tyrant from his throne, with overlooked the prime welfare of the country. I hereby
the aid of the domestic commerce she bad with her own colonies. And declare before my Province and country that the aim of the
when al these become great nations, having one head, and being one right hon. the First Minister is the federation of the
people, and having one interest, England if all Europe were in arme
against her, with her trade, her commerce, and her wealth, with the Empire, for which ho bas been working these twenty years.
waves rolling about her feet, would be still secure, living in her children, He is about finishing that chain of provinces with which
and her children blessed in her. (Loud and continued applause). One he means to bind us, if ho can. H1e wants to confederate
word more. While independence is generally annexation in diaguise, some t Great -ritai n and make us espouse Englad's cause.
speculative philosophera, who look into the distant future, seem to us Wi
believe that it will be our fate and our advantage to walk alone as a What part would we play in that scheme? I denounce the
separate nationality. Mr. Goldwin Smith is one of those. I would fain project and tell him the Dominion will have none of it.
hope that the future that I desire for the Empire and its auxiliary king- ie has often repeated the words: "Canada for Canadians."doms, might strike his imagination and be accepted as a substitute for
independence. If this policy could only enlist bis magic pen in its Is that the blending of Canada and Canadians which
behalf, it would be an infinite benefit to the good cause.1" he wishes to day ? No, it is Canada for Britain. Our
lere is the secret of the situation. The right hon. the reply is a negative. But if he still persists ; if the thing
First Minister telllus that at the establishment of Confeder- must be, then I answer, and that is the neaning of my
ation he wanted Canada annexed to England; all other words, at the opening, in reference to the American flag,
English colonies joined in the same view and so ho if he holds that Canada must be for England,
hoped to carry out the scheme of Imperial Federation. we will return the response, " Canada for America."
Thus, when the good mother drifts into war she will call on I had meant to say a few words on the amounts
her little ones in Canada and elsewhere and ask them to which we were to lose by the so-called Retaliation
fight for ber. She will say to the good small boys of the Bill, proposed at Washington, but as the Government
colonies: "Subscribe in my defence, your good mamma." stated, this afternoon, that an Order in Council would be
Such is the bearing of Imperial Federation, and to reach it published on Saturday, in pursuance of the law of 1879, I
Canadians must be debarred from trade with 60,000,000 of shall abstain. I close these observations, which have been,
p eople. As for myself I hereby declare that I am not in I fear, too long for those unacquainted witb our tongu3. I
favor of such Imperial Federation, and believe that my trust that the day will come when the English-speaking
country coincides in my view. We do not want to es- people of Canada may discover, as the people of England
pouse the quarrels of England with Ireland. We do not have done, that French is the language of diplomacy, and
choose to go to war beyond the sets, as far as the Indies, English the vehicle of business, and that, in consequence,
whenever the needs of British trade may require. We are they may learn the French tongue, and then we should be
here at home in America, in the land of freedom, and mean stili happier to meet. We are told by our adversaries that
to stop there. I am not so sure that this project is to be they would like to meet the people on this question of reci-
taken seriously. Our incoming Governor General is an procity. It is their affair, Sir. They have only to sign
advocate of Imperial Federation. He bears its flag aloft, an instrument and we shall stop down into the arena at
and see how the followers are stirred; how the chief friends once. For ourselves we are quite ready. We are not
of the right bon. Premier move around, and especially his at liberty to dissolve Parliament, but we are very auxious
neighbor to the right (Mr. McCrathy). He is one of the indeed to have the mind and vote of our constituencies,
devoted friends; a trusted henchman. The right hon. The Regina scaffold was drawn out in this debate. He must
gentleman has put him at the head of the movement in be a genius that did the thing, I think it was the hon.
Toronto; he thrusts him forward here in Ottawa; ho bas him member for Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien), one of those
make a motion in our Votes and Proceedinge. And the good youngsters se snugly cradled in the arms of the good
right hon. the First Minister, who, I admit, is a mother. And this gentleman mentioned the National party.

plitical genius of broad experience, and for whom I can say that the National party sprang from the heart
Ientertain all possible respect, has conceived this and is a patriotie movement. At first, it was scoffed at, as

scheme, and is carrying it out slowly, but surely. if made of straw, but it burns till. Let no one fancy that
He set out by annexing Nova Scotia, New- Brumswick, any of the Nationals, voting against us on this question, are
Prince Edward Island, Manitoba and the North-West. He crossing over to the other side. They stop with us and we
directed the older Provinces to take 200 or 300 millions are ever the same. I hâd not intendel to broach this
and build a great railway binding Britain to her Asiatic1 question, but since it was introduced, I may say that it js
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the National movement which increases the majori ties i
our own counties and wins for us others that we had no
fore. It is the National movement that has given us powe
in the Province of Quebe, and it will give us the majoritj
at the next general elections. It is grounded on truth
We are indignant that our Ministers should have deceive
us and humbled as a people, sacrificing as to th
fanaticism of the few. But there is no questiou
of this in the subject of reciprocity, which 1
have avoided treating in a partisan spirit. For me it is à
far wider topic; an affair of country and of national wealth
I shall use it as a lever of defence and resistance in th
great contest which is about to come on in favor of Impe
rial Federation. It is high time the people saw to it;
time that Canada kept her eyes open. I repeat that th
purpose is to annex Canada to Britain, by constantly harp-
ing at these words: "Spend millions; fear not; Canada i
for Canadians," and trying to persuade us that we shal
soon be getting rich. This contest is on the eve of taking
place. We shall be told that we owe so much; that wE
cannot pay; but that the money is forthcoming, furnishe
by Britain on the provision that the people and country o
Canada pass over to the other side. We shall be delivered
up to Britain to live under her rod of Empire in the future
and this is said to be Canada for Canadians. Well, Sir
I shall conclude by repeating that when others will say:
" Canada for Britain 1" we shallreply, exclaiming: "Canada
for America i"

[r. MASSON. A great deal of time bas been occupied
by hon. gentlemen opposite in trying to prove what per-
haps they might have taken almost for granted, namely,
that the members on this side of the House, the leaders of
the present Government and other hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House, had in times past a favorable opinion of
reciprocity, and that, even at the time of the introduction
of what is known as the National Policy, that was looked
forward to as the thing to be aimed at, and that the Na-
tional Policy was only a means to that end. I take it for
granted that, at that time, all parties and all classes in this
country looked forward, as a great boon to the country, to
the attaining of reciprocity with the United States. There
are many reasons why ail classes of the various communi-
ties of which this great Dominion is composed looked to
that as a very great boon. One of the principal reasons
for that is that they looked back to the time of the old
reciprocity fron 1854 to 1866 as having on the whole
been a very prosperous period, and, judging that the
prosperity had been caused almost entirely, if not entirely,
by the reciprocity then in force, they very naturally came
to the conclusion that reciprocity would again bring about
these fortunate and prosperous times. But, looking at the
prosperity of those twelve years, I think it is otten lost
sight of that that prosperity, especially in regard to agri-
cultural pursuits, was not due entirely to the reciprocity
then in existence. During that period there were great
public works being constructed in this Canada of ours; we
find that the Grand Trunk Railway was being built, that
the Great Western was being built, that the nation of which
we form a part-and of which we form no insignificant
part, be it said-was engaged in several great wars. During
the eariier part of this period we had the Crimean war;
following that, we had the East Indian mutiny; then,
shortly afterwards, our neighbors across the border
were engaged in their civil war ; and ail this tended
to enhance the value of farm produce in this country.
When we look back at those prosperous years and think
only of reciprocity, we forget to take into account
these great public works and these great wars which con-
tributed more to our prosperity than the treaty itself. Dur-
ing this period of reciprocity, when the nation was compa-
ratively at peace, before the effect of the Indian mutiny
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n was felt in Canada, and after the result of the Crimean war
t had ceased, we find the year 1857 one of the blackest pe-
r riods in the history of Canada; indeed the oldest resident
y cannot recollect such an universal bankrutpoy and universal
. distress as was felt in the year 1857, yet that year was in
d the very period during which this reciprooity is supposed
e to have been making the whole of Canada rich. Now, hon.
n gentlemen opposite may be pardoned for having a precon-
I ceived idea that reciprocity would be beneficial, but when
a they seek to bolster up these ideas by evidence, they should
. be careful to present it in a straightforward and honest
e manner, and not attempt to present only one side of the
- proposition, and leave the other side unrepresented, in fact

almost to falsify the figures that they are quoting from.
e However, as that part of the subject has been so fully

dealt with, I shall not attempt to go into statistics relating
s to it, but I will try for a few minutes to show what I con.
l sider has been the effect of the National Policy on the agri-
, cultural interest of the country. Now, when we advocated
e the National Policy, we were often charged with having
d made the assertion that the adoption of a protective tariff and
f applying it to agricultural produets, would have the effect
1 of increasing the price of these prod ucts. Now, Mr. Speaker,

as one who took part in the debate before the country at
that time, one who was a strong advocate, in the elec.
tion of 1878, of that policy, I may say that that assertion
contains a certain element of truth. Statements were made
to the effect, that, relatively, the price of grain would be
increased. Some gentlemen, in speaking of it, may not have

. used the word "relative," but they speak of a general in-
crease in the price of farm produce, whereas we must
always take into consideration the relative increase as com-
pared with the various markets of the world. Now, Sir, the
market of Liverpool at that time was acknowledged by
both parties as being the ruling market in respect to
wheat. Now, wheat is by no means an insignificant article
of export from this country; it is really the largest, both
in the number of bushels and in value, of any article
which the farmers have to dispose of, especially the
farmers of Ontario. Now, hon. gentlemen told us
that the markets of Liverpool then gave the price of
wheat, and that they now establish the price of wheat.
Well, I agree that the Liverpool market at that time
did govern the price of wheat, but that is no longer the
case. At that time the difference between the price in
Liverpool and the price in Toronto averaged about 50 to 55
cents, often much more, seldom mach less. The difference
between New York and Toronto thon averaged about 20
cents, often 30, seldom less than 20. Now, what was the
effect of the National Policy on that one product ? We
find that the difference between Liverpool and Toronto
gradually sank from 50 down to 40, 30, 20-in fact at
the present time it is actually under 10. Now, there
is, under the National Policy, a relative increase in the
price of wheat. Hon. gentlemen opposite refer to the
markets of those years, when, for many reasons, the price
of wheat was higher in Liverpool, and higher in New
York, and they will compare the prices then with the
prices now. But that is not a fair comparison. If wheat
is low in Liverpool and low the world over, how can
any polioy make it high here ? The only question is, can
we make it relatively higher ? And that, I claim,
has been done. There is no other reason to give for the
fact we are now within 10 cents of the Liverpool market,
while formerly we were 50 cents from, it; there is no other
reason to give why we are within 5 to 8 cents of the New
York market, when formerly we used to be from 20 to 30
cents. Nor is wheat the only article to which these re-
marks will apply. What I have said in reference to wheat
applies with equal strength to all other grains that the
farmers produce, barley alone excepted. Now, one article
of grain produced by the farmers is that of oat, and in that
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we ftd the difference used to range from 15 to 25 cents be-
tween Toronto and New York, and now it is soldom more
than à eenta, often equal. It is stated by some hon. gentle-
men that the present time is about the only exception
in favor of Temanto, as compared with Buffalo, whereas wo

ind many exceptions, and if we trace back the markets
daring the last eight years, we will find that there has been
six euch exeeptions as the average price which I have stated.
Now, we are told that it reqaires an exeeption to prove the
rule. I fancy that six exceptions out of eight must prove
the rule the other way. It may be said that the assertion
that this is due to the National Policy, is only an assertion
on our side. I take that question up in this way: I say
there is a reason for all these changes, and if we trace
these reasons down we will see whether they are due
to the National Policy or not. If we look at the
Trade and Navigation Returns of these former years,
we find tIat we were importing six, seven and eight
millions of bushels of wheat-either wheat or flour-into
Canada, a wheat-producing country; we were importing
nearly one-third of our annual product, and we were
exporting at the same time a mneh larger quantity. But,
now, al that has changed, a duty bas been placed on the
importation of wheat, and it has decreased so that now
the importation of wheat and flour, instead of being eight
million busbels, is under two. Oar exports at first decreased,
naturally they would, we had not enough to fill our own
markets and, therefore, we had to fall off in our exports;
and hon. gentlemen would argue that that was an objeo-
tien to the National Policy, because, forsooth, it decreased
or import and deereased our export trade. Why, the
very object was to prevent the importation of things that
were a rival to our home productions, and the result of pre-
venting importation, the result of increasing home con-
semption, all tended to decrease in like manner the export
of the same articles. Now, we find that the National
Bolicy hms given good ground for another rise in price-it
bas imremsed our home consumption, we are producing more
and yet we are not exporting more; we are increasing our
home consumption, we have inereased our home production,
eur towns are larger, our cities are larger, and villages are
increasing in aumber. These cities, towns and villages
have to be supplied with bread from the farmers,
and every hon. gentleman will admit that the con-
sumption of breadstuffs must be greatly increased, But
we are told that the examples given by hon, gentlemen
on this side of the House in relation to the markets of the
preSent day ave wholly exceptional. A careful perusal of
al the reports of the markets, as given by the Globe, which
hon. gentlemen opposite no doubt wili accept as correct,
show t"at during the last eight years the prices, as between
Toronto and Buffalo, have been more frequently in favor of
Tronto than the other way. But I do not intend te go
over the ground in regard to those markets, because they
have been dealt with before; but I have what I consider a
market which affects the intereste of a part of the Provinoe
I represent, not only my own constitueney, but all that
portion of the Province similarly situated. I refer to that
portion of the Province situated on the shore of Lake Huron
and Georgian Bay, and what affects those counties must
aecessrily affect Ontario to a considerable extent.
I wrish, therefore, to rofer to the market of Chicago.
I take the market cf Ohicago as compared with the
market of Toronto, or, perhaps, what might be even
a more fitting comparison, with the market of Owen
Sound, between whieh there is water communication
and the cost of transportation is well known and firmly
established, and it is easy, therefore, to make a comparison.
I take årst the market of Toronto. We find on wheat there
is a difference between Chicago and Toronto of from 10 to
12 cents, the price in Chicago being that mach lower
on the average, not for a year or two, but for six or seven
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years, that it is so now and nocessarily will continue so long
as our present policy is in force. The coSt of transporta-
tion is noto ver 4 cents at the ontside. The cost from
Chicago to Owen Sound is from 2j to 3 cents and
the cost to Toronto may be placed at 4 cents, so
there is a difference of from 10 to 12 cents on wheat.
Oats in Chicago on an average stand 15 cents below
Toronto priaes, 12 cents being as near as it ever comes,
and I may say that it stands in exactly the same relation
to the market of Owen Sound, in fact it is very rarely
within 12 cents of that market. I would ask hon. gen-
tlemen opposite what would be the effect on the markets of
Owen Sound, Goderich, Sarnia or any places bordering on
the shores of Lake Huron or Georgian Bay if the duty
were taken off those two staple articles ? They could be
purchased in Chicago at 10 or 12 cents below our price,
and they could be delivered in our market for 3 or 4
cents per bushel, the natural consequence of which would be
a drop in our markets of about 10 cents a bushel all
round. That is only now prevented by the National Policy
by the imposition of the duty; remove the duty and Ameri.
eau eats would come into our harbors as they did in 1877.
I well recollect in the spring of that year when oats were
ranging in O wen Sound at 40 to 42 cents a bushel. Amer'-
can oats were brought in by schooner loads, and the resait
was that the price fell in one day from 40 cents to 28 cents.
Ali that section of coutry does not depend so much upon
the markets of Buffalo and New York or eveu the markets
of Liverpool for the price of grain. They are confined to
home consumption almost entirely, they have their markets
at their own doors. The whole of the noi thern country to
which they have access farnishes a large home market for
oats and coarse grains generally, and we have tc-day, not-
withstanding the duty, to compete with Americans in these
markets. I hold in my hand a letter from one John
Andrews, of Spanish River, in the employ of the Spanish
River Lumber Company. That gentleman writes to me,
not for the purposes of this debate, a letter unsolicited,
in which he asks to have a custom house established there,
and he gives figures, which I will take the liberty
of using. The three lumbering companies established
on Spanish River have imported during the last
year $13,000 of American goods in competition with
our Canadian goods. Those importations comprised
lumber supplies, pressed hay, oats, corn and pork.
We have to compete with the Americans there. We could
not seli one barrel of pork, one bushel of oats, we could not
aeli one bullock there if the duty was removed; that mar-
ket would be taken away from our farmers entirely, and
they would be placed upon the level they occnpied prior to
the adoption of the National Policy, and they would be
forced by necessity to seek distant markets. And it must
bu remembered that what would apply to this section of
the Province would apply with more or less effect to the
whole Province, and what affected Ontario would affect the
whole Dominion. During the navigation season last year
there passed through Owen Sound about 3,000,000 bushels
of western grain-When wheat in Chicago was 12
cents a bashel lower than in Owen Sound, and oats were
15 cents lower-they were fortunately passing through
in bond; but for the fact that they were in bond and that
we have a duty imposed of 10 cents per bushel on oats,
our oats would not have remained 15 cents a bushel
above Chicago price but on a par with it or at most
about 2 cents over. The local market on the north
shore can be reached by the Americans about as cheaply as
we can reach it, and itis the duty alone that keeps up pricos
upon those articles. I consider it is not a question as to
what hon, gentlemen on this side of the House or hon. gen-
tlemen opposite thought of reciprocity in the past, but it is
what the effect of reciprocity would be at the present time.
That is the question we have to consider-; it is the tive
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question, and it is immaterial as to whether we thought
reciprocity a benefit or otherwise ten or fifteen years ago.
How would it affect us at the present time, and what effect
would it have on our markets ? I am satisfied that the
introduction of wheat, and of oats, and of grain, free of duty
would lower the priees of those commodities in Canada, and
just in that conneetion let me ask what would become of
our pea crop ? The pea orop of the Province of Ontario is
considered one of the most valuable crops. It is true that
some farmers say it bas an objection, as the straw is
net Bo useful for many purposes as the straw of other
grain. But, on the other band, it is grown by many
farmers to clean their land, and grown upon naked
sod turned over for the first time when other crops there
would be by no means certain. Tks very best crops
of peas are grown in that way, and for our farmers,
generally, I believe it is a very good crop. What bas been
the effect of the western grain on the pea crop of the
northern and eastern States ? Why, it bas driven peas
out -of the eountry. Take any paper in America, and look
at the Detroit, Buflale and other American markets, and you
will find that they do not even mention the pea crop at ail.
What is the cause of that ? Those countries grew peas as
well as we do before the extensive cultivation of corn, but they
found that they could not produce peas to compete with corn.
They have not been able to compete with the western pro-
ducer of corn. The consequence is that the pea crop is
entirely annihilated, and in the event of the introduction of
American corn firee into Canada, what would become of
our Canadian pea crop ? It would vanish as the pea crop
of the northern and eastern States bas vanished. I ventured
to remark, a few moments ago, that in the researches of the
hon. gentlemen opposite for evidence in support of their
contentions, they have songht to present to the House not
ail the evidence in the case, but, like prejudiced detectives
who, having obtained what they considered a clue, they
follow up only one class of evidence and ignore the remain-
der. They even go to the extent of suppressing evidenco
wbieh will crop to the surface in spite of thom when it does
not suit their case. The hon. member for East Huron (Mir.
McMillan), in a very elaborate speech for which I give
him credit for having gone very carefully into his side of
the question, has set before us with great care ail the evi-
dence he could find to bolister up bis statement that the
National Policy was injurious to the Canadian producer.
fie enumerated a number of articles in support of bis con-
tention, and I will refer to those articles which he named.
He referred te horses, horned cattle, shoop, poultry, eggs,
potatoes, vegetables, straw, bay, barley, beans, apples and
wool. Strange, when ho ws seleting these that he should
omit other and far larger products of the farm. Strange,
that ho should have selected some which are more baga
telles; but stranger still that when ho was referring to
horned cattle he should have made an exception te themr as
regards the manner in which h. treated other articles. Hie
referred to poultry, eggs and potatoes by their value, as well
as al the other articles except horses. I did net notice in
particular whether ho gave us the value or number of herses,
but it is not very material. He tried te show that the trade
of the United States was far more important te the Cana.
dian farmer than the trade with Bngland, and selected
horned cattle as prool of this, but instead of referring to
values as ho did in the other cases he referred to numbers,
and when asked from this aide of the House: " What about
the values?" ho went off on a tangent, se te speak, upon
another subject, leaving the question of values unrevealed.
I will, therefore, try to supplement what the hon. gentleman
said in that respect by referring to the value of borned
catle as ho referred to the numbers. He wanted to show,
and be stated in plain language, that horned cattle exported
to-the States was 39 per cent., while te Great Britain the
perntage was 44. New, that may be a corrot calcula-
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tion as to numbers, but as te value it is entirely wrong.
The value of cattle, as taken from the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns, where the bon. gentleman got the values of
the other articles and the numbers of the horned cattle,
shows that the value of cattle exported to Great Britain
was $5,300,000, while the value of cattle exported from
Canada to the United States was only 8887,000, or instead
of being 39 per cent. on one side and 54 on the other, it
was 82 par cent. on one side and 13J on the other. I may
say that in value the export of horned cattle alone to lfng-
land was greater than the expert of ail the other articles ho
mentioned to the United States, except barley. Leaving
barley out of the table which be gave us, the value of cattle
exported to Great Britain was greater than the value of ail
the other articles ho reforred to. I do not think that it was
a fair selection te present to the House when he seleoted a
lot of trivial articles. Potatoes would rank pretty high
in the list, but Prince Edward Island gave almost the entire
quota of that expert. The other articles given bore as
evidenco of what a great boon trade with the United States
would bo wore trivial it value. As I said before when ho
referred to horned cattle ho spoke of numbers instead ot' value,
omitting to state that the value of that export to Great
Britain was greater than the value of ail the others. Why di:I
ho net give us the quantities of butter sent to Great Britain,
as compared with the United States? We find that we sent
$757,000 of butter to Great Britain, while we only ment
817,000 worth to the United States. Why did not the
hon, gentleman refer to cheese, wheu ho was dealing with
cattle, and the other various products of the tarin ? Because
he would have to admit that we export to Groat Britain
$7,065,000 worth, while to the United States we only
exported 830,000 worth. Why did ho not refer to oats ?
Because ho would have to admit that wo exported 8509,000
worth to Great Britain as against $12,000 worth to the
United States. Why did ho not rofer to peas ? Because ho
would have to admit that thore were $2,000,000 exported to
Great Britain as against $300,000 worth to the United
States. Vhy did he not refer to wheat ? Because he would
have te admit that, there were 84,2i8,000 worth sent to
England, and only $265,000 worth te the United States.
I think that whon hon. gentlemen opposite profess to give
evidence they have obtined in this matter, and when they
profess to seek their evidence they should give us the whole
truth. The hon. member for North Wellington (Eir. Mc-
Kullen) also gave us some strange information. He gave
us bore a quota, which must be from imagination, because
if a farmer produces the articles and the quantities that ho
says ho produces on a 70-acre farm ho must be an aston-
ishing farmer, and ho must deal in grains and articles
entirely difforent to other farmers. He gave us a story
about a colt, one yoke of steers, twelve lambs, three hun-
dred bushels of barley, five tons of hay and thirty bubels
of potatoes. Strange, very strange indeed, that that farmer
had no wheat; strange, very strange indeed, that he had
no oats ; most extraordinary for an Ontario farmer that ho
had no peas and no pork. I think that farmer must be in
the land speculation business, and net a genuine farmer.
But ho said that on that colt ho would have got $20 more.
How so ? What proportion of our herses go te the United
States ? The bon. member for East Huron tells us that
that there were 18,779 horses exported from Canada, or
about one to every 60 voters in the country ; or, to be
generous to him, give two votes for every farmer and it
would mean that one farmer in every 30 bas one horse
to export. Now, we are told we muast pay the duty
on them. If we had the United States only as
our market for horses, and there were no cities
in Canada furnishing markets for the surplus of our farmers,
then only would we pay the whole duty. The question
who pays the duty is who seeks the market. ln some
cses it is difficuit to apply that rale, but when it is
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properly applied the answer will be correct in every case.
Will the hon, gentleman tell us that this country produces
only 18,000 horses in the year ? By no means. Our
farmers do not go into horse-breeding by any means as a
paying business. Horses are bred in Canada more as a
luxury than for making money, and the farmers go into
that businees in so small a way that they do not count the
cost; but any farmer who has attempted it on an extensive
scale bas come to the conclusion that it does not pay. Still,
18,000 horses for the whole Dominion of Canada are a more
bagatelle compared with.-the number our farmers raise in
their own economical way, therefore it is unfair to say that
the Canadian farmer in all cases pays the duty on horses.
I think it was at Rochester that Mr. Wiman told the
Americans: "You pay $150 for a horse, and but for the
duty you would get it for $120." At Dufferin Lake he
told the same story, applied to the Ontario farmer: "It is
true, you sell your horse for $120, and but for duty yon
would get $150." I leave Mr. Wiman to settle with Mr.
Wiman which is right. But isolated cases can never decide
this question. We find there is but this small surplus, and
it is not fair for any hon, gentleman to say that we must
pay the whole of that duty when the surplus is so insignifi.
cant. The hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
McMullen) said one yoke of steers sold at $40. Well, were
those steers exported to the United States ? Usually, fat cat-
tie, which are fit for exportation, are sent to England-85,000,-
000 worth of them, as against 880,000 worth to the United
States. Ii it fair to represent that those cattle, which are sold
to the butcher and slaughtered in a town within a few miles
of where they were raised, and consumed by the inhabitants
of that town, are charged with any duty ? The National
Policy bas done a great deal to increase the local market
for beef. l the town I have the honor to reprosent, and
the country surrounding it, there has been a very good
market for fat cattle during the last eight years, the prices
having ranged higher than the Toronto prices during those
years. At the same time we had cattle coming from Toronto
and passing through our tOwn for shipment to the north,
and we had the Canadian Pacific Railway in course of con-
struction, and various other circumstances to improve the
price. I do not claim all the benefit of the increased prices
in those localities for the National Policy; I state frankly
that the construction of the railway and the development
of the North-West country gave us a much larger market,
but the National Policy enabled us to compote with the
Americans. Consider the quantity of cattle bhipped from
Duluth and other American ports to Port Arthur and
there distributed all along the line of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. The railroad gave us the market, and the
National Policy preserved it to a very great extent to the
farmers of Ontario. The farmer mentioned by the hon.
gentleman had 12 lambs. In all probability they were
raised in North Wellington and were slaughtered in the
adjoining towns. Is it fair, thon, to say that any duty was
paid on them ? Then ho spoke of the question of barley.
Strange, very strange indeed, from my knowledge of North
Wellington, that in that county the only grain the farmers
raised to sell was barley, in a county which seldom can pro-
duce the grade of barley which is in demand in the United
States, and for which a high price is paid there. But this
farmer had five tons of hay, a very large quantity, and we
are to suppose that ho shipped that hay from North Wel-
lington to the United States, and paid the duty on it. Is it
fair to assume that any portion of that hay was exported ?
We know that hay cannot be shipped any great distance.
We find that in towns 20 miles apart, there is often a
difference of $2 per ton in the price of hay. I have known
a local crop in the neighborhood of a town to decrease the
price there. Therefore, in the article of hay, the farmers

ave to rely almost entirely on the immediate home mar-
ket. Thon ho had thirty bushels of potatoos. I will not
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occupy the time of the Houge in going over more of these
details, but I say that of the $70 duty which the hon.
member for North Wellington taxed his farmer with, in
al[ probability there was not a cent of duty paid. If hon.
gentlemen desired to be fair in comparing the Canadian
trade with the Unitel States with our trade with
Great Britain, they would have found figures readily
at hand in the Trade and Navigation Returns. If they look
into our trade in agricultural products, they will find that
out of a total of $18,000,000 exports, only $7,000,000
worth went to the United States. They will find that
in animais and their products, out of a total export
of $21,000,000 only 87,000,000 worth went to the United
States and nearly 817,000,000 to Great Britain and other
countries. In theproducts of the fisheries they will find
that out of a total export of $6,800,000, we send only
$2,700,000 to the United States. So that in their compari-
sions, hon. gentlemen opposite have not been fair in
presenting the evidence as the nature of the case requires.
I agree heartily in the opinion that the discussion on this
question should be entered into dispassionately and a calm
consideration should be given to the evidence on both aides.
I quite agree with hon. gentlemen opposite that on the deci-
sion of this question depends the future of Canada. I am
willing to admit that our very existence is at stake.
and that we are called on to decide whether we will continue
to deal here with our own finances, or whether we are to
look to the White House at Washington for the direction
of our fiscal policy. I do not intend to go very deeply into
the statistics 1 had prepared, as at this late hour I do not
think it would be wise to further trespass upon the time of
the House I admit that, in 1878, I looked upon reciprocity
as of very great value to this country; I wilt aimit that up
to a year or so ago, when this great question was first
brought prominently to my attention, I was inclined to
think that reciprocity would be of great service to our
agricultural population. I was inclined to think that the
resolutions uf our statutes should be carried out to the letter,
and reciprocity to the fullest extent in natural products be
entered into. I, therefore, entered on the search for
evidence with the same preconceived ideas that hon. gentle.
men opposite have on this subject, but I did not shut my
eyes to the evidence on the other side, and the resuit
has been that the more I have searched into that
matter, the more I have compared the markets of this
country with those of the United States, the more I have
compared the position of the farmers of this country with
that of the farmers of the United States, the more I have
been convinced that the duty on our natural products is
necessary and important in the interests of the farmers of
Ontario. As early as 1874, the Hon. George Brown, in pre-
senting the Canadian memorandum, in conjunction with Sir
Edward Thornton, admitted that the result of the repeai of
the Reciprocity Treaty had not been an unmixed evil. He
referred especially to such products as wheat, flour and
provisions, of which the United States have a surplus as
well as Canada, and he said the effect of the United States
putting on a duty on these articles had been to turn Cana-
dian products through Canadian channols, and to force the
people of Canada to fincd markets in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, the West Indies, and Great Britain, via Canadian
routes, instead of the same markets via N ew York and
Boston. He went on to say that althoegh it had a
disastrons effect upon our traffio with the United
States for a time, yet that during the seven
years which had elapsed thon since the abroga-
tion of the treaty, our exports had rewchel the sum
of $235,000,000, or $75,000,000 more than the highest
amount they had reached during the existence of the treaty,
What has been the effect since? We find that what was
true then is true now; we have found more profitablemar-
kets for our products and an easier mothod of roaching
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them. Then the National Policy came to our assistance
and gave us a home market, which is the beet market of all,
bocause it bringe the consumer and the producer oloser to.
gether, and the nearer you can bring the consumer to the
producer, the better it is for both. I have occupied more
time than I .intended, but before taking my seat, I will just
briefiy refer to some of the arguments, or rather assertions,
that have been advanced by bon. gentlemen opposite in
favor of commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity, or
whatever they may choose to call it. They tell us that the
country is not prosperous, and what remedy do
they propose ? They propose a policy that would
lower the prices of our natural products and ruin our
cattle trade, which we have been at such great expense
in creating. They propose a policy that would destroy
our cheese and butter trade with Great Britain, that would
close our factories, that would depopulate our cities, towns
and villages, that would destroy our home market and
render less profitable farming operations in this country.
They tell us that our population is leaving us, but how do
they propose to keep it bore ? They propose a policy that
would assist the United States in offering greater induce-
ments to our young men to cross the border; they propose
a policy that would increase the trade of the United States,
that would build up their cities, and hold out a greater bait
to our young men to leave this country. They would open
the door for a larger exodus, they would close our factories,
they would turn our men out oi employment, they would
shut down every manufacturing industry in the country,
they would drive out the people whom we are now trying
to retain-that is the remedy that they propose for the evil
which they say now exists in our population leaving
us. They tell us that our farmers sell their produce low,
and they would open all our ports so that the cheap
produce of the United States could pour in all along our
border, in consequence of the cheap carrying trade which is
now established, so that the market of Chicago would be the
ruling market for the Province of Ontario. Tbey tell us that
we are cursed with combines, and they calmly propose to
cast us helpless into the lap of the mother of combines.
They tell us that our railways are only paying 1i per cent.
on their investment, and they would turn the course of
our trade and tap our railways at every point, se
that even the Ij per cent. profit would be turned into
loss and ruin. Some of them tell us that our manufac-
turers are monopoliste and are rolling in wealth; others
tell us that they are not prospering. What thon ? We
will take the view that they are rolling in wealth. If that
is an evil, will that be bettered ? How do they propose to
remedy that ? Destroy them. Let in the Americans.
Let in wealthier manufacturers. Destroy those that we
have, because they are rolling in wealth. But, if we take
the other view, that they are not prospering, what do they
propose to do ? Adopt a poicy which would drive men
from our cities, take away our home trade, destroy our
manufactures, close up our factories, silence our looms,
close every forge in the country, in faet ruin our country
in order to add to the manufactures of our neighbors iacross
the border. 1 do not think any such remedies are called
for. I do not think it is necessary for us to seek such
assistance or to go begging to the United States to take us
in. I think we have a glorious country of our own, and I
might quote the remarks of the Rev. Father Coffey on that
subject, in which he says:

I fear not to call myself an admirer of Americs and American insti-
tutions. But while I do admire America, while I revere her people, and
glory in her history and her achievements, I cannot forget that in the
22 years of national lite that Canada has already enjoyed, this great
thongh youthful country has made a progres, moral and material,
without parallel in the world's history. & * * Not even the American
republic with its proud record of development and progress can point to
so many and such gigsntic aehievements as Canada has in .o short a
time aecomplished. of this country we have every reasou te feel proud,
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To Canada we owe a debt of loyalty and devotion that cannot be too
fully repaid. We have a country with free institutions, with every pro-
tection for aIl classes of citizens, with civil and religions liberty
guaranteed to every section of the population, and its people in the
enjoyment of a fairer distribution of wealth than obtaine in any other
portion of the world. Before the rising generation of Oanada devolves
the duty of doing its utmost to make Oanada that which God and nature
intended it should be-a truly great nation. A great nation muet
Oanada become if its people continue to prove true to the Oanadian
principles that lie at the foundation of aIl true growth and progress.
That they will so prove le my firm belief as it certainly is the sincere
trust and prayer of every lover of this brave land-the crown and the
glory of the proud and fearless north."

I think it is a spirit sncb as that, to love and praise our
country, that we should endeavor to oultivate. We should
enhance the value of our country at home and abroad, and
not cry out ruin and desolation, and point to our weak
points ; but hon gentlemen opposite are prone to point to
all our failinge, to all our icesses and misfortunes, and at
the same time they are prone to praise all the benefits of
our neighbors across the border. If they muet praise one
country and depreciate the other, in the name of all that is
sacred why do they not sound the praises and tell the
bonefits of our Canadian homes, and point to the discre-
pancies and the drawbacks of the Americans ? But no,
they tell us of the wheat fields of Dakota, and they do not
tell us of the blizzards and the cyclones. They telt us of
the rich pastures of another State, but they say noth-
ing of the drought and the grashopper. But, when they
speak of Canada, it is only upon the evils that they can
dwell, it is only the losses and the discouraging features
of the case that thoy refer to. If they could but unite,
as it is the duty of all loyal Canadians to unite, in pressing
everywhore the claims of the country in which they
live, so that in every land our praises may be set forth,
we would not have the portrait of any bon. member of
this flouse forming the frontispioce of an Amorican
immigration pamphlet. We have many communities and
many nationalities in our land, and all we want is that a
united stand should be made. All we want is for the men of
every Province and of every nationality in the varions
Provinces to unite firmly and to press forward the general
work in the interests of the prosperity of our common coun-
try. If they will do that, Canada cannot fail to prosper,
Canada muet prosper. She is a land of rich resources, she
is inhabited by noble races. W hy, thon, should she not
prosper ? Lot

"En glish, Irish, Seotch and French together here combine
To emulate the deeds their aires have doue in Auld Laug Syne;

Letla iay their failings ail aside, their virtae and trth maintain,
AnS inl this new Dominion they shall brinir forth fruit again.

Then as long as the old St. Lawrence rollo its course towards the ses,
So long shall Canada remain the glorious and the free."

Mr. BOWMAN. I do not intend to occupy the attention
of the House at any great length at this late stage 0f the
debate, but I desire to give some reasons which influence
me in voting for the resolution of my hon. friend the mem-
ber for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). Before
doing that, I desire to refer to some of the statements which
have been made by the last speaker. He made some very
extraordinary statements or, at least, they seemed so to me.
He said that formerly, before we had the National Policy,
the Liverpool market regulated the price of wheat, but that
now the National Policy regulates the price of wheat. If
the National Policy hai secured for our farmers a market
sufficient to absorb the entire product of our wheat, the hon.
gentleman's statement might have had some shade or
shadow of truth in it, but from the Trade and Navigation
Returns we find that we export some five million bushels
of wheat and 500,000 barrols of flour, and, as long as we
export wheat and flour-it does not matter whether we
export two million bnshels, or five million bushels, or
ton million bushels-so long as we have an export
trade the foregn market must regulate the price.
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Then he seemed to be very much exercised with the idea
that, it unrestricted trade were adopted with the United
States, it would annihilate the pea crop of the farmers. I
do not exactly see how that result would follow. Then ho
tries to point out what he alleges to be the weakness in the
argument of the hon. member for East Huron (MIr. Mac.
donald), when he stated that 45,7)5 cattle were exported
last year to the United States. According to the idea of
the hon. member for North Grey (Mr. Masson) the hon.
member for East Huron should have given the amount
realised for these cattle instead of the number; because the
amount realised por hoad for the cattle exported to the
United States was not as great as the amount realised por
head for the cattle exported to Great Britain, ho thought
there was a weakness in the argument. Now, 1 know from
certain knowledge that the cattle which we exported to the
United States were mostly grass cattle, were store cattle,
cattle that wore exported for feeding purposes. Why did
our farmers export those cattle ? Because they found it
more profitable to export their peas and barley intead of
feeding it to the cattie, and if we had free trade with the
United States in raw products, so that our farmers could
obtain cheap corn as they did formerly under th Reciprocity
Treaty, thon they could have sold thoir barley and peas
and they could have bougbt cheap corn and fattened these
cattle and sent them to Great Britain and secured a much
greater price for them. Another statement of thb hon.
gentleman was that it is a great advantage for our farmers
and others to be able to sell our products in the neare8t
market. He laid down the principle that the nearer you
can bring the producer and theconsumer together, the bet-
ter it wilil be for both. Now, that is exactly what we are
proposing to do in trying to get reciprocal trade with the
United States. We desire to bring the consumer and the
producer as near together as we possibly can. Now, with-
out referring any further to the arguments of that hon.
gentleman, I will proceed to state to the House some of the
ideas which present thomselves to my mind on this question.
The question of free trade between Carnda and the tJnited
States has ocenpied the attention of the people of this coun
try to a very large extent over since the abrogation of the
last Reciprocity Treaty. I thirk both political parties in
this House and in the country arc agreed that it is highly
desirable that we should have fi eer trade relations with the
United States than we have at present. It seemis to me
that the only difference of opinion which exists is as to the
form which these trade relations ought to take, as to the
extent to which we ought to secure free trade with the
United States. Well, if we could secure reciprocity in raw
products, if we could gain free access to the United

tates for our farmers, our miners, our lumbermen, our
fishcrmen, and all the producers of raw materiais,
that, in my opinion, would satisfy to a very large extent
the desire for free trade in the Dominion of Canada. But
the Government of the United States, as I understand it,
have clearly and distinctly told us that for the prosent, at
all events, they will not trade with us on that basis, and
consequently it is our duty to see whether wo can find some
other basis on which they will be willing to trade with us.
Failing to secure free trade in raw products, the strong
desire which exists in this country for some kind of trade
relations with our neighbors, has given rise to the discussion
of several other projects. One sebome which bas been dis.
cussed during the past year is known by the name of
commercial union or Zolîverein, and the proposal now
before the bouse is known under the name of unrestricted
reciprocity-free trade, without the complications which
might arise in connection with commercial union. Under
commercial union, as I understand it, the tariff to be levied
upon foreign goods would have to be agreed upon between
the two coun tries, it would necessarily have to be a uniform
tariff. but under unrestricted reoiprocity, as proposed
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by the resolution of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). that is net neces
sary. Under that arrangement Canada can levy ber
own tariff, and the people of the United States can levy
such a tariff as would suit them. The tariff would net ne-
cessarily require teobe equal, and consequently our revenue
would not have teobe interfered with se much as some hon.
gentlemen would have us believe. The principal objection
urged by bon. gentlemen opposite against this scheme of
unrestricted recipro3ity ls that, as they allege, it will lead
te annexation. That seems te be their strongest position.
They declare, one and all, that it would lead te anneration.
Now, if I believed for a single moment that it would have
that effect I would hesitate before I voted for it, but I do
net believe it would have that effect. I do not believe that
it would have a tendency in the slightest degree te produce
an annexation sentiment in the Dominion of Canada. Let
us examine this statement for a few moments. No doubt
hon, gentlemen are ail aware that immediately preceding
the introduction of the Reciprocity Treaty in 1854, there
ex sted in Canada a ve-y considerable feeling in faver of an-
nexation among certain classes, but se soon as a reciprocity
treaty was adopted, se soon as we obtained free trade in
raw products with the United States, that feeling died away
and we heard nothing more of it. Now, then, if, during the
twelve y ears from i154 te 1866 the farmers of Canada had free
trade with the United States without becoming annexation.
ists, the lumbermen had free trade with the LJnited States
without becoming annexationists, the fishermen had free
trade with the United States without becoming annexation.
ists, the miners had free trade, and our artisans had the be-
nefit of free trade, indirectly, through the greater prosperity
of the far mers upon whom they are dependent for their pros-
perity, while our laborers have always been permitted te
transfer their skill and their labor from eone side of the line te
the other free, and they have net become annexationists-if
all the>e classes whieh I have enumerated, constituting
by far the larger proportion of the population-I think I am
quite within the mark when I say that they constitute
three-fourths of our entire population-if such a large pro-
portion of our population had free trade before, and did net
bec me annexa tionists, why should they become such now ?
Thon the question arises, Who are going te become annexa-
tionists undur this arrangement ? From wh _t classes are
the annexationists te corne? There is only one other class
left, and that is the petted and pampered manufacturers,
those who have been enabled, during the past eight
or ton years under the operation of the policy of
hon. gentlemen opposite, to enrich themselves at the
expense of the public, they are the only class left-and I
do net believe that any considerable proportion of that
class would become annexationists if these special advant-
ages were withdrawn from them, and they were placed
upon the common level of ordinary business men. It seems
te me that we have net been so successful as we oould have
wished in establishing interprovincial trade between the
different Previnces; although we have expended large sums
with a view te secure that result. Unfortunately for
Canada its fertile sections are situated se far apart, the
geographical difficuties are se great, that we bave not been
as suocessful in cultivating interprovincial trade as we
would desire. Those geographical difficulties do net exist
between Canada and the United States. Our American
neighbors ought teobe our most profitable oustomers under
any arrangement such as is proposed by this resolution, and
it is quite clear that the nearer we cau bring the customer
te the producer the botter it will be for both parties, and
trading with our near neighbors is more profitable and
more sersible than trying te find markets lying at a greater
distance. The cost of transporting our gooda or products
te consumers in the United States is not so great as
transporting them to more distant 0ountries and returns
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are obtained more readily. Dealers can meet from ti me t
time and arrange matters with regard to trade, anc
the difficulties which exist in connection with trading with:
distant countries do not prevail to the same extent with a
country lying nearer home. The benefit and the greai
convenience of trading with our near neighbors is illustratec
by our coal trade. We have endeavored by carrying coa
from Nova Scotia to Quebec and Ontario, even at a loss, to
encourage that trade, but in spite of ail that has been done
to foster the trade, Ontario has ail along brought her coai
from the United States because the cost of transportation is
less, and it was more convenient to purchase that artiole
from our rtar neighbors. Bat the Minister of M.rie tried
to controvert the argument made ou this aide of the IHi-e
in favor of trade with our near neighbors by trying to show
that the nearer market was not in many instances the
best maiket, and another statement made by that hon.
gentleman was that our most profitable trade can be donc
with those nations which do not produce at ail or only in
limited quantities the articles we have to sell. I do not
tbink that always follows. The hon. gentleman referred to
France, ai d stated that if the near market was the bast
France ought to be the best customers for British goods and
by implication he stated that tbe distant market of India and
other foreign countries was more profitable for British produc-
tions. I find by the Stateemen's Year Book of 1885, that the
trade ofGreat Britain with France, a nation which compotes
to a very great extent with Great Britain in foreign market@
in manufactured goods-the importa from France to Great
Britain in 1883 were 8190),000,000, while the exports from
Great Britain bo France were $85,00,),000, or the exports
from Great Britain to France amounted to 82.25 per head,
while the exports to India were only 86 cents par head,
taking the population at the lowest number given in the
census returns. Thon take two other countries lying very
near to Great Britain, Beigium and Holland. Those coun-
tries are among the most profitable and largest customers
for British goods, and there is this remarkable circumstance
connected with those countries, that Belgiun and Holland
seem to manufacture and produce precisely the saine class
of goods which they purchase to a very large extent from
Great Britain. I find that Belgium, a country tying
very near to Great Britain, with a population ot
five millions and three-quarters, exported to Great
Britain in 1883, $80,000,000 worth and took in ex-
change from Great Britain 840,000,000 worth or 87
per head for the whole population. Holland, with a
population of four millions and a quarter, exported
$124,010,000 worth and took British goods in exchange to
the extent of $45,000,000 worth, or $11 per head. So
those countries lying near to Great Britain, and producing
even the same classes of goods, were purchasers to the
amounts of 87 and $11 per head, according to the popula-
tion respectively. There is one very remarkable feature
connectewith the.trade between Great Britain and those,
two countries, a feature which I think has some bearing
upon the trade, which we think can be done under reci.
procal trade between Canada and the United States. I
find, f9x ingtanoe, that Belgium exported to Great Britain
wool1en yarns to theamount of 8,7,000,000, and that Groat
Britain in return sold to Bolgium in 1883 woollen goods
to the value of $6,000,000. Belginm, during the same
yesg, sold to Great Britain flax and cotton goods to
thQ value of $6,500,000, and Great Britain in return
sold to Belgium $11,000,000 worth of cotton gods. I
fiad also th.at Belgiun sold to Great Britain in the same
year iron goode to the value af $3,500,000 and Great Britain
sold to Belgium in return iron goods to the amount of
82,100,000. So the House will seen that there exista between
those two countries a very large reciprocal trade in the
class ofmanufactured goods which both countries produce ;
so it, doea not fQllow that we can always seil most profitably
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to the country which does not manufactur e or produce the

1 goods we have to soll. The tra Ie between Ureat Bri'ain and
Iolland is of the same character. IIlani expoed to
Great Britain iron and steel goods to the value of $Q,o 00 0,
and Great Britain sold back to Holand 85500,0à) worth. I

I find also that Io!land sold Great Britain woollen goods to
I the value of $8,00Joo00, and Great Blritain sold ba k to Hol

land $6,30d00. worth of the same kind of giods during the
saMe year. Holland sold to Great Britain 81,0o0,000

l worth of cotton goods, and Great Bitain sold to
IIolland $13,500,Oo0 worth. So here are couitries lyirg
near to Great Britain, manuiacturing tho same k, d
of g oods as Great Britain, and thoe two nati mia

eehange the sameu kind of goods to a vory large extent,
And if that cati Uc doîe botween t 1se w , counitries I do
not see any r'eason why wo M t in t)iin i oft' Cantal,
under reciprocal free trade with tho Unitud States, should
not be able to sell a large quantity of m'tnufactured goods to
our neigh bors as well as to purchaqo from then. I think,
Mr. Speaker, that it is admitted by overy one that fro trade
with the United Statos in the proucio of the fari, would
be of great benetit to the cla4s of our people engaged in
that industry. I think it is adimitted hy overy oito tbat
our farmers would be largely beretited by froelon of trade
between Canada and the United States IL is, I believe, a
tact, which cannot bo deuiid, that the British market is not
as valuable at the present moment to our farmers aq it was
five years ago, and I think if we take into corsideration the
large increase in the pro luet:on ofwheatand cattle in other
countrirs of the world whiAi lias takon placa Inring tbe
past tive years, we must come t, the conclusion that
the depreciation in the value of the British market to
our farmer, has become permanent. Therefore, i think,
it is the duty of this House and of the Government
to secure as valuiable a mairket for our farmers with
our American neighbors ias is possible. hSven under
present circumstances and with a heavy duty against us
our farmers soli a very large pronortion of their products
in the American market. I find fron the Trade and Navi-
gation Returns thut in 1878 wo sold 13,S51 bead of cattie
toour neighbors, in 1880 the nunber had risen, to 2 t,i7,
in 1885 it had i ,creaed t- 3019, :nd i issu wo 'xported
45, :65. Again in 1886 we exported 18,225 hormes and
36P,016 sheep, and poultry to the value of 898,7 19. Of
,ggs we exported 13,000,000 dozen, valued at $1,821,364;
wool, $ 1,297,876; of barley we sent 9,437,000 bushels;
peas, 40à,000 bushels; andpotatoes, 1,276,000 bushels. Now,
if our fariers can find their best market in the United
States for such a large proportion of their products with a
heavy duty against them, I think we have every reason to
believe that they would soli them to much botter advartage
if the duty were remved, and to show you still lurtber the
value and importance of the Amorican market to our far-
mers I would just quote our total export from the
Dominion to the United States last year. They were
as follows:-Ontario exported $20,271,000 ; Quebec ex-
ported 84,394,000 ; Nova Scotia exported $8,733,000; New
Brunswick, 81,763,000; Prince Hitward Island, 8667,000;
Manitoba, $8 12,000; British C'lurubia, $2,230,000, making
a total export from the Dominion to tho United States of
$3i2,Z73,033, as against $38,714,3i1 to Great Britain. So that
you sec, Mr. Speaker, that even under present circumstances
the Ameriean market is quite as important as the British
market to our farrmer. Now thea, the question comes up
if the daty were removed, and if we were to secure fIre
trade with the Unittd Stales, wouldt the price of the pro-
ducas of the farm increase at the tama tino, or would the
taking off of the duty reduce the price so that the farmrr
would get no more thaa ho does now. If it can be shown
that the removat of the duty woukl not enhanco the price
to our farmers, thon thore is no pract.cal object in gettirg
the duty removed. I think it could be clearly sho wn that
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the removal of the duty would not reduce the value of our from the ban companies much more Iargely than they did
products in the Unitd States market, and that consequently five years ago. Until within the past two years it was im-
our farmers would just get as much more, or nearly as possible for any of the ban companies to secure a ban in
much more, as the duty amounts to. I find frorn the the north riding of Waterloo. I amn onnected with a coi-
United States statistics that the farmers of that country pany in Waterloo, which ]ends money te a pretty large ex-
produced last year 61,000,000 bushels of barley, and that tout, and until very recently we were unable to seoure any
we sold to them 9,000,000 bushels. Now then, does bans werth speaking of in our neighborhood; but within
anyone pretend to say that if the duty were taken off the the last twe years we have placed more bans on farrns in
9,000,000 bashels exported to the United States it would car immediate neighberhooci than we did for ten years be-
have the effect of reiucing the price of the 61,000,000 fore. The roason ofthat is quite plain. While our farmers
bushels on the other side. The people of the United States were getting better prices than they are now, they always
require not oily their own production but they require our had p!enty of meney, and there is no part of the country
9,000,000 bushels as well, and consequently I do not believe where the farmers bave as much money as they have in
that the price of barley would be reduced by a single cent North Waterloo. Previens to the great reduction in prices
per bushel if the duty were removed. Then speaking of they had so mach money that they were accustomed to
our horscs. There is a very large demand for horscs in lend it Vo naighboring farmers who wanted to borrow; but
the United States. I thirk I an quite within the maik during the last two years they have net had any te lend,
when I say that ut least '5 eut of every 100 horses sold in and the consequence is that the farmers Who need money
the Uni.ed States are raised by the American farmer, and, bave te go te the Joun companies for it. On this point I
as everyone knows, there is no duty against their own witl just read a single extiact from the Trade Review pub-
horses. Tne remaining five out of every 100 is exported lished at Montreal:
from Canada to the United States. Suppose the duty were "Lt cannot but be coucladed that Ontario le po.seseed of that i-
to be taken off the horses exported from Canada to the portant element, an enterprising population; but omparing the two
States, does anyone pretend to say that the taking off of the periods, 1873.79 and 1879-85, it le found that the ratecayere iu rural

dutylro li fiv heseseutof eery100soldthee wuldmunicipalities increased by 4e,367, or 16J per cent ti 1873-79, and oalyduty from the five horses out of every 100 sold there would 3,360, or 4 in 1879-5. For the two periodte are of sseed
have the effect of reducing the price on tho remainiog 95 lands in 1873 79 increaeed by 1,001,233 acres, or 5 per cent.; in 1879 85,
raised in their own country. I do not think it would have by 622,978 acres, or 3 per cent. It may and must etrike tha reader that
that effect. The demand for horses and the price for horses the compais bi ofhilbenm d ts i h
would remain the same in the United States, and the result
would be that our farmers would get from $20 to $30 more The emigratien ofour people Vo the United States is another
for every horse exported to our neighbors. Even if the question whioh bas been considerably discussed during tus
Canadian farmer did not get the whole benefit of the debate, aud I think iV is admitted on both sides that the emi-
removal of the duty, it is quite clear that the 8.0 or $30gratien las been for years past and stili1 very large-mnch
duty wouldCbe divided betwoen the farmer and the trader, larger than any cf us desire te see. I think it is generally
and I think the farmer would get by far the larger share. adritted that the adoption ef reciprocal free trade with the
Now, it has been alleged by soie speakers on this side of United StaVes would benefit every clasof people in this
the ouse that, in consequence of the reduction in the Dominion, except, as some hon. gentlenen opposite ailege,
market price of the farmers' produce, the price of land in our manufacturers. It is stated by the opponents cf tus
Canada bas fallen within the last five years. It seems to me resolition that our manufacturing industries would be wipe 1
that it is hardly necessary to discuss this question. Every- eut, as they coald net compete wii thoseoetVe Unitd
one who has investigated the maLter for himself in his ownStates-tht the resaitcf the adoption of tus pelicy would
neighborhood, cannot help but come to the conclusion that be that car markets would be filled with American goods,
the price of farming land has depreciated very consider- and that we weuld noV ho able te soit an equal quantity
ably during the past five years. My own observation leands among car American neiglbors. Now, if I believed that t
me irresistibly to that conclusion. It is evident that the would have the efleet of wiping out our manufactaring
loaning companies of the Province of Ontario do not industries, or even serioasly injaring then, I woald net
loan as large an amount per acre on farm property te-day cast my vote in its favor, bocause I quite agrein the i.
as they did five years ago, for the reason that they know portance et having manufacturers in ocircoutry as webl as
very well that farms are not worth as much in the marketfarmors. But 1 arn inclined te the opinion that it would
as they formerly were. lu my own county of Waterloo, net seriously injure any considerable namber ef our
where farming lands have held their value better than i manufacturers, wbule 1 believo it would bonefit a great
most other counties, there is a very considerable deprecia- Many. One hon. gentleman, I tiink it was the hon.
tion in the values of farms. I know of one farm, for in- momber for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart), said thiB after-
stance, in the township of Wellesley, which was sold two noon that ho wu satisfied that at least 99 eut cf every
years ago for $5,500, and about two months ago it was sold huudred cf the manufacturera iu tus Dominion were op.
again for $4,200, not by a forced sale, but on very favorable posed te reiproity with the United States.
terms. I know another in the township of Wallace, which Mr. TAYLOR. Se they are.
was valued by competent valuators five years ago at $9,000,
and which was sold tvo months ago for $7,300. I know of Mr. BOWMAŽ. I do net agree with tut statemeut. I
a considerable number of farms in my own riding wiih believe quite a respectable number cf our icht intelligent,
could have been readily sold five years ago, but for which our most progressive, our most enterprisiug and snecessful
purchasers cannot now be found at the old figure, so tht manufacturerare iu favor cf this resobution. [have iad
their owners, being unwilling to reduce the price, are se opportunities cf aoqaainting myseif with the opinions
unable to sell them. Some of the speakers who have prc- cf the manufacturers cf my own riding; and I think that I
ceded me have dwelt considerably on the question of theam qute within Vie mark when I say that there are ne two
prosperity of our farmers. It is alleged by hon. gentlemen twns cf the same size iu tie Dominion in whioh there are
opposite that our farmers are just as prosperous now ass largo a number ef canufacturiug establishments lu oper-
they were ten years ago. I do not agree with that state- aion as there are in tie towns cf Borlu and Waterloo. Our
ment. I think we have very conclusive evidence all around manufacturera, as a rule, have been very suocessf a, more
us that our farmers are not as prosperous as they were suceessful, periaps, than they have been in sore other parts
five or ton years ago. I know that in my own county 1 of tie country, and I arnhappy to be ablo te inform this
our farmers are under the necessity of borrowing money flouse thst some cf theniat loast, are in favor of tus pro
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position. It is quite natural, however, that some of our
manufacturers in my part of the country should be opposed

- to this resolution just as they are in other parts of the
country, but we have in my riding a large number of millers
who believe that under reciprocily they could compete with
the United States millers in their own markets. Take the
town of Waterloo as a centre. Within a radius of
twelve miles of that town there are no less than twenty
flour mills, some of very large capacity. A number of
them are owned by some of the most enterprising and pro-
gressive millers of the Dominion, who were the first to in
troduce the new process of milling, and who sold a large
quantity of flour to our American neighbors during the
period when the Reciprocity Treaty was in force, and even
during the earlier years of the protective tariff. Of these
twenty millers, i know that at least fifteen are strongly in
favor of reciprocity with the United States. Then we
have two factories in the town of Waterloo, who manu-
.facture agricultural implements on a pretty large scale. I
have not taken the trouble to ascertain the views of the
proprietors of one of them, but the leading proprietor of
the other told me a few days ago that he was quite wiliing
to accept reciprocal free trade with the United States, as
ho could sell his wares among our neighbors to a much
larger extent than he can at home. Then we have in
Waterloo one of the most successful and largest woollen
manufactories in the Dominion of Canada. It mey sound
like boasting of the capacity of our own people, but I will
say that thore is not another woollen factory in this Do-
minion, the proprietors of which have made as much money
on their capital invested as have the proprietors of this
Waterloo establ;shment. Its president and foreman, on
two occasions, visited some of the leading factories
of the United States, examined thoir machinery,
mothods of operation, cost of management, and products,
and they both declared most emphatically that they are
fully prepared to compete with the United States manufac-
turers. The prosident said to me a few days ago: Give me
access to the American markets, and I will then run four
factories just as well as I do one now. Another enterpris.
ing and successful firm in Berlin, Messrs. Brown & Erb, is
engaged largely in upholstering. I asked Mr. Brown the
other day his opinion on this question, and ho said: I go
in for froe trade with the United States, and if I can get
free access to the American markets I could have halt a
dozen travellers out through the western States selling my
goods. We have another industry in Berlin and Waterloo,
which is not represented, perhaps, in any other part of the
D jmin ion, that of the manufacture of buttons. One of these
manulacturers, the manufacturer at Waterloo, has recently
commenced to ship his goods to Buffalo, while the other,
the largest manufacturer in-the town of Berlin, has, during
the past two years, sold in the United States markets no less
than 6120,000 worth of buttons, paying the duty upon
them, and the managing proprietor told me that with such
a duty as we now have in Canada on German buttons, ho is
prepared to take his chances in the American market. It
matters not what may bo said on this question, the fact that
they have been able to sell this large quantity of buttons in
the United States during the last two years is the best
evidence we can have that they can compote with the
Americans. One objection urged against the adoption of
this resolution is that under free trade with the United
States, our manufacturera would have to change their
methods of operation, and that instead of manufacturing a
large number of articles in different lines they would have
to confine themselves to one or two lines, and that large
factories would have to be est&blished to compete with
those in the United States. The effect, it is argued, would be
that our factories would all be centred in the large cities, and
that the smaller towns would lose the industries they now
possess. I do not believe this policy would have that effect.

It bas not had it in the United States. We find the largest
manufacturing establishments in the United States are not
to be found in the great cities of New York, Philadolphia,
Chicago and other large cities, but in the smaller towns, in
places that were scarcely towns at all until those establish-
ments were located thero. A similar result would follow
here. I bolieve that our manufacturing establishments
would remain just where they are, largely located in such
towns as Guelph, Galt, Berlin and Waterloo, and not in the
larger cities. Hon. gentlemen opposite seem to have groat
faith in the resources of our great Dominion. Whonevor
we speak about reciprocity with the United States, they
begin to speak of our great resources. Hon. gentlemen on
this side place just as high a value upon the resources of
this Dominion as they do. We appreciate just as highly as
they the groat natural resources we possess, but we desire
to adopt a policy which will enable us more successfully to
develop these resources. We desire to adopt a policy
which will give us a free market in the United States for
our lumber, coal, fish, and other products. We desire a
policy which, by enabling the people of Manitoba and the
North-West to buy and sell in the nearest, the most con-
venient, the most profitable market, will do more to develop
that magnificent country than the policy of restriction, mono.
poly and disallowance of hon. gentlemen opposite las done
in five or even ton years. We desire to adopt a policy
which will give a free market to the farmers of Ontario and
Quebec and the fishermen of the eastern Provinces. We
desire a policy which will enable us to develop the resources
of our Dominion and make of Canada a peaceful, prosperous
and independent nation; and for the reasons I have just
given, it is my intention to vote for the rosolution of the
hon. member for South Oxford.

Mr. McKEEN. Mr. Speaker, this discussion has taken
such a wide range and has extended over so many
days, that perhaps there is little new that can be said,
but the subject is so wide a one, embracing as it does
our national and industrial interests of overy kind, that,
while the resolution is before the louse, it should be
thoroughly investigated from every standpoint. To my mind,
the best way of doing this is for the represcntatives of this
country to show how the industries with which they are more
practically acquainted would be affected by the proposed
change. Evidence of that kind is likoly to tell more power-
fully than glittering theories, or what are callod broad views.
There is, ot course, a wide differenco of opinion on this
whole subject in this House, a good deal of which may
arise from the different views that are taken of the actual
condition of the country. We were told by the hon. and
learned momber from South Oxford, in his able speech
on the resolution under discussion, and his utterances have
been, more or less, endorsed by the hon. members support.
ing him, that business is depressed; that thore is an exodus
of our population; that we are hopelessly in debt, and that
irretrievable ruin must inevitably follow a continuance of
our present policy, and I notice there is a disposition on
this side of the House to denounce those who talk in this
deprecating strain, as disloyal and pessimistie; but I
submit, Sir, that thore is some excuse for these gloomy
views, and that in justice this ought to be considered.
We should remember that these gentlemen are Her
Majesty's loyal Opposition, and that, in their way,
they are doing some service to the country; we should
also remember that these hon. gentlemen have, time
and again, told the electors that the Government of
this country would be more honestly, economically and
efficient!y administered if entrusted in their bands; and that
ruin, desolation, moral and financial bankruptcy inust
follow, should confidence be placed in the present Adminis-
tration; and yet the country has, again and again, refused
to listen to their denunciatione or entrust them with power.
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Let gentlemen on this side of the House place themselves in
the position of hon. gentlemen opposite, and I venture
the Lssertion that their tone will be le.s jubilant ibat it is at
present. In fact, when they were out of power for a short
time, the wail over the condition of the country was almost
as loud as it is now, but the wail then came from some of
those who now see nothing but blue skies. Everyone
knows that there was cause for lamentation then, and
so the country decided. The misery and starvation
consequent upon that great depression, led to the adoption
of a policy wh;ch bas developed our own resources, which
bas made us commercially independent, and which has won
for us the respect of our neighboes, on both sides of the
Atlantic. But jut as much ot the lamentation cry might
bave beeýn discounted during the lean years, to whieb I have
referred, so 1 am sure that reasonable men on the opposite
side wiil admit that much oi what wc now hear as to the
country being depopulated and on the verge of ruin, murt
be taken subject to a heaoy discount. Were these hon.
geLtIemen sitting on the Government benches, they would
speak in more cheerful toues, they would thon show us the
other side of tho shield. 1 claim that the exodus referred
to is not peculiar to this country. There has a!ways been,
and thore is now on a lairger scale than ever befiiro, a move-
ment of population from northern to southern and western
countries; froi couitries with a limited variety of indus-
tries to countries which arc more populous, and which offer
more avenues to wcahh. There is an excdus from northern
to southern and western 1uFsa ; from Norway and Swe
den, which are not at all over-populated, to outh r
and western countries; fiorn New iEnîgland to Ibo south
and west, and if Canada became part of tho United
States, it is not improbable that thîs exodus would not
only continue, but would proceed wiih increased volume,
as travelling facilities become greater. It has already
been shown by bon. gentlemen who have preceded
me that there has been for years past a movement of popu-
lation from the northern and eastern States towards the
west and south, and to such an extent bas this been going
on, that, as has been demonstrated by my hon. friend the
junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), and others, that
the Eastern States similarly situated as to climate, soil and
production with our own Maritime Provinces, show a much
less decennial increase in population, than do the Provinces.
Allusion has been made to Maine, Now Hampshire and
Vermont, which have been compared in point of incroase
of population with the Maritime Provinces. For example
the official consus shows that the State of Mairie in 1b70
had a population of 626,415, and in 1880 had a population
64ý,936, an increase of 22,521, equal to an increasc of 3J per
cent. in the decennial period. Now take Nova Scotia,
which had, in 1871, a population of 387,800, and in 1881,
440,572, an aggregate inorcase of 52,772, equal to an ir -
crease per cent. of 13-6 against 3-5 in Maine. Again, looking
at the State of New Hampshire, which had in 1870 a pop-
ulation of 317,277, and in 1880 lad 346,991, giving an ag-
gregate increase of 29,714 or 9 3 per cent.; compare this with
New Brunswick which bad in 1871 a population of 285,594,
and in 1881 had increased to 321,233, being au aggrogate
inerease of 35,69, equal to 12·5 per cent. as compared with
New Hampshire giving 9.3. Once more, take the State of
Vermont, which had in 1870 a population of 3d0,575, and in
1880 it numbered 332,286, giving an aggregate inerease of
1,711, equal to î of 1 per cent.; now contrast this with the
tight little Island of Prince Edward, which hid in 1871 a
population of 94,621, and in 1881 a popuiuî' f 108,891,
making au aggregage increase of 14,870, equ.. o 15.-8 par
cent., against J of 1 per cent. in Vermont. But flattering
as these comparisonr are to our own old Maritime Provinces,
there existe cases of still greater disparity in favor of Canada.
Take for example the folbwing cities of the United States:
Bangor, Maine, a city regarded as of considerable impor-
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tance, had in 1870 a population of 18,289 and in 1880 it was
16,a56, or a decrease, in ten years, of 1,433. Burlington,
Vermont, had in 1870 a population of 14,387 and in 1880
it had gone down to 11,365, a decrease of 3,022, and yet
those two cities have had for the last 120 years unrestricted
trade with the whole United States, so with other numerous
towns in the Eastern States, such as Belfast, Camden,
Ellsworth, atd others o Maine, Adams in Massachusetts,
Burlington in Vermont, and Fond du Lac in Wisconsin,
&c. Not only in the old Eastern States but away to the
west and south all over the Union are there dottings of
this character. Whilst speaking of cities, supposing we
compare Portland, Maine, with Halifax, similarly situated,
and, at the present moment, to some extent rival ports.
Well, in tE70, Portland had a population of 31,213, and in
1880 it was 33,810, a total gain in the decade of only
2,597, equal to 8-3 per cent. Halifax city had in 1871 a
population of 59,532, which in 1881 bad increased to 36,100,
a total gain of 6,518, and equal to 22 per cent., against an
increase of 8 -3 per cent. of Portland in the same period.
But, Sir, is it not a little singular that whilst our friends
opposite appear only to find depletion and exodus of the
population of Canada as they estimate it, they never appear
to take into account the compensations which Canada
receives in continuous additions to her population by immi-
gration, whether it is that our friends knowingly ignore
this important factor to the credit side, or unintentionally
neglect it, 1 cannot say ; but the fact remains, that wo have
in Canada ver.y much more than compensation for the
outward movement of population. For example, I find
from the official statements of the Department of Agricul-
ture that for the calendar year of 1887, 3,354 subjects
of the ULited States came across the border and settled
in Canada ; and Canadiaus who had lived, and apparently
settled, in the United States for a number ot years,
returned to their native Canada during the same year to
the number of 19,677; and in this way Canada has drawn
off from the population of the United States to herself,
23,011 persons. Nor is this ail; for in addition Canada has
received from Europe, by immigration, for the year men-
tioned, 84,526 settlers, who have added to the wealth of the
country by bringing witn them $3,879,908. All these cir-
cumstances, highly satisfactory as they are to all Cana.
dians, are by no means the only, or even the greatest or
most important, factor by which the population of Canada
is being surely and steadily augmented, neither need there
be any alarm ut an alleged exodus. ln point of natural
increase our families are much larger in Canada than in the
United States. We can spare thousands annually, and yet
increaso in numbers and wealth. Besides, the thousands
who go, do a wo k for their native band. The example of
their industry, frugality, intelligence and virtue inspire our
neighbors with respect for the country that rears such
sons and daughters. The point for us to consider is,
not bow many go, but how -many remain. It is a cer-
tain fact that the population of Canada is increasing.
The financial position and publie debt of the country has
been a fruitful subject of deprecation with our friends of
the opposite side, and the matter bas been so luily discussed
pro and con that I do not intend to impose on the indulgence
of the fouse by adding materially to the array of figures
already presented on bioth sides. It must be admitted that
the debt of our country has increased, but the points to be
asked are, have we not value for it ? and, is it not wise, at
times, to incur debt? We have the grandest canal system
in the world ; railways connecting the whole country
together, such as no other country with so limited a popu-
lation over constructed; lighthouses; public works of all
kinds which have developed the country. Our most pro-
gressive farmers borrowed money at 6 per cent, or 7 per
cent. to improve their property, may it not be wise that the
country should borrow at-hait thait rate for the same pur-
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pose ? Of course there is a limit bore that sbould be And yet, again, in roferonce to the condition of laborers'
regarded. Oomparing our -financial status with that of wagos in Nova Sootia it says, on page '8:
other countries, Canada occupies the prond position of SkiUed labor is in demand in the Province, no matter whether it
standing at the head of -the list of all countries consisto in the art of dîggin a ditel properly, or in manufactu sud
whose securities are sought for in the great money puttiyg together the moit elicate kinds of merhanism Ail clases of
makets of the world. Comparing, in like manner,particular bines i whh teyof te wrid Coparng, n lke annr, avebeen eduoated, either theoretically or practically, rnay suooeed here
our public indebtness with that of our neighbors, it does if they are wil1inq to put their kuowledge to practical uee. In short
not appear to be the terrific, grinding, destructive volume industry lu any uuiness will, lu Nova Sootia, meet wlth a sure
our friends have, year after year, been seeking to make it. reward.

Compared with other countries, it is'found that the debt of Now, Mr. Speaker, if this witness is true, thore la a roason-
England represents exactly $110 per head ; the debt of able amount of proapority in Nova Sootia, the unekilled
Austria 660 per head ; the national debt of the United laboior, the farmer, tho rnnor, and moohanie and the

tates, to which our friends opposite bid us look with admi. fieermn bave good prospects ahead. Tho witnoss is trfe,
tion, is $30 per head, to which has to be added the State and the perple, liko Poploverywhere else, desiring a
debts of $17 per head (debts which, in Canada, are provided larger measure of prospcrity are fairly welI Fatisficd. ho
for in behalf of the Provinces of the Dominion) which people of Nova Scotia and of the Island of Cape Breton, in
brings the debt of the United States up to $47 per particularly, have proved pretty conclusively, that they are
head. In Canada the debt is $45 per head, against satisfied, and that the Governmont la doiug its best to pro-
'47 in the United States, In addition to this, the muni- moto their preaperity. But wo have beon told by the hon.
cipalities of the United States are burdened with very member for South Oxford and by the bon. m ber for
much heavier debts than are the municipalities of this Qncen's, P.E I., that the poople of Nova Sootia wore bribed
country. Again, the debt of the Australian colonies ie $195 by the hon. Minîster of Finance, that wero it not for the
per head, against $45 in Canada. Thon, looking at our large Governrnnt grants given to this Province, ho, the
public debt, comparatively, in relation to its percentage on hon. Miriier of Finance, would net have a corporal's guard
the national wealth, it is found that the debt of the -United snpporting hlm in this Rouge. Sir, 1 admit having listened
Kingdom is 9 per cent. of the wealth of the country ; in te the speeches of thoýe hon, gentlemen with a geol deal of
France it is 11 per cent., and the public debt of France and intorest, and ar willing te ruako large allowanco for etate-
Spain amount to 24 per cent. of the national wealth. Now, Si r, monta made ln the bout of debate or hastily apoken ; had
contrast these with the debt of Canada, which is a fraction these charges been mado last year, whon these gentlemen
below 6 per cent. of the country's wealth. In addition to this were suffering from the disappointmont ofdefeat, wben the
the additional rand very important fact is to be added, that cauaes of their defeat and their consequent inability te pro.
in no country in the world is the aggregate of wealth and vide the position ard offices whch had boon me freely
the comforts of life so equally distributed amorg-t be whole promiacd thoirsupportir8 hid to ho explainod te Lho country,
people as in Canada. Then, Sir, it must be conceded that they night fairly have been regarded as of trifiing moment;
this country of ours is on tbe whoie a most desirable country but now, Sir, the slanders are beoming monetonous, and
to live in, and a country most attactive to freemen of ,udgîng trom the recent records cf the olection courts ean
industrious habits. I invite the most casual observer of ouly be characteri@ed as Pharassical. We are reminded of
passing events to contrast the happy peacefulness prevailing the old adage, Ithat poole who live in glass h"uses
amongst the industrial classes in this country, in compari should net throw tones., cant, howver in justice te
with the working classes of the United States, and the amity the people I repret allow Puch gros aspersions to ps
and good feeling which prevail in Canada between capital uncballenged; in se far as these reflections bear upon the
and labor, in comparison with those relationships in the people of Nova Scotia proper they have b3en fully mOt and
former country, as demonstrated by the almost continuous, dispelled by the hon. junior member for falifaxwho in
huge strikes and dangerous strites that prevail the. the curse of bis eloquent speech tod this Bouse that the
Permit me to invite the attention of the House fer gold had nover been coïncd that would boy the people ef
a few moments to the -condition of affaire in Nova Nova Scotia. In so far as the people of the lsland an&Conty
Scotia. What undoubted evidence bave we as to its of Cape Breton are interested, a iittle sober reflectiou'wrd,
actual condition ? Without recalling what bas already 1 think, haveshown both thcse hon. gentlemen, tlatthey
been brought forward by hon. bembers who have *had fallen into a grave errer lu making the grouddt0se
preceded me, I quote from authorities whiéh hon. aspersiongôf bribery which thoy have thtown at-thepeole of
members of the Opposition cannot but regard as con- Cape Bretn. Willthese hon, gentlemen iiiform thellouse,
clusive. I hold in my hand a pamphlet issued under whab was the bribe that bought the people of Cape'Breton
authority of ibe Government of Nova Scotia in -1886, and Island in 1882? When after four year's experience of the
being oficial in character, should be a sufficient guarantee preaent Administration and the National Policy, they sent
as to the facts it assumes to furnish. The extract from this up te Otawa a solid phalanx te support the Government?
official publication quoted by the hon. member for Picton Can they point te any particular or ospeciai grant
(Mr. Tupper) in the course of this debate, shows that Nova thon mace te soduce the electors? Wbat were the bribes
Scotia is a most desirable country for farzning enterprise, by wbich the people were seduced in 1887, when after
and that practical farmers with small capital may easily another four year's oxperience they Pont up four supporters
possess themselves of good and comfortable homes, and by of the Gevernment's fiscal policy agait eue lu Oppoeition?
energy, industry and enterprise, may make for themselves Do these gentlemen rofer te the railway thon in courgoe
fortune and position in that country in a few years, such a construction through the Island. Why, Sir, this wae a public
they could not obtain in a lifetime in Great Britain. And work which bcd been before this louse fer years, even go
in addition, the same high authority informa intending far back as the administration cf hon. gentlemen Oppo-
emigrante from Europe, as follows, on page 27:- site, and wLen it was bcbg opcnly requcsted upon the con-

sideration ef thie Government and the flouse, bhec daims of
" The information contained in the foregoing pages may be relied on Cape Breton te a railway received the sanction and support

,u a correct and unexaggerated description of the Province of Nova cf ne leas than the bon. absent leader of the Opposi-
-bcotia, and will, we believe, be found sufficient to enable any man ot
ordinary intelligence to form a very good ides of the general character tien, who ad, that ho lully sympathised lu the justice of
of the oountry, its elimate, resources, Ac., and to see that-fer a man -f Cape Breton'e daim te a rallway. Was that bribery of the
energy .nd industry, combined with a small amount of money capital eo4e of Cape Breton? And did the hon. leader of the

co onisi partin themartfof di a ditchpoperly o in manufurig a
»Meitin an b will, inoa Sctia, mtith? aureT
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not, and if the Government found that in this matter they
had the rather extraordinary occurrence of the support of
the gentlemen opposite to the measure they, the Govern-
ment, could have no better assurance of the entire concur-
ronce of the country. Sir, if the Government were guilty of
bribing the people of Cape Breton with a railway, it does not
lie with the hon. members for South Oxford and Queen's to
expose the association of their own side in that bribe. I
might here confidentially state to those hon. gentlemen the
bribe by which the allegiance of the people of Cape Breton
was charmed away from the party to which the hon. gen-
tleman belongs to supporting the present Government. This
bribe, Sir, was the National Policy, which is giving our

pople increased prosperity, which bas given us com-
orts and comparative pienty instead of misery and

starvation. This, Sir, is the bribe, if bribe it may
be called, which has won from our people their
support to the present Mnister of Finance. Now, Sir,
what are the principal facts regarding Ibis public work ?
The Island of Cape Breton, one of the oldest colonies
of North America, having an area double that of Prince
Edward Island, has within its limits the most valuable coal
deposits in the Dominion, valuable mines of iron, copper
and other minerals, some of the finest harbors in the world,
and the nearest ports of the Dominion to Europe, and an
extent of coast line and fishories unsurpassed by any pby-
sical division of equal area in the world. This island, Sir,
has not to-day, with all these natural resources, and a thrifty
industrious population of 90,000, bas not, I repeat, one mile
of Government railway within its bounds in operation.
True, it has about sixty-five miles of private railways
engaged in operating the colleries, but not one mile of public
railways. Sa, unconscious are wo in Cape Breton of having
yet received what is our juast dues that our people of all shades
of politics are at this moment petitioning this Government
and Parliament, and also the Provincial Government, and
Legislature of Nova Scotia, to grant us subsidies such as
wiU enable us to extend the present line in course of con-
struction from Canso to Sydney south-eagtwards, so as to
fori connection between ail the working collieries and the
Government railways, and between these and the winter port
of Louisbourg on the south and the magnificent waters of
East Bay to the west. I may here add that the extension
to Louisbourg will give to tiis country the use of the most
easterly winter port in the Diminion, for communication
with Newfoundland and Europe. In short, we have won
but an instalment of what should have been given to the
Island long ago, and which both parties in this House have
admitted to be justly due us and in the interest of the coun-
try. Now, Sir, in view of these facts I wish to ask if the
hon. members for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and Queen's (Mr. Davies) are prepared to re-assert that
nine-tenths of the entire clergymen of Cape Breton County,
who supported the Government in the last general election,
gentlemen whose mission it is to elevate the standard of mo-
rality and truth, were bribed by consideration so contempt-
ible. The question is now being asked to this House would
not unrestricted reciprocity with the United States improve
the present prosperity of this country ? As being per-
sonally intereste: in the coal industry, and in which also
the interests of the County of Cape Breton, which [ have
the honor to represent, are largely involved, I propose to
show from figures under my hand how this industry will
be affected by the proposed change. In this matter we
have already had experience of the operation of a free
market with the United States whieh was open to us under
the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 to 1865. We have also an
opportunity of contrasting the trade of this period, with
periods preceding and subsequent to these dates; and also
contrasting both with the development of the coal trade
ander the present National Policy. First, I propose giving
the figures of our coa trade with the Utited State un-
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der each of these periods. Taking the four years preced-
ing the treaty, that is, 1850 to 1853 inclusive, we ex.
ported from Nova Scotia to the United States a total
of 442,7à3 tons or an average annual export of 110,688 tons.
Taking the first seven years of the treaty, 1854-60, which
preceded the civil war in the States, we exported a total
of 950,586 tons, or an annual average of 135,788 tons equal
to an increase average of 22J per cent. over the preceding
not treaty period. During the civil war, 1861 to 1865, we
exported a total of 1,492,534 tons or an annual average of
298,507 tons for the five war and last treaty years, equal to
an average increase of 119 per cent. on the non-treaty
period. It is important te note here that increase of sales
in the war period was abnormal and not due to any ordinary
course of trade, which is proved by contrasting with the
increase of the first seven years of the treaty. The year
1865 closed the treaty and also the war, and from 1866 to
1871 our coal entering the United States markets paid a
duaty of $1.25 per ton. And in the sixth year period, 1866
to 1871, we soid to the United States a total of 1,561,972
tons or an annual average of 260,32à tons, being a decrease
of only 13 per cent. on the sales of the war period. It
is here important to bear in mind that under that high
tariff of $1.25 per ton the United States bought more
largely of our coal than at any time, either before or
after, except in the war period, and was, as we have
seen, but a comparatively small reduction on that. Again,
in 1872 they reduced their duty to 75 cents per ton, and in
the first three years of this reduced tariff, viz., 1872 to 1874,
our total sales to them amounted to 557,187 tons or an
annual average of 185,729 tons, equal to a reduction of 28J
per cent. in these first three years of a reduced tariff, as
compared with the higher tariff period of 6t.25 per ton.
Now, taking the period of 12 years following, that is from
1875-86 inclusive, still under the lower tariff, our total sales
to them in these 12 years aggregated 1,018,584 tons, or an
annual average of 84,882 tons, equal to a decrease of 51 per
cent. as compared with the preceding three years, 1812-74,
and compared with our sales to them under a duty of 81.25
per ton these 12 years under the lower tariff show a falling
off in sales equal to 67 per cent. How do these incontro-
vertible facto and figures strike our friends opposite ? How
do they propose to account for these circumstances
in relation to our coal sales to the United States.
With the hon. member for South Oxford in 1878
tariff was nothing, and they were helpless to aid the
depressed commerce of the country. Evidently they
must find the solution of the circumstances which I have
enumerated in something else than tariff, and I wil here
take the liberty of informing them that the solution is to
be found in the wondrously rapid development of the ceal
production of the United States following the close of their
civil war. Let me invite the attention of the House for a
few moments to this. First, I find in looking over the coal
areas possessed by different countries that the area in Great
Britain is 11,900 square miles, in Nova Scotia, 18,000 square
miles, and in the niete States, 195,403 square miles, and,
moreover, that this enormous deposit in the latter country
is very fairly distributed over the entire face of the country,
being found divided amongst 31 States and Territories
out of a total 47 States and Territories. Now, I invite
attention to the development of this rich possession of our
enterprising neighbors In 1864 the total coal production
of the United States was 16,472,410 tons, and in 1870 it was
32,863,690 tons-an aggregate increase of 100 percent. in the
first six years following the close of the war. In 1871 their
production was 34,081,415 tons, and in 1878 this produetion
reached 49,130,584 tons; that is to say, in the 13 years from
1871 to 18î8, inclusive, their aggregate increase was 63,399,-
039 tons, equal to 195 per cent. increase over that of 187 1.
Then in the next eight years, 1879 to 1886 inclusive, we
find that the production in 1879 wa 59,808,398, and that
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this went up by yearly bounds of tens of millions until in
1886, for which I have been able to procure returns, the
production attained the overwhelming volume of 106,78o,-
033 tons, an aggregate increase in these eight years over
the preceding eight years of 57,650,449 tons, or an increase
of over 117 per cent. And again, from the official figures
just quoted, it is seen that the increase of the production of
the coal mines of the United States for the year 1886, as
compared with the production of 1864, gives an aggregate
of 90,307,623 tons, equal to an increase of 518 per cent. in
23 years. This wonderful development of the coal pro-
duction of the United States, taken in connection with the
increased railway facilities to the Eastern or coast
towns and cities in the Union, proves conclusively
that these markets are wrested from us beyond hope
of recovery. But if further evidence of this fact be required,
I beg to call the attention of the Hlouse to the recent
statements of Hon. Congressman Scott, reputed to be one
of the largest coal operators of Pennsylvania, who in
his advocacy of having all coais placed upon the free
list, said, that the coal owners of the United States
could afford to admit provincial coals into their market
duty free, because for every ton of theirs thus displaced, they
would sell ten tons in the markets of Canada. In addition
to this, I have the opinions of the United States mercantile
houses, which for the past 30 years have handled all the
provincial coal sold in their country. I have recently been
in communication with these firms and they are unanimous
in the expression of the opinion that under any conditions
of trado it is impossible for us of the Proviuce of Nova
Scotia to regain any important footing in their markets.
Sir, with the permission of the House, 1 beg to read a letter
which I hold in my hand in further confirmation of this,
from one ofthese firms which is an authority on the subject.
This letter was written in reply to one from a friend of
mine, asking what would be the effect of the admission free
of coal from Nova Sootia into the United States. It is as
follows:-

" DEAn ,Si,-You ask my views respecting the effect of a removal of
the duty upon Nova Scotia coal upon the trade in the United States.

" At present the importation of coarse coal from Nova Scotia amounts
to nothing. I think it wau less than 1,00 tons during the year 1887 at
Ihis port, and very little, if any, at other ports, excepting at Portland,
from the Bay of Fundy Mines, for the Grand Trunk Railroad.

" The prices of our domestic bituminous coals are so low that they
practically shut out ail the product of the Provinces, even without a
duty.

duCumberland coal from Baltimore, Olearfield from Philadelpiia, and
West Virginia coals from Norfolk and Newport News, are aIl f fsuperior
quality for our uses toany coal from Nova Scotia, and wiil bring 50 to
75 cents per ton more in our markets. At the same time, the cost at
porta of consum tion has been less than the cost of the best coals from

ova Scotia delivered here. At New York, and al ports souths and
west of here, the margin of cost is in favor of domestic coals, and
against the cost of Nova Scotia, as freights would be lower for the
former and higher for the latter than for ioston and Bastera ports.

" Take for example Oumberland coal in 1887 :- P
Per ton,.

Cost f. o. b. at Balto.......................,$2 60
Ourrent freight through the ashipping semon...... 1 10
And discharging ..... .................. O 25

From vessel here-cost................. $8 95

4 The Clearfield and Kanawha coals sell at 15 to 25 cents per ton
lower. Large season contracta were.made last year to fit consumera'
w nnt, as it.e75teb3.90 per ton, delivered.

In contrut with tise above-
Per ton.

Acadia eai (the higheat coat in Nova Scotia),
f o. b. at Pictou ,.....................$2 50

Ourrent freight in 1887........................... i 0

Oost here.... ........................................ $1 40

"Albion costs $2.25 f. o. b. (and is worth at leaut 25 cents less),
costs 94.15 here. The Cape Breton coas contain more sulphur than
any of the above-named coals, and the former trade here from thsat
quarter was f.,r gau purposes. which is now monopolised by the rich gas
coals from Pennsylvania and West Virginia. The removal of the duty
would not secure that trade. For other purposes Cape Breton coais
will nt bri'gso meh in car markets by 50 te 75 cents per ton as our 1
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Per ton.

Cost at Cape Breton-lowest ..... . ................. $1 50
Current freight in 1887,.................... .... ......... 1 75

Delivered here .......... .............................. $3 25
The small quantity brought here (mainly cnlm at 30 cents per ton duty)
comes forward by small trading vesse at low freights. Sales of Bay,
fifty thousand tous hore, would requiire tonnage outside of the ordinary
trading vessels, and would enhance freight 25 to 50 cents per ton, to be
added to the foregoing figures.

' In my opinion, the removal of the duty would furnish a market for
a limited quantitv only, say not over 50,000 tons, and I cannot at pre-
sent see where half that quantity could he disposed of. I wish It were
otherwise, as my long connection with the Nova Scotia coal trade, more
than forty years, would increase the business of my firm very much if
sales from your quarter could be made, and would give us an advantage
over aIl our competitors in the coal trade.

" Another view of the case: The removal of the du'y here by reci-
p-ocity would necessitate the sane action by the Canadian Govern.
ment, and admit our domestie coals from Pennsylvania ani Ohio into
Canada, to the exclusion of your coalr, and very seriously impair trade
from your mines.

" A large quantity of coal is at pres'nt sent into the Upper Pro-
vinces, paving a duty of GO cents per to'2 If made tree of any duty,
such shipmn-ts womld practically monopolise the trade in the Upper
Provinces. If the free trade were made to apply to English coal, as
would naturally be the case, a considerable quantity would be brought
ont in trading ships and steamers at ballast rates, and the sales from
your mines would be confined to the local trade in the Lower Provinces."

This demonstrates that, in so far as the coal trade between
this country and the United States is concerned, the relative
circumstances of the two countries are entirely changod
since the abrogation of the Roeciprocity Treaty; and the
enormous production of the latter country bas foreed this
change, not only upon the coal trade but apparently upon
other industries as well. For ins'anve, tho official returns
show that the total export of farm produce from the United
States in 1860 was but $40,000,000, wbile in 1886 this clasa
of exports reached a value of 500,000,000. It therefore
does not appear very likely that any very extended market
will be found in the United States for Canadian farm pro.
duce in opposition to their own enormous surplus. However
this is a branch of the discussion which I leave entirely to
the hon. members who have a more practical acquaint-
ance with it. Now, if hon, gentlemen will bear with
me a little while longer, I will give a short sketch
of the Nova Scotia coal trade during the period of
reciprocity versus that of the National Policy. For the
five years, froin 1869 to 1873, our total sales were
3,343,510 tons, or an annual average of 668,'02 tons.
For the five Vears, 1874 to 1878 inclusive, our total sales
were 3,480,705 tons, or an annual average of 696,141 tons,
equal to an increase in the latter period over the former of
4 per cent. Then, again, taking the eight years, 1879 to
1887 inclusive, our total sales were 10,635,489 tons, or an
annual average of 1,329,436 tons, giving an average increase
for the eight years under the National Policy, compared
with the prec.eding four years, equal to 91 per cent. And
comparing the Reciprocity Treaty, under the peculiarly
favoring abnormal circumstances, with the National Poelicy
period, we find that the sales of the former period give us
an increase of only 46 per cent. as against 91 per cent.
under the National Policy period, so that this makes it
clear as noon day that reciprocity under more favorable
circumstances than now exist, failed in giving us anything
like the prosperous results which the National Policy bas
produced upon this industry, and perbaps the best feature
of this increase is that under the National Policy our
coal sales to the upper Provinces have increased from
80,000 to 650,000 tons, being 50 per cent. in excess of
what we sold to the United States under reciprocity.
Now, Sir, with this large increase of up-borne interprovincial
trade, who will venture to assert that there bas not been
something like a corresponding downward trade ? These
facts should disprove the assertion which has been made
by our opponents in Nova Scotia, that we buy $10,000,000
worth of goods iom the upper Provinces which are paid
for in gold said to have come from the United States. And
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yet, Sir, in ths face of such incontrovertible facts as these,
we have hon, gentlemen opposite _asuring us, that the
National ýPolicy has not increased our coal sales by a single
ton. Now, Sir, at the risk of trespassing on the time of the
Hngge.I would refer to another point which has been urged
as showing that the National Policy did not assist our coal
sale.inasmach that more coal is imported into Canada than
before it. Now, Sir, I hs.ve already shQwn that our inter-
provincial coal consumption bas increased largely £rom our
native resources, and if there be an increased importation
of the article, what does this fact point to ? Why, Sir,
it can lead te one and but one conqlusioo, that
is, that as coal is mainly consumed as a, motive
power, the National Policy, as a financial reform, has
accompliebed all that is claimed for it. It has a!-
ready been shown that it took a number of years
for the United States, under a high protection tariff, to
drive our coat out of their markets. Now, Sir, is it too
much to assume that, with the further and more rapid de-
velopment of our mines, under the protection extended to
us under the National Policy, and by the increased facilities
of transportation of our coal through canals, and the open-
ing up of railways, in a few years hence we may. capture
froin the United States the large and important export trade
they now have with us in coal, and which they are stren,
uously exerting themselves to increase? We find them com-
peting with us in our own markets, quoting prices at Mon-
treal and other points of competition at rates iess than I am
led to believe they sell for in their own country, after de.
ducting cost of transportation. In closing my remarks
under this head, 1 may say that, upon the ground stated, I
belive our coal industry, under unrestricted reciprocity,
would be seriously injured, and this injury would be felt by
all classes, particularly such as the farmers of Prince
Edward Island, who find one of their best home markets
for their produce in our mining towns on the coast
of Cape Yreton. 1 may say hore that we are alo
importing largely of farm products, such as hay, butter, oats
and cheese f rom the Montreal markets to supply the require.
ments of our mining population. Thore is another industry
on which I shall touch but slightly, as it has bee dealt
with ably by hon. gentlemen who preceded me and who are
better acquainted with it than I am, and as it will be
also treated by hon. ge-t t'e. n who will follow me. I refer
now to our fishiug in(u ry, whieh is one of the most im-
portant oftthis Dominion. It bas been said that this indus-
try bas been seriously injured, that it is becoming demoral.
ised and that our fishermen are unable to obtain remunera-
tive wages, owjig tg the present depression of trade. If.-
you will allow me I wiJl quote a few figpres from thç
Fisheries report, sbhowing the number of men employed, the
capitgl invested and the values of the products of Nova
Scotia for the years 1881 to 188§ inclusive:

Value
of Fishing. Valu*

Year.Mateial. ofElod Capital - Product.
gag.

188 .............................. .. ... 27,526 1,959,59 8,214,756
1882,.................... 28,03 2,127,589 7,131,418
188 ................. ....... ............. 29,10 2,360,989- 7,689,375
1884 .... ................... 29,997 2,70,9$8 8,763,779
1885 ............ .................. 29,905 2,545,255 8,283,923
1886 ..... ................. ... ...... 27,490 2,370,537 8,41543OL

If we take the last two years of free fishing to the United
States fishermen within our three-mile limit, viz, 18-3 to
1884, we find that, taking the valac of the fishiug product
and the inumber of men engaged, it amounted in 183 to
$261 per man, and in 1884 to $292 per man. Then, take the

Mr. Mc.KEEN.

year 1886, the frst of ,Canada's protecting her sh9reliumits,
andiwpna,duty.was isimgqltaneously impgspd up9n our a.as
in the..tnited States. It is found that the fiêhqry product
of Nova Seotia is 8.306 per man engaged, showing that the
protection afforded our fishermen is already being realised.
The abovefigtires, which ha e but recently beon brought to
iny notice, bear out the views of intelligent fishermen with
whom I have conversed upon this subj ,ct in my own.eounty,
and who are emphatically of the opinion that the protection
to our threc-mile.limit is of more value to them thanf'ee
American markets ever eau be. I very much regret that
the Fishery report for 1887 is not yet published, as I havo
strong reason to beliqve it will show superior results to the
years above quotel. We find from the. trade returns that
the exports of fish and fish products from Nova Scotia from
1882 to 1887 inclusive, were as follows : -

United Great West Indies
Year. tates. Britain. and other Totalo.

Countries.

$ S S- 5
1882 ....................... 1,353,773 635,437 2,448,454 4,437,364
1883 ..... . ................ 1,$8,646 564,682 2,M39,97O 5,687,498
1884 ........... ......... 2,145,622 555,739 2,6146 5,316,057
1895 ....... ......... 1,990,309 633,085 2,120,482 4,743,876
1886 ........ ........... 1,180,103 408,621 1,984,942- 3,773.666
1887..... .......... 1,35b,024 717,485 1,83,508 3,899,077

An analysis of this table shows that in any one of these
years where there is a comparative falling away of. the
value of fish sales to the United States, there is a porrps.,
ponding and compensating increase of sales to Greg 3ritain,
West Indies and other countries, in relative proportion to,
the total export for the year. This may be briefly illus.
trated by the following figures deduced firom th.e tabulated,
statement In 1882, our total fish exports were distributed
thus: To Great Britain, 14-4 Per cent.; to West Indies,
&c., .e t., andto,.the United States, 30 5 por cont.
In 188-4, the last iear of onr fish being admitted dnty free
into t- e United States, the diitribution of our total export
was, tu Great Britain, 1046,per cent ; to West Indies, &c.,
49-18 per cent , and to the United States, 40-36 per cent.
In 18i7, with our fisb paying duty in the United States
markets, the distribution of oui total exports by sales wag1to Great Britain, 18-4 per cent.; to West Indies, &e., 46,8
per cent., and to the United States, 34·8 per cent, Thus it
is seen that iç 1882, with no duty.pagi, our sales to the,
United States .were 30'5 per cent. of our whole export, and
that our-fish sales to them in 1887, paying duty, are 3-48
Per cept. of our-tot*l;exppxte,, against 205 percent. under
free entry in 182. Also that in 1884 our sales to Great
Britain were 10-46 per centd of. the total fish export, and
that in 1%lit went up to 18-4 per cent., against, 10-46 in
'1884. Frorg thia brifanalysis..of tboexporto of fish and
fish exports from Nova Scotia the fact is estabiisehd that
the United States are compelled to buy our fiWh and its pro-
ducts aQpogipg to tçir needs, indeppndently of theirself
limpp f 4tias4 s they havenjtthbesouroas of supply-
within themselves. Another point demonstrated by thee
trade returns is, that we are not by any means so
dependent upo_.te United Staeg. for, a; markt fQr our
fieh as hon. gentlemaen- opposite wonld, have us suppose.
Isooking back over the fish exporte of 1887, it is perceived
at a glange that Great Britain, the West Indies and other
counatries, exclusive cá the United Sttes, purchased in,tbis
year, 6 2 per cent. of our total export. In fact, the price
of Nova Scetia fi<h, for export, is dotermined. by the a4ar-
kets of the West Indies and Me4iterrapean ports. The fish
exportera of Boston and New York are themseives
dependent- upon provincial. cured fish to make up, their
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export cargoes for the markets of tropical countries.
Now, lot us summarise this and it is found that in the last
two years of our fish being admitted free into the markets
of the United States that the product of our catch yielded
$261 per man, and in 1884, $292 per man, and that 18 6
gave a product equal to $386 per man engaged, and against
$292 in 1884, so that there is little cause for the statement
that our fishery industry is becoming unremunerative. Again
the value of the fishery product for 1885 is to the value of
the fishing material employed, viz., vessels, boats, nets, &c,
in the ratio of 325 per cent. In 18,6 the value of the fishory
product is to the value of the material employed in the
ratio of 355 per cent., that is a return of 355 per cent. in
1886 as against a return of 325 per cent. in 1885. Thus,
these two facts, the dividend per man engaged and the
amount value realised for the capital engaged, proves con.
clusively that as our coal sales in the United States in-
creased largely under a duty of $1.25 per ton, whilst our
neighbors had not a supply of their own product equal to
the demand, and that our coal sales fell off rapidly under a
duty of only 75 cents per ton, precisely is this repeated in
the case of our fish, which is iricreasing in value to our
fishermen, in spite of the duty, and will continue to
do so, as long as the Americans have not a sur-
ply equal to the demand, within their own bordors.
In conclusion, looking at the proposed uniestricted recipro-
city from another point of view, have we any substantial
reasons for supposing we can obtain unrestricted reciproci-
ty if we ask it ? Have we not time and again in the past
made overtures for reciprocity, and every time received
nothing better than diplomatic snubs in return for our
humility ? Hence, may we not reasonably conclude that if
our neighbors would now listen to a proposa], such as con-
tained in the resolution before the House, it would only be
on account of the changed condition of circumstances within
themselves. That it would be because of their now enor-
mous surplus of production in the lines of almost every
iudustry and art known to civilisation. They would
reckon upon controlling our markets as well as their own in
all things, and make our people their customers, not they
ours. Nay, farther, suppose the great extensive trade
which the advocates of this schene picture us under their
proposals become reality, and that our exports went out
from us, and imports reach us under an unrestricted
reociprocity, what of our revenue necessary for publie
purposes ? With the loss of income from customs,
how is the public revenue to be sustained ? Evidently but
by one method, and that is by the old time and universally
hated method of direct taxation. Upon this point I en-
tirely concur with the hon. senior member for Halifax,
when he says that no party in this country would stand
twenty-four hours if they went to the people with direct
taxation on their banners. And I say deservedly so.
Judging from what I have heard of this debate, I am quite
persuaded that we could not enter upon this proposal of
unrestricted reciprocity without demoralising our manu.
facturies and general industries, and dissipating the capital
invested in them. Those industries which have been built
up and establisbed by years of patient toil and in the face
of strong opposition. It would endanger the sweeping
away of those numeroas enterprises that give happy homes
of plenty to thousands of industrious toilers and their
families. Industries, Sir, which have given Canada a place
in the front ranks of civilised nations. I say, Sir, let us
beware how we pull down theb house whieh it bas taken ten
years to build. For my constituentS and for myself we
stood by it in laying the foundation stone, and speaking for
them as I know them, I say we will stand now by its
defence and security.

Mr. LAURIER moved the adjournment of the debate.
70

553
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At this hour, I do not

object to the adjourament, especially as I take it, from my
hon. friend's movîng the adjournment, that we will have the
pleasure of hcaring him to-morrow, and I should like to hear
him at his very best, and I know what that very best is;
but I think iA is time that we should be getting to an end of
this debate. I think this is the fifteenth day, and we have
-and I do not regret it-set aside ail other business in
order to discuss this question exhaustively. Still, the
Session is creoping on, and we are getting to the busy
season, and I should be glad if the hon. gentleman could
come to some arrangement by which we could close the
debate to-morrow night.

Mr. LAURIER. Ail I can say is that we are just as
anxious on this side of the House as the hon. gentleman is
on his side, to come to an end of the debate, but I do not
think I would be justified in pledging myself and pledging
this side of the House that we shall come to an end te-
morrow. We shall endeavor to bring the debate to as
speedy a close as possible, in ail probability I can say this
week-not to-morrow, but the day after to-morrow, at ail
events. We shall do our best to have as busy a sitting to-
morrow as possible.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Of course we must have
a long sitting to-morrow. We have been very careful of
our health thus far, and I think we can afford to sit late to.
morrow. I would like very much to come to an arrange-
ment by which the debate shall be closed to-morrow.

Mr. LAURIER. Well, we will try and do what we can.
I would be very happy to communicate with the hon.
gentleman to-morrow, and see if we can come to a conlu.
sion, but I would not like to pledge myself at this moment,
without knowing how many of our friends on this aide
desire to speak.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am very sorry the
hon. gentleman is not able to cone to an arrangement of
that kind, because it would compel us toB it latee as we
must get on with the publie business. We have given the
whole time, for the last fortnight or three weeks, te this
question, and we did that in consequence of -he importance
of the motion itself, especially, in consequence of iLs being
moved by a gentleman holding the bigh position of the
hon. mover. If we had not done so, the debate would
have gone on during the opening days of the Session, and
we would have donc a great deal of business. Therefore, I
think I can appeal to the hon. gentleman opposite to assist
us in closing this debate.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sure we ail fully recognise that
the Government have given ail the assistance we could
desire in this debate, and so far we are grateful, but at this
moment I do not feel justified in promising definitely. At
ail event@, I will do my beat.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would like very much if
the hon. gentleman would cross the floor to-morrow and
give us some information as to what can be doue.

Mr. LAURIER. Yes.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon, gentleman, I
suppose, knows pretty well how many members on that
side still desire to speak ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know that, but I
dare say the hon. gentlemen who ait behind me, if we came
to an arrangement, would respect that arrangement.

Motion agreed to; and HRouse adjourned at 12.50 a. m.
(Thursday).
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T UnBDAY, 5th April, 1888.

The SpUAarn took thé Chair at Three o'clock.

Paar3as.

THE GLENGARRY ELECTION.

Mr. SBEAKER. I have the honor to inform the House
that I have received from tht Registrar of the Supreme
Court a certified copy of the judgment of the said court in
the election of a member to the fouse of Commons for the
Electoral District of the County of Glengarry, wherein
Patrick Purcell was appellant, and Alexander Kennedy
was respondent, the appeal being allowed, and the ruling,
finding and determination of the Hon. Mr. Justice Rose
were reversed and set aside.

Upon the Orders of the Day being called,

FRENCH TRANSLATION OF THE DEBATES.

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. I wish to enquire who is respon-
tible for the delay in the distribution of the Fretih version
of the Debates of the House. At the present -moment there
are 542 pages of the English version, whereas only 176
pages have been translated into French. I am informed
upon'reliable authority that last year, at the same date, not
a single page was in arrear. New translators have been
appointed, but whether they are responsible for that, I do
not know.

Mr. SPEAKER. The chairman of the Debates Com-
=nittee ought to answer this question, The House well
knows the publication and printing of the Debates in Eng-
lish, as well as their translation into French, are in the
lnds bf a ominmittee.

REPRESENTATION OF RUSSELL.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the First
Minister whethér a writ for the élection of the County of
RuéMell bIhs yet beet fasted, and whether a returning officer
'has been appointed, and who he is.

Sr JOUN A. MAOCDOOALD. The writ bas been or-
derel, and I have no doubt it has been issued by this time.

MOIPROCITY WITA TUE UNITED STATES.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I would like to enquire of the Gov
ornment if it is their intention to lay upon the Table of the
flouse tht report that was made by the Minister of Customs
in referience to the reduction uf duty on those articles upon
which the duty had been removed by the American Gov.
ernment ? 1 understand that, some time ago, the American
Government, through their conen1, made a report--

lr. PEIKER. The hôn. mbmnber will pleas make a
motion.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will attend to thlt when l get
through.

Mr. SPEAKER. There is no question before the House.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I was reálly spaking to a question
already.

Some hon MEMBHRS. Order,order.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I move the adjournment of the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Oh, you canhot, now.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I have
Mr. Speaker, on that motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDCNALD.
The Orders of the Day have been

only a fe* wdids to My,

I rise to a point of order.
called.

Mr. SPEAKER. Yes, the Ordèrs of the I>ay were caled.

RECPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the propoeed resolu-
tion of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That it is highly desirable that thé largest possible freedom of tom-
mersial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canala
and the United States, and that it is expedient that al articles inan-
ufactured in, or the natural products of either of the said countries
should be admitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subject to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone exeèpted).
That it i further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take steps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con-
ditions arrangements tan be effected with the United States for the
purpose of securing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade there-
with.

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada in the future, as in the past, is degirous of cnltivating

and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as thby
may not conflict with the policy of fostering the various interests and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879, and has since
received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (Halifax) in amendment to
the amendment:

That in any arrangement between Oanada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country cf the natural and
manufactured productions of the other, it is hghly desirabie that it
should be provided that during the continuance of any such arrange-
ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should be
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a fboting of .omplete reoi-
procal equality, and that vessels of all kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other, and
be entitled to registry in either country and to all the ben41its thereto
appertaining.

Mr. LAURIER Mr. Speaker, There is one feature
which has universally characterised this debate, in so far
as it has been par ticipated in by our cDlleagues on the other
side of the House. Again on this occasion, as on every
other occasion, whether in the time of Reformers who have
passed away or whether in the time of Reformers still
living, the cause of reform has been met with the cry of
disloyalty. It might be tempting to retaliate, and to show
what is the true inwardness of that -exuberant loyalty
which ever gushes forth from the other side of the House
when facts or arguments are deficient to meet the case at
issue. It might be tempting to retaliste and to show that
the loyalty of those monopolists who to-day clamor the
loudest, has no other found stion except the selfish one that
the contem plated reform would put an end to, a state of
things, which, however lamentable it may be to
the country, is eminently proéitable to tome indi-
viduals, It might be tempting to show that loyalty
bas always been, is, and always will be the last
refuge, the supreme argument of those ingrained Tories
who imagine themselves born to rule, and who, having long
been associated with Government, cannot contemplate the
displacement of what Government rneans for the m-patron-
agl, office, subsidies and monopolies-without thinking such
a displacement would bu rank treason. On the other hand,
I have no reason to doubt the sincerity of those prophets of
evil who, at every step taken forward by this young country,
never fail to nee an impending rupture of British connection,
and have a long stries of sinister predictions, hitherto not
fulfilled, have failed to make wiser or braver. 6ir, I considbr
it would be perfectly useless to ettempt any argument upon
those monopolists or ingrained Tories whose supreme end
and object in politics is to enjoy the fleshpots of oce and
whose loyalty springs from the stomach burt to those well
meaning though timid inen who inclineàto a éhaage, stilI
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dread change, I would at once say : You who object to reform
because you fear the good results will be accompanied by
some evil result-are you satisfied with the condition of this
country that nothing is to be risked for its advancement ?
la it your opinion that if there be to the south of us
acceosible fields of wealth, we should be deterred from
the ennobling spirit of enterprise by the cowardly considera-
tion that posaibly incroasod prosperity would seduce us
from our allegiance? la yours the position of the man who
would starve himself to death lest by eating fool he might
swallow poison ? A way, away, I say, with ignoble foars
and cowardly considerations. I also appeal to loyalty. I
appeal to the loyalty of all we owe to our origin, to the blood
that flows in our veins, to the example of our ancestors
and the memories they have loft bohind them, and ho, I say
wbo will stand truest to those examples will also stand
trueet in his allegiance to Queen and country. Lot us
remember that the great nation from which the greater
number among us derive their origin, and from which we
have the institutions on which we pride ourselves, is so
great to-day because, at all periods of ber history, her
people never shrank froai performing the duty which the
hour demanded of them, without fear of the consequences
to themselves or to the country. Let us remember that
our country, il it bas attained the proud position which
to-day it occupies, owee it to tho uncessing efforts
of Reformers of former days, whoseo every effort was
assailed with Ihe same taunt of disloyalty that meets
us to-day. Lot us look at our position such as
it is, let us look at our position squarely and maunfully, and
if the result is that our position to-day denands rcform,
let us, I say, strike for the refôrn, determined in advar ce
that if in this as in every other matter evil is to be mixed
with good, it will be time to grapple with the ovil when the
evil arises. Once more I say let us look at our position,
not sach as it ought to be, but such as it is, not such as it
is depicted in the speeches of Ministerial orators, but such
as we hear it every day depicted in the unvarnishod talk
of the people. With a varied and fertile soil, with a hoalthy
northern climate, with irmen-e agricultural resources,
with abandant mineral wealth, with unsurpassed lumber
facilities, with the most productive fisheries in the world,
this ought to bea land of universal prosperity and contentent.
What is the position today ? I said a moment ago that we
have good reason to be proud of our country, proud of ber
people, proud of ber history, proud of her institutions, proud
of the position which she has already obtained among the
nations of the world ; but blind would be be who would
fail to see that there is in her otherwise young and healthy
body a deep wound that is depleting the very sources of lifo.
When we contemplate that this young country with afl ber
capabilities is losing ber population, that every day hundreds
of ber sons are leaving her shores to seek homes in a country
not more favored by nature than our own, the conclusion is
inevitable that something is wrong which must engage the
attention of every one for whom patriotism is not a vain
and empty word. Yet with these facts full in view the
Government, speaking by the mouth of the Minister of
Marino *nd Fisheries, invites Parliament to declare that
thes is absolutely otbing to do, but to keop on the policy
undor which sup a state of things is possible, qad we have
seen member aftpr member of Parliamient ri"e in his place
and 4ecLaeo iodeed that there is uothing to do, that every.
tbing il fur the best. I will not lose one single moment 'a
discus"kg that point, but I place the assertions made on
thie side of the Uouse against those made by hon. gentlemen
opposite, and leaveothe decision to thejudgment of the people
of the country, in the jadgment ot ail the people with-
out exceptions, and all, with the exception, perhaps,
of the monopolists, will say that there is someo
thing wrong in the condition of this country,
that t4re id something which demands t4e atention of

Parliament and of every one who claigns to be a patriot.
We have been told, and it is insisted on, that we are a pros-
perous country, that we are a happy country; and one hon.
member, my hon. friend from Montroal Centre (Mr. Our-
ran), if I remember aright, in dwelling on the great pros-
pority of this country stated we had no starvation amonget
us. Well, Sir, prosperity is a relative term applied to
nations as well as to individuals. A man in private life
may have affluence with a certain income in a certain
condition of life, and yet be in want with the sane income
in a certain other condition of life; and so it is among
nations. If you judge us, if you gauge the condition of this
country by the standard of older continents I would be quite
ready to admit that we may ho sid to be # prosperqus coun-
try. I grant this at once-(and gentlemen opposite are
welcome to the admission if they can tind any comfort in it).
We have no starvation in this oountry. We have not any
threat of famine, we are not in the condition of China in
which country four provinces, some year# Ugp, worg c4rçied
away by bunger, and wo are not in the condition of
Iroland. We lose our people, but still we have
not lost one-third of our popglatio, as Ireland lid
in the space of two years. But, Mr. Speaker, the objec-
tion and the answer do not meet the point nor do tbey
meet the charge. To a young, healthy, agni oergetg
and active population on this continent, it la not Suffm-
cient that they should be above starvation. Their Uim is
higher. The charge is not, Sir, that there is a qcarcity of
natural productions, but the charge is, on the contrary
tbat there is an abunduace of natural production, but
that thpre is no issue and no outlet for the surplus
beyond what the people coneome. The charge is that
manufacturing production is limaited to our small and
limited requiremonts, and, thorefore. far below the pro-
ducing capacity of the people. Sir, the people of this coun-
try have a right to expect that every chil belongi.g to
this country will, when ho comes to manhood, find the samp
labor, and returns for hie labor, that ho wou!d flnd on the
other aide of the lino. The people of thtis couptry, epeoi}Iy
the tillers of the soil, have a right to expect that thoir lbor
will always command the highest price obtainable in the best
and most favored markets of the world. They have # rigbt
to expect that the money which, by the necessities of their
vocation, they are forced to invest in real estats wilL
always retain its value, awl when they find that there is no
labor for overy child born in this country, whpn they find
that their labor is insufficiently reinuneated, wben they
find that real estate does not keephup it value but decreases
in value, when they find that nothwithstanding aIl attemptg

ade we ohave not yet saucceedod in avng e,000,000
of people on this continent, and whm they find that at
least 1,000,000 of Canadian born children are to-4,
citizens of the United States, or are working in the Upted
States, I say again that they Must come to the coppluson
that there is uomething wrong somewhere which hae to be
remedied. Under such circumstance therte is tod-y a
sentiment of irritation and discontent whico muet be chick.
ed, or it may become very serions in a short time to comne.
We have been told by gentlemen on the other side of the
louse that what we say to-day is not ew. T4p bon. 4p
Minister of Interior, spouking on that subject in answor t0
my friend from South Oxfort (Sir Richard Cartwright),
stated that the statement maie by My hon. fien4 weye
not new, and that they had been muade in the eleotiqus of 188,
and 1687. Sir, it is pereotly true that those statement are not
new. They have been male fin 188e, and they have
been made ut the oloction ofi 887, and my hon. friend might
further have added that they wore made in. the elections of
1878. Ho might have added that ho and his frionds came
into power b3cause from 1876 to 1878 they blamed the Gov-
ernment of the day, of that time, for the emnigration which
I admit was thon taki»g place. They blamed the Adminis,
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tration of my hon. friend on my left and stated that if they
came to power they would put a stop to this emigration,
and when they came to power they were pledged by their
own words and their own writings to put a stop to that emi-
gration. Now, Sir, in order to make that point more clear
let me refresh the memory of gentlemen on the other side
about their speeches anterior to 1878, and I cannot do
better than to quote the speech of my hon. friend the leader
of the Government, and the leader of the Opposition of that
day, delivered at Parkdale in the month of July, 1878.
These are his very words :

" Here we are not only suffering depression in every trade and indus-
try but our people are leaving the country to seek employient in the
mille and manufactories of the United States."

An hon. MEMBER. Read that again.
Mr. LAURIER. I will not read it again, but I will con-

tinue :

"Was it not a crying shame that though this country had a
fertile soil, a healthy climate, a strong and well elucated people,
and good laws, 500,000 of our own people should have crossed our bor-
ders in those years and taken up their abode in the United States be-
cause they could not find employment here for their skill and energy
and enterprise in consequence of the false policy of our rulers."

which she opened ber career, she would be to-day as
cheerful a member of the Confederation as she was ten
years ago. But al[ our efforts at increased prosperity have
always been baffled. We never have had the measure of
success which we expected from our efforts, and what is
the reas:m ? The reason is that we have not yet found the
economical condition necessary to make the country as
abundantly productive as it should be; that the consuming
power of the nation is not adequate to its producing power;
and that wo have not yet found channels for the increased
energy and activity of our people. Under such conditions,
when the labor of the people will never yield as much as it
would yield under a different economical condition, it is
impossible to expect that there will be contentment in the
land, or pride in the institutions of the country. The
lumberman, the farmer and the manufacturer toil, but their
efforts are comparatively barren ; and if you ask them
what is the economical condition they want in order to
make their efforts as fruitful as they should be, they will
tell yoi, that it is space-a broader field in which to oper-
aie. The fisherman will tell you that if he could send bis
fish free to B>ston and Portland, he would ask nothing
more; the farmer will tell you that if he could send his

Sir, if it was a crying shame in 1878, that 500,000 of our productions to the cities and towns on the other side cf the
fellow-men should have crossed our borders to the other side lino, which are almost within arm's length, ho would ask
of the line, by what epithet strong enough can we charac- notbing more; the lumberman will tell you that if he had
terise the policy of those men who, bound to put a stop to access t0 that immense range of territory which noeds the
that sort of thing and bound to stop that exodus, have producis of our foreîts, ho would ask nothlng more; and
brought it up from 500,000 to 1,000,000. I do not say the manufacturer will tell you-the genuine manufacturer,
this, Mr. Speaker, with any view of recrimination. I speak not the monopolit-that ait he asks is a fair field and no
to say that the evil is one of long standing, which must tax favor, and that if you remove the barriers which stand in
our energy and for which we must find some remedy. I his way, he is ready ù) compote with the Americans in
have said, Mr. Speaker, that there is discontent prevailing their own market. During the lasi summer Mr. Butter-
in this land. The causes are at once political and economi- wortb, who i8 well known in this country, and who bas
cal. There can be no doubt at ail that, in the political taken the same view tbat we take as to the trade relations
aspect, a great deal of the discontent which prevails is that should exist between Canada and the United States,
largely due to the manner in which Confederation was forced speaking on this question in Detroit, made a rernark wbich
on some sections of the country, and to the manner in which seemed to me nt the time to be singularly true historically.
Confederation has been made a tool and an instrument in Ie said this:
the hands of gentlemen on the other side to embarrass and
to harass some other sections of the country. There can be The history of ail nations has been a record of efforts to broaden
no doubt that in the east of this Dominion the fact that one the area of their trade and commerce."
Province at least was dragged into Confederation against The more we think of this remark, the more wo shah ho
her will, has opened in the hearts of the people ot that convinod that it is cmineotly true. Indeed the tecords
Province a wound which after twenty years is as galling of maakind show that as soon as a nation bas obtained its
as it was the first day. There can be no doubt at ail fredom, tho energy of the people whieh had hitherto been
that in the west the unjust, the unf air, and the tyrannical consumed in political agitation, is at once turned to labor
manner in which the Constitution bas been abused and and irdustry. Yery soon the producing power of the peo-
violated by the Government, in order to force upon ple exceeded their consuming power, new channels bad to
the people of that section of the country an abhorred be songht, and from that time the history of that nation
monopoly, has created a bitterness in the hearts of those became a record of efforts to broaden the area of trade and
people which would have had the most fatal consequences commerce. Such was the history olthe Italian republica
perhaps if, fortunately, the Government, acting as they did in the middle ages, atter they obtaincd their freedom. They
yesterday in the matter of the admission of American im- gradually extended their trade beyond Ihe walls of their
portations upon the free list, had not in that other instance chies until il covered ail the lands washed by the Mediter-
also reversed that policy and surrendered. There is no ranean and the neighboring sens. Such was the bistory of
doubt at all that in the Province from which I come Holland in the seventeenth century. After she had treed
the numerous attempts made by the Government upon ber neck from the yoke of Spain, altbuu, having a
the political autonomy of the Province have created distrust population of only 2,000,000, she gradually developed
and disappointment in the minds of the people. And the largeat trade of the age. Sucl was the case with
at the same time there can be no doubt, and we can readily Eugland. For many years the English people were
believe it, that if the country had been as prosperous as it absorbed in political agitation, and, during those ytars
should have been, or as prosperous as it is renresented to their trade did not increase; but baving at last eurbed
be, a good deal of the diseontent which now prevails would the power of the Tbrone, asserted the supremacy of
have been alleviated ; for political causes alone seldom Parliament, and secured ber political freedon, from tiit
produce serious discontent, unless they affect injuri- time the h istory of Engiand became a record of the broaden-
ously the economic condition of the people. It our ing activity and energy of the Britîeh people. The trade
country had been as prosperous as it is represented of England increased its area until it subdued continent
to be, if Nova Scotia had found in Confederation the after continent, and to-day it bas no limita but the limits of
prosperity which was promised to be ber lot in it, the earîb. The bistory of other nations has been our
she would long ago have been reconoiled Lo Confederation. hiotory. For years ad years our people were absorbed

-If Manitoba had continued to enjoy the prosperity with in a political agitation for freudom, and during thoso
J[r. LAuuBzES,
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years the country made but little progress; but when IlThat this House i. of opinion that the welffre of Canada rquiresat at O otaied esonsble govrnmnt ndthe adoption of a National t>olicy, whicb, by a j 'idiciotis readjusîmentat last we obtained responsible goverment and tarffwil benefit and oster the ariultral, the minng, the
legislative independence, what took plaee elsewhere manutacturing and other luterests of the Dominion; that such a poliey
happened here. The energy of the people, which wi1I retain in Canada thousande of our fellow countr'nen now obliged
had been previously absorbed in fruitless political agita- toexptrate themel,.. 'n eearch of the employment denied thtm at
tion, was turned to toil and labor, and from that mo-
ment we had to seek for channels and outlets for our sur- 11w far the policy bas beon snceessful wo ail know, but no
plus energy. The foreet, the mine and the sea are the doubt hon. gentleman opposite wuli say it bas been in that
fields to which the labor of our people has been directed. respect emitently sucoossful.
Ours is above all an agricultural country; and as we have Mr. LANDERKIL;. It only sent a million away.
abundance of lands at our disposal, vast tracts were every M
year added to the cultivated soil; and as the number of the
tillers of the soil increased and the bulk of their productions That will restore prosperity to our struggling industries, now eo
became enlarged, there arose correspondingly a demand for sadly depressed, wiII prevent Canada trom being made a sacrifiechannels and outlet, and from that moment te istorymarket, will encourage and develop an active inter-provincialnew hnesadote- adfo htmmnth itr and movig-a s it ought to do-in the direction of a reciprocity oi
of this country became a history of efforts to broaden the tariffwith neighbors, s0 far as the varied intèresta of Canada may
area of our trade and commerce. If there is one faut which demand, wilI greatly tend to procure for this country eventually a reoi-
more than any other has characterised Canadian politics procit.y oftrade
since the concession of responsible government, it is that it Now,
bas always been the efforts of the Canadian people to find hon, triend, 1 wiil aHk him to correct me in due time, but if
new outlets and channels for their increasing energy. I do
not mean to say that those efforts have been systematic or concluding paragraph of this resolution? Thd it mean
premeditated. On the contrary, they have been irregular anything ciao but that, bowevor do-irablo protection inigbt
ani spasmodic, now in one direction and then in an- ho for Canada against other countries, reciprocity, 80 far
other, but they have been a continual and instinc- as the United States were concerncd, was the tbing which
tive aspiration to pass from an unnatural to a natu- wam desired and desirable. Now, Sir, in vew of this reso.
ral economical position, just as a man who finds lation, I sely Lbat tho amondment moved by the Goveru-
himself in a vitiated atmosphere will turn in every direc- ment is fot logical. What ia tbe object of that amcnd ment?
tion to get a breath of the fresh air without which ho cannot Its objeot is to keep the National Policy intact in its en-
live. As soon as the agitation for responsible govern ment tirety. The finai object of the National Policy, as declared
had abated, as soon as our friends, the Tories-who, loyal in in the repolution 1 have just road, was to obtain rcci-
those days as they are in these days, endeavored by riot, PIocity. Il 15 evidont thut in tlis object it ha not suc-
bloodsbed and fire to intimidate Lord Elgin and prevent ceded, aan, therefore, the conclusion is uriavoilablo thut
the establishment of the new regime-had been forced to something else oust be triei. Se ended our first effort
submit to the inevitable, the first act of the Government of tebroaden the aica of our trado and commerc.
the day-and it was a Liberal Government-was to seek But at ibat time we had something oiao in contemplation.
new channels for the productive energies of the people. When notice was given ef the abrogation of the treaty, the
The Government found the natural channels of trade block-country was engaged in the discussion cf tbe groat question
ed and closed. There was to the south of us a great and pro- which ended lu the Confoderation et the Provinces, and
gressive nation of kindred birth, from which we were there is ne doubt whatover that in the minds of those who
separated by mountains of prejudice and some artificial participated in th. bringing about of that great evont,
barriers; and the efforts of the Government were directed the hope existed that Corîtederation would prove, net
to removin- some of the prejudice and breaking down some relrmas ellIl a ted on bua flooo Pal
of the barriers, and the result was the Reciprocity TreatyaU (o
of 18à4, wbieh, although limited in its operation and scope, ment at that timo that the Provinces, by adopting
everyone will admit during its duration marked the golden anong Lbemselvc-'fi-cetrade, would ind an adequate
age of our trade and commerce. That was our first effort outiet and cbannet for thoir surplus energy. The
towards broadening the area of our trade and commerce.on.te orgrr.mwn, who arget that t a membor
It was eminently successful. fliowever, the treaty was of
short duration. As soon as the limit of its term was great length and with groat force. After having stated in
reached, the American Government gave notice that they thdebate that the fist ebject cf Confoderation was te
would not continue it. Why? Was it because the treaty aect a great political reform, ho wünt on to say:
was not equally advantageous to the Americans ? No; itL aa0But secondly,1Igo heartily for the Union, because it will
is admitted that the treaty was just as advantageous to them throw down the barriers of trade and gîve us ih'i control cf a market ofas t us. The notice was given simply on account f thepeople. What one thing bas contribued uch t the

as t us Th notce as lve Simly n RCOuu Ofthewonrons material progres cf the United 'Ïtttea as the free passage of
irritation causel in the United States by the unfriendly at- their products from one State te another? What has tended se much to
titude maintained by England and Canada towards the the rapid advance of ailbranches of their industry s the vast extent of
United States during their great struggle for national li their home market, creating n unlimited demand for ail the comm-Unitd Satesdarng heirgret srugge fr ntionl lte.dities of daity ute, and stimalating the energy and ingenuity cf predu-
That the repeal of the treaty was a blow to our commerce, cer? iir, 1 confesa 10 you that i my mmd this one vitw ofthe Union
no one bas denied, and it bas been the constant and un- -the addition of nearly a million of people to our home conaumer-effot ofCandianstaesme eve sice t eb asweeps aide ail the pptty objections that are averred againat the
varyirg effort of Canadian statesmen ever since to obtainshee (Wat, in ompaison wit this great gain t our farmers and
a renewal of that treaty. Indeed, so much is that the case manufacturera, are even the fa!lacioug money objections which the Ina-
that, at a later day, when protection was adopted as the ginations of hon. gentlemen nppasite have summonel up?) Ail over the
policy of this country, one of the reasons for its adopton word we find nations eagerly Ionging toextend their demains, speudingpolî y large smorn and waging protracted wars to poasesa themaelves cf more
was that theieby we might force the Americans to give us errùory, urtilied and nainhabited. Other cautrieg offer large induce-
reciprocity. The resolution which formulated the policy mentg tordgners to emigrate te their shores-free passages, freecf te Geeromentupontha occsienbasofte be ndW. and free food and impfrments toestart themin s the world.of the Government upon that occasion as often been orves, support costly esablishments tattretmmi-
quoted, but it will bear being quoted again, because it id3grants te car country, and are satiefievinea our annual outlay bringg
pregnant with meaning in the face of the amendment of1 ,000 or 20,000 bulL But here, Si, is a proposai which is to ad
the Government on the present occasion. The resolution in one day near a million of oulu te aur population-to add valuabieterranies tour domamn, aint secure to us ail the advantagesucf a large
is as follews and profitable commerce, now existingn
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Now, everybody will admit that every word spoken hure There is not a word to be taken from that passage. It is
was perfectly true, that not one iota can be taken ont of quite true that the population of Canada was as great as the
this passage as containing a single error. Still the theory populaiion of ail New England put together, and that Car-
here advocated did not succeed, and it failed, not because of ada consumes as much fuel as the whole of New England put
any error that could be pointed at, bit because of other cir- together, but Mr. MoGee had overlooked the fact that the
cumstances which were overlooked at tho time. I have market of New England was at the doors of Nova Scotia,
quoted this in order to show that as far back as 1845, one of and that the market of western Canada was txo far away
the master-minds which this country bas produced, was of to be of any service to Nova Sotia ceal ; and if the
opinion that it was essential to the trado of the country that valuable life of Mr. McGee had been spared, he woSld have
we should add to the consuming power of our population. lived to see Nova Scotia coal, protected by a duty of at
The same idea was enlarged upon by Mr. Galt in the same least 50 per cent.on the prie. of that coal at the pit's Mouth,
debate, and he stated, with all the authority which at that carried from the east to the west, carried on Goverement
time attached to bis name as Minister of Finance, that in railways, not at trade rates but at favor rates, in fat at a
Confederation lie expected to find a subïtitute for the loss, and he would have seen that not one lumpiofoal from
American market, which we lost by the abrogation of the Nova Scotia ever reached Toronto. We have ban told
Reciprocity Treaty. He said: we have developed an inter-provia.ial trade betw.ea

the eadt and the west. I deny it. I deny that we have
If we require to find an example of the benefits of free com- succeedued in developing trade between thei eaht and

mercial intercourse, we need not look beyond 1he effects th-t havein *
followed from the working of the Reciprocity Tre-ty with the Unitei the west. We carry some small amount of merehandise
States In one short year from the time when that treaty came into bet ween the two sections, but is that the resalt of Confed-
operation, our trade in ihie natural productions of the two countries eration, is it the result of the Union ? It is not. Whatswelled from less thRan $ ,Q000,f00 to unwards of $ '0,000,0(0 per annum,
and now, when we are threatened with an interruption of ihat trade- trade we have between the east and the west i not a
when we hrve reason to fear that the action of the United States will natural trade, but is due entirely to the fact that the
prove hostile to the continuance of free commercial relations with this Country has to pay for the freight required tocountry-when we know that the consideration of this question is not - b the east and thc weàt. You
grounded on just views of the material advantages resulting to eaeh take i
country-but that the irritation connected with political events exercises cannot legislate against nature, and nature has
a predominant influence over the minds of Acmerican statesmn, it is the iLterposad obstacles in regard to the interchange of tradeduty of the Honse to provide if possible, oth-r cutlets for our produc- botwcon the cast and Lb. wcst whîsh nu legisiatioa eau
tions. If we have reason to fear that one door is abont to be closed tob
our trade, it is the duty of the House to endeavor to open another; to overcome ; and, as year has followed year, it became
provide against a coming evil of the kind feared by timely expan4ion in more and more evide4t thaL the anticipations formed byanother directin ; to 'ek by f ee trade with Our own fellow-colonits the men of 1865 were more delusions that there couldfor a coniinued and u interrupted comme ce, whibh will not be hable
to be disturbed at the capricious will of any f>reign country." never be any profitable trade between Nova Siotia, New

Brunswick and Prince Edward Island on the one side, and
Here, again, there is nothing to say against the theory that the Provinces beyond Quebec on the other. Then it wastwas thon advanced, but the great expectations which were seeing that our efforts had been baffled, seeing that theochan-then entertained d d not turn out to bu true. Although nels were not opened for trade which wé had expected, thatevery Government since that time has endeavored to bring for the first time protection became a practieal issue in thistogether the east and west of Confederation, to bring about country. The advocates of the new idea fondly hoped and,the interehange of the commodities of the east with those indeed, resolutely asserted that the promulgation of a highof the west, to-day we have not succeeded in doveloping any tariff wou!d stimulate thecreation of so many manufactures,trade except a very insignficant one betweon the cist and that it would bring in a large amounet of immigration andthe west, and the glowing pictures which the man of 188i5 iould stop our own emigration, that we would find the mar-drew as to what was to follow their erdeavors to bring ke:s hero that we had hoped to obtain elsewhere. Andabout that interchange of trade, have remained p ctures. althougb, during the agitation which took place iu .87I andWhat was it that was left out, wbat was it that was omitted i878, ail classes were promised that they would profit by thefrom their calculations ? The fact which was omitted was, adoption of protection, the farmers were the class who wereas bas often been pointed out Pince, the geographical posi- promised the greatest benefit. ldeed, the National Polieytion of the different Provinces of the Dominion. The men then was made to do duty ail round, like the eelebratdof 1865 forgot that no legislative act, no executive decree magie bottle in the hand of the juggler, which suppliedcould suppress the long distances which separate the east wine or beer, or spirits or water, justas the manu to be servedfrom the west ; they forgot that nature had interposel, was a wine and beer man, a whiskey man, or a told wateragainst profitable trade relations between the east and the man. So the farmers were told that, if we had protectio,west, obstacles which no legislation could overcome. Sir, they would find a market for their produets at their 4oorsexperience is the test of aIl theory, and, in the view of the The leader of the Opposition at that time, in the opeehexperience which we have acquired during the last twenty which ho made at Parkdale in Jly, 1678, said :years, let me show how deluded the men of 1863 were in
regard to the hopes which they then entertained. Mr. "By having ail k inde cf industries, we would have a great oountry ;the industries would be twicu blessed, esr BOUs would be preeted
McGee spoke in the same debate, and he emphasised the from going to a foreign couat r to ad4 to its wealtb aud strength ss4
same idea which had been already expressed by Mr. Brown skili The fruits of their labor would be e.rchanged for the fruits of the
and Mr. Galt, and be particularised his meaning by in soil, cities would multiply, and not only would there be a demand for

, the larger products, such as wheat, flour, eattle, aad .vrythag westancing a particular trade, the coal trade of Nova Scotia. could raise, but for cheeae, batter, egg4, rooao aud other kiada of amflt
After having depicted, in his glowing language, the coal produce. Why was it that land around viilageo wa more valuable than
fields of Nova Scotia, he went on to say: land away from the villages, land about towns more valuable than

land in villages, and land about cities more valuable than land in tows.
" These exhaustless coal fields will, under this plan-which il in fact Land about Toronto was not ao good, frome as grieultural piat of

our Reciprocity Treaty with the Lower Provinces-become, hereafter, view, as it was 30 or 40 miles away from te city, and yet it was rpeunr~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Reirct raywt h oe rvn,-eoo euleval uablu. 1 he resn was bucauie the tarcuers living ne&r Toronto couid
the great resource of our towns for fuel. I see the cry is raisel below gaale. ' ern becu aies hymgeare Tnt old
by the anti-Unioniste that to proceed wîth Oonfederation would be o get a market for everything they could raie. They were not oeigd
entail the loss cf the New England market for tbeir cos. I do fot th ceaper it wa for him to send lu hie good sad that si.o te illustra-
nite tee how they make that out, but even an antI-Unionist migzht see tien ewould suffic o show how dpendent the workmea, manufacturer

tiat the population of Canada is withit a fraction of that of all New aind farer were upon aoh other.an
England put together, that we consumein this countryas much fuel per
annum as they do iu all New Englaud ; and, therefore, that we offer In so far as this language tended top rove tht the &doptionthem a market under the Union equal to that which these theorisers of protection would devulop a largemannfaturing industry
want to persuade their followers they would lust

Mr. LÂvarm.
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it was a 1I0bey, bt i go far as the bon. gentleman meant the requirementsof the country; and upon the capital which
to say that a large laboring population is the best market had been invested, they agreed to pocket the large profits
for the agriealtur.il olasse, I agree with him. England to- which the tariff gave them over foreign competitors. Yet,
diy ao otly absorbs e14 ber own agriculturai produets, but as I understand, those profits upon the large capital in-
drainà theal@t-iotitr o fdtrmty oer countries besides. vested, are not large. Although we have only 23 inlls and
New England is verv much in the same position. It not 60L,,000 e pindles, yet these are too much for the require-
onl consumes Its owni a'griettural productions, but it ab- monts of the country. Not one of these mills is working t
s *5those of ihatny other States and it even draws largely its full capacity to-day; they are ail working on half time,
from Canada, although the Canadian farmer bas to pay a or at lest, not on full time. What is true of cotton is also
heavy tûli oh the Iontier, #.t the prediotion of the hon. true of woollens and other industries of the country, so the
genûtemn did iot cemne true. The country was not over- conclusion is inevitable that the National Policy has not
ran with the manufacturing clas. There was no great in- realised the expectations which were entertaineci at the
eresse in immigration. -Hmigration was not stopped. Many time. The National Policy has not developel a great
dt'mnms wore dispelled, many dreans turned out to be mere national industry, and has not created the home mar-
deceptions, for it is a matter of fNet that many of the prin- ket for our agricultural produots, as we were promised.
&ipal adtoostes of protection who propbesied those great But, Sir, the necessity of widening the area of our trade
Tesults *ere the victims of their own preaching. In their and commerce is so great that ail these many years
great anxiety for the success of this new idea, they we have been looking around in this direction and in
Tepresented the comrntry s being overrun by manu- the other direction to find new outlets and new channels
factures, with magnificent buildings and tall chimneys for our trade. In the debate on the Address during the
throwing towards the sky the smoke of modern industry. present Session, the mover of the Address told us with pride
Thy had represented cities and towns growing out of the that the Governmont had sent a commssioner to Australia
gronnd, and teeming with artisans who would consume in order to obtain the trade of that country ; he told us
everything the farmer tould grow, but these expectations that they had opined communication with the Argentine
did-not come out true, and bore again there was a failure. Republic in order to establish a trade with that country.
What was the cause ? Why was it that the great expec. What wi!l corne of these efforts ? What has come of al
tationt which were entertainerd of the future of the National similar efforts ? What hase come of our sending commiÈ-
Policy, were not realised ? Because the agitators of 18l' sioners to Brazil, to the West Indices, and to Spain ?
78 completely lost sight of the frot that modern industries Nothir g, for the very obvious reason that, burdened as we
cannot thrive in limited markets. Modern industry in are by our protective tariff, we cannot meet free trade
order to thrive must operate in large markets. The Englanl In those markets; so that the conclusion is ine-
principle of modern industry is this :to minimise to an in- vitable ithat ail the efforts we have rade so far to develop
finitesimal figure the profit upon manufactured articles, our trade and commerce, and to broaden their area,
and then to increase the aggzregate production to an un- since 1867, have been a succesion ot' failures. What, then,
limited quantity; in fact the profit upon the single article is is to be done ? Is the problem without solution ? Is the
always decreased in proportion as the aggregate production situation without hope ? Is there nothing to be done but to
is incresed. Under such circumstances no one can manu- fold our arms and to wait, and to wait, and to wait until
facture to advantage unless he manufactures in large something unforseen and unexpected turns up that will,
quantities, and he who can manufacture in the largest perhaps, do for us what we have failed to do for ourselves ?
market is always the cheapest manufacturer; and at the No, there le a Course epen te us, and it le te revert teithe
same time the man who caun reduce the cost of production only means whicb, inathe past, have net failed-itlt
by ever se small an amountwill always drive hie competitorsadoptthe resolution of my bon. friand to my loit(Sir
from the field, and will overcome ail the barriers Richard Cartwright), it le teiepen as wide as we eau ail
opposed to him. That is the reason why the the avenues of trade botweouu and the 60,000,000 (f
National Pblicy did not succeed, that is the people te the mouth of us. And borea"In lot mu reuasAIthe
reason why the manufacturers did not multiply. Why, language ef Mr. Brown. lie expected th-. greateet possible
Sir, our manufacturers, burdened as they are by the tarif, reenit from the accession ef 1,000,000 feule tour
burdened on their coal, burdened on their raw material, market. Ie are bis worde:
cannct extend abroad because they cannot meet the pro- «But here, Sir, le a proposa! which is te add fot oniy nearly a milion
ducts of free trade countries. They are limited to their cf seuls to our population, but to add valuable territor te our domain,
own market, and within our own market, with a popula- aud secure te us ail the advantages of a large aud proftable commerce,
tion of less than 5,000,000, they cannot expand and there- 10w eistifg.'
fore they cannot thrive. Take the single article of cotton. Sir, these expectatieus would have been reulimed if
It wa expected that under the favor of the tariff ail the natural obstacles bad net interpoed. But wbat we expect
great water powers from Kingston to Montreal would be today frem lt. resolution of' my hon. fi iend, le not eniy
lined with cotton mille, that we would have legion cf cotton the accession of 1,000,000 cf seuls te oui-market, it la th.
epinnersuand cotton wesvers. Yet to-day, Sir, we have only accession cf 60,000,000 et the meet waithy people ou the
23 ootton mill, with an aggregate of 597,688 epindles. face of the globe, with net even s moîchili te separate
Theïe figures may scem large at first blush, but they are us. Yet the (ovenmentwilinetaccede te crprepomition.
in reality insignificant. ln the year 18li, England alon. The Goverument have Be objection teuend commisioLers
bad ovtr 22,000 cotton millesand 34,000,000 spindles; and teilbheantipodeg, but thcy will net serd commissiones
et this very moment, in the little town of Cardîff, Wales, te Washington-Tboy have ne objection to open commu-
one single company is ereting 13 mille with a capacity nicatien witb the Argentine Republie and its 5,000,000 cf
of more than 650,000 epindies. Therefore our figures are seule, but tbey will net epen communication wîth the
perfeetly insignificent; our 23 cotton millesand 600,000 great nations te ibe south cf us wbe trade is s thousand-
spiîdles are a more drop in the ocean. But, Sir, the manu- fold th. trade cf the Argetine Republie. But they have
facturrs of otton started out for an immense output; they their reasens for it. Tbey de net set on me caprice.
found themselves very soon with an immense surplus which They bava th(ir reaFens; tbey bave a standing offer upon
they could not dispose of, and, under sueh circumstances,l, the Statutc-book that tbcy are ready te open our mareet,
what did they do ? They combined, they agreed to reduce te a cirtain extert, te the United States if that couutry
lhe p#eduotion, they reduoed the woe-king hours, they dis- wil epen its market teuste the same extent. But beyeud
ub mr .mp4ye~ees,,nd redueod psuotioaisMoy teoiath the resy will not go, they sthnd upen thoir dignty
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and they will not badge an inch. The offer which is
made by the Government to the United States is an
offer of a limited character, in natural products only.
It is not what we ask for. It is not an offer of unlimited
trade, such as is asked for by my hon. friend to my left. My
hon. friend has proved, at least to the satisfaction of every-
one who will take a calm view of the matter, that unlimited
reciprocity is preferable to limited reciprocity. Now, if
the Government had secured the limited reciprocity which
they have offered to the American Government, we would
have been glad to accept it, and the Government would have
been entitled to the thanks of the country. Bat the Gov-
ment have failed in their efforts. That standing offer has
been on the Statute-book for nine years now and the Am-
ericans have not yet chosen to bite at the bait; but it is not
a bait, this is an improper expression. It was a threat, it was
intended as a threat to the American Government to make
them see what evil consequences might fall if they refused to
open their doors to us. The bait or threat, whatever it is, how-
ever, has been ineffectual, and we must try something else.
Now, limited reciprocity may be looked upon as an impossible
thing. I have not heard one single voice raised on the
other side of the line in favor of limited reciprocity, while
eminent statesmen, members of Congress, influential merch-
ants, boards of trade, have again and again pronounced
emphatically in favor of unlimited reciprocity, and
to-day there are before Congress two measures in that di.
rection. This sentiment, which is evinced by the proposi-
tions before Congress, is not of yesterday. It 'dates
as far back as 1861. lu that year the Board of Trade in
the city of New York petitioned Congress in favor of an
enlargemerit of the Reciprocity Treaty which existed at
that time. That petition to Congress was acted upon. In
1864 Congress considered a resolution from the Committee
on Commerce in favor of an extension of the treaty and a
widening of its provisions. That resolution was pasaed in
March, 1864; it was laid over till December of that year,
but nothing came of it I am sorry to say. And why ? Be.
cause of the events which took place in the year 1864, be.
cause of the untriendly attitude maintained by England and
by Canada towards the United States in the great struggle
in which they were engaged at that time. The Alabama
cruiser, fitted out in the port of L'verpool, the St. Albans'
raid, prepared in Montreai, so far embittered American
public opinion that it would not allow that resolution to be
carried any further; but of the sentiments which were en-
tertained at thrt time by the Administration of Mr. Lincoln
we can obtain an idea by a letter which was written by Mr.
Adams, who was at that time Minister to the Court of St.
James', and which was addressed to Lord John Russell. It
was dated November, 1864, and it said this:

" The welfare and prosperity of the neighboring British Provinces are
as sincerely desired on our part as they can be by Great Britain. In a
practical sense they are sources of wealth and influence for the one
country.ouly in a less degree than for the other, though the jurisdiction
appertain only to the latter. That this is the sincere conviction of my
Government has been proved by its consent to enter into relations of
reciprocal free trade commerce with them almost as intirmate as those
which prevail between the several 8tates of the Union themaelves. Tus
tar the disposition bas been to remain content with those relations
under any and all circumstances, and that disposition will doubtless
continue, provided always that the amity be reciprocated, and that the
peace and harmony on the border, indispensable to its existence, be
tirmly secured."

Those were the sentiments of the Administration of Mr.
Lincoln in 1864, theZe are the sentiments of the Adminis-
tration of President Cleveland in 1688. Of the sentiments
of the Administration of Mr. Cleveland upon this matter
we have ample evidence in the correspondence exchanged
between Mr. Bayard and Sir Charles Tupper. In the letter
addressed by Mr. Bayard to Sir Charles, although that
letter has often been quoted, I quote it again because it
seems to be pregnant with meaning. Mr. Bayard, after hav-
ing alluded to the necessity of settling the disputes arising
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ont of the fisheries question, proposed a settlement in this
manner:

"I am confident we both seek to attain a just and permanent settle-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it-and that is by a straight-
forward treatment, on a liberal and statesmanlike plan, of the entire
commercial relations."

These words are pregnant with meaning, but their precise
meaning is fully made ont by what follows. Mr. Bayard
continues :

" The gravity of the present condition of affaira between our two
countries demands entire frankness. I feel we stand at 'the parting of
the ways.' la one direction i can aee a well assured, steady, healthful
relationship, devoid of petty jealousies, and filled with the fruits of a
prosperity arising out of a friendship cemented by mutual interests, and
enduring because based upon justice; on the other a career of embit-
tered rivalry, staining our long frontier with the hues of hostility."
What is the mearing of his language, "staining our long
frontier with the hues of hostility ? " What was in the
mind of Mr. Bayard ? The only way to settle this question
was to remove those causes which threatened "a career of
embittered rivalry, staining our long frontier with hues of
hostility." I am glad to find that the gentleman to whom
the letter was addressed, and who, unfortunately, is not in
his seat to-day (Sir Charles Tupper), fully reciprocated those
sentiments, and he said in his answer to Mr. Bayard :

I I entirely concar in your statement that we both seek to attain a
just and permanent settlement-and that there is but one way to pro-
cure it-and that is by a straightforward treatment, on a liberal and
atatesmanlike plan, of the entire commercial relations of the two coun-
tries."

Those were the sentiments of two of the gentlemen who
were afterwards engaged as plenipotentiaries each for bis
own respective Government. The American pleoipoten-
tiaries made propositions to the British plenipotentiaries.
What were those propositions ? We have not yet been abie
to find out; for reasons which have not been explained, the
proposals made by the American plenipotentiaries, and
those proposals have been kept from the public. But what
can they have been ? We can imagine what they were;
and what else could they have been except a reflection of
the sentiment expressed by Mr. Bayard himself, the Secre-
tary of State, when writing to Sir Charles Tupper ? Wbat
else could they have been but proposals to settle the ques-
tion upon a basis which would remove from our long fron-
tier the danger of "staining our Long frontier with the
hues of hostility ? " What could they be but propo-
sals for the abolition of customs between the two coun-
tries? I fail to find they could be anythirg ehe,
and unless we are shown at a future day that J was in the
wrong, and that they were not such proposals, I think we
can fairly infer that snob were the proposals emanating
from Mr. Bayard. Did the British plenipotentiaries answer
in that spirit ? No. The proposals made by the British
plenipotentiaries, and which we have before us, are not in
the same spirit which dictated the answer of Sir Charles
Tupper to Mr. Bayard. Sir Charles Tupper in that answer
said that he hoped also that the question would be settled by
a ' straightforward treatment, on a liberal and statesmanlike
plan,of the entire commercial relations of the two countries."
What was the new proposition by the British plenipotentia-
ries ? Was it for an entiro settloment of the question upon
that line ? No; the proposal was simply an arrangement
for greater freedom of commercial intercourse. Sir Charles
Tapper's proposal to settle the question was by an entire
discussion of the trade relations, but the proposition of the
British plenipotentiaries was simply for greater frcedoin of
commercial intercourse than now exists. I say the hands
of the British plenipotentiaries were handicapped by some
power, either by the British Government or the Canadian
Government; but it is manifest that the intentions of Mr.
Bayard were not reciprocated by the British plenipoten-
tiaries at the discussion of the treaty. So that, Mr.
Speaker, the time is eminently well chosen now to move
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in the sense indioated by my hou. friend on my left, and
send a commissioner to the Government at Washington to
confirm the principle, if ho sees it is possible to confirm it,
which would remove hostility from our frontier line. But
the Government will not have that Even if it were
offered, as I believe it was offered in the negotiation o
the treaty, they will not have it. They will not have
uurestricted reciprocity. They maintain their linoeof re.
stricted reciprocity; they maintain the offer they have made
upon the Statute-book, of giving reciprocity in natural pro
ducts only. What is the reason that they give for this ?
The reason they give is that, at present, unrestricted reci-
procity would be fatal to our manufactures. Well, Sir, as
to that argument, "unrestricted reciprocity would be
fatal to our manufactures," it is admitted that unre-
stricted reciprocity would include reciprocity in natural
products, and gentlemen on the other aide are roady to give
reciprocity in natural products. They admit thereby that
reciprocity in natural products would be favorable and
would benefit the growers of natural products, or, in other
words, that it would benefit the farmers. They say that
the interests of the farmers in this instance and the
interests of the manufacturers are autagonistio. They admit
that unrestricted reciprocity, which includes reciprocity
in natural products, would favor the farmers, but they say
at the same time that it would injure the manufacturera. I
do not admit the argument whatever, for i think reciprocity
would be useful all round. But if it comes to this: that we
are Iorced to choose between the growe! s of naturai pro
ducts and the manufacturers, for my part my choice is
made, I stand by the indus!ty which r mbers 70) per
cent. of our population. I stand by the industry without
which no other industry can live. Bat, Mr. Speaker, 1 do
not admit the argument at all. I do not for a moment
admit that reciprocity in manufctured goods would be un-
favorable to the manufacturers. What is the objection ?
The objection is that our infant industries, as they
are termed, are not yet strong enough to compote
with the industries of th American people. Sir, it is
a peculiarity of these infants, called industries, that tbey
never grow. They are monsters, lusus naturoe, their appe-
tite ia insatiable, and yet they never get strong. They
have to be kept on the fceding bote alil ihe tirmer. You have
to carry them in your arms all the time, aud if you put
them on their legs they moan most piteously and are too
weak to stand. The poor things are in fact so very weak
that they combine amongst themselves to extort from the
country, not only what the country will give them willirgly,
but even what the country will not give them. I can well
understand that the monopolist will not have unrestricted
reciprocity. He has the market to himself ; the market is
not I irge, it is true, but ho bas it all to himself without com-
petition, and furthermore if there werecompetition ho would
have to exert bis brains and muscle as everybody else is
compelled to do. But the genuine manutacturer not
only is not afraid of unrostricted reciprocity but widl bail
with joy the day that the American market is open to him.
What is it that modern industry wants in order to thrive ?
It wants space, and nothing else but space; an't give to Our
manufacturers that broad market oft 0,0UOO0 of people,
and every one with a heart in his bosom and a hoad on his
shoulders will tell you that ho is ready and eager to com-
pete with the American manufacturer. My hoa. friend the
member for Rouvile (Mr Gigault) stated the other day that
ho was opposed to the present movement, because ho thought
unrestricted reciprocity wouli destroy our manufactures,
and b spoke from a local point of view. I am sorry that
on this ocasion I have to sever from him on this question.
He said as follows:-

" We know in the cities of St. Hyacinthe and Kontreal the number of
consumers of agricultural produce ia largely increasing and our farmer
goes to this market. Every week dealers go through our district buying
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eggs, poultry, animale, fruits and other articles of farm produce, and
where do those articles go in much larger quantities than In the past?
They go to the markets of St. Hyacinthe and Montreal, where there are
a arger number of consumers than in the past. Destroy by unrestricted
reciprocity the manufacturing industry of those two cities, throw out of
employment the thousands of workingmen who gain their living in
those manufactories, and what would be the result 7 Our markets f or

f the agriculturists' produce would lose its importance."

Sir, I will say to my hon. friend that the opinion which
ho expresses on the resuit of unrestricted reci-
procity, with regard to the manufacturers of St.
Hyacinthe, is not the opinion of the manufacturers
of St. Hyacinthe. My hon. friend the momber for St.
Hyacinthe (Mr. Bernier) is a manufaoturer, and ho
is in favor of unrestricted rociprocity; and I hold in rmy
hand here a telegram from Mr. Boaz, who is a large and
well-known manufacurer of St. Hyacinthe, and who says
if you give him the American market to-morrow, the day
after to morrow ho will troble his establishment. Tiis, Sir,
is the opinion of a genuine manufacturer. It stands to
common sense, and it stands to reason, that the larger the
field is at the preseit day for the manufacturer, the larger
will be his exortions and the larger his profit and hi-i trado.
But, Sir, there is another objection, and a most serious objeo-
tion upîi the face of it. We are told that unrostrieted re-
ciprocity would large!y affect our revenue. Under present
circumstances the importations fron the United States
yield to our revenue an annual amount of $7,000,000. There
is no doubt whatever that if unrestricted rociproeity were
adopted we would loso that revenue. Sir, 1 say ut once, and
i say emphatically, that the prospect bas no cause of alarm
to me. The prospect would bo a serious cause of alarm, Sir,
if the ievenue of'the (ountry had bîen kept to the legiti-
mate exponditure of the country. If the revenue of the
country had been kept to the figure indispensable to carry
on the legislative business of the country, then, Sir, the
necessity of providing the deficiency of such a large amount
to be leviod overy year upon the people of the country
would b a serious problem. But, Sir, under the prosent
high rate of taxation the revenue bas been swelled far in
excess of the legitimate requirem ents of' the country. The
equilibrium bas been reestablishod by the Government bc-
tween revenue and expendituro. But, how ? By decroasing
the revenue? No, but by idlegitimîtely increasing the
expenditure. Sir, this fact that we are illogitinately in-
creasing the oxpendituro of the country beyond the natural
requirements of the peoile is a serious matter which shouild
grow on the consideration of the gentlemen of this liouse.
it is fruitful of cvil consequences. The Unitel S atos to.
day suffer from the same state of things. They have also
an abnormally large revenue, and although the expenditure
bas been kept down to a legitimnate exponditure, still ail the
evils that we have to-day, from a largo revenue and a large
expenditure, have also urisei in the United States. lin a
recent number of Barper's Webkly the editor of that most
valuable, able and highl-oned paper, after having reviewod
the policy of President Jefferson -who favored a large ex-
penditure, and in order to have a large expenditure would
maintain a tariff provrding for a surplus-goes on to speak
in this way, and this 1ag. I commend to everyone who
thinks of those matters in this luse

" Experience, however, has proved what Jefferson could not foresee,
that the course he favored leads to over-taxation, class legislation, a
general derangement of commerce and industry, and political corrup-
tion."

Ail of these evils we have in this counktry. We have had
class legislation, we have over-taxation, and we have poli-
tical corruption-political corruption se bold that it does
not even peek at this day te hide its shame. Lot me in
tills conection quote the words spoken oiiy a lew weeks
ago by the Piemier of this country in the city of Qobeo.
At the dinner given there to the Minister o Militia, lie
uttered these pregnant words;
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" Sandfield Macdonald! a Scotchman, and like al Scotchmen but my-

self, exceedingly economical, took great pains to save up a surplus. The
Opposition abused him, and said he had not the heart to spend the
money, but that when they got into power they would divide it. So
that he was literally bought out with bis owa money. No Grit succes-
sor of the present Government will find much surplus left after us to
spend among bis supporters. Our opponents say that we bribe the con-
stituencies, but we bribe them with their own money."

Sir, this is the level to which the politics of this country
has been lowered by the false system whioh we have been
pursuing for so many years. Sir, I will hail with joy the
day when it will no longer be in the power of this Govern-
ment or any other Government to bribe the people of this
country with their own money. I will hail with joy the
day when no more money will be extorted from the people
of this country than is absolutely necessary to carry on the
business of the country; and if unrestricted reciprocity
were to do notbing else than to reduce the expenditure to such
a normal figure that it would be impossible for any Govern-
ment to distribute money among the constituencies to bribe
them, with both my hands I would vote for unrestricted
reciprocity. The advantages, Mr. Speaker, of a free, un-
trammelled commercial intercourse between tis country
and the great country to the south of us cannot be denied.
Indeed, they are not denied. No assertion has been made
on the other side against the assertion made on this side
that great benefits would follow such an interchange. The
objections made are not made to the idea itself, but all the
objections are based simply on the supposition that this
course would be fatal to some interests in our own country.
But, Sir, the one great objection which we have heard from
all quarters on the other side of the House bas been the cry
of disloyalty. That cry came as a lugubrious knell in all
the speeches we have heard on this question. The objec.
tion was taken that to admit the importations from the
United States free of duty, while we tax the importations
from Great Britain, would be disloyal. The objections
made on that subject were crystallised in one sentence by
the hon. Minister of the Interior, in an interruption to my
hon. friend from Prince Edward Island :

" What 1 said was that a differential duty against England was dis-
loyal to the mother country and inconsistent with our position."

Sir, if this objection means anything it simply means that
if we find it to be to our advantage to adopt reciprocal free
trade with the United States, we should forego that advan-
tage because we are a colony of England. That is the pro-
position made by gentlemen on the other side. I denounce
such a proposition; I repudiate it; I denounce it as un-
manly, as anti-Canadian, and even anti-British. To pretend,
Sir, that our colonial allegiance demands from us that we
should be deterreJ from the spirit of enterprise, that we,
should refuse to extend our trade and to increase our pros.
perity according to the best methods which commend
themselves to our judgment, to pretend that this is loyalty,
I deny; and if I were to characterise the sentiment in the
only language in which it ought to be characterised, I would
say this is not loyalty, but that it is mere flunkeyism. We
are a colony of England, it is true ; but we are a colony not
by force, but by choice; and if we are a colony to day, it is
because we are convinced that at the present day our colo-
nial dependence is quite compatible with the largest measure
of national advancement and material prosperity. If you, on
the other side, pretend that our colonial relation curtails and
limita our possibilities, that England would allow us to reach
a certain altitude and not go higher, I say you slander
England ; and if any man were to rise on the other side and
tell us that England would be jealous at whatever we could
do to improve our condition, I would say that man does not
know England; he mistakes the England of to-day for the
England of 100 years ago. I commend to the consideration
of these fervent loyalists on the other side, whose months
are ever full of the word loyalty, the following words
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spoken by Lord Palmerston 20 years ago in reference to
the British North American Provinces:

" If these Provinces felt themselves strong enough to stand upon
their own ground, and if they desire no longer to maintain their con-
nection with us, we should say : ' God speed you and give you the means
to maintain yourselves as a nation 1' "

These are the sentiments of British statesmen. They tell
us that whenever we want our politioal liberty, we are free
to have it. But what we ask, Sir, is not political indepen-
dence ; we want to keep the flag of England over our heads ;
but we affirm that wi are economically independent as we
are legislatively independent. Sir, colonies have interests
in common with the mother land, but colonies have interests
of their own also ; to-day we levy a heavy toli on all
imports from Great Britain. We have done that not only
for the sake of collecting revenue, but also for the purpose
of protection, to enable us to manufacture ourselves what
we had formerly purchased from England, and to that ex.
tent to destroy British trade. There was a time when this
would not have been tolerated; there was a time when Eng.
land would have disallowed such a policy; but now we
adopt it as a matter of course ; now our policy is never
questioned-why ? Because England has long ago ad-
mitted the principle that colonies have interests of
their own, and that it is within their right and
power to develop and foster and promote those interests,
even to the point of clashing with British interests.
It was not always so, however. In the last century,
England lost her American colonies because that prin-
ciple was ignored. The American revolution broke out
for the revendication of the principle that taxation and
representation should go together. Principles may lie
dormant for generations until called forth for the solution of
some great issue. And what was the issue which called
for the vindication of those principles by the American
colonies ? The issue was this: At that time there was a
trade in the American colonies, and there was also a
British trade; and the British Parliament, from which the
colonies were excluded, legislated exclusively for British
trade against the interests of American trade. In our own
country, in the year 1837, a rebellion broke out in the two
largest colonies left to England, and in both the Provinces
the cause of the rebellion was the same. It, was that the
British Government persisten tly ignored the interests of the
colonies as represented by their Legislatures. The British
Government, at that time, did not hold upon those matters
the same opinion that it holds to-day; but when rebellion
broke out, not only in Lower Canada, where the population
was not of British origin, but even in Upper Canada, the
British Government sent a commissioner to investigate the
cause of the rebellion. In their selection of Lord Durham
they were most lucky, for in him they chose a man of great
sagacity of mind, great personal courage, and large and
liberal views. If it were my duty to review lis report, I
would be bound to take exception to the conception which
he formed of my own countrymen; but as to the main con-
ception of the report, as to the main idea whih governed
it, it was one of the greatest conceptions of an age fertile in
great conceptione. It was indeed a revolution. Lord
Durham found at once that the colonies had interests of
their own, and that these interests had to be prosecuted to
their logical end; and he came to the conclusion that local
parliaments were the only parliaments fitted to deal with
them. He suggested therefore to give the colonies
responsible governments. That was indeed a revo-
lation. Every country whioh, up to that time, had
had colonies, always thought it was necessary to keep ite
colonies closely in hand; they all believed that to grant
the slightest emancipation would generate a desire for com-
plete emancipation. LorI Durham found that the converse
proposition was true. He found and maintained that coer-
cion generated the desire for emancipation, but that freedom
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would be a bond of union. That was a revolution indeed ;
it was one of the greatest conceptions of the age, and all
the greater because of the circumstances under which it was
formed. There was a rebellion at the time in wbich two
Provinces participated. There was a rebellion in the Upper
Province of Canada, where the population was of British
origin; there was a rebellion, a far more dangerous one,
in Lower Canada, where the population was of alien origin,
and had only recently been made subjects of England.
And at that very moment, when the country was
in the throes of civil war, when the soil was reek-
ing with bloodshed, when British domination had
to be maintained by force of arms, at that moment
Lord Durham said: Make them free, and you will
make them loyal. And we who live to-day are the happy
witnesses of the sagacity of his mind and the realisation of
his prophecy. We who live to-day have seen how his policy
has planted deep felt loyalty where, fifty years ago, rebel-
lion existed. But, Sir, I ask hon. gentlemen opposite what
is the extent of the freedom which was then granted to us ?
I say it extends as far as Canadian interests extend, and to
that extent we, on this side, claim it. At that time, it is
true, Lord Durham bad not one disciple. British statesmen
could not conceive that responsible government could exist
in a colony as it existed at home, and it was not until an.
other master-mind, Lord Elgin, came to this country, that
the policy of Lord Durham received its full measure of
adoption. But Lord Elgin went further. He negotiated
the Treaty of Reciproeity, and in that treaty he admitted
the principle of discrimination against British trade.
Is there an hon. gentleman on the other bide of the
House who will pretend that these great men, Lord
Durham and Lord Elgin, did not save the British Crown on
this continent? Will anyone pretend that the colonies
would have long consented to be governed by the Colonial
Office, through the instrumentality of a petty family com-
pact ? Who is not aware that the Reciprocity Treaty
negotiated by Lord Elgin in 1854, effectually quelled the
agitation for annexation which followed 1849. I say to our
hon. friends opposite : You want to maintain British con.
nection on this continent, and so say 1; but I add this, that
if you want to maintain British connection on this continent,
British connection must walk abreast with all the require.
ments of this country. In this connection, I cannot do
better than quote the minute of council of the Coalition
Government of 1865, which is pregnant with meaning, in
view of the present circumstances. That minute is as
follows:-

''Under the beneficent operation of the system of self-government,
which the later policy of the mother country has accorded to Canada,
in common with the other colonies possessing representative institutions,
combined with the advantages secured by the Reciprocity Treaty of an
unrestricted commerce with our nearest neighbors in the natural pro-
ductions of the two countries, ail agitations for organic changes has
ceased-all dissatisfaction with the existing political relations of the
Province has wholly dissappeared."

Here is the admission that reciprocity with the United
States effectually quashed the agitation for annexation
which followed 1849 :

" Although the colony would grossly misrepresent their countrymen
if they were to affirm that their loyalty to their Sovereign would be
diminished in the slightest degree by the withdrawal, through the
unfriendly action of a foreiga Government, of mere commercial privi-
leges, however valuable these might be deemed, they think they cannot
err ia direeting the attention of the enlightened statesmen who wield
the destinies of the great Empire, of which it is the prondest boast ofClanadiana that their country forms a part, to the connection which is
usually found to exist between the material prosperity of the political
contentment of a people, for in doing so they feel that they are appealing
to the highest motives that can actuate patriotic stateemen, the desire
to perpetate a dominion tounded on the affectionate allegiance of a
prosperous and contenî.ed people."

There is no fear of any desire for organic changes as long
as the people are prosperous. But the moment the people
will begin to believe that their prosperity would be in-

creased by an organic change, from that moment danger
may arise. As to our moral right to act as we have acted
in this matter, I have not the slightest donbt. The objec-
tion of hon. gentlemen opposite would have been a much
stronger one, at least in my eyes, if it had been made
from a different standpoint. If instead of telling us that
we have not the right to propose to discriminate against
England, they had said it would not be generous to England
to discriminate againt ber, the objection, to my mind,
would have been far stronger; and if I am not trespassing
boyond the limits of good taste, in speaking of my own
individual sentiments, I would say that this is a consider-
ation which gave me much concern. We have been told
in the course of this debate, in many instances, that senti.
ment should not be allowed in politics. That view I do
not take. My view is that sentiment may, as well in
politics as in everything else, well shape our actions
to the extent of making us generous, if we can
be generous without any sacrifice of duty. Sir, I
am a subject of French origin, and I have often
stated-and you, Mr. Speaker, agreo with me-that there
is no more loyal race of men under the British Crown on
the American continent than Her Majesty's subjects of
French origin. Loyalty is natural to you, mcn of British
origin; it flows in your blood; you have inhaled it from the
heart of your mothers; but I tell you that gratitude has
worked in the hearts of my countrymen feelings of the
same nature which is implanted in your hearts by your
origin or your birth. With all my soul 1 say, let my
tongue adhere to the roof of my mouth if it were ever to
speak an unkind word of England ; let my right hand
wither, if it evel- participated in anything whieh would be
unfair to England. But this is not a question of sentiment.
This is a question of duty, and, if you put it in this light,
that I have to choose between the duty I owe to England,
and the duty I owe to my native land, I stand by my
native land. And there is not an Englishman, with
an English heart inb is bosom, that will not say the
same if he is a truc born Briton. Sir, England would
treat us with contempt if we were to act otherwise
than we are acting. England expects from us
that we shall do the best we can for ourselves,
and she will tako care of herself, without any assistance
from Canadian Tories. I am quite sure of one thing. It
is quite possible that John Bull may grumble, but in hie
grumbling there will be as much pride as anger, and
John Bull will feel flattered if there is an offs3pring of his so
much like the old gentleman that ho will not lose any
occasion to turn an honest penny. John Bull will feet
flattered, if ho fads that that scion of his is a true chip of
the old block. But there is another kind of loyalty which
has not been alluded to on the other side of the House,
and which should be taken into consideration in this
instance. I have not heard from the other side a word
about the loyalty which we owe to Confederation. Twenty
years ago, we united the British Provinces on this con-
tinent with the view of making them a new nationality
and with the hope of making thom a nation. It was thon
a union on paper. It was expected that it would be made
a real union. The Union has lasted twenty years, and
what is the resuit to-day? What have we achieved during
those twenty years ? I say that to-day, after twenty years,
the Union which, in 1U67, was a more union on paper is to-
day still a mere union on paper. The hearts of the people
by the sea are not ithe nion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. They are,
Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend the senior member for

Halifax (Mr. Jones) was once rebuked for saying that ho
was a Nova Scotian by birth and a Canadian by Act of
Parliament. I say, and I think I speak with knowledge,
that the sentiments which were thon uttered by my hon.
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friend are the sentiments entertained by nineteen-twentieths
of the people of Nova Scotia.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
Mr. LAURIER. Yes, Perhaps it will be said that I

have no cause to speak that way, because Nova Scotia has
returned a majority to support the Government. Sir, the
reason why Nova Scotia has returned a majority to support
the Government is that the issue which the Liberal party

laced before the people of Nova Scotia was not repeal.
believe in Confederation ; we believe in Confederation,

and we want the people of the Maritime Provinces to under-
stand that it is the policy of the Liberal pvrty not so much
to induce them to return men to support us, but to win them
over to Confedoration, and to make them not only loyal
British subjects, as they are, but loyal Canadians as well.
If you want to do that, if you want to achieve that object,
you must reverse your policy altogether; if you want to
achieve that object, you must give to the people of Nova
Scotia and the Maritime Provinces their natural market.
Let them trade where it is most profitable for them to
trade, and their hearts will be won over to the Canadian
flag, not only to the British flag. It was our hope at one
time to make this country a nation. It is our hope yet.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. LAURIER. I lail that sentiment with joy, with

unbounded joy, ail the more that it is altogether unforeseen.
1 had expected, from the talk we have hoard from these
gentlemen on the other side of the House, that they expec-
ted that this courtry would fore7er ami forever romain a
colony. 1 see now that they bave higher aspirations, and
I give them credit for that. Colonies are destined to become
nations, as it is the destiny of the child to become a man.
No one, even on the other side, will assume that this coun-
try, which will some day number a larger population than
Great Britain, is forever to romain in its present political
relation with Great Britain. The time is coming when the
present relations of Great Britain and Canada must either
become closer or be severed altogether. For my own part,
I do not intend at prosent to carry out this line of thought
any further, but I say simply that, if ever and whenever
Canada chooses, to use the language of Lord Palmerston,
to stand by herself, the separation will take place not only in
peace, but in friendship and in love, as the son leaves the
louse of his father himself to become himseolf the father of
a family. But this is not the question of to*day. Sufficient
for the day is the evil thereof. To-day we have to face a
problem of no smail magnitude, which is to provide the
best means of developing and broadening the area of our
trade to such an extent as to afford te our struggling indus-
tries the space they require to thrive and develop. This is
the duty of the present hour; this is the task which has to
be faced and met. We, on this side of the House, believe
that the motion of my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) exactly meets the case; we bolieve
that the solution of the problem is complote unrestricted
reciprocity with the great nation to the south of us. 1 fully
appreciate the objection of our friends on the other side,
who would say that our course is not goDerous towards
England. My answer is simply this: I only wish that we
could offer to England the same propositions that we offer
today to the Ameriean people, England has opened to us
ber doors. Gentlemen on the other side have closed our
doors against England. They have done it, I know, not in
any ispirit of hostility towards England, but because
they thought it was in the interest of this country. They
have adopted prot<ction as their deliberate policy. England
has the policy of free trade. England is 3,000 miles away
firo us. Ibo policy of the United States is a policy of
protection, the same as ours. They are our nearest neigh-
bors. There are our channelt of trade. Therefore, the

Mr, LAURIER,

course we take is not a matter of choice, it is the dictate of
reason. I fully appreciate as well the objection of those
who say that this is the first of a series of changes which
must eud in annexation. Sir, I grant at once that there is
force in the objection if you look only at the surface ; but
it is the greatest possible misconception in politics to believe
that the same mould will reproduce the same casts of events.
It is true that history ever repeats itself, but history never
repeats itself in identically the same terms. It is true that
the same causes always produce the same effects, but those
effects are always modified by a variety of concomitant cir-
cumstances. Who, for instance, would have expected, fifty
years ago, that the concession of responsible government
would have resulted, as it has resultid, in a closer union
between England and Canada ? All the wiseacres of that
day predicted that the concession which was made at that
time would result in the absolute severance of Canada from
the Empire, but all the prophecies have been falsified. The
result has been to draw the two countries closer togethor
than ever. We anticipate on this side of the House that the
carrying of my hon. friend's resolution will have the effect
of bringing about such prosperity to this country that trade
will increase, not only between Canada and the United
States, but between Canada and Great Britain herself, and
make the bonds of union still stronger than they are. Nor,
Sir, would I treat lightly the misgivings of those who, on the
threshold of a great event, as this is sure to be, stand irreso-
lute, dreading the unknown. I caD well conceive that senti-
ment. Even when the mind is satisfied that a given political
situation bas become intolerable, that a change has to be
made, even then the contemplated reform may, perhaps, be
looked upon with misapprehension. For instance, the most
radical Reformer amongst us, convinced though he may be
that a revision of the Union Act which binds the three
Kingdoms together, bas become necessary, still may not
look without anxiety to the impending change. When
the past has been so glorious ; when the present condition
of things, though it bas wrought intolerable evils, bas made
England so great, even he who is determined to amend the
present constituion> and amend it effectually, to remove
existing (vils-even he, Sir, perhaps, would not touchi
the existing fabrie except with a trembling hand. But
at the same time the staunchest Tory must admit that the
history of England bas been an unceasing transformation.
There has not been one century when England did inot
change, when Engiand bas been the same as in the
the century before. England moved onward and onward,
from progress to pr ogross, until she has reached her pre-
sent position. Yet every one of those ehanges whioh have
made England what she is to-day, has been met by Tories,
and by Conservatives, with the taunts of disloyalty with
which we are met to-day. To go so further back
than the present century when Qatholic Emancipation
had become unavoidable, all the Tories of England, from
the King downward, wept over the fall of England.
When the Reform Bill was carried, all the Tories of Eng-
land wept over the downfall of their country; when the
Corn Laws were abolished, still the Tories of England bad
more tears to sbed. lu our own country when responsible
government was first agitated, all the Tories of Canada wept
over the imperding rupture of British eonnection; and
when, a few years afterwards, responsible government was
carried into effect, the Tories no longer wept, but they
raved, they burst out into a torrent of passion. Their
rage was perfectly genuine, but tbe tears they shed were
merely crocodile tears. What the Tories, British or
Canadian, wept over upon these occasions, was not the
downfall of England, was not the rupture of British counco-
tion, but it was the loss of some privilege or some mono-
poly which, upon ail these occasions, was forcibly
removed from their grasp. Sir, if the views of the
Canadian Tories had prevailed fifty years ago, Canada would
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still be a medley of seattered Provinces, each governed or
rather owned by a small family oompact. If the Tories
of to-day, if those whose uamentations we have heard
for the lat fifteen days, had lived fifty years ago, they,
like their ancestora, would have howled with loyal yels
against the reforme whieh have raised Canada from the po.
sition which she then hld tIo the proud position which she
occupies to.day; they would have opposed those reforms
with the same cries of loyalty with which they meet us te-
day; and I venture to say, judging of the future by the past,
that the Tories fifty years hence will rejoice at the adop-
tion of the resolution of my hon. friend, as it must be adop-
ted some day, though, true to their Tory nature, they
will sbrink from the refores which will thon be necessary.
Sir, I am not disposed to treat otherwise than with respect
tbose proteste which have been raised against the disturb-
ane of the present state of things. I am reminded,
in this commection, of some words written by Ar-
mand Carrel, a Frenchman of great power and greater
promise, who, unfortunately, tell a prema'lure victim
to that ourse of French civilisation, duelling. Armand
Carrel had been an offlear in the French army, and
bad deserted to join one of those numerous insurrec-
tions which took place in Spain about the year 1820, in
favor ofoosstitutional government. He was taken prisoner,
court-martialled and seatenced to death; but after a series
of dramatic incidents ho obtained a new trial, and was
finally acquitted. Referring, some years later, to the eveits
which had brought on those insurrections, the French
Revolution, the Napoleonic wars, and the organic disturb-
auces created by those events, the new aspirations devo
loped, in consequence, in some classes of society, and in
other classes of society, the intense attachment to the old
regime, and the intense desire. for its restoration, he con-
cluded as follows:-

" Events in their continual and fatal transformation do not carry all
minds with them, nor curb all characters with an equal facility, nor
take care of all interests; this must be understood and something must
be lorgiven to the protestations which rise in favor of th- past. When
a period ii ended, the mind is shattered, and it is enough for Providence
that it cannot be reconstituted."

Those words seem to bo full of meaning, and they seom
forcibly to teach the lesson that it is the duty of Reformers
ever to stand up to the duty of the bour, without fear of
the consequences, either to themselves or to the country;
ever respecting, but still never heeding, those protests whichi
are sure to be raised in favor of the past-in the words of
President Lincoln "with malice toward none, with charity
for all, with firmuess in the right as God gives us to see the
right." Sir, believing that, I appeal to ail Reformers on
the present occasion ; I appeal not only to those who belong
to the Reform organisation, but I appeal to ail those who
believe that the world cannot remain stationary; I appeal
to ail those who believe that new exigencies are always
arising which require to be deailt witb; I appeal to ail those
who believe that the present economical condition of Canada
is false and dangerous ; I appeal to the old mon who, in
former years, have borne the brant of many battles in favor
ot refer m, and who have lent a belping shoulder to bring up
their country to the high level it occupies to-day ;
I appeal to the young men whose aim it is still
to roise their country higher-of ail I ask their
support in the taisk we have undertaken at this time.
Sir, our opponents on this occasion again drag up their
old-time weapon of abuse. They-.tell us that we are disloyal,
that we are ti aitors, that we are annexationists. With
sueh invectives we are Lot concerncd. Those invectives
are only an anticipation of those with which we will be
assailed by our oppoments. Again, they will appeal to ail the
prejudic à that may lie in the people against this policy.
Taey wili again torture noble seDtimeLts in order te
arouse suspicios against this policy, they will agaia probe

the narrow corners of the heart in order to awaken what
may be found there low and vile against this new policy. But
with such tacties we are not concerned. Such tactics have
been faced before and wo must face them again. They say
that without a doubt the people will repel ns, that victory
will again perch on the banners of thie Conservative party.
With such considerations we are not concerned. Our con-
siderations are higher, our aims are higher thau such low,
vulgar, vile, selfish considerations. And, Mr. Speaker, I
appeal to ail those who believe that politics is neither a
trade nor a gain; I appeal to all those who believe that
politics is a duty which must be discharged, not with a
view to the gain to be attiened but discharged simply for
duty's sake, and to t hose, in the language of the poet, I say:

"Onward I throw all terrors off!1
Slight the scorns, scorn the scoff.
In the race, and not the prize,
Glory's true distinction lies.
Triumph herds with meanest thing,
Common rubbers, vilest slinge,
'Mid the reckless multitude!l
But the generous, but the good
Stand in modesty alone,

1till serenely struggling on,
Planting peacefully the seeds
Of bright hopes and better deeds."

1 beliove, Mr Speaker, that my hon. friend to my left has
planted the seeds of brighter hopes and botter days for this
country whAn he moved this rosolution. We may be
defeated; but, as mny hon. friend from Princo Edward
Island (Mr Davies) said a few days ago, time is with us.
Yes, time is with us, the cause is truc and it will prevail.
We are to-day in the last days of a long and severe win-
ter. Nature, which is r.ow torpid and inort, will awaken in
a few day s under the penetrating influences tof a warmer
sun, and the great river at the foot of the cliff on which
we stand, now imprisoued in the close embrace of frost,
will throw off her shackles and roll unfLttered and free
toward the sea. So sure as this will happen, I say that
under the penetrating influore of discussion, of botter
feelings on both sides of te lino, the bostility whi(h now
stains our long frontier will disappear, the barriers which
now obstruct trade will be burst open and trade will pour
in along all the avenues from the north to the south and
from the south to the north, fro, untranmmelled and no
longer stained by the hues of hostility.

Mr. CIAPLEAU. Mr. Speaker, if I were r-ot in the
midst of a deliberative assembly, discussing the interest of
the people, and baving as much as possible to take care
that the discussion is restricted to the subject which is be-
fore the Chair, I would gladly have joined in the applause
with which hon. gentlemen on the of her si le of the Hiouse
greeted the great and eloquent effort of the leader of the
Opposition. For ibetoric, for eloquence, for great forensic
power, my hon. friend is known, and no one in this louse
admires him more than I do ; and i would not rise now to
answer him, I would not offer the few remarks I have to
make in this debate-this debate which bas been se pro-
tracted, but which I must say bas not been too long,-wore
it not for a few assertions made by, and occurrences cor-
nected with, the hon. gentlerman who bas just taken his
seat. I do not wish, as I have said, to add much to this
debate-I could not. Interesting it will be in the future
when this Confederatioi, in spite of the efforts of its dc-
tract ors, shall have passed from youth to manhood, for those
who will be living then, and for ourselves, old as we may
be, to read over the report of ibis debate, of this battle
upon which might depend the destiny of a whole
nation. I again say I would not have risen to add
anything to this debate were it not for somo utterances
of theb hon. gentleman againet which I am bound to enter
my strong and solemn protest. It is the habit of the bon.
gentleman in every one of his speeches in this House te
display not only hie great loyalty to the British Crown and
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the British Empire and his intense British feelings, in words
-it is his fashion to say not only that he is loyal to the
British Crown and the Empire, but that no one except him-
self and his party have any of the elements of true patriot-
ism and loyalty. Against that I must enter my pro!est. The
hon. gentleman says he is loyal; I must believe him. He
may say as long as ho likes that he would take his solemn
oath, and that his arm might wither if he was not anxious
to maintain the integrity of the British Empire and the
glory of the British Crown ; but I wonld have preferred if
he had said it in time of danger. Instead of brandishing
his sword in defence of the British Crown to-day, ho should
have done so during the unfortunate outbreak of the North.
West in 1885, during those days which have passed, and
which I hope will be forgotten by every one in this coun-
try; but, on the contrary, he ihen said he would have
shouldered a musket, which was anything but loyal, and
which certainly was not acting to protect the interests
and the integrity of the Empire. I do not wish to
deny him the right to express his sentiments as ho has ex.-
pressed them and as ho has a right to do. I say it is his right
to do eo, but at the same time a man must not make a dis-
play of a virtue only on parade and not in action. Mr.
Speaker, my hon. friend La especially speaking for
the Province of Quebec, of which ho is one of the bright
sons, and I may say the Province is proud of him as such.
My hon. friend appears to say, and ho wants the people to
believe that true patriotism is only to be found in the ranks
of the party which ho leads now, and that " those Tories "
as ho calls us possess none of the ingredients which go to
form a good patriot. During the lifetime of the lamented Sir
George Cartier, the true representative in his time of the
French-Canadian element in Confederation, my hon. friend
was one of those who called that distinguished and lamented
gentleman a Tory, a slave of England, a man whose sense of
honor for his country and for his fellow-countrymen was
nothing, but whose subserviency to England was everything.
Still, in 1b85, when the North-West agitation commenced in
the Province of Quebec, we saw in the newspaper of my hon.
friend's party, that there was no man who ever existed in this
country who was such a great patriot as Sir George Car-
tier, nor did there ever live a man who had been such a
lover of his country, and who had been such a successful
bu Ider up of a Cauadian nationality. Yet, Sir George Car-
tier was vilified by those gentlemen during his lifetime.
Judging from the soberer judgmen te of my honorable friend,
I have hope, one of those days, that although our party is
now abused by him, that some of the younger fi iends of
the hon, gentleman will, some day say that we acted as the
true friends of Canadian nationality, and that we acted as the
true friends of our Province; and, in speaking so, tbey will
only say in the ti me to come what the Province of Quebec and
Dominion of Canada has already said of the men who at
the present moment are at the head of' this Dominion of
ours. Mr. Speaker, my hon. friend has stated that the
National Policy, inaugurated in 1879, was ruinous to the
ountry and that the country was tired of that policy.

When ho said this be stated that ho was speaking for the
Province which ho specially represents in this Parliament.
To that assertion of my,hon. friend I reply that, in speaking
as he did, he did not represent the true feelings, the true
sentiments, and the real opinions of that Province of Q îebec
from which ho springs. If there is in the Dominion a
Province which has adopted sincerely and heartily, and I
might add, practically, as well, the National Policy of 1579,
it is the Province of Quebec. Perbaps I may be contradicted,
but I will state here that in no other Province was the
movement far a National Policy commenced earlier than
in the Province of Quebec, and to prove it I might perbaps
quote an authority which my hon. friend himself will not
deny. I may say that as far back as December, 1867, and
the firet time that I had the honor to speak on the floor of

Mr. CHaPLE&U.

the Legislative Assembly in Quebec, I ad vocated the National
Policy, that is to say, I advocated the encouragement of
manufactures and to prevent-what ? To prevent exactly
the state of things which my hon. friend now says is the
great evil and the great disease of the country-emigration
to the United States. In my efforts in this direction [
was followed and supported by many. As far back as 1867
and 1863 the National Policy, as the policy for the Federal
Govern ment to adopt,was agitated in the Province of Que bec,
long before it was agitated in other Provinces. I have hore
in my hand a book in which I find an extract of a speech
which [ myself heard delivered by my hon.friend the leader of
the Opposition when we were colleagues, and ha ppy to be
colleagues, in the Legislature ofQuebec. In the debate upon
colonisation grants which at the time was the popular
debate in the Logislative Assembly at Quebec, my hon.
friend was endorsing the policy of his colleagues, that
of finding fault with the existing Administration. On our
side of the House we believed that the great curse of the
Province of Quebec was that a great many French Cana-
dians were emigrating to the United States. When we
were complaining of that emigration from our Province,
strange to say, it was during the time that the Reciprocity
Treaty existed between Canada and the United States, and
I can assert horo that the tide of emigration to the United
States, in comparison with the population, has never been
greater than it was during the period betwoen 1854 and
1866-during the existence of the Reciprocity freaty. Whar,
did my hon. friend thon say ? He could not even then help
speaking of patriots and patriotism. If in the speech which
ho bas just dolivered we did not hear him mention the
name of the great Papineau it is certainly only the fault of
bis memory; I am sure if ho had thought of it ho would
have had the name of Papineau on his lips. My hon. friend,
speaking in Quebec in 1871, said:

'' It is now many years ago since the 'great patriot of Canada, that
great patriot whom we have just lost, the Hon. L. J. Papineau, seeking
to remedy our misfortunes and the evils of the day was resuming hie
cpeech in that simple sentense: ' We must notlbuy anything'from Eng-
land.' "

And the hon. gentleman adding his opinion to that of the
great Papineau, said:

'I am of opinion that that policy imposes itself upon us to-day
with as much and more force than at the time it was formulated. It is
for us, and especially for us French-Uanadians, a duty to create a
national industry and a National Policy."

Whon my hon. friend used this language ho was a patriot
and ho was a National Policy man. He cannot deny the
history of his pirty in his Province. Mr. Speaker, I bave
mentioned a speech delivered in 1871; 1 can also mention
to my hon. friend and to those who are conversant with the
political history of the Province of Queber, that in 1811
and 1872 a great National Policy originated in Montreal
under the auspices of my hon. friend and some of his friends.
Their great National Policy began with Modoric Lanctot,
and ended whon the chief of the Government took the reat
National Policy into his hands and wrested it from those
children's hands. In 1871 and 1872, especially in 1872,
when the movement was set on foot in Montreal to
defeat the giant of Canadian politices in the Province at that
time, Sir George Cartier, what was the platform invented
in the hope ot putting up those small mon and puttingdown
the great man ? It was this absurd old National Policy. I
will mention the name of one man who is now out of politices,
but who occupies a seat on the bench, to which he does
honor-the Hon. Mr. Jetté. When ho was a candidate
against Sir George Cartier in Montreal, in 187 3, what was
the policy of the hon. gentleman's friends? I will quote
what Mr. Jetté said on the 25th of July, 1872-and I beg
the indulgence of the House in translating as I read:

'' Three elements are the sources of greatness of a country and the
development of its resources-agriculture, commerce and industry.
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Agriculture cannot alone retin the population which is leaving. The
Government should have recourse to the establishment of manufactures;
but that system having been considered contrary to the interests of the
metropolis, the Government has abandoned il. New England, where
our fellow-countrymen are emigrating to, is essentially a mauufacturing
country. Here we have greater advantages for the establishment of
manufactures, and the Government should adopt a policy to protect
such manufactures. When people are speaking of the repatriation of
our fellow-countrymen, the latter have argued that the advantage they
found elsewhere, that is, labor, should be given to them here ; and
that advantage will be given to them only when manufactures will be
flourishing lu our country. Then, and then only, can we call our fellow-
countrymen from the United States Oapital is dormant in the banks
of this country. If we had manufactures we might utilise that capital.
Our Government bas adopted an industrial policy which is only in
favor of foreign manufacturers, and not to the profit of Oanadian manu-
facturers.''

I quote this extract because it is a type of all the speeches
and declarations of those gentlemen at that time. You may
generally judge of the policy of the party by the organs of the
party. We do the same now. Great papers having changed
their appreciation of the policy of the Government, new
organs have been oreated. At that time, the old Le Pays,
which was the organ of the party, was changed into another
organ,which was called, according to this policy, Le National.
Oh, this name "National"; that is a great word-a word
which bas been unfortunately used and abused a great deal
in our Province by our hon. friends on the other side of the
House during the past two or three years. If my hon.
friend says it was only a little local movement in Montreal,
I shall quote a resolution proposed in 1872 by a man whose
name is venerated by all my hon. friends on the other side,
from the Province of Quebec at least - the Hon.
Mr. Letellier, who was the incarnation of Liberalism,
who, 1 can say to his credit, was unflinching in his
Liberal views and opinions, and who to the last moment
declared himself a protectionist. Mr. Letellier, in 1872,
in Quebec, seconded a resolution in which it was said
that the Government sbould not mind whether the interests
of the manufacturers in England were injured or not,
but that it was a sound and patriotie policy on the
part of the Government of this country to protect our
manufactures so as to create in this country centres where
manufacturing industries could ho developed, and where the
lands that were idle during the winter months could
be utilised, and our people prevented from emigrating
to the United States. But if 1872 is too remote a
date for the changeable affections of my hon, friends, if it
is too much for thoir dull memory of the political events
of the country, I might come to 1878. Who was their
standard-bearer in Montreal in that year ? Who presented
himself as the rept esentative of the Liberal party against my
hon. friend from Montreal East ? A strong Liberal, whose
principles were known to all his friends and who-declared
himself i favor of the National Policy. Who was the
Liberal candidate that, in 1b78, held up his banner of free
trade ? Was there one from Gaspé to Pontiac ? No, Sir;
every one of them, in accordance with the dictates of the
leader of their party, was for protection. Shall I quote the
-Hon. Mr. Joly, who was for a long time the dignified
Premier of the Province of Quebec, a man whose sentiments
were shared in by my hon. friend, and whose opinion can.
not ho a matter of suspicion ? Shall I quote the answer ho
sent to Dr. Orton who was chairman of the Committee on
protection to manufactures ? Did not Mr. Joly send his
answer in saying that even if ho lad to separate from his
party, even if ho were to receive the censure of his party,
he would be true to his Province and country in advocating
a national policy of protection to manufacturing industries.

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

A fter Recess.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. When the House adjourned I was
pointing out that not only in the electoral movementa in

Montreal of 1î,71 and 1872, but that during the electoral
campaign of 1878, the question of protection to our manu-
factures had nct only not been repudiated by tho Liberal
party in the Province of Quebec, but had been takon up as
a part of their programme ; and I was about to say that if
those reminiscences were not fresh enough for the dull
memories of my hon. friends, I might recall to them another
fact. It is still fresh in the memory of all of us in the
Province of Quebec, that, at a certain moment during the
electoral campaign of 1887, a wave came over the electorate
which threatened to engulf the people. It was thought
that the then leader of the Liberal party, the lon. Mr.
Blake, was certain to see victory perched on his banner. It
was thon thought that power would be attained by him and
hel for at least the next five years, and in some parts of
our Province, as in some of the Maritime Provinces, especi.
ally in Prince Edward Island, this belief in the certainty
of the success of the Liberal leader was a great factor in the
elections. In Montroal, what was it that occasioned the
doubt which came over us, lcading us to thirk that perhaps
the Liberal party would win the day ? It was the fa3t that
when the great leader, Mr. Blake, came to Montreal to
arouse the energy and the courage, which were rather flag-
ging at the time, of his followers, he addressed the electors
of Montreal and made the following declaration, which I
take from the report of his speech in the Miontreal Herald
of the 21st January, 18i7:

"l Mr. Blake declared that it was even clearer in 1886 than it was in
1882, that a very high scale of duties must he continued on goode such
as we eau manufacture at home. He added that free trade was not
practicable in Canada, and he reafflrmed hie statement that there was
no possibility in a change of our system ot taxtion."
The words uttered by the same gentleman, which were
quoted the other day by my hon. friend the Minister of
Interior, were even stronger than these. In 1872, in 1878,
and 1887, the Liberal party, in the Province of Quebec at
least, for which Province my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) more
specially spoke, was in favor of the National Policy, if not
as a political party, at loast individually, desiring to be in
harmony with the wishes and aspirations of the whole
country. I challenge my bon. friend to cite a single fact
which would authorise him to speak in tho way hobe as
spoken this evening, as representing the opinions and the
wishes of the people of the Provirnce of Quebec. I may go
further, and say that the motion of the hon. momber for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) is an attempt,
under false colors, and on false pretences, to win the
sympathies of the country. Reciprocity with the Unito
States, as we al] know, cordial commercial relations with the
United States, is popular in this country. We know that a
large measure of reciprocity with the United States meets
with the sympathies of the population of this Dominion, and
my hon. friend's resolution is a move to take an unfair
advantage of that sympathy. I will tell the hon. gentleman,
and this is not the first time that bon. gentlemen opposite
have heard it from Conservative lips, that what the Gov-
ernment of the day desire, and what the people desire, is to
have i eciprocity with our neighborg in the natural producta
of the sea, the farm, the mine and the forest. This is the
broad reciprocity which we, on this side, have always ad-
vocated. My bon. friend quoted the expressions of sym-
pathy which were interchanged botween the Secretary of
State of the United States, Mr. Bayard, and the hon. the
Minister of Finance in this country, previous to the confer-
ence at Washington. The letters on both sides, which the hon.
gentleman read, accurately expressed the views, I am sure,
of the Governments of both countries, and those, together
with the protocols of the conference now before the House,
are the only papers that it was in the power of the Govern-
ment to put betore the House, because the Government
were bound by the decision of the plenipotentiaries at the
conference. My hon. friend, however, has-I do not say,
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intentionally, but he has-given an interpretation to the the Government is neeeearily more limited than it ig in
propositions made at the conference, and based conclusions independent countries, and it must be thi aim of the Gov-
on that interpretation, which certainly should not be ai- ernment t0 build up a national spirit in such a way that
lowed to go to the country uncoiiraditeid. Ie askedà how all Lbe re-ourccs of the country bhould b. developed, that
is it that Mr. Bayard wanted to havoe ail these questions of ail the institutions of the country should ho prottsd, that
commercial intercourse settlel and that Sir Charles Tupper the laws of the country should be enaoted by the free will
answered in the same Eense, arid yet when tlic conference of the people, and that the general action of the people and
met, the proposals of the British pleLipotentiaries for reci- that the general policy of the Governmont sheId b. ui-
procity were not accepted by the pleuipotentiaries of the trammelled by any foreign influence. Althongh, fb that
United States ? My hon. fihend then drew the con lusion way, the legitimate struggle for power map no have the
that the reason was that the propositions of the British same interest that it would bave in independent souttries,
plenipotentiaries for reciprocity were not framed in that at ieast the efforts to gain the confidence of the people has
broad, liberal spirit, which inspired the lutter from the a wide seepe, a wide horizon, and wide possibulities for the
Secretary of State of the United States. This shiuld not intelligence and the energies of the people; but I say that
go to the country uncontradicted. There is nothing t, this stug1e becomeg a sinister comely when we find peo.
warrant such an insinuation. The policy of the Govern- pic constituting one party, in their contention against the
ment bas repeatedly been enunciated in this House as other, forgetting their national pride, forgetting the main
well as in the Conservative pres-s of this country; the explana. interests of the people they are representing, and indnoing
tions given by the Governmeît will go to the country, and my the people to lookacross the frortier for assistancein order to
hon. friend should not have gone further thian that, A pro barter iheinterestsandthe destinies of the nation againet the
position was made that there thould be reelprocity between posibilities and chances of a Ministerial defeat. On this ques-
the two countries according to certain terms and conditions, iion an appeai has beau made, I muet sayte the iow intoreste
which necessai ily must have been in accordance with the of the people. What is it that we are telling the people of
well known desire of the Canadian Government, but this country? Wu are a nation and we must remain a
all propositions tending to reciprocity were declined by naion. It is true that we are only five millions of people
the other party, the American plenipotentiaries wishing to ili an immense territory, lurger than the territory ofthe
restrict this treaty, and sayint that they were bound, hy United State, but we muet try and build up thie nation-
their instructions I suppo.e, within the limits of the fi-.h- ality. Our industries may fot be as prosperous as they
eries question. I do not know more than ary other hon. sheu.d bu, but, if thcy are not as large as they are on the
member of this louse, but we all know what the Arnerican other side, we muet protect ourselves, as the youth muet be
press said, what Mr. Bayetid ald othr Arerican politicians p.otected and as the child must bu protectei; we muet
have said ; we know that the declarations have gone through- protet our industries instead of saying with bur hon.
out the breadth and length o.f the Un ted States that no friends opposite that our salvation depends upon the
proposition for reciprocity of trade could be entertained by assistance of a foreign people, whoee interest it is to
the United States as a subject-matter of the conference and absorb cur country. My hon. friend who epoke before
the basis of the intended treaty, because the Senate and Con- me said that the National Policy was nothing, that it had
gress would repudiate it, and would repudiate anything in dont, no;hing exeept te feed by the spoon some rieh oapi-
regard to which the plenipotentiaries of tie United States talista wbo lad made large fortunes and were trying te
went fur,ber than the di.:cussion of the fisheries of pro:ect them by combines; that we should nt have a
the Atlantic. On our side, wi haîe never ben re- Nationml Pehcy, that, being an agrienitural country, we
ticent in saying what we wanted. W e have smaid what the should Iok oniy te agricultnral pursuits tr our prosperity.
people of this country want, and, when I stated thit the Lt is true that the mrnbur for Souîh Oxford (Sir Richard
motion of the hon. memb-r for Souuth Oxfori (Sir Ilie!,ard took a differeut ground. fie said thRt if we
Cartwright) was an attempt to build up a political plat. had froo reciprocity in manufacturcd articles, wu woald
form on false pretencus and under false colors, I wa- bave larger and more proaperous manufactures, but ho has
right. My hon. friends here are desirous to have reci- Porgotten wbat the people in every part of thie country
procity to a certain extent. I do not mean to say know, that if we had complote ieciprocity, or commercial
that the whole country is in favor of reciprocity i union, or annexation-because that je the laet word of
natural pro.cts, because, with such an immense frontier as the resolution - tbongh we might have larger manu-
we have, covering different conditions of production, there factures, more proeperity if you liku, stîll it wonld nat le
are some parts of the counLtry in which reciprocity, even in our country. The people iu this country understand that.
raw products, would be considered objectionable. I know They have said yes, and thy will eay yes, te the building
there are some parts of Ontario in which reciprocity in uif of cur country by protection to env manufaeturing inter-
those articles reterred to in the Order in Council, iead usts. My bon. friends may say that they want W edueate
here yesterday by the hon. Minister of Finance, would bu the public opinion with their theory. They may eau it a
objectionable, but we have in this country to give and take. policy, some of them may caîl it a theory, but I eau it a
We know that the interests of the Maritime Provinces are utepia, Are they paking for tht people of this ôountry?
not always in accord with the interests of Ontario, but we Ne, they are not. The country spoke in 1878, the country
know that the different parte of the conntry have to make spoke in 1882, and again in 1887. Tbey do not speak for
sacrifices, and that each portion of the community muet the country. They may say that they want te edacate the
give something for the general benefit of the whole con- country, and I do net blame them; but for whom are they
munity. It was a member from the other side of the speaking? Are tbuy speaking fer the United States?
House who gave me the idea I am just going to express. They disclaim it, and even if they anwered, yee, as I hear
What will be the verdict of the people on the motion now that answur made by some hon. gentlemen around me, I
before the Bouse, and on the policy which my hon. friends would say, no, they do not even represent the publie opn.
are trying to induce the country to adopt ? Reciprocity? ion in the Unitd State, if tbey mean to ask unrétrieted
Yes. Large reciprocity ? Yes. But "non "-restricted roci- reviprocity with indupendeue for the framing of our own
procity ? The people will say no; unrestricted recipro- tarifa with othercountries; thuy do net represent the senti-
city we cannot have and wiil not have, and the ment of a singie statesmas of &tanding in the United States,
people of this country would not allow us to adopt it even in the proposition which tbey make to-day. And why,
if we were willing to do ko ouselves. In a country like Mr.Speaker? Unreatrictedreciprocitywithoutnypower
ours, where we have no foreign policy, the programme ef to interfere in the tarif o this country by the United tâtes?
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Is there any business man in the United States who would
say that they wanted reciprocity with us if we, in this
country, had a right to fi our own tariff with England, to
say, for instance, that we would have a duty of 10 or 20 per
cent., while on the other side of the line they would have to
impose a duty of 40 or 50 per cent.? No such an idea
has taken root in the minds of American etatesmen,
On this point, I will quote the energetie, if not
very parliamentary, expression that was used outside
this House, by an hon. member opposite, who said :
" Unrestricted reciprocity alone, and not commercial
union! The Americans never thought of such arrant non.-
sense." Yes, Mr. Speaker, this motion is merely an attempt
to make the people believe that they would enjoy great
material prosperity if they had an immense market for
their products. It is true that we would have an immense
market for our products, but the manufacturers of the
United States would also have our country for their market,
and then where would be our products if the American
manufacturers were at liberty to compete with ours ? I
see my hon. friend smiling. I may quote an expression
that he used. He said, the greater the market, and the
more extensive the plant employed, the cheaper would be
the cost of production of any article. But, Mr. Speaker,
that i exactly what our manufacturers weresaying in 1878,
when they overthrew the Administration of that time. Thon
our people were saying, it is true we have the benefit of the
American market, but the Americans have the benefit
of our market ; how can our manufacturers, with their
smaller plant, with their smaller capital, compete
with the large manufacturers of the United States ?
It is a law of gravitation that the larger body attracts,
and necessarily in the end absorbs the smaller body.
Under unrestricted reciprocity the American manufacturers
could do as .hey have already done, make this country a
slaughter market and kili off our nascent manufactures. I
need not enlarge upon this point. The fact is known to
every one. It is a by-word among all the manufacturers
and workingmen of this country. Unrestricted recipro.
city is an impossibility. It is a theory that bon. gentle-
men opposite are discussing, but which the Americans
will not consent to. I understand they would consent
to commercial union, and those in the United States
who favor that scheme do so with the conviction that
it would end in annexation. Why have not Mr. Wiman
and Mr. Btterworth succeeded in persuading the people
of Canada to accept that scheme ? They have done
everything that men could do to make the movement
suceessful, why have they failed ? Because the people of
this country understood that under commercial union the
fiscal policy of the Dominion of Canada would have to be
arranged in conjunction with the tariff of the United States.
What is the meaning of that ? When, in a company of
shareholders, one represents three-fouths of the capital and
another represents only one-fourth, we know what course
will be taken, we know what the board of directors is,
we know what the policy of the company is, and we
know the general result of such an association. If a
man with a penny and a man with a pound go into
partnership, we know very well what the result will
be. If the tariffs of the two countries were to be fixed
by a joint commission, we know that the policy of
the more powerful country would necesaarily prevail over
the policy of the other. Commercial union bas been repu.
diated by the people. Those .who advocated it at first,
either in the prese or on the hustings, are ashamed of it to-
day. But it is said that it might bring about annexation.
Well, Mr. Speaker, I shall not indulge in such magnificent
periods as my own friend bas done, and say that the man
who is true to his native land is the true patriot, and is
the zrue and loyal citizen. That is true, and I tell him
this; because we are devoted subjects of our beloved Queen
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Victoria, it does not follow that we should give up the
interests of our land, if they were to come into conflict with
the material intereste of the mother country. I agree with
the hon. gentleman in what he says about annexation. My
hon. friends opposite, at least those from the Province of
Quebec, must not be scandalised at the expression ; some of
thoir best men in the Province of Quebec have been agitat-
ing annexation. They have been making speeches to the
people on that question. I say annexation is a question
that might be discussed in connection with the future of
Canada, but it would not be approved of by the people of
this Dominion ; it would, I am convinced, be repudiated by
the mass of the people. I remember a circumstance that
occurred, I am not certain in what year, in an election in
Ontario, when agentleman, a friend of my friend, came before
an Ontario audience. It was in the county of Prescott, and
not knowing that he was speaking to a population who had
not the same ideas as those of his Liboral friends in the
Province of Quebec, having been absent a long time from
the country, h said in a moment of eloquence, after 1
had charged some of his friends with having annexation
sentiments : Yes, when the question of annexation
comes up you will find more people supporting it than you
have any idea of." That was before an Ontario audience;
and I give my hon. friends opposite credit wheu I say that
the chairman of that meeting, who was a good Reformer,
got up and said; "My friend, if you come bere from the
Province of Quebec only to say such things, the sooner you
leave the botter for you." But if yon say that Canada
would be botter under the American flag, say it clearly, say
it above board, make a platform of it, and then we will dis-
cuss it. We are not afraid of the verdict of the people. Even
if you were to find dozens of eloquent men, as my hon.
friend is, to stand on platforms in the Province of Quebec
and say that we are prepared for annexation, I say
the good sense and good judgment of my fellow-coun-
trymen will be against them a hundred to one. Yes,
Mir. Speaker, on these questions, on a question like this
we are now discussing, it is not the politicians, the
statesmen, who can impose sncb questions on the people.
When bread and butter is at the bottom of a question it is
the people themselves, the masses thomselves, that give the
word ; those who in public appear to be teachers are
nothing but the echoes of the masses of the people them-
selves. On some abstract questions mon can dictate to the
people, they can elaborate certain opinions and impose them
on the people; but on a question of pohicy like this it is the
voice of the people that first decides; and the voice
of the people is against you. Your statistics may be in-
genious, and you may be able to make them prove anything
you want, but the only statistics I want are statistics of the
sentiments and feelings of the people; and thoso are
against you. Free trade is in the hearts of the people of Eng-
land; and why? Bocause in England after longyears, I might
say after centuries of well digested, of well guided, of well
applied protection, the manufacturing genius of the Einglish
people bas acquired a perfection that cannot be surpassed or
equalled. Manufacturing capital in England challenges and
defies all competition, and in a country like England where
the largest possibilities of production have been attained,
cheap living is the dosiduratum of the working classes.
Free trade is in the hearts of the people of England, what-
ever might be the dificulties which at the prosent moment
it might entail on the financial condition of the country.
On the other band, Protection is in the hearts of the people
of the United States ; and why ? Is it because the genius
for manufacturi ng industries bas not developed there? It bas
to an immense extent. It bas so much that American manu-
facturers are the rivals of Great Britain in almost all the
markets of the world. Why is protection still in the hearts
of the people of the United States ? It is, and will be, so
long as there is a productive south, an extensive west,
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affording opportunities for the activity and intelligence of
the sons of their workingmen, of their numberless immi-
grants, to progress under the protective policy which has
done so great benefit in the past. But it is still more in
the hearts of the people of the United States, because the
people feel that the grand stracture tbey have built requires
further time to become consolidated so as to defy the
world. Again, why is it in the hearts of the people of
the United States ? It is, perbaps, because in their view
of developing manufacturing industries they look to this
northern part of the continent as being very soon or
in the future, to become one of the accessoiies of the greut
republic, not by war, not by coercion but by the good
policy they have impressed upon the minds of their people,
a pobcy which our Government are trying to impress on
the minds of the people of this country. Should we not
pursue the same course, should we not build up our
own prosperity, our own national spirit and our own
nation ? We are doing it. Again I say that the hearts
of the people are not with hon. gentlemen opposite on
the question covered by this resolution. I was saying a
moment ago that my hon. friends opposite had changed
their views, at least in the Province of Quebec on the sub-
ject. Up to the time the hon. member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) came into power those were the senti-
ments of my hon. friends, and I say-and I speak know-
ingly-that, in 1877, at the time when my hon. friend
(Mr. Laurier) joined the Administration of Mr. Mackenzie,
there was in the Province of Quebec, in his own party,
a strong movement to try and impress upon the leader
of the then Government the desirability of taking up
a policy of protection for manufactures, so as to gain
the support of the people of our Province. I am not
revealing a secret, it is now in the domain of history, but
that celebrated manifesto and protest signed by so many
members of the Liberal party in Quebec, which was pre.
sented to the leader of the Government just at the moment
when my hon. friend (Mr. Laurier) was entering the Ad-
ministration, that protest. which stated that the members
of the Government from Quebec were not having their
views carried into effect, and that they had no influence
on the fiscal policy of the Government, that document which
represented two-thirds of the Liberal party in the Province
of Quebec, really was an earnest appeal in favor of a
National Policy, and to its refusal by the leader of the
Government is attributed the first defeat of my hon. friend in
Drummond and Arthabaska, and, a year after, the defeat of
his party and of the Goverinment. Mr. Speaker, I have heard
before hon, gentlemen on the other side of the House declare
that no great question should be placed before Parliament
unless the will of the people had been manifested in a cor
tain manner. We have had the expression of public opinion
about commercial union; commercial union has broken down
and disappeared. We have had now three weeks' debate,
and before the debate took place there was a notice of
motion which took another week. Where are the petitions
presented to Parliament asking for unrestricted reciprocity ?
From what county have we had expressions of opinion in
favor of the movement ? I have heard some hon.'members
say they were in favor of it. I heard the hon. member for
Bellechasse (Mr. Amyot), the other day state that we
were essentially an agricultural race, that manufac-
tures would spoil our population in Quebec, that manu-
factures had a deleterious influence over the people, and
that the policy of the Government was the reason why
such a large number of the population had emigrated
from the Province of Quebec to the United States.
My hon. friend from Bellechasse only forgot to say one
thing. Why are French Canadians emigrating to the
United States; for what reason do they go there, and
where do they go? Do they go there as agriculturists ?
No, they go there to work in the factQries; and I believe

Mr. CHAPLEAU.

that if our manufactures were better developed in this
country than they have been up to the present time emigra-
ation would almost ease. I have already said that the
period of the greatest emigration to the States was during
the time of the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. But is the
emigration now as large as my hon. friends opposite are
pleased to say it is? I say, no; and, strange as it may be,
my authority for this assertion is one of the papers on
which my hon. friends opposite will not cast suspicion. I
quote now from the Montreal Witness of the 4th April :

" For some weeke back the incoming trai ta from the United States
have hai more passengers belonging to the working classes on them than
usual at this season of the year. Heretofore large gangs left for the
brickfields and other industries in the State of Massachusetts, but this
year that state of affairs bas been reversed. Not only the breadwinners
are returning but their famailies and they are bringing with them large
quantities of their household effects ; so much so that extra help ha@
been put on to handie the baggage and see it delivered safely at its
destination. Very few of the passengeru come through to Montreal
compared with the large number that get off at the different way
stations this side of the line between St. Lambert's and St. Armand's.
They have been gradually increasing until extra cars have had to be
put on to carry the people and their baggage back to their native place
in Canada"

Mr. FISHER. Read the entire article.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I think there is enough there to prove
what I have said but I will finish it. I did not know that
my hon. friends on the other aide of the House had been so
much interested in the article, but it appears now they
must have seen the article and that it was touching a little
upon their toes. They have seen that ithas a certain bearing
on the discussion, and I am glad to see that they have read
it. My friend has asked me to continue the article and I
will do sO:

"A Witnesa reporter askeel the father of a family of thirteen
children-"

That is a good exodus from the United States,-
-" the cause of so many of the French Canadians returning to Canada.
He said the different factories had been shut down for the most part,'-

la it that my hon. friends would insist on my reading ?
" as they considered they had a sufficient stock on hand for present

demands."

Do my Lon. friends want me to continue with the article?
I do not indulge much in reading the Wétness, but it is an
interesting paper at times, and 1 will continue :

" ' Have they any more now than they have had for two or three years
back ?' asked ihe newspaper man."

I do not know who the hon. member is on the other aide
who suggested that question,-

" 'Oh, no,' was the reply, 'but we have been informed that another
presidential election will take place next fall which may bring about a
good many changes lu the tariff whicb might prove minous to Mann-
facturers if they had a large stock ou hand, and this irtbe reason they
give for throwing us out of employment.'11

Some hon. MEMBERS Read on; is there any more ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That is all ; I cannot read more
bocause it is the entire article. But I am thankfal to the
interrupter who has given me a chance of showing one
thing more than I intended when I began to read that
article, and thatis that American artisans are somuch afraid
that the result of the next presidential campaign might be
against protection, that even now they are beginning to
emigrate to Canada for protection. Mr. Speaker, I do not
wish to continue the discussion any further. I do not wish
to take the time of the louse any longer and I will close
my remarks. Before concluding I beg to apologise to
the House if I have not put my remarks in as good a form as
my bon. friend who spoke before me has done. At all
events I speak as I feel, and I feel very strongly on
this subject. The whole résumé of the argument of my
friends on the other aide against the Government is this:
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They say to us: "We want more manufactures, we want
Americans to come here and manufacture for us; we are
not satisfied with the strides this country bas made
during the last twenty years, and eseecially during
the last ten years under the policy of the Gov-
ernment. We want to bave the same impetus in the
way of progress that the American Union has had." Mr.
Speaker, I challenge this assertion, and I think I am right
in saying that Canada during the last ten years bas made
greater strides in the road of progress and prosperity than
even the American Union has done in comparison to its pop-
ulation. And, Mr. Speaker, what authority shall I give you
to prove this ? I shall give you the authority of the Amer-
icans themselves. Not long ago I read in an American
paper an article saying that if the Americaiña allowed this
country to go on as we were going, if they allowed the
Government of this country to follow the policy we had
been following, that we wauld see greater progress, greator
advancement and greater superiority in this country than
could be claimed even by the spread eagleism of American
papers for the United States. The arguments of my bon.
friends are thatthe Government bas over-astimated the capa-
city of this country in the liabilities which have been under-
taken during the last twenty years. I say that this argument
is not only a false notion, but that it is also a false t aching
to the people. This teaching has been repeated for the last
twent>-five years, and the answer to it is found in the lists
of the money markets of the world. In 1867, as a young
man, I used to hear in my county the same arguments and
the same s neecbes as we hear to-:lay-that the Conservative
Government was leading the country to ruin, and that in a
few years we would be bankrupt; but we are not bankrupt
yet. I find by the Economist, the leading financial paper of
England, that in 1866, in the month of August, Canadian
5 per cents were quoted at 76, and 6 per cents at 90-91, and
in the month of November the 5 per cents had risen in view
of Confederation to 81-82, and the 6 per cents to 90½-97k.
That was at the time my hon. friends on the other side were
saying that Confederation was going to ruin the country,
when the ambition of the Prime Minister was to make a
grand country on this North American continent. What
was the course of oui securities from 1867 to 1878 ? 1 sec
by the same financial paper that in December, 1878, Cana-
dian 6 per cents were quoted at 101-105.

Mr. JONES. That is because you got the Maritime Pro-
vinces in to give you credit.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. So much for the scheme of Confede-
ration which was denounced by the hon. gentleman; and
I hope that Nova Scotia, with ber good representatives,
my hon. friend included, will still contribute to put higher
the credit of Canadian securities.

Mr. JONES. You have been telling us that the smail
country always suffers by connection with the larger.

Mr. CIIAPLEAU. I am very sorry the enthu.sasm the
interruption has raised has prevented me hearing the bon.
gentleman's remark. I was about to say that our 6 per
cents in 1878 were quoted at 101-105, and our 4 per cents,
maturing in 1904, were quoted at the same time at 89-91.
Then, if we come to that worst period of all according to
hon. gentlemen opposite, the period of the present Adminis-
tration, we find the same 4 per cents quoted on March 22,
1888, at 115-117. Oar 3j per cents securities, one-half
per cent. only less than uthe new consols of England,
were quoted on the same date at 108-110. We generally
say that we are better appreciated by our neighbors than
we eau be appre3iated at home; but thore is another say-.
ing which is very true, and I apply it to my hon. friend
with his poetical quotations, and with ali his great prophe-
cies: "Nobody is a prophet in his own country " The
Opposition for the past twenty-five years have been prophets

of evii, and iL bas been for the good of the country that their
prophecies have never been fulfilled. My hon. friend quoted
the opinion of one of his friends, the hon. member for St.
Hyacinthe (Mr. Bernier), with regard to the industrial
movement in that city, and stated that Mr. Boaz, who I think
is at the head of a worsted woollen manufactory there, had
sent a telegram to the eifect that he would like to sec reci-
procity with the United States, because with it he would
sell bis products better than he does now. I would ask my
bon. friend from St Hyacinthe, who had some interests in
the manufactures of that locality in 1878, if those manufac.
tures were not nearly bankrupt atthat time ? 1 might quote
to him the evidence of one of the most successful manufao-
turers in this country, Mr. Coté, of St. Hyacinthe, and I
would ask him to say whether protection has not donc the
industrial interests of this country not only an immense good,
but removed them from the danger of bankruptcy which was
threaten ing them if the Amoricans had been allowed to conti.
nue to make the country a slaughter market. In 1878 the wool.
len manufacturersof St. Hyacinthewereon the brink of bank-
ruptcy, now they are prosperous ; and I give credit to that
little town, Liberal as it is. That enterprising town bas
not only approved of the National Policy, which the hon.
gentleman bas denounced, but on top of the protection
given by the Government, it bas voted liberal bonuses to
manufactures. That little town bas proved that pro.
tection was good even when it went one botter than the
Government. I say, that if the Government were doing
what my hon. friends were saying they were doing, over-
estimating the capacity of the people in the work of the
devolopment of the country, ihat error would be readily for-
given by the people. The electors will always be for a
policy that is on the aide of hope and progress, for a policy
that looks to the the building up of a nation; and the eloc-
torate will always hold that a policy of hope, of progreas,
of the building up of a nationality, should bo the great ain
and object of a Governmont worthy of the trust of the
country. ln carrying out what is said in the motion
in amendmnent of my hon. friond (Mr. Foster); in declaring
that we desire, as good Americans also desire, to have the
best of feeling and larger trade relations between the two
countries, while taking care to give due consideration to
the interests of our own manufacturing industries, this
House will give a verdict in accord with the good of the
people and the wishes of the country.

Mr. FLYNN. It is not my intention to occupy the time
of the House at any length, as this great question bas
been ably and exhaustively discussed by hon. gentlemen who
preceded me on this side, but I feel that I would not fairly
discharge the duty I owe to those I have the honor to re-
present, if I gave a silent vote on a question so important
as this. 1 desire aiso to say that I do not approach the dis-
cussion of this question in any party spirit. Had the resol-
tion moved by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) been moved by any member of the
Governmont or by any of their supporters, or had a rosolu-
tion embodying the same principle been moved by them, it
would bave equally received my support and approval. I
look upon this question as too broad and comprehensive, as
affecting too closely the interests of all classes in this Dom-
inion, teobe discussed firom the narrow standpoint of party.
i support the resolution for unrestricted reciproCity with
the United States, because I believe it would ho of groat
bonefit to the Dominion. I knew that unrestricted reci-
procity would ho of great benefit to the Maritime Provinces,
and I know that an over whelming majority of the people of
the Lower Provinces would view any measure embodying
that policy with a great deal of favor. Much bas been
said by hon. gentlemen opposite against the resolution,
but their arguments may be narrowed dewn to two:
disloyalty and injury to our manufacturing industries.
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There was one gentleman from the Province of
Nova Scotia who addressed the House on the resolution,
with whose manner I was pleased, but I was surprised at
some of the statements that he made. I allude to the
junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny). That hon. gen-
tleman declared that, on this side, we said our people were
not prosperous, that our people were not contented, and
that they were forced to go to the neighboring republic
in search of employment. He denied that our people
were leaving the country, and he contended that the
National Policy had established factories all over the
land which gave employment to our people, and enabled
them to live happily at home. Let me take the eastern
part of Nova Scotia. In dealing with this question, I will
speak of that section of country with which I am most
familar. I will take the four counties of Cape Breton, the
two adjoining counties, Antigonish and Guysboro', making
six counties with a population of over 120,000, and I will
take the neighboring Province of Prince Edward Island
with a population of 108,000 and I say that the National
Policy has not built one factory in eastern Nova Scotia
or Prince Edward Island. Take the county of Halifax,
which has a population of 65,000, with the exception of
three factories that were brought into existence through its
influence, there is none in all eastern Nova Scotia, including
the county of Halifax. It is true the National Policy has
built up three industries there : two sugar refineries and a
cotton factory. But what was the result ? All the original
stock of the sugar refinery in the city of Halifax was com-
pletely lost, and $100,000 was due to the bank of which
this hon. gentleman was president. The hon. gentleman
knows also that the refinery, which was started into exist-
ence at Dartmouth under the auspices of the National
Policy, had scarcely begun running when it also collapsed.
It is truc these refineries are again running, and may per-
haps be doing a little business, but the result I have given
was the result in the first instance. The cotton factory was
started under the auspices of the National Policy, and now
I believe the junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny) woul 
not give fifty cents in the dollar for its stock if it was
on the market to-morrow for sale. So much for the
three factories brought into existence in Nova Scotia. We
had some factories in the Maritime Provinces before the
introduction of the National Policy. We had three very
important factories : Logan's factory in Pictou county, Nova
Scotia, the Londonderry steel works in the connty of Col-
chester, represented by the Postmaster General, and Parks
cotton factory in New Brunswick. These three factories,
under the revenue tariff, previous to the introduction of the
National Policy, were able to keep afloat, but after the
introduction of the National Policy they collapsed and went
to ruin under its benign influence. It would have been
better had the hon. gentleman, when he made the state-
ment that our people were employed happily at home ini
our factories, stated to the House what factories the Nationalj
Policy had brought into existence in Nova Scotia, and what
people were employed in them. Hon. gentlemen on this
side, when they made statements that numbers of our
people were leaving this country, forced to leave it for the
want of employment, were charged with decrying the coun-
try. ît is certainly not pleasant to have to say that people are
forced to leave Canada, but, as representatives of the people,
we have a solemn duty to perform, and whether hon. gen-J
tlemen opposite call the performance of that duty decrying«
the country or not, the statements are true, and we ai e1
justified in making them. I speak with more particular1
information of the section of country which I represent, and
I say that our people have been leaving and are still leav-
ing that section in large numbers for the States. No later
than the other day, I received a letter from a friend of
mine in the county I represent, who said;

Mr. FLYNN.

"I undreds are learing for the states. The agent of Hawkesbury
sold, , am informed, seventy-five tickets in one day this week for
Boston." 1

In another letter my informant tells me:

" The steamer Rimouaki continues running here. She has taken a
great number of our people within the last fortnight, many of them
Frenchmen, who are going to the States. I am told there is a large
number preparing to leave between this and the first of April."

I know that last year large numbers left not to return,
bringing their families with them, and taking up their
domiciles in the United States; and the same emigration
continues this year, notwithstanding any statements of hon.
gentlemen opposite te the contrary. So far from the
National Policy being a benefit, I look upon it as the great.
est evil that could have befallen the lower Provinces. Now,
as to the other arguments that have been adduced in opposi-
tion to the resolution moved by my hon. friend from South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), and that have been given
to the House as evidence of the prosperity of the Dominion
of Canada. One is the deposits in the savings banks. The
junior member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), exultantly pointed
to the amount of the deposits in the savings banks in
Nova Scotia, and in the Dominion, and said it was absurd
for anyone to deny that this was a test and a proof of
the prosperity of the people. At the outset, I say
that it is no test. I say that the deposits in the savings
banks are no test of the prosperity or wealth of this country,
and that it is absurd to say that the increase of the deposits
in the savings banks is any evidence of an increase in our
prosperity. Let me call your attention to the condition of
affairs in 1873, which was one of the most prosperous years
that we have known in this country. The Finance Rinister,
in his Budget speech of that year, congratulated the House
and the country on the prosperity which existed, and he
might well do so. In that year, our imports amounted to
8127,514,594, and our exports to $89,789,9,2, the imports
exceeding the imports of 1886 by $28,000,000 and the esports
exceeding the exports of 1886 by $4,500,000. That was one
of the most prosperous years in the history of the Dominion
of Canada. That was admitted on ail sides, and this is the
evidence that it has never been exceeded in the amount of
the trade we did in any year before or since. Well, we
find that in that year, the deposits in the savings banks
amounted to $10,221,39 L We are all aware that a wave
of depression swept over this country just alter that time,
which continued from 1874 to 1879, and I believe there
was no more depressed period in the commercial history of
Canada before or since. If this savings banks doctrine is
true, the savings and accumulations of the years of prospe-
rity should have been taken out during the years of depres-
sion, but was that the case? Not at ail. I find that, during
the period of depression, during the period that hon. gentle-
men opposite talked about the "flies on the wheel," and
said that the country was going to rmin, the deposits in the
savings banks were increasing from year to year until,
from $810,000,000 in 1873 they reached, in 1879, $81b,375,-
124, or, during that period of depression the deposits in the
saing banks increased by more than 50 per cent. If,
during the period of depression, there was a continuai
yearly increase in the deposits in the savings banks, I would
ask hon. gentlemen how those deposits can be an evidence
of prosperity, I would ask them how they can say that this
is the true test of the wealth and prosperity of the people ?
I think it is so absurd that I shall not further waste the
time of the House upon it. But, if it is a true test of the
prosperity of the people, and an index of the wealth and
progress of the country, let me cati the attention of hon.
gentlemen opposite to the savings banks deposits in the
New England States. I will take the six States in New
England and give you the population of each and the
deposits in the savings banks.
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Deposits.

.....$ 35,111,600
47,213,219
11,723,625

....... 274,998,413
.... 51,816,390

92,188,425

......$ 513,345,572

From this we find that these six States in New England,
with a population les than the population of Canada, have
savings batks deposits amounting to over $500,000,00î, or
an amount equal to $125 for every man, woman and child;
while we in Canada had, in 1886, an amount of $38,173,813,
or about $7.50 per head of the population. Those six States
had something over 8513,000,000, while we had only
$38,000,000. The little State of Rhode Island, with a pop-
lation a little more than one-half the population of Nova
Scotia, and possessing none of her natural advantages, with-
out ber wealth of soil, her inexhaustible fisheries, and ber
great mineral resources, had an amount deposited in the
savings banks of over 851,000,000-a great deal more than
the amount of the deposits in the whole Dominion of Canada.
Still hon. gentlemen opposite will persist in giving us the
savings banks deposits as an evidence of the progress and
prosperity of the country. I repeat what I said at the out-
set, that there was nothing in it, and that it was no test
whatever of the progress and prosperity of the country.
The people of the Maritime Provinces, having realised the
benefits flowing from the limited Treaty of 1854, are fully
satisfied that unrestricted trade with the United States
would be of vast benefit to them. Trade hampored and
restricted as ours is with the country nearost to us must
injure and bas injured the Maritime Provinces very much.
There can be no better proof of the value and advantage of
unrestricted reciprocity to the people of the Maritime Pro-
vinces at all events, and I think to the people of the whole
Dominion, than the progress which was made during the
existence of the Treaty of 1854. From the first year of
that treaty, our trade with the United States steadily
increased until its termination. For a period of nine years
previous to the Treaty of 1854, our trade with the United
States had only increased $12,000,000. In 1845 it was
$8,000,000, and in 1854, $20,000,000. The very first year of
the treaty, it increased from $20,000,000 to 833,000,000,
$13,000,000 in one year, $1,000,000 more than the total
increase during a period of nine years previous to the
treaty. This increase continued year after year until, in
1866, the last year of the treaty, it had reached the enor.
mous sum of 884,000,000. During the existence ot the
treaty, a period of 12 years, our trade had increased
864,000,000, while, during a period of nine years
previons, it had only increased $12,000,000. What

do we find the very first year of its abrogation ? When
the treaty was abrogated in 1866 and the restrictive
duties became operative again, there was a falling off in
our trade with the United States of $27,000,000.
Let me call your attention again to the effect which this
had on the Maritime Provinces, for I have been referring
to the trade of the whole Dominion. The trade of Nova
Scotia with the States amounted, in 1854, to 84,500,000 ;
in 1866 it amounted to $7,300,000. The trade of New
Brunswick with the United States amounted, in 1854, to
$4,050,000; in 1866, to 85,300,000. The trade of Prince
Edward Island with the United States amounted, in 1854,
to 8280,000; in 1865-the Island fiscal year closing in
December-the trade was 81,050,000, while the increase
in the other Provinces was very great indeed. The increase
in the trade of the Island was marvellous, amounting to
over 400 per cent These figures show what great advan-
tage the' ReciprocityI'reaty was to those three Provinces
during its existence. Now, Sir, I have a statement here,
from which it appears that while the treaty was in exist-,

usine..
New Hami
Vermont .
massachus
Rhode Isla
connectic

42-7 per cent. in 20 years .................
135 do t0 do.. .....

Average
increase per year.

2'135
1*035

Now, if, during those 12 years, we increased so much more
rapidly than during the following ton years, it is fair to
assume that if the whole term had been under reciprocity,
our progress in population would have boon twice as rapid
as it was in the period without reciprocity. I have given
this evidence of the progress of the couritry during the
existence of that treaty as a proof of the great advantage
we would derive from a renewal of it. At all ovents,
to the people of the Maritime Provinces, it is a
question of vital importance, more particularly to the
fishermen. I have the honor to represernt a constituency
largely engaged In the fishing industry, and I know how
much that industry has suffered from the duties it has to
pay on fish now exported to the United States, and 1 know
how many of our fishermen leave, year alter year, to
man American fishing vessels, because, as was stated the
other night, the man who fishes in a Nova Sootia fishing
vessel labors under a disadvantage as comparod with
a Nova Scotian who fishes in an American fishing
vessel; he saves so much duty on bis codfish, and
82 a barrel on his mackerel. Now, it was stated bore
the other night by the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones) and the hon. member for Queon's, P. E. I. (Mr.
Davies) that the United States was the only market for our
mackerel. That statement is correct; I state aiso that the
only market for the mackerel produced by the fishormen of
the Maritime Provinces, is the United States. But, Mr.
Speaker, in addition to the testimony of these two hon.
gentlemen, lot me give the testimony of an hon, gentleman
whose opinion will be accepted with the highest respect, at
least by hon. gentlemen opposite-1 allude to the Premier.
In 1871, in discussing the Washington Treaty, in this
louse, the Premier said.:
" They are so anxions to get free aimission of their fi3h into the

Am'ýrican market that they would view with great sorrow any action of
this fouse which would exclude them fron ihat market, that they look
forwara with increasing confidence to a large development of their trade,
and of that great industry, and I say that being the case-if it be
to the interest of ihe fiahermen and for the advantage of that branch of
national industry, settiig aside ail other consideratious, we ouglit not
wilfully to injure that interest. Why, tiir, what is the fact of the case
as it stands ? The only market for the Canadian No. 1 mackerel in the
world is the United States. That is our only market and we are practi-
cally excluded from it by the present duty. The condequence of that is
that our fishermen are at the mercy of the American fishermen. They
are made the hewers of wood and the drawers of water for the Americans.

1888.
Population.

................ 48,930.
pshire.......... 346,991.

....... 332,286
e.tte .......- ,.... 1,783,000
and ...... ,............... 276,500
ut ....................... 622,700

Total. .. ... 4,010,526

ence our population kept on steadily incroasing, but after
its abrogation the population decreased. This appears
from the following statement :-

1851. 1871. Percentage of
increase.

Novacoati-........ 276851 387,800 400
New Brunswick ....... ......... 193,800 285,594 474
Prince Edward Island.......... 87,000 96,226 40'3

Totals................,.... 537,654 767,415 42·7

1871. 1881.

Nova Scotia......................... 387,800 440,572 14-3
New Brunswick ................... 285,594 321,233 12*5
Prince Edward Island... ...... 96,226 108,891 15*8

Totale..................... 767,451 870,696 13*

Roducing these percentages to tho base of yearly increase
we get:
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They are obliged to sell their fish at the Americans own price. The regard ing which the policy of the Government has been
American fishermen purchase their fiuh at a nominal value and control changed this -year. That amount could be saved. Thonthe American market. The great profits of the trade are handed over c.ang.
to the American fishermen or the American merchants, engaged in the there is the Militia expenditure, a large amount of which is
trade, and they profit to the loss of our own industry and our own unnecessary, there is a large expenditure also for the
people. Mounted Police, and there are also various items on which
Again, in the same speech on that occasion, in alluding a saviug could be effected if a policy of retrenolment were
to the period during the existence of the Treaty of 185j, ho pursed. But above and beyond ai, if we had unrestrieted
said reciprocity with the nited States, I maintain that sneh

" More gods were mported than ever would be the prosperity of the contry that the volme ofsoregd were pen andd h ee ,fr cmrewabi utLi able goods from other countries would so greatly increase,stores were open and profits made which never would have been
realised but for the existence of the treaty.e and the purchasing pwer of the people woud b. 80 much

exisenceof te traty'enlarged, as to make up any deficiency for the lose sustained.
Again the Premier said on that occasion: G:v us reciprocity, and thera is nobody in Nova Seotia

" That our fisheries are valuable, [ am well aware. Their value, who wiIl fear to face the $7,000,000 defioiency. Two
under favorable conditions, could not be overestimated, but that value of the main arguments used by hon, gentlemen who oppod
will be great or small, just in proportion to the markets we possess." the resotution of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Now,Mr. Speaker, I could use no more expressive or poower- Richard Cartwright) are the disloyaltyargumentand the los
fnl language than this,to show the value of the markets of the to our manufacturers. I fait to seo how the exehange of a
United States to the fisbermen of the Lower Provinces. few barrets of fish or a few bushels of potatoes with our
There was one other point thrown ont, with which I wiIl neighbors aross the border could affect our loyaty. 0f
deal briefly, that is the question of direct taxation. It was couràesince the Finance Minister spoke yesterdayafternoon,
stated here by some hon, gentlemen that we levied $7,000 - the apposition to the resolution bas taken quite a different
00J in customs duties on imports from the United States, turu. The resolution was opposed outright by the amend-
aud that if the resotution moved by the aon. member ment of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, but yesterday
for South Oxford was to come into cffect, and wo during discussion the Finance Minister said it was the policy
were to have unrestricted reciprocity with the Uaitrd of the Gover ment now, as it had been their policy before,
States, wo would lose this revenue of 8î,000 ,Ot, a wd to obtain reciprocity in natural produts. Therefore, ho
that this loss cou]d only be made up by direct taxation.lias rolieved us from the crime of disloyalty so faras natural
Mr. Speaker, I deny that, 1 deny that one dollar of dire4ý. producets are concernel. The free exchange of manufactured
taxation woutd have to be levied on the people of th i s u a n goohs woutdrho an overt act of treason ompassing theo deah
try as a rosuit of reciprocity. Ini 1878 tho pre',cut Ftknio of 1er Majsty, acording to the views of some hon. gentiae
Ministcr, thon in Opposition, stated, wheu the exponditurc mn opposite. Lot me go back as far as the year 1847.
under the Mackenzie Administration arnounted to $22,5 of- Such a depression of trade prevailed at that time in o pper
000, tat it was more than enough to goveru this country, ard Lower Canada that a pet tion was sent to fer Majesty
and ho stated iu this flouse that if ho and bis friends ere asking the Imprial Goverment to negotiate a rciprocity
again restored to power, they were capable in the future, troatyo w th the Unted Statese.Nething came of it, but it
as tboy had in the past, of governing this country wisefy, resutedin the annxation move ment of 1849. We had a
econornically and wel, but within certain bounds arid Treay in 1854 in natural produts, sad also a troaty
limits. What waie those limits ? Witoin the limits frsn 1871, and if that treaty was not more extended it was

22,000,000 or t23,000,000. That same statement was madheo bocause the British commissioners could not get a more
by Sir Leonaard Tilley (thon Mr. Tilley) the member for 8tL. xtended treaty. Thore was no disloyatty thon in regard
John. tie stated ret the Mioeryze Adhini.tratînn wmb to those wbo f'amed the treaty for an interchange of com-
extravagant, ad tht n expefditure fec$3,ja0d we driitieswiuh ho Uited Statos; ad if we ask more ex-
more than was uneded to govern this contry. Now, Nir. thnded terms for an intorchange of manufactures as well as
Speaker, wbat was the expenditure last ye r ? think it naturai products, are we open to the charge of disloyalty ?
was 83600)000-1 amn speaking froMmemmory. If it wis iNot at ail, If it was not distoyat at that time, it cannot ha

36 000000 it would be something like t3,000,x0 in disoyal ow. Lt me quote from the Minute of Coanitulof
exreespf what those on , gentlemen seid was neessary.t p85, when the present Premier, thon leading the Gover.
If you take 7,000,00 fromthe p13,000,00 you stili have ment of that day, was negotiating for a renewal f the

000,000 loft, and adding that t the $23,e0,0t Fwul treaty. Mt bas acready be n qoted, but it is one of those
give 29,000,000, even without the 7,000,00, which onu documents whi h it is ncessary to bring forward because
gentlemen opposite say w would lose. We will sdt ppose -t the contentions put rorward by hon. mmbers, nd lU
that if'unrostricted recpreocity came into force we lrth s th act the Scretary of State himstf used the word 1r"annexa-
a a,00,000. Who pays that amount? Those are duties on iong" 50 or 60 times during bis speech and the whole ton-
goods whi h are now paid by the pople cf the Dominion. dency f bis utterances was ot to meet by argument the
If we had unrestrictcd reciprocity the people cf Canada; resolution of unrestricted reciprecity sud to show that it
instead cf p ayisgt7,000,000 in dties, wouldnr hpurchas would be an injury te Canada, but he sougt to lead the
ing the sa ne goods for 7,000,000 ess. But suppoang people off the track by ind ing them to believe it would
thors was a loss to the revenue ? the country,imitheof bring on annexation. That is the reason I quote thisstates
any way of balaning th accout by retrench mnt? menttrom the Minute of Counei in 186,in wich it is
I say there is. Thore are many items on whic retrenoh- stated:
ment. ea smade. t the first place, if we Ad uinrestrited "Under the beneftent operation of the syste a of self-government
reciproity we could save $150,00 annually expended which the later policy of the mother country h iacorded t onada 
on the protection cf our fisherios. No lois thin ~cmoa with the otrier colonies poaseesing repreaentative institutions
more thanwas neded ouovern tis cty. No rcombined with the advantages secared by the Reciprocity Treaty f anSpeaker,0whtwa sthnex exeonditue layarIinis t unrestricted commerce wihoournearestneighborginthe natural produe-
asd $34,000 on the Labor Commission up t w date. tiasof the two couatrie aIl agitation for organichanges is ceae ,

a total expenditure cf over 850,000, nd whatevr benofi ail dissatisfaction wth the existing political relations of tCoProvnces
it may ho te Ontario or Quebee, I unbesitatiniziy has wholly disappeared."
say thst it wila ho ofne benefte the people f Nova Scotia. 1u the same document in urging upn the British Govern-
Thon ther is the Franchise Act, whieh is not iecessary n mout the neessity for renewing toi treaty they say
My opinion, which costs 8500,000. That amount coultd be fthe cretr lf Statim the word " annexa-
saved. Thon thor as the expediture on immigration, ment to t e connection whih is s pueally found Wxathetween-te
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material prosperity and the political contentment of a people, for in difficulties. I say that in addition to the commercial
doing so they feel that they are appealing to the highest motives that advantages that would follow from unrestricted reciprocitycan actuate patriotie statesmen-the desire to perpetuate a Dominion,
founded on the-affectionate allegiance of a prosperous and contented the settlement of this question would be one very desirable
people." result. We must protect our fisheries. They are ours by
Here we have it laid down as a doctrine that political con. solemn compact. We have certain rights that foreign fish.
tentment existe with material prosperity. Thus if we had ermen are excluded f rom. We have always been willing, and
material prosperity under the Treaty of 1854 we had the are willing still, in consideration of a fair equivalent, to give
assurance that we would have that prosperity increased within our territorial waters the same rights as we possess
under the treaty for unrestricted reciprocity between ourselves, but until we get that fair equivalent those fisheries
Canada and the United States, and having that prosperity must be protected, and during their protection serions diffi-
we would have contentment. If there is an annexation culties may arise which it would be well if we could avoid,
feeling existing to-day, and 1 know it does exist, so long as and I believe that only by unrestricted reciprocity can we
we are shut out of the neighboring republic it will exist, so avoid them. I believe, Sir, that the overwhelming majori ty
long as trade is depressed, so long as we have high tarifs of the people of this Dominion favor the resolution submit-
on both sides it will exist. Let us have unrestricted reci. ted by the member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
procity with the United -States to-morrow, and a free inter. wright)-all but the manufacturing class. But, Sir, all those
change of natural and manufactured products, and that engaged in the manufacturing industry are not opposed
feeling will disappear at once, because I believe no matter to unrestricted reciprocity. I saw the other day in one of
what the form of government may be, there will be the leading journals of Toronto forty or fifty names of
contentment if there is prosperity. It was said in 1878, leading manufacturers who were in favor of unrestricted
when the present Premier, then in Opposition, moved hie reciprocity, and I have heard gentlemen on this side of the
resolution, that it was not for a protective policy but a flouse name others who are not afraid of that policy. I can-
readjustment of the tarif-that its main object was to secure not see what our manufacturers have to fear. With all the
a reciprocity of trade. They knew the Maritime Provinces moder appliarces, unrivalled water power, cheap machin-
would oppose a protective policy, that it would be injurions ery, e .eap raw rnaterial, with as cheap labor as they can
to their best interests, and it was then said they asked for a procure in the United States, with proper care, and
protective policy in order to obtain reciprocity. It was a proper supervision over their industries, what have Cana-
readjustment of the tariff or a reciprocity of tariff leading dian manufacturers to fear ? Nothing whatever, Mr.
up to a reciprocity of trade. Here was the statement: Speaker. Under unretricted reciprocity, in place of

5,<(00,000 consumers they would have 65,000,000, and,
"Will encoura ge and develop an active interprovincial trade, and therefore, they have nothing to fear. But uppose somemoving (as it ought to do) in the direction of the reciprocity of tariffi t . . .

with our neighbors as far as the various interests of Oanadamay demand of those indusries would suffer ; is the limited few
will greatly tend te procure for this country eventually a reciprocity of engaged directly and indirectly in the manufacturing indue-
trade." tries of this eountry to stand in the way of the prosperity
It bas not developed that inter-provincial trade. The inter- of the great majorily? Let us compare the few engaged in
provincial trade has been one-sided, because, as has been the manufacturing industries, or those who get employment
repeatedly said, you cannot legislate against geography. from them, with the lumbermen, with the fishermen, the
The people of Ontario do sell us a lot of goods, but we seli farmers, the mechanics, the laborers, and all the other classes
them nothing in return. They take none of our farm pro- who are not benefited in the slightest, but who are oppressed
duce, because it is too far and too costly to send tothem ; they by this system of taxation wbich protects the manufacturing
take none of our coal, because that is bulky and costly and industries. Our total exports in 1886 were $80,000,000. Our
they cannot take it, but they buy American coal notwith- export of manufactured goods was $3,000,000 and the
standing the duty upon it. It is true that the Province of exports of the forest, mines, fisheries and the soil were $77,-
Quebec may have taken some coal from the Province of 000,000. Here we have an export of $80,000,000 and only
.Nova Scotia, but how has this happened ? As was stated $3,000,000 of which was exported by manufacturers, and yet
here to-night, it was done at the expense of the people of the we are asked to stay our hand and not to accept reciprocity
Dominion of Canada, You send it from Pictou to Quebec with the United States because we will injure the manufac-
a distance of 637 milles at 80 cents a ton, 20 cents less than tures in this Dominion by so doing. We have engaged in
we bave to pay from Pictou to the place were I live. That agricultural pursuits,657,281 people; laborers, 165,000; fish-
is the way you force that inter-provincial trade. I shall ermen and other occupations, over 250,000, making a total
say nothing in reference to the standing offer, as enough of 1,580,090. I take those statistics from a book issued by the
has been said on that question within the last few days. Agricultural Department, the Statistical Record of 1886. Of
The cry of loyalty is one used as a bugbear to frighten those engaged in manufactures we have 2,390, ofoperatives
weak-minded people, but I do not think it will have much 5,846, or 8,236 as compared with over 1,000,000 engaged in
effect. The people of Canada bave always had a strong other pursuits, and yet we are asked to continue this high
attachment to the mother country. It is the land of our system of taxation in order to protect the few, when the
fathers, and everyone of us feels strongly attached to the old vast majority of the population suffer from it. Now, Sir,
country. But we have another land. There is this Canada. It unrestricted reciprocity would not only give us a market
is our home, and we in Parliament who are entrusted with for our natural products, but would give a great stimulus to
the legislation of the country should have as our aim and the development of our mineral resources. We have in
our object, to legislate in that direction in which we may this Dominion. a great many valuable mineral deposits, par-
advance and promote the best interests of Canada. That is ticularly in Nova Scotia and Cape Breton, and they only
the true way, and it should be the true object of every await capital for their development. If we had unrestricted
Canadian legislator. Now, Sir, in addition to the benefit reciprocity with the United States, the necessary capital
from a commercial point of view, there is another good would flow in and employment would be given to the
result that would follow from unrestricted reciprocity. if we people and our mines would be developed. The amendment
had unrestricted reciprocity with the United States it would moved by the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones), refers
settle the fishery question, that question whichb has time and to reciprocity in our coasting trade. It is not necessary for
again given rise to serions complications between England me to say much on this, because we all know that it would
and the United States, and one that may at any time, by an be of immense advantage to us if we could have the coast-
act of imprudence on the part of an officer in charge of one ing trade of the States given for reciprocal privileges on
of our police vessels, involve both countries in serious our side, and it would be a great boon to the people of the



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 5,
Maritime Provinces if we could have the reciprocal right
of registering our vessels in the United States. Much has
been said about it being beneath the dignity of Canada to
approach the United States, and we were pointed out the
standing or statutory offer as regards reciprocal arrange-
ments. Now, Mr. Speaker, I see nothing undignified on the
part of Canada approaching the United States, but we
need not approach them, as they have approached us by
Mr. Bayard. In order to have this fishery question settled,
he bas invited Sir Charles Tupper in these words, in his
letter of last May:

" It is evident that the commercial intercourse between the
inhabitants of Canada and those of the United States, bas grown into
toovast proportions to be exposed much longer to this wordy triangular
duel, and more direct and responsible methods should be resorted to.
Your own able, earnest and patriotic services in the Goverament and
Parliament of the Dominion are well known, and afford ample proof of
your comprehension of the resources, rapidly increasing interests and
needs of British North America On .the other hand, I believe I am
animated by an equal desire to serve my own country. I am confident
we both seek to attain a just and permanent settlement-and there is
but one way to procure it-and thit is by a straightforward treatment,
on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire commercial relations
of the two countries,"

In reply to that, Sir Charles Tupper said:
"I entirely concur in your statement that we both seek to attain a

just and permanent settlement -and there is but one way to procure
it-and that is by a straightforward treatment, on a liberal and states-
manlike plan of the entire commercial relations of the two countries."

Now, Sir, here is a proposition by Mr. Bayard, the United
States Secretary of State, in which Sir Charles Tapper con-
curred, and 1 concur in it also. I believe, Sir, that it is
the only way toE settle the fishery question-that the only
true solution of that difficulty must be founded oi a basis of
unrestricted commerce between the two countries. Now,
it is said that the United States abrogated both the treaty
of 1854 and the treaty of 1871. That is true, but what
were the reasons ? Under the Treaty of 1854, by which we
had an interchange of natural products only, I believe
Canada had the bost of the bargain; but we all know the
unfortunate attitude assumed by England towards the United
States in regard to the war that raged in the Union. Not
only England, but Canada largely sympathised with the
South, and such was the feeling in the United States against
England on that account that the American Govornment
took the earliest opportunity to give notice of the abroga-
tion of that treaty. Under the Treaty of 1871, 65,000,000
were awarded to Canada for the use of our fisheries, but that
was only for ten years. The Americans believed, whether
rightly or wrongly, that they were giving too much, and
the only way to avoid paying any more was to give notice
of the abrogation of the treaty. But to-day we find a better
feeling in the United States; we find that this question of
freer commercial relations has been discussed by the leading
men there and has been brought beforeCongress; and ifthere
ever was an opportune moment toapproach the United States
on this great and important question, it is the present. If
there is one reason more than another that would induce
me to look with favor on the treaty recently negotiated at
Washington, it is the hope that its adoption woufld lead to
kinder and more friendly feelings between the two coun-
tries, and tend to bring about unrestricted reciprocity. I
believe unrestricted reciprocity would give a great impetus
to the trade of Canada, especially to the lumbering, the
farming and the fishing industries. It would open up our
vast mineral resources to capital. It would, I believe, re-
mwve the discontent now existing in the Maritime Provinces,
and would give thcm prosperity. It would produce on a
more extended scale that commercial life and business
activity which prevailed during the Reciprocity Treaty of
1854. It would give our young men employment and keep
them at home, and inspire them with hope in the future of
their country. It would, by permanently settling the fish-
ery question, remove all cause of ill-feeling between Eng-

Mr. FLYNN.

land and the United States, producing peace and amity and
be the foundation of a firm and lasting union between
two powerful and kindred nations, the foremost in
commerce and civilisation, in the world, in whose friend-
ship no prt of the Empire has greater interest than the
Dominion of Canada. For these reasons I intend to support
the resolution moved by the hon. member for South Oxford.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I would not at this late hour
of the debate have dreamed of adding one link to the long
chain of argument which we have had, if the position taken
by the hon. member for South Oxford in opening this dis-
cussion had been adhered to by hon. gentlemen opposite.
But in consequence of the amendment to the amendment of
the hon. Miris'er of àfarine, which was moved by the hon.
member for Halifax, looking to a request for a reciprocal
coasting trade and a reciprocity in the registration of ships,
and in consequence of the strong terms and glowing lan-
guage with which the hon. member for Halifax and the
hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies) in anticipat-
ing that amendment, have spoken of the value of recipro-
city in the registration of ships, I thought it my duty, not
having heard this point dwelt upon by any hon. member
on either side of the House, to address a few remarks to the
House with reference to it. These hon. gentlemen spoke-
I say it not disrespectfully-as if they bad found a mare's
nest and lit upon a new wrinkle in this country. But I
would remind the House and the country that this is not
the first time, nor the second, nor the third, nor even the
tenth time in the history of Canada, that efforts have been
made by the Canadian people Io secure reciprocity in the
coasting trade. I quite agree with all that was said as to
the value of that trade, and with the cheerful and hopeful
spirit with which tie hon. member for Hialifax spoke
of our shipowners, those who man and build our schoon-
ers, brigantines and brigs in the Maritime Provinces,
and of their ability to fit up those ships and sait
them in the American waters, and to do a very large por-
tion of the coasting trade. With all those remarks in
appreciation of our own people I agree. If we could secure
a part of the coasting trade, the people along the coasts of
f ie Maritime Provinces would find their interests advanced.
There is no doubt about the excellency of the hon. gentle-
man's proposition, but there are grave doubts about its
practicability. The serious question is, waether the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman is likely in any way to advance
the proposition. He has tacked it on to a resolution which
is clearly not in accord with the temper of this louse, and
it is not, therefore, likely to advance that action which we
all agree would le salutory to Canadian shipping. Of ail
strong and powerful commercial nations, the United States
of America have shown themselves the most jealous with
regard to thoir own coasting trade; they have most
jaalously guarded it, and most jealously excluded from
ail share in it the vessels of foreign nations. That
could be proved if the time of the louse would allow
me to do so, but I will not trespass on the time of
the House to prove it. I will only ask bon. gentlemen
to read the section of the American Shipping Act and
contrast that with the section of our own Act, and still
more with the Canadian Order in Council of 1886, and they
will find our coasting laws are very much more liberal than
theirs. In all attempts to negotiate treaties with the United
States, we have failed to secure reciprocal coasting trade.
To go back thirty years, I will refer to the fact that in the
negotiations which led to the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854,
there was not one advance made by the Americans, there
was not one response made by the American negotiators to
our request that our vessels should be allowed to participate
in their coasting trade; and I desire to oall the attention
of hon. members to the fact that in all the provisions of the
Treaty of 1854, there is not one that looks in the direction
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of reciprocal coasting trade. Within the last bundred years
there never has been in our history any period in which
there was sncb a feeling of amity and good will between
Great Britain and the United Sted as in 1858 and 1854. All
the bitterness of the old wars had faded almost from mem-
ory. The generation which then ruled had forgotten the
quarrels of 1776 and 1812, and that period antedated by six
or seven years the bitter feeling that was to arise out
of the American civil war. But even in those years
of amity and good will Americans were unwilling
lo grant us anything like reciprocal coasting trade
In 1871 once more Her British Maijesty's plenipotentiaries
are found in Washington, undertaking to negotiate an-
other treaty, the Alabama treaty. A Canadian statesman
was oie of the five British commissioners, and if the
House will permit me I will read the record, to show by the
protocols of the treaty of that year, that once more an ad-
vance was made by the British commissioners in the direc-
tion of obtaining reciprocal coasting trade botween the
United States and Canada, but once niore the reply, was dis.
couraging. The plain cold words of the reply as shown in
the protocol to that treaty, are as discouraging as words can
b. The protocol reads as follows :-

" The British Oommissioners then suggestel: That, if any consider-
able modification were made in the tariff arrangements of that treaty,
the coasting trade of the United States and of Her British Majesty's pos-
sessions in North America should b reciprocally thrown open, and that
the navigation of the River St Lawrence and of the Canadian canals
should be also thrown open to the citizens of the United States on termis
of equality with British subjects."

And the answer given was :
" The American commissioners declined this proposal.'

In 1874 once more we find thé repreqentatives of Great
Britain and the representatives of this Dominion in Wash.
ington, undertaking to negotiate a trade treaty with the
Americans, and once more the record shows that our
Canadian representatives asked that a scheme of reciprocal
coasting trade should be considered and favorably enter.
tairned by the American commissioners. In the draft of
the treaty of that year, yon will find the record is as
discouraging as it was in 1871. Read the protocol of that
treat y which the Hon. George Brown, on behalf of Canada,
undertook to carry through:

"We propose that during the continuance of the treaty the coasting
trade of Canada and the United States shall be thrown open to the
vessels of both countries on the footing of complete reciprocal equality."

Here is the second proposal:
" We propose that during the continuanee of the treaty vessels of all

kinds built in the United States and Canada may be owned and sailed
by the citizens of the other, and be entitled to registry in either
country."

There iL the precise proposal. To this proposal the United
States gave as before an unfavorable reply. Therefore in
1854, 1871 and 1874, the Canadian people have been knock-
ing at the door of the United States asking for this boon in
vain. It is not dignified, it is unworthy of us, it is idle, it
is, if I may use the expression, puerile, to be clamoring
for all the good things of life when we cannot get them, and
to be like children reaching out their hands for the moon ;
clamorîng for something which our past experience
shows us we are not at ail likely to obtain. I shail vote
against the amendment to the amendment proposed by
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) and in so doing I
do not apprehend that I am in the leuat degree voting
adversely to our interests as regards reciprocal coasting
trade. When that is voted down, the position will be this:
that we are a people who have had for eighteen years on
our Statute-book a clear law, offering to go hall way, not
with the United States alone, but with any people who wili
corne half way to meet us in the direction of reciprocal
coasting trade. In the Act of 1870, chapter 14, section 2,
are these words:
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" The Governor ln Conneil may from time to tite, declare that the
foregoing prorisions of this A ct, shaIl not, while such Order in ijouncil
is in force, apply to the ships or vessels of any for8iga country in whieh
British ships are adnitted to the coasting trade of sucb cotntrv, and to
carry gools and pisseogers from one port or place in su-h country to
another, and may, from time to time, revoke or alter such Order in
Council."

In other words, as soon as any foreign state will admit
Canadian vessels to the enjoymont of thoir coasting trade,
we will admit them. We will not ask them te wait for
several months, until Parliament meets, but we will at a
day's notice, as soon as a meting of the Council can bc held,
empower them te come and share our coas'ing trade. This
Act was put on the Statutc-book when tho right hon. thé
First Minister boLi the same position vhich he hol I., toda-'y.
It was put ou the, Statute-book by the p-try which v tro
supporting. Wo bare shown our Loil o tu iii this maLer,
and hon. gentlinoi opposite carinot tell us, in regard to
this, astheydo wi:Lh reference to the Tariff Act of 1879, that
it is a delusion, a sharu and a blind, that it is insincorely put
there, because almost continuously since 1870, with scarcely
the intermission of a year, thc Canadian (overnment
has been making representations, through the Britimh
Minister at Washington, cslling the attention of the
American Government te the existence of this statutte,
and asking that thoy should go half way te meet
us. Furthermore, wo have evidence that eight or
nine of these States, wbich have the largest, comrmecrciial
marine in the world, have accepted our offer. Tho great
Mediterraneun state, Italy, the great northern state,
Germany, Austrc-Hungary, tho Notherlands, Bolgium,
the Scandinavian powers, Sweden and Noiway and Den-
mark, have acoepted it; and the young republbc to the far
south of us, the Argentine republic, with which wu in New
Brunswick are in hopes of cultivating a large and successful
trade-this young sister of our own, starting on the career
of lite witb about our population and with the same hopes,
has opened her coasting trade to us as we have opened ours
to her. The very fact thon that these eight or nine
nations, many of them powerful nations and the foremost
carriers of the world, if you excepL Franco and the United
States, have admitted our coasting vessels te enjoy thoir
trade, shows that thé Actof 1'<0 istnot at dlusion or a blind.
In 1879, our Government made an cnergebo representation te
the Amer ican Government, aking them to meet us half way,
aid d uring thisyear of grace 1 i88,not six weeks ago,represen-
tations have been made te the Americans, once more calling
attention to the existence of this law on our Statute-book of
1870, and which appears on the statutes to-day. Therefore
the Government have shown the most perfect good faith
and the most unremitting anxiety to secnre this trade, and
the hope that hon. gentlemen opposite have of obtaining
some little sham credit by introducing their amendment to
the amen Iment is a vain and delusive hope. lui the nursery
tales, children are told that where the rainbow are rests on
the bill, at the foot will be found a pot of gold. Children
running for that insubstantial treasure are not ranning on
a more fruitless and frivolous errand than hon. gentlemen
opposite would have us ran when lhey ask us te vote for
this amendment. I would sit down and would not say one
other word, having spoken on this particular matter, wereé
it not for the remarks uttered by the hon. the leader of the
Opposition this afternoon, remarks which I was deeply
pained te hear and which I deply regretted that hé
should make. We must all admire thé duel which
took place between the two brlliant French Canadian states-
men, the Liberal leader and the Conservativo Minister, in
a language whieh is not their mother tongue. But, while
we were detlited to listen te that, as one who comes from
the Lower Provinces I was deeply pained te hear thé un-
necessary remark which was made by thé leader of the
Opposition, that our Lower Provinces were on the v.îge of
revolt. If it be parliamentary to say so, I state that that is
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unmitigated rubbish. I declare that thero is not any main
in the Lower Provinces out of politics who believes it, and
that there is no one out of politics in those Provinces who
will venture to make the statement; and, further, I say
that there is not a county in New Brunswick to which any
nan can go with any chance for election on the ground of
repeal, I see before me the hon. member for the City of
St. John, and I am sure that ho wil fnot contradict me in
regard to that, and, if my hon. friend from the city and
county of St. John were here, I am sure that ho would
state that I am not mistaken.

Mr. KIRK. The hon. gentleman is entirely mistaken in
regard to Nova Scotia.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I will speak of Nova Scotia
presently.

Mr. JONES (Digby). He is not entirely mistaken in
regard to Nova Scotia.

Mr. WELDON (Albert). I think my hon. friend from
Carleton, N.B. (Mr. Hale) will say as I do, that no one who
attempted to stump the county of Carleton in favor of a
repeal of the Union could hope to carry that county. I
speak with modeiation, and I speak in all sincerity, when I

Q ià d it brnt l -m h i i l;èrI o-i it in 'ýNx BR l

sincerity. They bear the taxes and the burdens of the
people as well as ourselves, and I have no doubt that the
overwhelming majority of bon. gentlemen opposite have
the same love for the country as we bave ourselves. What
good end is gained by scattering abroad these unfounded
stories ? We know that the Island of Prince Edward, from
which my hon. friend from Queen's (Mr. Davies) comes,
was approached in the summer of 1886 by Mr. Fielding,
and that, in that year, which seemed to be favorable to that
purpose, the overtures of Mr. Fielding and Mr. Longley
were not received very well by their political friends in
that Island. We know that Mr Blair, that very able and
astute political leader in New Brunswick, had not very
favorable words for Mr. Fielding when he approached him
on the same subject. I say that this Canadian Confedera-
tion, young as it is, although its life was threatened by
those pIolitical incendinries in Nova Scotia in 18s6, who I
believe were not sincere in their attack when they laid their
knife to the throat of our Canadian Confederation, will con.
tinue to live; and [ assert that the overwhelming opinion,
not only in New Brunswick, but in the whole of the three
Provinces by the sea, is in favor of standing by the Cana-
dian Confederation.

J. Ui a[JUL UVeiieve mor is a ig L~iU uUIiyin iNe1w Lii Uis- Mr. SEMPLE. I do not desire to speak at length at thiswick where a man would have a ghost of a chaNce of late hour and at this period of a protracted debate. iow-
election who ran on the ground of repeat. Now, with ever, I cannot lot the opportunity pass, as I live in one of
reference to Nova Seotia. Ailthough havea fved there for the most fruitful agricultural constituencies in the Domi-
five years, a ave no possible right to speak for that Pro nion. We have heard a great deal from the other side from
vince; bat, as a bystnI know something of the feeling the standpoint of the manufacturers, and I think thereI know something of the wave whiach strck that Province should be a little heard also in regard to the farmers. I
in the summer of 1886;1 know that the Province of Nova have never yet met a porson who did not agree that the
Scotia at that time put on record its constitutional dece reciprocity with the United States which we bad from 1854
le favor oftheppoiton the Umon ; but I tell the hon, the to 1866 was a great bonefit to this country. It was some.leader of the Opposition that, when ho was advised that thing from which the people saw they had an advantage,maneteen-twentiethsof the people of Nova Scotiawere in favor annomtewhthirplicma btey aval
of the repeal of the Union, aomebody was stuffing hlm. and, ne matter what their pulitica may be, they have ail

o hope e was not misled in the saine way as his friends said that they would like to see a return of the saine good
wehe misled when they thought that the local election times. When that is the case, I think we should endeavor
which took place at that time was an indication of the fet to obtain a return of those good times. For my part, I
ing of the Province. We warottold that 19 out of the 21 would be well atisfied to have the same reciprocity as we
inembers fron Nova Scotia would support M . Bakoe, and had before ; but it appears that wo cannot get it, and that
we know thm resut. I will put agaipt thr Blformation we must go a stop further and have reciprocity not only in
which the ronugtleman wiasgraceived, the factorton natural products but in manufactured articles as well.
whe re on. etheleans rciedl ter fa a atey We are led to believe from those manufacturers who areare recorded in the leading Liberal paper of Nova established on a sound basis and are self-reliant that theyScotia, the Halifax Chromot Me, and 1 desire to read an have no fear for the future and are willing to meet compe-extract from a speech made by Mr. Fieldin, who was the ttion. It ls only the portion of the manufacturers who arehead and fr-ont of tliat movement, and who carried hisspo-ewhhaebngtigfrmheGvnet
arty into power on the wave which that agitation raised spon-fed, who have bon getting fr m the Gversmet

ue has abandoned that movement and has said that, while an Act f Panliament to suit them and to give the ospecial
he thought the people of Nova Scotia gave a mandate inw bivileges and l that way to take iton t f th r consumons,
favor o repeal in the summer of 1886, ho finds that in who n bjtteb this. Tho insinuation bas been thrown out
February, 1887, they have withdrawn that mandate. 1 that hon. members on this ide cf the louse dery the cun-
quote from a speech delivered by Mr. Fielding on the 24th try. Suc is net th case. We ca spe k well of th cuntry,
February last, and printed in the Glhronicle on the 25th but net as woll as we pessibly might, and we think it would
February, 1888. This is what is reported of the utterances ho wll te oave something d e t o help the Dominion.
ef Mn. Fielding, the Premier of Nova Scotia, le the paper New, the ceunty frein which I coe, and the counties
whch fr many yeFrsig he edited h vaiseli adjoining it, are doing very well, to all appearances, but when

whic forman yeas h edied imsef :you speak with the people they will tell you that the coun-
"The people of Nova Scotia in 1886 did seem to return a majority to try was never in a worse position than it has been these lastthis Bouse favorable to the policy of repeal. Previous to that election .

the Government were met with a taunt that they would not dare to sub- Six years. The whole county of Wellington has decreased
mit such an issue to the people, but when they proved that they did dare in population, in six years, 237 souls. The property valu-
@do it our opponents said it was done in haste, and that no importance ation bas declined, although that is something hard to esti-was to be attached to the result. The next election, the Dominionm
election, seemed to tell a different story, and the same constitutional mato, because they generally make the rame valuation from
state of affaire which made it appear previously that the people desired year to year, as it seens to make no difference to the people
repeal, made it necessary after the elections of 1887 to recognise the in a township or county whether the valuation be high or
act that the people had not declared in favor of repeal, but against it." low, if equally assessed, so that no change is made. But
When the leader of the repeal movement in Nova Seotia when we corne to examine the prices at which farms are
has abandoned the matter, as he las; when ho is afraid of disposed of, we realise the depreciation in the value of pro-
it and is anxious to get rid of it, it is little short of a cala m.. perty. I will give you one or two instances. I know a farm
ity that we should have hon, gentlemen opposite stating of 170 acres that was bought five years ago for 810,000, and
that nineteentwentieths of the people of that Province it has recently been offered at 88,509 ; I know a bouse
are in favor of it. I credit those hon. gentlemen with that cost $4,000, the building was put in the market an d

Mr. WLDON (Albert.)
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the best offer that could be obtained was $1,700. There is
any amount of property for sale, but there is no one to buy
When I passed through the city of Toronto, I noticed in au
hotel a bill of a Mr. Daley, real estate agent, Guelph, who
stated that he had 500.farms to sell. Now, 500 farms by
one agent is certainly a large number. Nothing can give a
botter indication of the state of a country than the decline
in the number of inhabitants and the depreciation in the
value of farm properties, and in both these particulars the
facts show that the country is not in a prosperous condition.
Now, I have examined the census returns for a number of
counties, and I find that in 26 counties there bas been a
gain of 21,413, while in 10 counties there bas been a decroase
of 8,830. The whole value of farm lands in the Province of
Ontario is $989,497,911, and in those 26 counties it ie
8696,101,331; so you see that where land is the best, where
property is of the greatest value, there bas been a falling
off, because there is not nearly the natural increase in the
population that we should expect. Now, I will read an
extract on this subject from the Bureau of Industries:

"Out of the 45 counties and districts into which the Province is
divided, not less than 17 show a slight falling off in the rural population
of 1886 as compared with that of 1877. The d-creases occur mainly in
the older counties along the shores of Lakes Erie and Ontario, and in
the figures of rural populations chiefly. Whenever towns or villages
come within the bonads of counties with a decreasîng rural population,
the increase in these generally suffices to offset the failing away in the
county; but in the counties of Norfolk, Baldimand, Huron, Perth,
Durham, Northumberland ani Prince Edward, the total population was
leis in 1886 than in 1887. * * * *0 lu this table the cities
are included in the respective counties within which they are situated,
and a comparison of the totale at the foot of ihe table will show how
much more rapidly the population bas grown in the cites, towns and
villages than in the townships. During the ton years the township
population increased from 1,108,671 to 1,144,520, being tor the ten years
a fraction over 3 per cent. lu the same period the city, town and village
population grew froin 511,672 to 674,506, an increase of nearly 32 per
cent."

Thus you see that the towns, cities and villages are gaining
very rapidly, and the rural sections are falling behind,
That is one of the effects of the National Policy ; it is
making the people who raise the supplies poorer, and is
increasing the population of the towns and cities. On this
question we have had extracts read from Professor Brown,
of the Model Farm, Guelph. I have beard his statements
spoken of as extravagant by farmers. I suppose ho was
something like a tailor I heard of. Thirty years agc> some
of the tailors were itinerant, and went round from bou.e to
house to make clothes for the people. On one occasion this
tailor bad made a coat. It was tried on, but it did not fit
the person for whom it was made. "Well," said the tailor,
" I think I bave taken the wrong figures for a dividend."
And so with Professor Brown, I suppose ho has taken the
wrong figures for his dividend. Now, I will read you the
report of a greater man than Professor Brown ; I will read
you the report of Professor Mills, of the same institution,
who, in his younger days, was a practical farmer and under-
stands the situation very well. His report contraste with
that of Professor Brown. Here is what ho says:

"l In this country the price of produce ie exceptionally low, and we
have coupled with it the comparatively high price of manufactured
articles. Generally speaking, we may say that what the farmer has to
sell is cheap, and what he lias to buy je dear. Therefore the agricultu-
ral atmosphere is disturbed. A feeling of unrest and dissatisfaction i
abroad. The farmer finds it incrasingly difficult to make a comfortable
living, and something must be doue to remove the difficulty or the whole
community will suffer. Farmers often get credit for grumbling without
any well-defined reason. But in this case the trouble is really srious-
se much so that no one can question its existence, and wise men will
not minify its gravity. * * * The farmer requires a small amount of
the produce of bis farm for his own use. But ail that ha has, over and
above this amount, is no benefit to him unless there le demand for it.
Even a very limited demand for his surplus produce makes it of some
use to him. But there must be a sufficient demand at a price which will
cover the cost of production and pay a fair rate of interest on the capital
invested, or continuaace in the business will soon lead to bankruptcy.
Hence Canadian farmers have imposed upon themselvea taxes for the
building of railways in order to reach or create markets for their pro-
duos. Bat, atter all, a demand for tarm produce in the Dominion js
Umited, and the prioes are exoepUonally low,

"Now, in view of these fact, nothing eau be clearer than that the
farmers have reason on their aide when they denand that no restriction
on trade, whieh this Dominion bas power to remove, shall be allowed
to interfre with the price of grain, fruits, live stock, or dairy products
of this country.

% Not having studied the pros and cons of commercial union, we
have nothing to say on that question, but simply lay it down as funda-
mental, that we should seek the best trade relations which we can pos-
sibly get, whether it be by negotiation with England, or the United
States, or any other country.

1a Ontaro larmerr, at eat. seem to understand the situation, and are
waking up to the necessity of united action in a matter of so much im-
portance. Let them get a clear understanding of what their interests
under this head really are, then unitedly indicate their wish, and it
must be granted. If, ho-wever, they allow interested men of any class
to divide their ranks, and play them off one against another, they will
undoubtedly fail, and bring upon themselves the well deaerved con-
tempt of every other class."

That is a very fair description of the situation. Another
reason why I think sometbing should be done to help the
country is the enormous taxation, which has been rapidly
increasing. If we have heavy burdens imposed on as we
should be afforded some chance to improve our position if
possible. During the time Mr. Mackenzie's Administration
was in power it was charged with boing corrupt and spend-
ing money lavishly; but what are the facts? After the
Government had been in power four years, the amount to
be raised was $23,500,000, an incroase of $200,000, or an
average of 8650,000 a year. What has been the position of
affairs since the present occupants of the Treasury bonches
assurned power ? The increase in ton years bas been 812,-
500,000 or an increase of $1,250,000 a year. It is thus
evident that the exponditure was kept down, and I have
no doubt it can bo donc again. In regard to the resolution
of the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart.
wright), of which I very highly approve, thore is nothing
cringing about it, as has been alleged, but it is
a resolution simply stating that it would be for
the advantage of the country if the Government
would endeavor to bring about froer trade rela-
tions with the United States. When Mr. Green-
way came here to make an arrangement respecting Mani.
toba it was said that ho would only bo humbugged and be
compelled to return without getting anything, but ho
appears to bave been successful; and, in our opinion,
it a proper offur was mudo to the United States in the direc-
tion indicated in the resolution, it would be successful,
Who thel Zeciprocity Treaty was repealed some years ago
there were several reasons why it was ropoaled. The United
States was passing tbrough a civil war, involving a great loss
of life and destruction of property. They needed all the
taxation that could be raised, and I believe lon. George
Brown was not successful at Washington in 1874 because
the Americans wished to impose duties on all goods enter-
ing the United States. We know very well that the Reform
party in Canada have always desired reciprocity, it bas
always been a plank in thoir platform, and thoy have always
been ready to have it carried ont. It bas been stated by
some hon. members that this question was never discussed
at the elections. I have stated to my constituents repeat-
edly that as a representative of the people there was nothing
I could do better than to further in every possible way the ob-
taining of freer trade relations with the United States and the
keeping down taxation, and I say se still. The proposition
covered by the resolution is worthy of a fair trial. At the
conciusion of the civil war the Americans had not very
kindly feelings towards Canada, for Canadian and British
sympathy was in favor of the South. Every thing was
taxed by the Americans at that time; if a man had a
watch, a carriage or a box of matches each article was
taxed. That prevailed during the Republican administration.
It was a good thing that the Republican administration did
not always last, and the Democrats came into power, for it
is well known that they have always bad a better feeling
towards this country. The President in his Message spoke
of having freer trade with the oountry to the north, In thia
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co9nnection I will read the words of Secretary Bayard, a
statement that cannot be too often quoted. lie is a states-
man who understands the situation very well, and ho says :

" I an confident we both seek to attain a just and permanent settie-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it-and that is by a straight-
forward tretment on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire
commercil relations of the two countriet.1I aay commercial because I
do not propose to include, however indirectly, or by any intendment,
however partial or oblique, the political relations of Canada and the
United States, nor to effect the legislative independence of either coun-
try."
The United States, no doubt, are satisfied with the size of
their country. There is Cuba, a very rich and fertile island,
in which rebellions have very frequently occurred, and
wbich could have been vcquired by the Americans, but it
was not done; and I have not read that any public man in the
United States wished Canada te be annexed. The feeling
in the United States is growing that their taxation should
be reduced. The Secretary of State spoke of one manufac-
turer who proposed to return to Canada. All this indicates
that the public feeling is tbat manufacturers in the United
States have bled the country sufficiently, and that it is time
for the people to obtain relief. There is also a Bill be-
fore Corgress providing for the reduction of taxation
by $55,000,000. I observe by to-day's paper that a Son-
ator ot Mnnesota bas submitted to Congress a Bill to
place a number of articles on the free list. I see also an
article copied from the New Yoik Post, which states that on
an average the duty is 42 per cent. and that before 1890 it
will average not more than 25 per cent. If there is this re-
duction in the tariff in two years, commercial union w4i
not be such a bugbear. It is, however, only necessary at
this time to discuss the general principles of freer trade re
lations, and the details can afterwards bo sottled by the rep-
resentatives of the two countries. The Central Farmers'
Institute of Ontario passed a.resolution, by 61 to 13 votes,
46 institutes being represented, in the following terms:-

' That this meeting desires to place on record its high appreciation of
the value to this country of unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States and we fully endorse the actions of the institutes which have, dis.
cussed the subject and passedresolutious favorable thereto, and it is of
opinion that so soon as it is introduced into the Dominion Parliament
and becomes a party qnestion its further discussion in the institutes
should be discontinued.

At two meetings which I happened to attend last summer
the farmers were nearly unanimous on this question. Mr.
Wiman spoke at the meetings, and I can assure you that the
construction put upon the ïemarks of that gentleman by
members of this House was not at all the proper one. The
question of "broilers " seemed to cause a great deal of
merriment, and I heard him speak on that question. Be
mentioned it incidentally, saying that in the United States
when the people wanted anything they generally paid a
high price for it at a particular season of the year. One of
those articles in demand was broilers, lie did not state that9
if the people got closer relations with the States he woutd L
invite them to raise those broilers for sale. We ought to be
proud of such a man as Mr. Wiman, who, leaving. Canac a,
bas obtained such an important position in the United0
States. I heard Mr. Butterworth make mention of the fact
that Mr. Wiman was very generous in New York, and that
if any Canadian, or any man was in difficulties ho would 0
help him if ho could do se. Mr. Wiman is always willing f
and able to help a Canadian, and it is well known r
that ho bas a warm interest in this country. Whon
ho lived in Toronto any citizen who was in straightened t
circumstances always found Mr. Wiman wiling- te lend him
a helping band, and he made to the people ui t a city a pre. b
sent of the Wiman Baths. Taking Mr. Wiman's position and d
influence into consideration, I think the sneering remarks d
made in reference to that distinguised Canadian who has i
worked his way up so well in the United States against so
many competitors, should not have been introduced into u
the discussion. Now, Sir, I look at the Trade and Naviga. t
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tion Returns and I find that in 1887 the produce of the
mines amounted to $3,805,959; fisheries, 6,875,810; foreste,
$20,484.746 ; animals and their products, $24,246,937 ;
agricultural products, $8,826,325, and manufactured goods,
$3,079,972. So you see that the manufactured goods were
only a very small proportion of- all the other articles.
I would also mention that in 1876, wheu they had
no protection, the export of manufactured goods
was $5,000,000, or $2,000,000 more than at the present
time. It is wonderful that when the manufactures have been
pampered so much and have got so much assistance,
that such would be the case. We should bave thought
they would have exported a much larger amount, but tbey
evidently do not ivish to do that. Their only wish is that
the tariff should raise their prices, that they may make
more money for themselves, that they may make the coun-
try pay more. 'bat is what those gentlemen do, they are
good calculators, they make a mathematical calculation and
understand their business very well. We have been told
that we are very foolish to seek a market in the United
States, wheu our market is in Great Britain, and as the
only result would be to come into competition with the
United States, there would be no use to ceek a market
there. The statistics give us some information where the
produce of the field and the Etock raised on the farm is
exported. There are six articles which we raise and
which go to Great Britain at the present time, and there
are eigbt articles which go to the United States. The ex-
port o wheat to Great Britain last year was 5,048,081 bush.
CIe, value 84,278,417; to the United States we sent 341,075
bushels, value 8-65,940. But thon we imported of wheat
3,550,ý44 bushels, value 83,152,478 ; that is if we take the
wheat we suld from the wheat we bought, our net cash is
81,391,879. Now the oats is the second article. We sent
oats to Great Biltain 1,627,629 bushels, value 8509,875; to
the United States 40,342 bushels, value 812,210, making in
alil 8521,08>); so that those two articles which cost the
farmer Po much labor and so much trouble amount to
$,912,964, just exactly $87,405 more than we get from our
export of eggs. We sent to Great Britain 3,348,180 bushels
of peas, value 82,026,670; to the United States we sent
405,358 bushels, value $331,349. Thon there is cheese,
which brought us $7,065,983, and butter, of which we
exported 4,076,65 lbs., vatned at $757,261. W3e exported
to Great Britain 63,622 bead of cattle, valued at $5,344,375.
Great Britain is our natural market for these articles enu-
morated. Lot us now take Ihe articles which go to the
Unitec States. Barley, 9,437,717 bushels, value 85,245,968;
bay, 69,450 tons, value 8670,74R; potatoes, 1,276,809 bushels,
value 4328,60J ; horses, 18,22ô, value $2,214,338; sheep,
value 363,046; value, 0974,482. Thon there are lean cattle
for which there is no market in Great Britain, but which are
sold in the back districts and shipped to Buffalo, which is
the market for, that stock. In regard to oat, sometimes the
United Statos is our principal market, A large dealer
informed me just before I loft home for Ottawa that when
oats were bringing only 39 cents a bushel in Toronto, ho
had shipped.them to Buffalo and got 683cents a bushel and
paid the du.ty. le shipped a short time.ago three car loads
of poe to the United States, aud received 90 cents a bushel.
or thom, and after paying the duty and the freight ho
realised more than ho could get in this country. Mr.
Cluxton, of Peterboro', formerly a Conservative member of
his House, in addressing the Farmers' Institute in favor of
unrestricted reciprocity, mentioned thatrhe had sold 180,000
bushels of oats in the United States, and after paying the
luty ho had a good profit. Se that I believe that if the
Luty were taken off, the United States would ba a market
n every season for pses, and in most seasons for oats.
Now, the question as to who pays the duty bas been touched
pon, and that is a. very important question. I thought
he propsition advaned ontheêother-sde of the-House the

580



1888. COMMNS DEBATES. 581
other evening that our barley was just the same as the 0f that Canada takes $35,766,173, one sixty-third of
United States barley, and tbat the people of the United the whole, or in every $1,000 worlth S15.75 Ih
States.paid 10 cents a bushel more for It than for their own would not take a very large quantity of manufactures
barley, was a rather strange proposition. I would rather in Great Britain to make up the quantity whieh goes
agree with the hon. gentleman who spoke the other night, to Canada, and if we oould show Great Britain that it
and who said the Yankees generally wanted a dollar and a- is to our best interest not to take quite as much from ber
half in return for a dollar. But we should look at that as formerly, bse would be glad to consent to the change.
matter as the hon. Minister of the Interior, on one occasion It is just like the case where a young man bas started out
when he was canvassing Wellington for a railway bonus, in life for himself, and after some y ears have elapsed tella
said we sbould ocnsider the prie. of grain. Re said grain hie father that owing to the distance between them,
was worth the price paid in Liverpool les the eost of trans- they cannot trade very well together, and it would
portation. Goods of all kinds that are sent from bere to be better for him to trade elsewhere. The father would
the United States are worth the price they are in the United say to his son : Do the best you can, I only rejoice
States less the cost of transportation and other charges, and in your prosperity, and hope the stop you take will
the charge on barley entering the United States is 10 cents give you satisfaction. That would be a common seneaê
a bushel. Every individual who makes a trial trip te the view to be takon by Great Britain, even if ber manufactu-
United States knows very well who pays the duty. We rers lost by this arrangement, and I do not think they will,
have been told of a man in the Province ofQuebec who bad Look for instance at the United States, which has a higher
repeatedly sold bis hay in the United States, and when it tariff than ours. Last year Great Britain sent to the United
was worth $10 a ton there he took it acros the line and States 849,000,000 worth of iron and steel and other manu-
paid $2 duty. He knew who paid the duty, for he knew factured articles, being an increase of $12,000,000 over the
that he got 82 less for his hay than ho wouli have got if he previcus year, so that if we become more prosperous, we
had lived across the line. The same thing is true of lean in Canada will be able also to buy more English gooda.
cattie, for which there is no market in England. They are Should our farmera make 850 a year each extra through
brought from the counties of Wellington and Grey and this policy, they will not roll it up in a napkin and put it
shipped to Buffalo, and are charged with a duty of 20 per aside, but will spend it in various ways throughout the
cent. The sanme duty is charged on lamb, and even on country ard a certain amount will ho expended in the pur.
tnrnips there is a duty of 30 per cent, of which a large quan. chase of manufactured imports. Make the whole country
tity is shipped to the United States, and on which the more prosperous, and our trade with the mother country
farmers lose about 3 cents a bushel. In all these cases is bound to inorease. I can remember very well the time
our farmers would receive the ehanced price but for the when the treaty of 1854 was in force. It was about the
duty. Thon, dealers in cattle are subjected to difficulties time that I began to seil grain, and I can endorse the senti-
and great Ioss on account of the duty; they are somc- ment expressed by thu hon, member for Viutoria,
times cbarged with undervaluation. So that with unre. as to the great prosperity that thon existed. That bon. gen-
stricted reciprocity our farmers w'ould not only gain the tleman bas given an account of what happened in Victoria,
amount of the duty, but they would alseo be saved from and I could tell the sane story with regard to the county
many annoyances that the shipper las continually te meet, of Simcoe, where ]and, which was worth $2,000 per 100
Now, I will make what I consider a reasonable estimate of acres, in a short time was worth 86,000, property having
what would be the advantage to a farmer on an average increased in value threefold. People were anxious to buyfara tof 100 acres. I shall take six articles. I take first farms; laboring mon were getting higher wages ; there
barley. We will say ho has 400 busbels, the produce of ten was a demand for everything; and I remember when ourc
acres; the duty on that would be 840. Thon he les eone farmers had to tean grain from forty to sixty miles to Tor-
borse, worth $100, on which the duty is $20; cattie of the onto to meet the American schooners which wanted to get
value of $100, the duty $20 ; 100 lbs. of wool, at 10 the white wheat that we raised of the best quality, and
cents per lb., the duty 010; 18 sheep and lambs, of the were prepared to give the highest prices. If farmers hap-
value of $60, the duty $12; 5 tons of hay, the duty $10; pened to be in Toronto when schooners were te be loaded
$412 in ail, which would be gained to the farmer under for the United States, they generally received from one to
unrestricted reciprocity. With regard te hay: ther is an five cents per bushel more than is usually paid. Any one who
extensive bayer at Fergus who tells me that hoe is buying has seen the good times that thon existed would like to see
hay, and ho caunot place it at present, but that if the duty them reour; and we believe that by jadicious management,
was. removed he could place it to advantage in the United and by freer trade with the United States, a vast gain wiil
States. What seems to terrify some on. gentlemen h secured te the country. IL was said in 1878 that one of
in regard to unrestrictede reciprocity is the fear of direct the evils of this country was that the balance of trade wae,
taxation. I have always beae afraid of debt; but when against us. Since Uonfederation I ses, by the Abstraet and
once debt is iuenrred I do not suppose it is of great conse. Record, that the balance of trade bas been an average of over
quence in what way it is paid. Now, this year there ha& $20,40,000 againstus per year, but the idea was propounded
been imported of dutiable goods $10,000,oO, which yielded in 1878 that a new era would dawn, when we would manu.
a duty of 822,438,308. in 1883, when the country was factureall the goods we required and takeonothingfrom Great.
more prosperous, we imported $123,000,000 worth, which Britain in return. Well, that bas not been acomplished,
proportionately would produce within 83,000,000 of the and only last session the hon. the Minister of Finance had;
amount of taxation we would require.to raise, supposing to take a new departure. He told us how much iron
we received o dties from the United States at all. and steel was used in the country, and he propounded
So that with a little more prosperity and a little more a scherme of putting on taxes on these articles, by whieh
economy, we could make both ends meet, and there is no means ho said 20,000 people would be employed:in these
ground for my hou. friends holding up that as a bugbear to works in a short time, meaning a population of 100,000, and
the people. If the farmer could make, $100ý more per we would not have te go to Greatj3ritain for our iron and
hundred acres, it would ha of mery little consequence if he steel. That project has not se far bes carried out to any
had a little more taxation to pay, either directly or indi- great extent, and the only effect I see of;bis ,ehe"e is an
reetly; as ho would ha getting in more, hoecould afford-to inereased burden on the farmer, who have to pay 50 cent*,
pay out a little more. I notice from the Abstract and extra a hundredweight on the nails they use in making
Record that the goods manufactured in Great Britain and improvemenst on their farms; and other manufaeturing,
exported to different oountries amoaWt W08,6,688,619, artiele -have been lnrued in prios, intotheonstruetieo o
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which iron and steel enter. That has been the result of the
tinkering in the tariff on iron and steel last session. It
has been repeatedly stated that the National Policy
would give to the farmers a great market for their
produce, but so far we have had nothing to substan.
tiate that statement. I find from the census of the
assessors, that in 1886 the population of the Province of
Ontario was 1,819,06, and in 1878, it was 1,646,035,
or an increase of 172,979. Suppose one tenth of this
number were employed in manufactures, this would give
only 17,297. The employment of this small number
required to make this amount of manufactured goods would
surely not affect the markets for our staple farm products
I do not donbt that in large manufacturing places, at certain
seasons of the year, when butter and eggs are searce, they
will increase in price to a certain extent; but as regards the
staples of wheat, oats and potatoes, they will not be affected
at ail. I think also that the prices we have bad for the last
five years do not show that they have increased the value
of the market very much. I find that the average price of
wheat for the five years from 1882 to 1886, was 88-5 cents.
In 1882, it was $1.01; in 1883, $1.05; in 1884, 80 cents; in
1885, 81 cents; and in 1886, 73 cents. The average
price of oats for the five years is 35 cents. In 18,
it was 43 cents; in 1883, 38 cents; in 1881, 33
cents; in 185, 31 cents; and in 1886, 32 cents. Two
years ago, potatoes sold for 15 cents a bag, so it is clear that
the manufacturers had not been very hard on the potato crop.
It has been held out as another bugbear that, if we had free
trade with the United States, we would be disowned by
Great Britain, and they would not take any of our produce.
They have an established rule there that whoever sends in
grain or whatever they have to sell have a chance of dis-
posing of their produce, and that will continue to be so.
They shut out nobody, and they would not shut out Canada.
This is only thrown out in order to frighten people, but I
do not think that many will be scared by it. It has also
been said that the geographical position of this country in
regard to the United States is of no consequence, because
we have railways. I think it makes al[ the difference im-
aginable if a person is 50 miles from a market or 500 miles.
I am credibly informed that in Prince Elward Island pota-
toes are only worth 20 cents a bushel, while in Toronto
they aie worth from 60 to 65 cents a bushel. Oats are only
worth 25 cents a bushel in Prince Edward Island, while in
Toronto they ara worth 45 cents. Thus it is the geographi.
cal position that makes the difference, and it is on account
of the geographical position of this country in relation to
the United States that it would be better for us to have our
trade relations extended. If we were as close to the
mother country as we are to the United States we would
be one. But we are not. We would desire nothing
botter. But we are 3,000 miles away, and when our best
customers live so near us, that is a very important con-
sideration. A dealer stated that h. could ship grain from
Drayton to Buffalo as cheaply as he could to Toronto.
The farmers do not dread competition. The county I re-
present raises some of the best cattle that are raised in the
Dominion of Canada, and the farmers of that county would
hail with delight the news that they would be able to com-
pete in the markets ofNew York, Detroit and Albany. When
our fairs are held they are attended by buyers froin Montreal,
Ottawa, Kingston, and ail over the Dominion, and, with
extended trade regulations, we would have them from
different points in the United States. As to the price of
oats, it has been said that oats coming from the UJnited
States lower the price in this country. That has never been
the case. I remember that, at the time when oats were shut
out, I sold them for 25 cents a bushel; and that when they
were coming in from the United States, I sold them for 55
conts a bushel, and these were manufactured into oatmeal
and sent to New York, and our farmers never mado suoh
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profits as they did when they had a chance to send to the
markets of the United States. I say that, with the large and
well equipped mills which we have in Canada grinding oat-
meal, many of which are now idle for the want of marketa for
their output, if we had free trade with the United States,
those mills could take and hold the trade in the large cities
of the United States. When this Confederation was formed,
it was supposed that it would confer a great benefit on the
people, a great and lasting benefit, and no doubt it will if
it is properly carried out; but if, on the other hand things
are carried on as they are now, and there is a combination
of members affected to make Provinces that have built their
own railways contribate subsidies and build railways in every
part of the Dominion, it wili soon make the Province of
Ontario say that it was a mistake to enter into
Confederation. In 1886, the amount of subsidies granted
for railways was $2,396,065, of which Ontario got
$390,000. In 1887, the amount of subsidies was $2,07j,-
1600, and Ontario got only $570,000. The Province
that pays half of the taxation and has built
her own railways is now called upon to pay subsidies to
railways in all the other Provinces. If this is to be con-
tinued, and if our debt is to be increased, 1 think the people
of Ontario, as well as those of the other Provinces, will show
their dissatisfaction. Lt is well known to people who under-
stand the Province of Ontario that we have a net-work of
railways over that Province, that townships and villages and
cities have bonused railways to a very large extent in order to
get botter communication. Tle Ontario Government has also
bonused railways. The county I represent gave a bonus to
the Credit Valley Railway of $135,000, which was paid by a
few municipalities, and the village of Fergus and the village
of Elora issued $10,000 in debentures and took bonds front
the Credit Valley Railway for the same amount. They sold
their bonds for fifty cents on the dollar, and each lost 85,000
on the transaction. Then there is the town of Orangeville,
that granted a large bonus to the Toronto, Grey and Bruce,
and afterwards was one of a group that granted $135,000.
Then it granted $815,000 the same as Fergus, and they
lost 87,500 on the transaction. They wanted to have com-
petition, but today, instead of having two railways in com-
petition, there is only one; competition is swept away and
they cannot get their grain moved as speedily as their
circumatances require. The conditions under which they
gr anted this bonus have been swept away, on account of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway absorbing these two lines. Now,
Sir, considering these things, thora is good reason why a stop
should be put to subsidies to railways. I think it was the
member for Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Davies) himself who said
he wanted subsidies to railways to be continued. Well, if
he gets subsidies and does not have to pay for them, and
other people do, I suppose he would like to get them, but I
think Provinces that have built their own roads donot want
to build roads in every other part of the Dominion. This
question seems to have had an important bearing on the
elections in some of the Provinces. Last session the hon.
member for Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) made use of the
ollowing words:

"I am prepared to take issue with the hon. gentleman on that
question. I will just point out to my hon. friend the resuit of the last
election. My hon. friead well knows that the question ot the railway
route in the Island of Cape Breton, was the question upun which, to a
very large extent, the elections were fught in that Island, particularly
in my own county. As regards the general fiscal policy, it Was a one-
sided question with the people of the Island, which party should hold
the reigas of power in this Dominion The elections of previeus years
showed that fact from year to year, so that the question of a railway
route, 1[might say, wa the sole and absolute question which was before
the people on the occasion of the last election."

So you see the subsidies had a very important bearing on
the election. I will read another short extract bearing on
the same subjeot, from the remarks of the Minister of
Finance made lat session in answer to a question of Mr.
Hisenhauer :
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"I a amueh Inelined to think that the hon. gentleman's object II to Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman who has just taken

get ths grant struck out of the resolution. I believe thatI i the object his seat made snob a remarkable speech that I will not
which the hon. gentleman bas in view The hon. gentleman knows .a.e.
that Mr. Kaulback, the late representative of the county of Lunenburg. attempt to follow him in all his wanderings. I have made
pressed the construction of this road upon the Minister of Railways in a few memoranda for my own use in order that I may
the most urgent and earnest manner. He went to every member othei reply to some of the points that 1 think are worth of at.
Government, and year after year he urged upon them the great import- .
ance of the construction of this road. It was rather a large under- tention, and I will take up the question where he eft it-.
taking ; it involved a considerable expenditure of public money, but he his last reference was to the excessive price of sugar in
represented that hie constituents in the county of Lunenburg were Canada owing to the excessive rate of duty. He told us
extremely anxious that the road should be constructed. Finally the thattthe
urgent entreaties and strong representatione made in this House and rate of duty on sugar imposed by the policy oftbis
ont of it as to the importance of having this road constructel, induced Goavern ment was 68 per cent. I am not disposed to quarrel
my hon. friend the Minister of Railways and the leader of the Govern- with the hon. gentleman's figures, but I wish to point ont
ment te express the intention of asking this ParliRment for the meanB
feontresting it ThetGovernment supposed that the peopleof Lunen- to the Hotse that in 1878 the Administration which the hon.

burg attacheà great importance te that road ; b it they found that when gentleman would support if the same party were in power
1r. Kaulbach went back te the county, the gentl man who had succeeded tc-day that was in power then, imposed a duty 82.39 per
in obtaining this promise of support from the Goverarnent for thehundred
construction of the road, was defeated, and that the county of Lunen- weight on sugar, and to-day this Government im-
burg had sent a gentleman here te oppose the Government that had pose only 61.58 per hundredweight. 1 give that te the hon.
expressed its desire te construct the road. The Uovernment would gentleman a3 one portion of my reply on the question of
therefore be perfectly justified in accepting the action of the people of suar. Let me ive hita a further and a botter one. TheLunenburg asss reason for net proceeding with this work, and mtinea
holding te the conviction that they did net wi3h it done. Aq the tendency of the remarks of the hon. gentleman, and of the
Government are prepared te give a certain amount of aid, I think, remarks of all han. gentlemen opposite throughout the
looking to the future construction of the road that oucht to satisfy hon whole of the debate, has been to show that if we would onlygentlemen oppowite. But I believe, from the ton-e of the speech made
by the hon. member for Halifax (\fr. Jonei). that he is very anxicus accept commercial union or unrestricted reciprocity every.
that the Government should strike out this grant, as [ think the thing would be bright and happy for Canada. Lot me
Government would be justified in doing after th manner in which it deal with this question of sugar in the United States,
has been received. As te the hon gentlenan's references to the future
of Noya kcotis, which I think it was saomewhat indelcate for him te and while I will not touch the cost of produc-
make, if he is as well prepared te meet his constituents in the county of tion I will touch on the duty on the product. I
Halifax, which he will probably be called upon shortly to do, as I or have taken from the Trado and Navigation Reaturns of the
ande snouldeavey fortunae man.ete meet the people of Cumber- United States this information for the hon. gentleman, and

So you see that was a very important qunestion. These probably he will make a note of it for use in future so that
words were uttered by the Minister ef Fance, stain in taking up this question of' sugar duties, ho will not ima-

IJ(>u4on un intelligenIt <Xuiniunity wr cdflrea n . hn
that the grant was given in the expotateio that th icunty pose toaiolvl.i),ou n utcomsmoti 4 furmer who ho may
of Lunenburg would return a supporter of the Government. the orn an unpec i fame wholae ay
But they did net, they rejected the bribe which was held miei then bowlive that wo in Canada impose highor rate
out to them for the purpose of stifling thoir consciences me duty on sugar than w impnsed by the United States.
and destroying their convictions. These railway subsidies ore are tho records, and sugar is the ver Unfirst item at the
have a tendency to corrupt the people, and whon the Min-. Here o the liecor, ands s and vecyirs, item t th
ister of Finance uttered these words in the most guarded head of the list. Sugar, molasses and confections, o74,24z,.
manner before so many members of Parliament, we can 000 worth was imported into the United States, on which
mwne suspect whate would d e en atienty w.r no a duty was collected of $5S,000,000, or at a rate of 78-15.well suspect what lie would do in a oontituen.y where ne The bon. gentleman complains that we charge 68 par cent.,
one was taking rote of his remarks. But, Sir, the people, but ho is ready tefal into the arme of a people chareng
in the case cf Lunenburg did their duty. They seemed to per cent. duty on sugar. That shows thea nxiety oofpthe
think that the time might come when the designs of Pro- 78 gent. te on omar. cTal relatioh s nity o-
vidence would be fulfilled, and that better things were in bon. gentleman to obtain commercial relations witha peo-
store for them. It is a fact that the present Ministry has ple who know how to protect all the interest of their own
been long in power. But if we take a review of English country, and in protecting them they have at timnes ic-
history, we shall find that the most corrupt Ministry posed unreasonable rates of duty as they would appear to
that England ever bad, the Walpole Administration, was nsn; still the hon. gentleman would have it appear
the longest lived, but even that Administration came to an that sugar was charged less duty in the United States

end; and we believe that by the discutsion of public questions than in Canada. Lot us have a little more of competition
the same result will follow in this country. Now, another and a little less of combination and we will have the same

mater hathasjus coe t mymin isthequetio ofheresult here as in the United States. I showed the House,matter that bas jut coea be my mnd i the question ofthe however, one clear indisputable fact that the United Statessugar duties. A great deal has been said in relation te thatchre7pren.a gisCnda6pret.Ltm
matter. I examined the Trade and Navigation Returus and charge 78 per cent, as against Canada 68 per cent. Lot me
found that the duty on sugar was 68 per cent. Now, it has takre up another item that the hon. gentleman thought

beenstaed hata por mn my lve i ths cunty ad w-orthy of bringing te the notice of the Hlouse, and I think
ben stated that a poor man mayhiive in this country andhis observations on that point are worthy of some littlenet pay a dollar ef duty. Ho would be a very poor man reply. He dealt with the question of oats. He said theyindeedy and would be fit te go tr the Houe of Industry. are cheaper in Canada than they would have been if we hadCertainly ho would net b. a working poor Mar, because o not hadthe National Policy. He says oatmeal mille are ni-working poor man, in six menthe, baye a dellar's worth of lent, and ho named a num ber ef theta, and this, he Baye$ in
sugar, on which ho would have to pay 68 cents duty, or $2 lnt, nde namedfatnumberiofathem, andIthis, h,
worth a year, on whioh he would have to pay 81.34 duty. If in consequence of the National Poioy. I chttallenge hon.
he got it froi the Drummond refinery he might get it for gentlemen to deny what I am going to state, that tbere bas
Sl.25, which hewould not pay as duty, but as protection going been a combination among millers to buy up the smaller
into the pockets of the manufacturers. They make a little mille and close the up, the combination paying thema a
difference in order teo sell, and te keep up the price as high percentage on the silent machinery,-and they have doneibl amfrther informed on good authority that t contrl the prie oatmeal in Canada. I tl thepossi f.l. Iour purtmer ormedo gaed utorita hat hon. gentleman that in my own county, the county of Perth,in Buffalo four pounde more of tbe unie quality et sugar cari there ie iu the town of Mitchell the president of the Oat-
be bought for $1 than can be got in this country. We must mui Mii lers' Association ; that when the National Policy
do away with that extravagant profit and seek te cut down was brought into force th t gentleman eaid it was impossible
the duty, for the lems duty there is the better chance there w te ought id
will b t ave cheap sugar in thi coutry. ve in Canada, and acoordingly he sold out and went to



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 5,
the United States and remained for some years, entering
the same business. Wbat was the result ? He came back
to Canada and to day is president of the Millers' Associa.
tion which controls the mills of the country, and ho is
doing it and making money out of it too. The hon. gentle.-
men opposite are very rcady to take advantage of all those'
eircumstances and trade combinations and then blame theî
National Policy with having closed up a number of mills. I!
challenge the hon gentleman or any hon. gentlemen oppo-;
site to take up the New York Herald, Boston Herald,!
Buffalo Courier and any United States newspaper, east,î
ýwest, north or south, and show me that the markets of the;
United Btates fu.rnish as good a price for osts as the mar-!
kets of the Dominion. I have the tables here, and -if
necemary I can give the quotations. I have the New York!
Blerald, the Boston Berald, Buffalo Courier, Toronto Globe,
and Montreal Berald, and I do not ihink one of those
papers can be charged with favoring the Government, I do'
mot presume any bon. gentleman would say that the mar-
ket prices were prepared in the interests of this Govern-
ment or National Policy, but we assume they are correct.
According to the New York Herald the prices of oats, on>
3rd April, were as follows:-

New York.......... ................. 37 ets to 40 ete per bushel i
Montreal.............42 ete to 43 ets
Buffalo.. ............... 35 etd to 391 ot "
Toronto..............48 cts to 49 cts

An bon. friend beside me says that they are to-day 50
cents in Toronto.

Mr. WELSH. They were 41 cents in Toronto on 4th
April.

Mr. HESSON. The hon. gentleman has attempted to
show, and he would make the farmers of Canada believe:
that farmers in the U-nited States obtain a better priee fort
oats than our farmers do here. I challenge hon. gentlemen;
apposite to produce quotations in this country and in theî
»Ueid States and lay them aide -by side, and I venture to
say that the prices for all products of the farm are as high1
in our markets as tho3e of the United States. I witl
show the House why I make tfhis statement. The Amerieans
have immense quantities et natural products to export
from their o wn country. e ii reasonable to presume or to
suppose that ve iu Canada e a find a better market in a
country that produees im eno-mous surplus for whieh they
have to find a foreigu market, tban we ean have imi
a country to which the Ameriean people themselves
*xport their aurpls. ldo not think hon. gentlemen oppo.
aite a rexpeet the people of Canada to believe that state .
met Let ve take the artiole of wkeat. Aecording toe
the New York BerM the highest price for the b2et quality;
in New York was 8bi cents. Sales were made at 89, and
seera were asking 8bi. Now, Sir, the price in Montreal
was 89 and 90 cents that same day, according to the Mont-
resa Herald, and if the hon. the member for Nothumnberlarnd
(Mr. Mitchell) were bore, I preaume ho would think that a:
pretty good authority,. That very same day, in '.,oroute,
the quotation was 91 cents fer Manitoba wheat, ad ia
,Bffa4o, which is a eorresponding market to Toronto, it was
q#eted in the Buffalo Courier at 84* to 87. What will
bon, gentlemen think of thié ? In Toronto the same day it
was 85 to 89 oents, or wheat was sold one and three-eight
cents higher in Toronto than in the city of Buffalo. How
eau bon. gentlemen say in the face of this that New York
or Buffalo are the best markets for our wheat ? I have
given yon exactly the figures for those places and the
»mnes of the papers and you eau see them yourselves. In
Chicago we find that 72J to 72î was the highest price for
wbeat, while in Toronto, on the very same day, it was 85 to
89. In Detroit the price was 881 cents, 85 cents being the
bighest, as against 89 cents in the city of Toronto. lIn St.
Louis wheat was from 80 cents to 81 cents, while it was 89
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cetitsin Toronto. In Milwaukee the price Was 74 t'o5.
1 bave beon very exact with those figures, and I have quoted
them very carofully, becau.e I knew I would be watched,
and it would not b fair to myself -or to the country to make
any incorrect statement. In the face of those facts what:il
the use ofm -sying that the American market js the -best
market'for our produce. We cannot hope to find a good
price in their markets when they themselves are seeking A
foreigu market for their surplus products. They -produce
the same things -as we do, und yet they are Iooking around
for the best market in which they are likely toget 'hig'h
prices to expert their eurplus te. They find themselves
-compelled to go to Great Britain and to find a market ther,
as we find a market thero to-]ay. Fron the Trade and
Navigation R-turns of the United S'ates I find that the
Americans 'had to find a market to export $523,000,000
worth of the products of the farm. Lot bon. gentlemen
remomber that. It is a matter of very vital
importance to -people of this country to comprehend
the whole case and to see whetber or not the Atmerican
market is our best market, and whether it would be desir-
able that we should take any hasty stop in this matter
which we might afterwards have to repent When we had
abandoned the trade with that great country wbich gave
many of us birth, and to whiuh we look for protection, and
sympattby, and help when the time cornes ülha't we need il.
I tell you it would be a most unwise thing to throw away
our connection with that great and grand old land to run
after some possible chance of getting a better market 10r
perhaps our barley or possibly a small quandtity of peas. 1
may point out what hon. gentleman perhaps may 'forget
that last year the United States had to export, of wheît
$90,000,000 worth; flour, $52,000,000 worth ; corn;'819,000,-
000 worth; oats, 8 15,000,000 and pork. $&2,;00,00 worih.
Ali those articles are produced by our farmers and al'those
American products have had to find a market abroad. Will
hon. gentlemen contend that we should be simply producers
of those in the raw state and hand them over to the
American middleman to make the profits on shipping them
abroad, or that we shon1d take that traffic from oîur ovu
steiamship lios nd our own gran lines of railway,
which have been built up at such great expense to this
counti y with the hope of making it one solid cont'edera-
tion and a grand nation in tbe future. Are we to hand
over the carrying trade of our country to the United States
and enable them to be the earties who handle this pro-
duct and make profits out _f it ? I say no. I say it is
our duty to seek the best market, and that a market in a
country that does not produce the article and must pur-
chase the article is at least the best market for us, so long as
we have a surplus to export. That leads me to the thoght
that what we hope for from the National Policy and what
we said it would accomplish it has accomplished to the
extent of building up within our country a botter home
market, which we have always maintained is the best mar-
ket. The effect of the National Policy has been to enable
us to consume a large proportion of the products of the
country at home, which would have to be exported abroad
were it not for the National Policy. The Americans con-
sume about 90 per cent. of the products of their own
farms. I presurne that the business men, the farmers,
the mechanics and the workmen of Canada con-
same as much and live as well as the people do in
the United States. I may assume that we consume at least
90 per cent. of our products. Weil, Sir, if we bave a home
market to the extent of 90 per cent. of the products of the
farm this has been caused by the effect of the National
Policy on the industries of the country. I say, Sir, we have
accomplished all that was professed to be accomplished by
the National Policy in giving employment to the people of
our own country. We have afforded botter markets to tho
producers of those products which otherwise would have to
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be exported at least in many cases to the United States or ities of the case are no reat that a large party in Canada prefers fre.
to greater distances abroad. I shall follow te heon. gentie. trade with u to any conéideration of national pride."
man a little further in sorne remarks ho bas made. He What party dees this paper refer te? Does it refer to the
mentioned the name of the father of the new platform of party of bon. gentlemen opposite or ta the party on thie
hon. gentlemen opposite, although it is pretty bard to say aide ot the flouse ? I hope hon. gentlemen will just take
who the father is just now. It was Mr. Wiman a short that into their conaideration, and remember that it is very
time ago ; to-day I believe the hon. member for South serious language so far as our good faith towards the me.
Oxford. But the reference of the hon. member for Centre ther land is conoerned. I am proud and pleased to say,with
Wellington to Mr. Wiman and his addresa before the Far- aH sineer ity, that I believe there are many mon on the
mers' Union of Ontario brought ta my mind this fact, other nide as loyal as gentlemen on tbis aide; but there are
that that gentleman had a different story for the pec- a large number, I am sorry to say, who bold other views,
ple of Canada when ho was discussing this matter and who are net alow te saste them in either public or pri-
before them fromi what ho had for bis own people- vate. I am afraid it is to that party that thie paper refera
because, although ho says ho is a Canadian, I have a very when it says that they would not hesitate te give up their
serious suspicion that ho has changed his views in reference connection with the mother land for the sake of some pal.
to which country, after ail, he bas the greatest interest in. try advantage. We have some further information on this
I cannot conceive that the gentleman, with ail his wealth, subject. We have Mi. Wiman stating in St. Paul:
would consent te live in the United States for the benefit of
Canada. If hoeis really a sincere Canadian, let him reside "Canada la the natural market for the manufacturers of the Urnted
in Canada; he has wealth enough ta choose his home, and States1"--
if ho really takes an interest in this country, he should live le it ? Is that the object of hon. gentlemen opposite-
in it, and not on an island of New Jersey. In his address that the United States should manufacture for us ? I say
before the Commercial Club of Cincinnati, on the 26th of no. we can manufaoture for ourselves.
March, on the question of commercial union, he said :- "Oommerelal union means to create amarket for the exoes of Unite

"I came to indo the mistake made 100 years ago wben the Declara. States production which protection bau stimulated
tion of Indepenaence should have covered the whole North Amerioan "Tne extent and character of the tarif would necesaarily have to b.
continent. The Boston tea-party had a good effect upon England." left to the Congress of the United States, they being the larger repre-

sentative body, while the total amount realised from its enforcement andLater on, speaking of the French Canadian, he said : ale, from the enforcement o imilar internai revenue taxes should be
"The Speaker of the Canadian House cf Comons is the tw - put into one pool and the sua realsed diviled by per capiia proportion46 he pekeroftheCandin Rus ofOomon 'ath tt" according te population.fourth child. Show me the twenty-fourth child of an American "?, aCodi mercal union means that whieh would have been accomplished,

What his object was in referring to that I do not know. ,o far as trade and commerce ais oncerned, by the extension of the
Declaration of Independence over the whole continent insteati of over

A.gain aless than one-half ut it
S rta"anada under commercial union could no longer resist the attrae-I bring you the trade of half a continent. "tive forces which would prevail torards a political abiorption.

What does he mean by this ? Is it that the Americans
will take possession of the trade of this country ? Is that his
purpose ? if it is, I say it is about time we should reflect
whether we have any interest in that trade ourselves,-
whether if the United States cannot exhibit a better mar-
ket for us than they are able to exhibit to-day, we can
afford to trade with them in those articles of whîth we have
a surplus to export. Later on ho says:

" Just so ure as the Americanus invite the Canadians to a free inter-
change under commercial union, ju-t so sure will Canada accept. If
England refuses to allow the measure, then we will say to the âritish
Orown : We have no further ue fer you in North Amerira. "

That is a very loyal sentiment. He knows, and the
people of the United States know pretty weil, what that
means. I will give tbe hon. gentleman one more quo
talion ; I will read what the Boston Advertiser says. It
quotes the resolution submitted to the Hlouse by the hon.
member for South Oxford, and says:
F " As Sir Riebard Oartwright pointed ont, the right to enter our mar-
keta free is the only commeroial privilege which can make Canada
prosperous, and without it she can never be so.

aSenator erye, whor ao given this subjec more careful tudy than
any other member et aur Oongres., bas expre-med ît as bis opinion that
it ys simply a question of time when at least the Maritime Provinces of
Uanada will te forced to ally themselves to the United States on wbat-
ever bais they can obtain, with this provision of a free market ahrown
in. He belteves Nova iScotia and New Brunswick, et least, will bu
forced by the necessities of the case to demand of reat Britain a peace-
ful separation from Canada on condition that they may be annexed ta
this country."

Io it at ail unreasonable for this paper to take that view, or
for gentlemen on thisa side of the House to have very serious
misgivings as to the ultimate object of their resolation ? It
goes on to state further:

"It may h that t"i reult may not bappen directil, but the whole
tendency of public discussion in those Provinces look@ la tbat diraction,
and while it would be a severe blow at English Imperiai pride to give
up thmes Provinces-to this country, and to sacrifice ibe splendid barbor
of 8alifax whieh for more than a-entry ihas been thehadquarters of
the riinihaaval feueiathiae"iupheemy"twebdiet9M tk#ane*.
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EIf ingland ebould not consent to it, it would be the most momentous
aue in the- bistory of anada. and then, as I said to hawberlain,
look out for another Boston tea-party.'
"1 come to you to offet you bail a continent. The largest part of the

British Empire shail be given to the Uited States without tax, if you se
desire it

" If ngland refuses to allow the measure, then we will say te the
British Orown we have no further use for you in North Amerioa.$

Now, after reading quotations like this, I would like hon.
gentlemen opporiite to say whether or not we have go d
reason to doubt their sincerity, when they make a pretence
of wishing to retain our conretroion with the Old land.
From ail the evidence wbich We an gather from the gen-
tlemen who are promoting this scheme on the American
side, backed, I am sorry to say, by sorne prominent gentle-
men on this side, their sole intent and purpose is to sever
our connection with Great Bitain. I, for one, shall protest
as long as I live against such a movement. We have been
too well treated by the mother lanu, which bas helped in
many trying circumstances and invariably treated us with
kindnee, to go back on ber in this way. For my part I
shall never be a consenting party to anything that will
grant to the United States greater privileges in our markets
than we grant to the mother land. I shall never be a party
to opening a trade with the United States for tho exchange
of ail sorts of products on termu more favorable than those
we grant to Great Britain. Ti do so would be most dis.
loyal, and 1 muat say that the mon who propose much a
course deserve indeed to be churged With disloyalty to
the British connection. Theb on. member for Centre
Wellington (Mr. Semple), dilated at length on the taxation
impoed on the people by the National Policy, and he wanta
us to escape that taxation by adopting the United Statea
tarif. Under our National Policy, the taxation is sorne-
thing like an average of 23 or 24 per cent. on our import,
but I hold in my hand a stateme9t taken frora the Trade
and Navigation Retarns of the United States, of the total
importe into that country, and the total revenue collected,
theuefroW, Whi" shows tha" tèe tot importe wer*
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$450,000,000, on which the duty collected was $212,000,000,
or a taxation of 47 -10 per cent. Hon. gentlemen opposite
are prepared to rush into the arms of a people who are
taxing their importe to the extent of 47 per cent., and yet
they complain of the small taxation which we imposed
upon our imports. They say that the poor man bore is
heavily taxed, but let them look in the returns of the United
States and see what relief the poor man has there. On
woollen goods, which are imported to the extent of
$60,000,000, the taxation imios&d is 835,0C0,000, or 58-81
per cent. Are bon. gentlemen opposite prepared to accept
a tariff, in the framing if which we cannot have the elightest
il fluence, and wbich imposes on the woollens of the poor
man a taxation of 5m per cent. Hon. gentlemen opposite
complain of our duty on iron and steel, but the Americans
imposed a duty on these articles of 40 92 per cent. On
cotton they impomed -40 per cent., on silks 49 per cent., and
on jewellery and preciouos stones-I wihb hon. gentleman
opposite to make a note of that, becaue it is a matter of
considerabie interest to the poor man-10 58 per cent.
That is the relief the poor man bas in the United States.
He only pays 10 per cent. on his jewellery and precious
stones, if he bas to pay 58 per cent. on his woollens. On
glassware they impose 59 per cent., and on earthenware
56 per cent., but what does the poor man care about that
when he can get bis jewellery and precious stones at 10 per
cent. Another duty, which I am sure will gladden the
heart of the poor man and make hie wife and children smile
with contentment, is the duty on rice of 64 per cent. Com-
pare that with Canada. 1 do not understand that we
collect anything here on rice. But thon in the States
the poor man can get in his jewellery and precions
stones at 10 per cent. The hon. member for Centre
Wellington was kind enough to say that our towns and
villages were growing, but he said they were growing at
the expense of the farmers. The bon. gentleman must
have his wait one way or the other. I may say that the
farmers are glad that the towns are growing, for they are
always pleased to have a home market, which is their best
mtirket, at their own door, That hon. gentleman lives in
one of the gardens of Ontario. Wellington, Perth, Bruce,
Huron, and the Waterloos, and the Middlesexes, and the
Brants, are amorgst the best in all Ontario, and yet the
wail bas come from that riding, and from Huron and from
Waterloo, and I am going to talk to the member for North
Waterloo later on. Tne wail bas come from the gardons of
Ontario, but they aie doirng it for a purpose. They are
doing it to make a point against the Government; they are
doing it with the object o blinding the eyes of the farmers,
but i shail take good care that they do not succeed in
doing it. i ask that hon. gentleman where are the vacant
farms in Wellington ? There are not any in south
Wellington, . or in North Wellington, or in Centre
Wellington. In many cases-and no doubt that
has caused a great deal of the exodus from the
country-farmers have found that growing grain is not as
profitable as it was in other days. They find that they
have more competiiion, and they would have been driven
out of the cou ntry altogether it it had not been that the
Government have given them botter communication with
the mother country, and butter markets by giving them
greater railway and steamship facilities, and so greater
access to the huropean countries. We have had a better
price on the Liverpool market than we ever had before, but,
notwithstandîng that, the price of grain is just as 1ow in
the great American nation, because of the great surplus
which exists. That is not only the case on this continent,
but if you go to India, or to Rassia, or to China, you will
find that the market has been flooded. Year afteryear it is
going on in the same way. The opening up of the West-
ern States, the opening up of our own great North-West,
where there are twelve million bushels of grain waiting for
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a market, have contributed to this. Are they going to sell
that grain from the North-West in Chicago or in Milwaukee
or in Minneapolis, when the Americans are exporting much
larger amounts out of their country. The farmers
of Canada are realising that they cannot grow grain
and make money by exporting it, and consequently
they have been increasing the siae of their farms,
have been raising stock, and going into dairying, and
possibly in that way tbey have found a botter mar-
ket. Our farmers are doing very well, and I do not
hear any murmuring among them. It is only when I come
bere that i bear of their bad times, and that is alleged in
order to make a point against the Government and against
the National Policy, which is the object of their everlasting
hatred, a hatred that will keep them on that side of the
House as long as they entertain it. I apain challenge the
bon, gentleman to produce a statement of the vacant farms.
Tbere are many farmers who have 50 acres and have taken
100, and many who bad 100 who have increased them to
200, and many of their sons have gone to the North-West
or to the American side in consequence, and that also is
part of the exodus. While dealing with that question, I
may just as well reach my hon. friend from South Huron
(Mr. McMillan). In bis speech the other night he threw
out this challenge. I quote from Hansard. Referring to
the statements made by the hon. the Minister of the
Interior in reply to tbe hon. gentleman who moved this
resolution, the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwrgbt), the hon. member for South Huron (Mr. Mc-
Millarn) says:

'' The hon. gentleman has taken bis report from the Bureau of Indus-
tries, and I chailenge him to go over whole report, and show that my
statement is not correct. I have no fear that any hon. gentleman will
be able to show anything of the kind"

Well, I am just going to soe if I can show that. [ have
here the very book from which the hon. gentleman quoted.
I will give you exactly what ho said in reference to it. He
said:

'' There has been a good deal said with respect to the decreaeed value
of land in the Province of Ontario. I will say, as a farmer, that this is,
perbape, a subject with which I am better acquainted than many others,
as I have had an opportunity of teating the value of lann s in the County
of Huron and in the (jounty of Perth which very few farmers have had.
I ha.d the honor to be appointed twelve months ago to value the whole
County of Perth for equalisation purposes. I went over it along with
another gentleman aDd put a value on every lot of land there, and I can
assure you, Sir, that the reduction in the value of land in that country
amounts to 10 and 15, and in some cases more, per cent. I am certain
that the same r duction has taken place in the County of turon, to
which I have the honor to belong.''

Now, we will see what Mr. Blue says about that, and we
will also see what the hon. gentleman said about it on
another occasion, when he was under oath, when he was
making the statement not for political purposes, when he
was sele ted for the purpose ho refers to there, to value
every farm in the county of Perth, and ho dares to come
and use language like that against one of the finest counties
-1 have no hesitation in saying-in thi Dominion of
Canada. I accept this challenge, and I produce the proof.
I have the evidence of his own report, and I will quote Mr.
Blue's report as to the value of lands in that county. In
1b8, which is the date ho used further on in his speech,
and I will taxe bis own sworn statement, sworn to last May,
for I took the trouble to send to the county clerk for it, he
and his colleagne, one Wm Long, made their sworn state-
ment. In the year 1882, land in the county of Perth under
the equalised report made by the county council itself in
its June session, was put down at $19,408,293 for real pro.
perty, or an average value of $35.67 per acre. Now, I have
Mr. Blue's report, which bears that ont within a fraction.
The council passed that equalised assement, and every
township came into it. I will give you what the hon.
gentleman says in referenoe to the value in 1886, the
year for which ho makes the report, and he eaves
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ont all the buildings and all that sort of thing, I believe.
The equalised report of the hon. gentleman is as follows:
821,9 4U,96. I told you that it was $19,408,000 in 18i2.
The assessed value for 1882, as made by the corporation,
was $18,445,000, or $35.67 per acre. The gentleman who
made the statement that land had declined in value from 10
to 15 per cent. in the county of Perth, and he includes
Huron, swears that when he made this report the ralue
was $21,930,.496, or $12.40 per acre, an increase of $6 73
per acre over the assessed value. Now, lut me give the
hon. gentleman further information. Lest he might doubt
my words, I will send him the report and hoecan see for
himself. The council met in June, 1887. The hon. gentle-
man's report was before them, they were dealing with it.
The council in equalising the various municipalities-I
omit the towns and cities, because they have nothing to do
with the farms-put the value of real property under the
very same heading that my hon. friend does; and where ho
gives 821,930,000, -they put it 822,968,000, or in other words
they go about a million and a-half better. Probably the
hon. gentleman knows more about it than all the wardens
ard reeves of the county of Perth; probably he knows
more about it now than he d:d when he made that sworn
statement ; he knows more than Mr. Blue did in 1882. I
shal make the hon. gentleman a present of the figures,
and I ask him to apologise to the flouse and to my
county for having made suoh a statement. Now, Mr.
Speaker, you would scarcely believe, after the pions way in
which the bon. gentleman made his statement, that he
would attempt to do anything that would cast a slur
upon a neighboring county, that I think has done him no
harm, and who selected him for his good judgment-I have
no doubt he bas good judgment-it is diffionlt to believe
that for mere party purposes he would not only damage my
county but damage his own. But he eau do what ho likes
with his own, although as a neighbor I protest against
it. I think I may go further and say that not only has
the value of reai estate increased in the county of Perth
from 1882 to 18-6, as I have stated, but when you come to
take the total valuation of farme including personal estate,
such as cattle, and implements, and including the bouses
on the farms, which is a fair test, when Mr. Blue in 1882
gave the value of 834,296,739, in 1886, ho gives the value
a- 835,059,249, or an increase of $762,510. So we find that
even by the worst report we could get of the county,
because Mr. Blue, whose report the hon. gentleman uses,
was certainly no friend of the Conservative party, we ask
no favors from him, but take bis own report, still the
county of Perth stands 87,2,000 botter than in the report
of the hon. gentleman. Now, then, I will deal with the
hon. gentleman's own county briefly. In 1882, according to
Mr. Blue's report, the value ot farta property was
$47,289,529. In 1886, notwithstanding all the cry of wail
and despair, that the hon. gentleman has made, the alleged
depopulation of the country, the farm getting poorer, and
the mortgages increasing, and the mortgages have increased
for the reason that the farmers have increased their hold.
ings, where they owned 50 acres they have bought
100, and where they owned 100, they have bonght
another 100; in that way they make liabilities for them-
selves, no doubt, but in 1886 the value had increased to
849,110,033, or an increase of S1,820,504, according to Mr.
Blue. If the hon. gentleman wants later information, ho
can get it in the report for 1887 Then the bon. gentleman
directed his attack against the whole Province of Ontario.
We find that in 1882, the farm lande, buildings, imolements,
and live stock were valued at 8948,000,000, and in 1886 at
$989,497,000. Here is what Mr. Blue says in his report of
November, 1886, on page à :

" These values are maide up from the Jane schedule of farmers. They
show an increase on the figures of last year, $21,687,804 inl farm lands ;
S6,518,b49 in live stock; *1,961,211 in implements, and a littie over

$1,000,000 in building, or about an exceus over the values of 1885 of
$31,338,171, and of $41,195,106 over the values of the four years."
He goes further than that, h. says:

" Oompared with 1882, in 1886 the increase was 3$1,195,106 over the
Province of Ontario."

Now, what are people to think of a gentleman who,
for more party purposes, tried to make them believe that
the country was going to rain, and all for the paltry pur-
pose of gaining some political advantage ? Now, the hon.
gentleman did not stop at that. The reason I direct so much
attention to the member of South Huron is thuat I have got
a pretty high respect for him, seeing that my county
engaged bim to do a certain work, and no doubt they had
a good opinion of his judgment as a valuator. The hon.
gentleman went further. Dealing with the stock and the
cattle hoesays-I quote from Bf.nsard:

"Now, Sir, in 1887, there were 70,000 head lee cattle in Ontario than
there were two years previously. The farmeri are in a very bad con-
dition indeed. 1[thina the farmers are in the woret condition of any
class of population in the Province of Ontario."

Again, he says:
" In the report I received last August we have 70,683 fewer horses

and cattle than we had in 1882.''

We will see what Mr. Blue says about it. I find in Mr.
Blue's report that in 1882 we had 508,998 horses ; in 1886,
569,649, or an increase of 60,'51 horses. That gentleman
also deals wibth the number of cattle, but I must take horses
and cattle together. The number in Ontario in 1882 was
1,6m0,056 ; in November, 18,7 -and I sent especially for
the latest returns-the num ber was 1,948,264, cran increase
of 340,280; yeL the hon. gentleman said the number was
less than lormerly, and ho passes in the country as a fair
and honorable gentleman in dealing with public questions,
while at the same time ho is damaging, not only his own
county and my county, but the whole Province of Ontario.
If we take the two together, horses and cattle, we find that
instead of there being 70,000 les, as stated by the hon.
member there was an excess in 1886 over 1882 of
4)6,571. The hon, gentleman got the sheep mixed with the
question and tried to pull the wool over our eyes. It is
very true that we have less sheep now than formerly, but ho
did not mention thom whon ho said there were 70,000
head short. The truth is ho got sheep, cattle and horses
mixed, and, as I satid, ho tried to pull the wool over our
eyes, but ho did not suceoed. We will again sec what Kr.
Blue says on the subject. On pag.î 6, of his report ho
says that the value of animals in 1882 was $9',325,797; in
1886-and the hon. gentleman said that our farmers had
been exporting all their cattle, because they were too poor
to feed them, and they had se at their store cattle to
Buffalo-the value was 8107,000,000 odd, or an increase of
88,883,843. That covers sbheep I suppose.

Some hon. MEM BERS. Question.

Mr. HESSON. I do not think hon. members are ready
for a division yet, but when the time comes they will ewal-
low this resolution as they have others, and they will vote
against the National Policy aï they have done in the past.
I have a dose yet for the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen). That hon. gentleman could not leave my
county alone. He made the same mistake, whother will-
fully or notI do not know,or he may have taken his figures
from some other gentleman, at ail events ho raised the
same wail of despair that bas been raised bv every hon.
gentleman on that side of the House. He said the
farms in Wellington had been mortgaged to a very
great extent. The hon. gentleman knows more about
mortgages than I do, because it is in his lino of business.
The hon. gentleman knowa something about some of the
unfortunate fa mers there, and I rather think they know
something about him too. I want to give the hon. gentle-
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man a botter idea of his own county than he poassse bas friends and relatives everywhere and ho bas represented
himself, and I am very sorry that a gentleman represent- North Waterloo in an able and distinguished way. Indeed
ing snch a noble county as Wellington sbould fail into the that gentleman in his own town could not get a majority
same mistake as has been made by the hon. member for while in the rural places ho was able to throw the veil over
South Huron. The bon. gentleman said there bad been a the eyes of the farmers. Right in bis town there was no
great decline in Iho value of farm lands, and in support of less than a majority of 58 against him. I think I have
that statement ho quoted etatistics regarding his own devoted enough attention to those hon. gentlemen and
Dounty. According to Mr. Blue's report the value of farm perhaps more than the subject is worthy of. I for one
lands in Wellington in 188 s was 834,354,286, in 1886 enter my protest bore against any attempt to put into the
te,,416,621, or an increase of 81,060,000 odd. I feel an bands of the United States Government the power to levy
interest in my neighbors, and as bon. gentlemen who have the rates of duty that people will have to pay in this country
spoken for counties surrounding my county have spoken on their importe into this country. I protest against
of the want of prosperity in those counties, I desire our looking to them for what they may chose to dole
to examine as to what the cause is, and to what out to us for the purpose of the public expenditures of this
extent the statement is true. Last evening the country. I protest against Canada ever having to submit
hon. member for North Waterloo (Mr. Bowman), or to surrender ber right to legislate for herself in those
one of the gardon counties of Ontario, made the matters, and to decide under ber own good will what is
very same departure. He did not open it with a wall but best for ber people. You may call me ultra-loyal if you
ho closed it *ith a wail. He said that tne value of lands will, but I protest. and so long as life continues I shall pro-
had depreciated there and I presume that as hoeis in the test, against anything tbat would lead to a severance from
loaning business ho will know all about it. He is a very the old land that we all love so well. I believe, that if
nice gentleman and represents bis county faithfully and there is one thing that we could desire botter than another,
well, but I do not think bis constituents will be thankful it would b that the grand old country should make with
to him for representing tht noble county as on its last us and ber colonies which, look to ber for encouragement
legs. If there is one county more than another which is and aid in time of distress, one grand Zollverein against all
holding its own and holding more than its own it is that foreign nations, giving the right of ber markets, under
grand county of Waterloo, and if there is one man who conditions that would be denied te other countries. I
ought to be proud of that, it is the gentleman who repre- believe that we should look to this instead of turning our
sents the Germans of that county, the most industrious, backs upon the British Empire and upon our glorious
hard working, and honest -itizens in Canada to-day. To Queen. I sey it is our bounden duty, as British subjects,
see their beautiful homes, their magnificent fai ms and the whilst at the same time considering our own interest, to
growth of thoir glorious towns is a sight to be admired look towards the mother land. I believe our interest
Let the hon. gentleman go to the town ho resides in points in that direction, and even if you put it on the very
Waterloo, and let him look around him there atd how lowest grounds, I believe it is to our advantage in every
eu h come bore and wail against the National Policy. possible way to keep up that connection and to strengthen
He nannot help admitting that the National Policy bas it more. Above all things, never allow the Americans to
built up the town ho resides in. Look at Berlin, one and a legislate for us in matters that we understand ourselves
half mile distant, it is a perfect marvel of progress. I may best. I believe that the course I have referred t: will
sy it is a Manchester in a small way. What was it before make our people contented and prosperous, as I believe
the National Policy was introduced ? I am not afraid they are now, outside a few politicians in this country.
to say that with the exception of one firm in that town, Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Mr. Speaker, I move the adjourn.Messrs. Erb, Brown & Co., who are extraordinarily bitter ment of the debate.Grits, not a manufacturer in that magnifinent little town
eould be found to say that the National Poicy had not been Some bon. MEMBERS. No, no.
the making of their business. I am surprised that my Some hon. MEMBERS. Adjourn.
friend from Waterloo bad the courage to say that he repres-
ented the opinions of the manufacturers of that town. The Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Mr. Speaker, as It does not ap.
town bas doubled its wealth and population since the pear to ho the wish of gentlemen on the opposite side of
.National Policy came into force, and I challenge that hon. the House that we sbhould be permitted to adjourn at this
gentleman to stand up and say that ho can express the late hour of the evening I certainly will have to bow to
ópinions of the manufacturer& of that towu, for the manu- their desires and wishes. They being in the majority, of
facturers voted solid for the National Policy. In 1874, course we on the aide of the minority muet submit as we
when the hon. gentleman represented that county before, have always submitted with the best grace possible. But,
ho was elected by acclamation. No Man dared to enter in Sir, a question of this kind, a question involving results
the field against him. It was a county known for years as which may beof serions consideration to the country, a
one in which no Conservative bad a right to show his face, question in which we are all deeply interested, should have
anD4 it was only when the National Policy bad so a proper time for consideration and discussion. This late
benefited the people of that county and that town hour is hardly a proper time for a person to express hie
that my bon. friend was defeated by the gentleman ideas and hie resons for the vote that ho may be called
*ho represented the county in 1878, and until the House upon to give. I was more or less amused by the hon.
wr a dissolved in 1882 The gentleman I refer to was Mr. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson). I do not really
erant. Although the hon. geitleman who now represents know whether ho was serious in the btatements ho bas
the county was previously elected by acclamation the town made or whether he desired the House to understand or
of Berlin gave 250 of a solid majority against him. While consider that ho was discussing the question of unrestricted
he may have a right to represent the farmers on this que- reciprocity, or whether ho was offering a few remarks 0
tion I challenge the right of the hon. gentleman to profess that he might oongratulate some hon. members on this @ide
tw represent the people who are engaged in the manufac- of the House on the manner in whieh they had addressed
turing industries in that town and to say they are not in the House. I am surprised that aty hon. member of this
favor of the National Policy. Let him go to his native House should so far torget what is proper and right as to
t9wn where ho bas lived lor a long time, and where hoeis deliberately accuse any hon. member of this House of at-
respected highly, and I do not think there is any other tempting to draw the wool oter the eyes ot any of the
gentleman in that riding more respected than ho is for h. people of the Domtfinion of Canada. I much regret that

M.r. EMasoN.
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ie should deliberately and positively affirm, from his
place in this House, that my hon. friend from North
Waterloo (Mr. Bowman) should have succeeded in drawing
the wol over the eyes of the farmers in that locality. Does
be pretend to say that the farmers are so ignorant thal
they do not know when or how to record their votes ? He
may imagine that he is addressing himself through this
House to an ignorant class; but I will give him to under-
stand distinctly that I have had an opportunity of meeting
farmers in various sections of this country, and no class in
this Dominion are more intelligent, or who more thoroughly
understand what is best for their own interests. I say,
with reference tob is remarks about my hon. friend
from South Huron (Mr. McMillan), that the statements
made by that bon, gentleman were correct in every
particular; anJ I think any dispassionate individual within
Ibe bearing of my voice, will agree with me that, taking
in t o consideration the opening up of new territories in the
North-West, and the departure of many people from this
country to the United States, farm lands are not at presont
in Canada as valuable as they were a few years ago.
But it matters very little whether the lands be assessed high
or low, there is a certain amount of taxes to be raised, and
if the land is assessed low the rate of taxation will be high,
while if the land is assessed high, the rate of taxation will
be low. Therefore, the assessed value of the land is no cer-
lain indication of its real value. The hon. gentleman stated
another thing which I take exception to. It bas been the
rule among hon. members opposite, when they rise to ad-
dress the louse, to hurl acro>s the floor the charge, not
only that we on this side are disloyal, but that we are
continually decrying the country. Now, Sir, I challenge
any hon. member opposite to point to a single statement
made by any member on this side in any way disparaging
to this country. They are the individuals who are decry-
ing the country. Not a breath of detraction bas been
uttered by any member on this side of the fHouse. We
have simply stated what we conceive to be true, and I have
yît to learn that any of us feel that we are doing wrong
when we are stating the truth. It may be very congenial
for hon. gentlemen opposite to withhold the truth or not, to
be free to express candidly what they feel to be the facts.
I am not going, Sir, to decry my country. 1 believe we
have as fine a country as lies under the sun. I believe
we have a class of inhabitants that, perhaps, cannot
be surpassed in any country in the world. Our situ-
ation and surroundings conduce to render the human
product of Canada one of the most superior in the
world. If we take into consideration the climatic
corditions of Canada, our people in longevity sur-
pass probably any others; and for physical endurance,
for strength and bravery, we know that no other country
bas been able to show the equal of our people. Knowing
these facts, would it be reasonable for us for one moment
to decry a country that produced such fine physical speci-
mens of men as Hanlan or McKinnon ? If that is not suf.
ficient, let me call your attention to something with which
you are more familiar, perhaps, than the exploits of those
individuals. Let me cali your attention to the circum
stances that unfortunately took place in 1885 at the time
the rebellion sprang up in the North-West. What did we
find on that occasion? We found young men f rom the
counting bouse, from the college, from the farm and from
various avocations and callings, responding gloriously to
to their country's call; and their physical power of endur
ance during the time they went to subdue that rebellion
would command the admiration of any veterans. You
know full well, Mr. Speaker, what they were called on to
endure. You know tbat they were called on to go to the
North West without the necessary comforts that ought to
have been supplied to them -that after they started on
their journey they were obliged to ride on the cars day

s after day and night after night withont the rest and re-
l freshment which are necessary to the sustenance of the

human system. Not only that, but they were conpelled
to make forced marches through snow in a tempnera-

t ture which was almost enough to freeze thom to death.
They endured all that, and when they reached their destina-

3 tion, they subdued one of the most grievous rebellions that
- was perhaps everrecorded in theannals of any race. With.

in ninety days after they had reached their point of destina.
tion, thty put down the Indian rebellion. With these tacts
before us, will any one attempt to decry for a moment the
human product of this Dominion. Take the people of
Canada as a whole, and there is not a finer race under the
sun. This being the case with the people, lot us consider
what sort of a country we bave. Have you found, Sir, any
individual who attempted to speak upon th>s question say
that our soil, our climate, our situation in every respect, is
not only equal but in many respects supe ior to that of the
United States. We have as good soil as they, we have as
good a climate as they, we have as good water communis.
tion as they, and having a race equal to theirs, we ought to
march onward in civilisation, in the advancenent of mantu-
facturing industries and of farming industries, with a
pace equal to that of the people of the United States.
But have we so advanced? ilave we made progress equal
to that made by our neighbors? If we have not, there
must be some reason lor it, and we ought to consider
wherein lies the fault. If a fautlt exists it is our bounden
duty to remedy it. I might, perhaps, follow the hon.
member for North Perth (M r. Hesson) through some of the
rerrarks he made, but I really think, a I bave said, that ho
was hardly sincere in his remarks, and was morely endeav-
oring to take up as much of the time of the House as he
could without touching at ail on the ques.tion of unrestricted
reciprocity. True, ho reud a number of letters from Mr.
Wiman, and I should judge from his speech that ho had
taken extensive notes, belore coming to Parliament, on the
question of commercial union, and, having neglected to
separate unrestricted rociprocity fromu that question, fired off
the unpzep)ared, half digested, v< ry crude speech, ho had in.
tended for some other purpoe. Therefore, it is hardly worth
my while to take up the various points, if points 1 could call
them, and answer them in the mariner in which the hon.
gentleman presented them to the Iouse. I have said toyou
that our territory is as great asand t qual in every respect to
any portion of the United States, and I nay say to mary por.
tions of the old world. Take, for instance, the Province from
which I come, not that I consider it is any botter than any
other Province of the Dominion, for I believo every Prov-
ince is equally adapted for the maintenance and supprt
of the human race, but lot me take the Province of Ontario
and compare its extent with that of other cournries. From
Point Pelee on Lake Erie to Fort Albany on James Bay, it
is more than 700 miles wide. It is larger thari the States
of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Michigan by 10,000 square
miles; yet the population of eaeh of these Stutes far exceeds
the population of Ontario, and you will also find that the
manufacturing industries of these States far exceeds those
of the Province of Ontario. What is the cause of this ?
Why have we not made as great a progress as those
States across the border.? The Province of Ortario is
also larger than the six New England S:.ates, and
ià larger than New York, New Jersey, Penusylvania and
Maryland by some 25,000 square miles. It is larger
than Great Britain and Ireland by 75,000 square miles,
and is only 4,000 square miles less than the French
Republic and 8,000 less than the German Empire. Let us
take the Dominion of Canada and what do we find ? We
find, if we compare it with the United States, that the ter-
ritory of the Dominion with its 5,000,000 (f population is
greater than the whole territory of the United States. We
have in the Dominion of Canada some 3,500,000 square
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miles of territory, whereas in the United States they have same remark may be made of every one of the other Prov-
only 3,036,000 square miles, but we have less than five mil- inces. We have a good form of government in the
lions population, while the population of the United States Province of Ontario, and we have good forms of gov-
is nearly 65,000,000. Why is it that the United States have ernment in all the other Provinces, and, thanks to
increased so rapidly while we have to remain comparatively the intelligence of the people and to their cautious-
stationary ? It is not on aceount of lack of energy on the ness, we have to-day a reform governiment, a progres.
part of our people or lack of ability t- perform the duties sive governrment, in almost every Province of the
which are essential to the prosperity of the country. There Dominion of Canada. That being the case, we would
must be some cause why we have net made the same pro- naturally expect that they would have the interests of the
gress as the people across the border. We have ample ter- people at heart; and if we examine into what they have
ritory for the founding of a great kingdom, or a great nation, done in the varions Provinces, we find that it is not owing
and I can well understand the aspirations of the people of to any lack of duty on the part of the Local Governments
Canada that the time may corne when we may be one of that the Dominion has not improved as rapidly as it ought
those glorious empires or kingdoms compare.I with other to have impfeved. Take, for instance, the encouragement
nations of the earth ; but I am afraid that, at our present to agriculture. They have adopted every means to render
rate of progress, if we do not make more rapid strides than assistance to the people to foster and encourage the industry
we have made, it is a distant future before we can expect to of agriculture. They have established an agricultural col-
emulate other nations. Besides this broad expanse, we have a loge in the Province of Ontario, where young men have an
fertile soi], an invigorating climate, vast forests, great min- opportunity of receiving instructions which will render
eral wealth andwaterpoweroflimitless capacity. Letus con. them more competent to perform the duties of successful
sider for a moment the advantages which we would have farmers. Our educational system will command the admir-
if we were a manufacturing country as our Iriends on that ation of any country under the sun. We have expended
side of the House say they are endeavoring to make us. enormous sums of money for the purpose of constructing
What might we not accomplish in consequence of the water railways. The Local Government of Ontario has granted
privileges we possess ? But have we not since 1879 at- large subsidies to railways ; and not only that, but the
tempted to build up factories in this country at the expense municipalities have granted bonuses to varions roade with
of the consumers ? Have we not raised our duties and pro. a view of enabhng every farmer to have an opportunity to
tected articles that could be manufactured in Canada in dispose of everything ho has to dispose of to the best pos-
order to prevent their importation from foreign courntries, sible advantage, and at as little expense as possible. Not
and have we succeeded to the extent to which we ought to only that, but we have constructed various roads so
have succeeded ? Have we accomplished what it was ex. as to render the country more accessible to the mar-
pected the new fiscal policy would accomplish ? I think kets. Good markets are built up in almost every
that every ardent lover and well wisher of the fiscal policy town and city in all parts of the Province. We
which was inaugurated in 1879 will admit that as much as find that the people are prepared, and have been pre-
ho desired bas not been accomplished, and, if it bas been in pared, to submnit to what is so obnoxious in the ears of
the pasti so fruitless of results, eau we expect in the future many, direct taxation, whereby the municipalities may
to receive any greater advantages in that direction than we have a certain amount to expend for oducational and other
have in the past ? purposes. We find that every Province is well managed

Smernehon. MEMIBERS. ar, hoar. by its Local Government, and why is it that the Dominion,
as a whole, bas not been as successful as it ought to have

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). No doubt some of my hon. friends been ? It muet be either on account of the fiscal policy of
will cry I hear, hear'' to anything which conveys the im- the Government or the bad management of the Govern-
pression that the National Policy is performing some ment. Sir, if that ho found to be the case, if it is on
wonderful duty. I might perhaps give you the opinion of account of their fiscal policy being inimical to the best
some in reference to what they consider the condition of interests of the country, the sooner the Government come
Canada. I would read to you what is stated by Mr. J. R. down and submit some means whereby the evil may be
Larned, of the United States Treasury Department in 1871: remedied, the better it will be for the country. Sir, it is no

" Ontario possesses a fertility in which no part of New England can great sin if they find they have been going wrong, candidly
at aIl compare, and that particular section of it around which the circle to confiess it and try to repair the wrong. It is not coward-
of the great lakes is swept forces itself upon the notice of any student ly to confess they have been wrong. I do not suppose thereof the Ameican map as one of the most favored sputs of the whole -
continent, where the population ought to breed with almost Belgian are many hon. members in this House who would regard
fecundity." them as perfect. We had an illustration a few days ago of
Here we see that the American people do not hesitate to a case wherein they had resisted for four or five years the
tell the truth in reference to the condition of Canada, but, entreaties of the members on this side of the House to grant
if we unfortunately on this side of the House should happen certain concessions so as to put us in a botter position with
to make a favorable remark in referen@e to the teri itory regard to the people of the United States They firmly resisted
across the line, we are held up as being inclined to annexa. our entreaties. I eau remember well wken the late Minister
tion or as having a desire sooner or later to throw ourselves of Finance, now the Postmaster General, was entreated by
into the arms of the United States. Here is an American mombers on this side of this House not to increase the
opinion in regard to the condition of Canada. Is it right dnties upon small fruit trees coming into this country from
that we on this side of the louse, knowing these facts and the United States. It was pointed out to him thon that the
feeling an inherent desire for the walfare of Cana la, should United States had passed an Act in 1883, removing duties
be branded by every member who happens to get upon his from these very articles upon which the Government had
feet on that side and should be charged with decrying or taken authority, by Order in Council, to reciprocate with
belittling our country ? Have our people, as a people, the United States. They resisted that request. They said
proved themselves worthy of the Dominion of Canada? it would injure a very large class of the citizens of Canada;
Have they done their share individually to increase the tbey said we have a large number of nurserymen and
piosperity of the country? Are they individually to blame smal market gardeners, and if we allowed these fruits to
for the condition in which Canada is to-day ? I think they come into the country, it would destroy these industries,
are not. If we look at the various Provinces of the Do- and the market gardeners would not be able to get as good -

minion, what do we find ? In Ontario we find that every a price for their strawberries, their peaches and other fruit.
care is taken to botter the condition of the people, and the1 They said it would be a wrong, it would be, to a certain

Mr. WILSON (Elgin).
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extent, abandoning the National Policy that they had been York, average per acre 23-1; Wisconsin, 24-2; Minnesota,
fostering for a number of years. A large number of their 23·4; Iowa, 225; Nebraska, 22·3; California, 19·3; Ontario,
supporters on that Bide of the House raised their voices in 26·9. These facts show that Ontario exceeded any of the
strong -condemnation of any such gross injustice, being States of the Union in the quantity per acre and the quality
inflicted upon the nurserymen, the market gardeners is superior to any raised in any State. If we could obtain
and the small fruit men of Canada. But, Sir, did we reciprocal trade or unrestricted reciprocity with the United
not see the spectacle a few days ago of the announce- States we would there find a market for ail the barley we
ment that a proclamation had been issued, placing upon could possibly raise. Ail the barley we could raise would
the free list the very articles that we had contended not in any way overstock the market of the United States,
for a few years ago ? Where were the responsive voices therefore it would not in any way reduce the price. Again.
that stood up a few years before and condemned us if you take the very small acreage of barley in Canada, it
for advocatiug the very same thing that was done a few shows that it is on account of the 10 cents a bushel we
days ago ? Quiet they say, unresponsive; no voice was have to pay to send bailcy into the United States that
raised, still as death. They may have feit grieved, they causes our farmers to raise less barley than they otherwise
may have feit annoyed, but their master has said that thev would do. The average quantity of land occupied
were to submit, and they quietly submitted and took the is about 48 acres to the 1000. If we bad reciprocity
dose without a grimace. Sir, if it was a proper thing to beween Canada and the United States we would be
make that concession and give away a portion of their able to occupy a mueh larger acroage per 1000 than
National Policy, I would entreat them to come forward at the present time, and, thorefore, even that should
now and be still more generous and stili more just. If they induce the Goveriiment to consider favorably any-
say the country has not made that improvement which it bthing that would, to a certain extent, relieve the farmers
ought to have made during the last few years, they should from the condition in which they are at the present time.
come forward now and say: Here, we have virtually conceded You may aay that the farmer is prosperous, that he has
that the National Policy bas not been a success; we have succeeded in his occupation ; but romemb3r what the hon.
had to do away with a portion of it, and we will concede member for North Perth said, tbat it was quite out of the
the balance; we will allow the United States to send in not question at the present time that a farmer in tho Dominion
only the cereals and natural products of the soil, the mine and could cultivate as much land as a farmer cultivated on the
the forest, but we will allow tbem to send in their manufac- prairie, and it was unreasonable to expect our farmers to do
tured articles. Let me makea comparison. Take for instance so. If that be true, as stated by the hon. member for North
the State of New York, and put up a high tariff wall around Perth (Mr. lesson), is it not the duty of the Government to
it, what would be the effect ? Do you suppose the State of make an arrangement with the United Statea if possible ?
New York would go on and prosper as it bas been doing ? But the House knows well that the Governrment do not feel
I think we would find that in a very short time its popula. anxions to do so; that rumor is that whenever election time
tion would decrease, its manufacturîng industries would comes rouLd that One portion of the community is more
decrease, and that, înstead of being the banner State of the lüberal towards assisting to secure the present Govern.
Union, m a short time it would fail to the third or fourth ment in power than the other portion, that the
place. Now, Sir, we find that if we take the natural ferti- farming community do not repond so readily to calls,
lity of the Province of Ontario or any other portion of the they are not willing to supply the sinews of war and furnish
Dominion, and compare it with that of some of the other asmîstance to keep the Govern ment in power, and therefore
States of the Union, our country will compare most favor- the Government turn their back upon those who do not
ably; in fact we in Canada will be able to raise a larger extend aid. That is tho reason wby the Government treat
percentage of grain than they can in the United States. with indifforence the portion of the community that includes
Let me compare fal wheat in Ontario with some of the 75 per cent. of the whole population. But the time is not
States of the Union wherein that grain is most favorably far distant when they wili find the farming community rise
grown. If you take the years from 1882 to 1886, the fail in their might and say they are no longer going to have a
wheat would average 14-8 bushels per acre in Pennsylvania; Government legislating in the interests of a certain class
in Ohio, 13-3 ; Michigan, 16·4 ; Irdiana, 13; Illinois 12-9 ; against ihe masses of the people. and the sooner the day
Missouri, 10 °9 ; California, 12; Kansas, 15·2. What was comes the botter it wil be for the future hope and aspira-
the average in Canada during that period, and, mark you, tion of those who regard and wish their country well.
I take from 1882 to 1886 inclusive, during one of which But this is not ail. If we have not succeeded as
years there was almost a total failure in the Dominion, well as we might expect in establishing our varions
much worse than in the United States. The average for industries, how has our population increased compared
Ontario during those fi -e years was 21 bushels per acre, a with what it ought to have been ? I wili not detain
larger average than they bave in the United States. j ext the House to show that the population bas not in-
take spring wneat. The average during the same period creased in the ratio in which it should have increased.
in Wisconsin-and I select the States most favorable to the The population increased from 1873 to 1879, and mark you
growth of spring wheat-w as 12-7; M innesota, 13-2; Iowa, that was a period when there was a great depression in the
11-4; Nebraska, 12-7; Dakota, 13-1; Ontario, 13-1, thus country, and when there was a very small amount of money
exceeding Iowa by 4·7 bushels and Dakota by 2 bushels. spent in public and other improvements. The population
Next I oome te oats. The products in New York State on thon increased by 78,961 or 22 per cent. Froin 1879 to
an average during the same period, and it is a State 1885, when very large sums of money had been expended
favorable to the growth of oats, was 29-6 ; Pennsylvania, upon railways and other subsidies, and for the purpose
28-8; Illnois, 34-5; Ohio, 32; Michigan, 32-9 ; Indiana, of influencing the electorate at the polis, we find that
28-8; Wisconsin, 34; Minnesota, 34·6; Iowa, 34; Missouri, the population during that period increased only 41,88.4,
26; Kansas, 31-9 ; Nebraska, 32·2; Ontario, 37-1. We or 10 per cent. We know that during the latter
have heard during this discussion something on the period a very large number of supposed immigrants wore
question of barley. Perhaps there is no country, neither brought to the country, when severai million dollars were
the United States nor any foreign country, where the expended for that purpose, and, Sir, if we compare the
same quality and same quantity of barley can be raised as num ber of immigrants that were reported to have been
in this Dominion. The production of barley on an average brought here and the number of the natural increase that
taking the same number of years, was as follows : New ought to have taken place, we find that the population
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in 1885 was really less than it was in 1879. Why
ought this to be the case? You can all understand
full well that it must be partially owing to the fiscal policy,
or the restrictions that the people of the Dominion of Canada
had to sustain on account of the fiscal policy inaugurated by
a Govern ment which could not fully comprehend what really
was in the interest and for the welfare of the Dominion.
Taking the years 1871 to 1879 we find also that the assessed
lands of the municipalities increased by 1,001,233 acres
or 5 per cent. During the second period when the Govern-
ment was expending money lavishly on railroada and
expending money in our North-West, we find that the
assessed acreage increased only by 622,978 acres, or about
3 per cent. During the time that the present Government
thon in Opposition, charged the member for East York
(Mr. Mackenzie) with neglecting the interests of the country
and driving the people out of the country to the United
States, while we find that the assessed value of the land
increased more rapidly than it did when this "heaven
born " Government assumed power and promised to make
everyone prosperous in the country-

Some hon. ME MBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Yes, you might well cheer when
I ironically said "b eaven-born Government." The Govern-
ment that appealed to the people under the pretence that
they were going to make the country prosperous have been
in power since 1879, and during that time, on account of
mismanagement and misgovernment, they have driven
thousands of people out of the country. During that time
they inaugurated a policy that we feel and we know has
not conduced to the welfare of the country. Not only that,
Sir, but they have run this country hopelessly in debt dur-
ing that period by a lavish and extravagant expendi-
ture. Yes, Sir, I said a " heaven.born " Government.
I retract that, and you can retract your cheers. If we take
the urban municipalities we find that the acreage during
the first decade was much greater than it was during the
second decade. In the first period it was 22 per cent, in
the second decade it was only 10J per cent. Although
the times were regarded as bard in the first period I
refer to, we find that the rural sections and the urban
portions of the country raised a much larger amount
of taxes during the first year to improve their farms,
improve their conditions, educate their children, and
for necessary expenses, than during the second period.
The percentage duririg the first period was 27j, and during
the time that our friends opposite have managed the affairs
of the Government it bas only been 16J. The people were
unable since to raise the necessary taxes to educate their
children and defray their expenses. Sir, we know full well
what all this means; we know what will ho the ultimate
outcome if we go on in this way. We know full well that
we in Canada cannot remain in the condition that we have
been in for a number of years past. We know, Sir,
that we must have an opportunity to extend our trade
greater than what we have had. We are not like the
frog in the well, nor like the coon that can retire
into his seclusion during the winter. We must have an
extended trade to other countries and not merely ho traders
with ourselves. Thn doctrine advocated by the First Min.
ister that we should keep entirely within ourselves, that we
should manufacture everything that we want, ana that we
sbould trade amongst ourselves and be excluded from the
rest of the world is the most unresonable doctrine ever
preached by a man calling hirnself a statesman. Suppose the
hon. gentleman had carried out that policy that he announced
he would carry out at the time he appealed to the country, I
ask you what would have been the result ? The grievous
wail that we hear against the members on this aide of the
Uouse, that we are doing an injustice and a wrong to the
mother land on account of asking reociprocal trade between

Mr. WiLsoN (Elgin),

the United States and Canada, would not have been indulged
in by gentlemen opposite, for the hon. gentleman thon said
that he was going to manufacture everything and import
notbing from other countries. Sir, if ho carried ont the
doctrine that he thon preached, a grievous wrong would
have been committed by him. If we sek to become a
great nation, if we expect to extend our trade with other
nations, we know that we must adopt a different policy to
that which we have adopted. We know full well that even
now with the restriction placed upon the articles coming
from the United States to Canada that a very large amount
of those articles do come and that we raise a considerable
amount of revenue from thoir importation. We know that
with free trade with the mother country, and with
every opportunity of conveying evorything that we
have to trade to them, we have extended our trade from
1879 up to the present time but by a very small amount.
The hon. member for Centre Toronto said that England
gave us market enough for all the surpluscereals we raised
in Canada now or will raise for a hundred years. I would
*sk him, have we not had England for our market for the
last ten or twelve years ? Shal we have it any the less if
we enter into unrestricted trade with the United States ?
It is perfect nonsense to say that it would injure our trade
with the mother country. Everyone knows that the mother
country desires the prosperity of Canada, and that any-
thing we may do to promote its prosperity and increase its
population would only endear Canada to the mother coun-
try; and I say be is not a true patriot who would try to
restrict the progress and success of the Dominion. I am
not aware that we should be doing any injustice to the
mother country at all; but if unrostricted reciprocity in-
jured anyone in the mother country, it would oniy njure a
few Birmingham and Manchester manufacturers. True, we
receive from them about 840,000,00J worth of goods a year.
True, there are about 500 people in all who realise a p-ofit
on this trade. They might be affected; but they are not the
mother country; they are only a few of the citizens of
the mother country. Are we not citizens of the mother
country just as muvh as they? Are the 5,000,000 people of
Canada to suffer what we conceive to be injurious to
our country, for the sake of pleasing a few manufacturers in
Birmingham and Manchester ? The whole profits that
those manufacturers realise from us might be, perbaps,
$2,000,000 a year. But you must bear this in mind, that
the manufactures of Birmingham ard Manchester are not
the only people in England who have an interest in Canada.
There are others in England who have enormous sums in-
vested in Canada; I suppose $500,000,000 of English capital
is to-day invested in this country. Are we to co what will
mar the success and the enterprise of those investments for
the purpose of pleasing a few of the manufacturers of
Birmingham and Manchester ? We know that a great pro-
portion of the money invested in our railroads comes from
England; we kaow that the greater portion of the money
invested in our loan societies and manufacturing industries
comes from England; and I ask you, Sir, if we should get
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, and by
that means increase the wealth and prosperity of the
Dominion of Canada, whether in benefiting that large
number of capitalists in the mother country who have their
money invested in Canada, we should not ho benefit-
ing the mother country. Thon consider our railroad in-
terest. If we could get unrestricted reciprocity, whereby
we could increase the traflic between the United States
and Canada, the earnings of the railroads would increase
enormously, more than to the extent of $2,000,000 that
the manufacturera of Birmingham and Manchester might
lose. Therefore it is most unreasonable to say that
we should be dealing unfairly with the mother coun-
try by adopting unrestricted reciprocity. I say that it
would be in the interest of the mother oountry for
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us to obtain it, and we should do everything in ouriI this early hour in the morning. However, we are able to
power to bring it about. But, Sir, there is another con- stand this thing as weli as bon. gentlemen opposite. And
sideration in this matter. If we do not extend our trade, as they evidently intend to continue the sitting for sorne
it isjust possible that some fine day the bonding system time longer, I shall ask the indulgence of the Bouse whilst
may be done away with, that the United States may say to I give some of my opinions with regard to this question
us that nO longer is it in the interet of the United States from a Nova Scotia standpoint. Bafore entoring on my
to continue the bonding system ; what would be the effect subject I wish to say a word with regard to a remark
on the Dominion if such a thing took place ? We know made by the hon. member for Albert (Mr. Woldon). This
that it would be an almost fatal blow to railroading in the hon. gentleman said that the leader of the Opposition had de-
Dominion of Canada. There are many here whose interests clared that the Maritime Provinces were in a state of revolt.
are considerably identified with railroads, and I appeai to Well, the leader of the Opposition is in his seat. He may
thom to consider whether it would not be botter for us, have said that, but I did not hear him say so, ard I do not
when we have an opportunity, when the olive branoh is think ho did. I believe he said something quite different. At
held out to us by the American Government, to embrace any rate that led the hon. gentleman to talk of repeal, and
their offer at the earliest opportunity. Now, I am weil he said that no constituency in the Maritime Provinces
aware that many statements have been made to show that would return a member to this House on a question of
our population bas not to any greater extent gone to the repeal. I said ho was mistaken with regard to Nova Scotia,
United States during the last decade than it did during and I believe the hon. member for Digby said ho was not
the Administration of the hon. member for East York. mistaken. Lot us see which is right. I happen to have
I agree that we must always expect that there will the honor of being elected to this House as a repealer, by a
be more or less interchange of population between the constituency in Nova Scotia.
two eountries which no Government or people can prevent. Mr. WE LDON (Albert). Will the hon. gentleman allow
I think you will find that during the last decade, a larger me to correct the statement ho imputed to me. What I said
number have left Canada than during the previous years; was that in the Province of New Brunswick, and I was
and that being the case, it is evident they must have speaking for that Province alone, ne member could secure
thought Canada was not the best place for them to obtain bis election as a repealer.
either work or cheap lands. If then it be found that it is
to our interest that we should have unrcstricted reciprocity, Mr. KIRK. That makes it all right so far as the hon.
is it not our bounden duty, as true loyal Canadians, to do gentleman is concerned. I understood him to say no con-
that which is in the interest of Canada. You can rest con- stituency in the Maritime Provinces. The hon. member for
tent, Sir, that England will look after herself and that the Digby, in reply to the statement that the hon. member for
United States will look after themselves, and that in Albert was mistaken with regard to Nova Scotia, said ho
Canada we must look after the interests of our own people. was not mistaken. I issued an address to the eleclors of my
I feel thanktul for having had this brief opportunity of county when the Flouse was dissolved, and announeed
making the remarks I have made. Lot me say before sit- myself as a candidate. In that addres I laid down my
ting down, that I am strongly in favor of unrestricted reci. platform. I pointed out among other things that I was in
procity, and I will appeal to my friends from down by the favor of repeal, and this is what I said:
sea, whether they can conscientiously vote against "I am fully convince& that the only effectual remedy for this unbear-
the amendment of the hon. member for Halifax able state of affaira is the entire and complete separation of the Mari-

time from the Upper and Western Provinces, and in a union of the
in favor of our coasting trade. We know the great advan- Maritime Provinces ; and should New Brunswick and Prince Edward
tage that would accrue to us were we permitted to have the Island fail 10 co-operate, then the separation of Nova Scotia from the
privile eof the coasting trade from one port to the other of other Provinces of the Dominion and a return to a state of an indepen-

dent Province of Great Britain, with sole control-subject to the
the United States. It would also be a great benefit for the 1Imperial Government-over all its internai affaira, including tariffrand
people on the great inland waters along the lakes botween taxation.
the United States and Canada, On account of our not "Should you d nie the honor of renewing your confidence in me by

that reciprocal privilege, tho shipping aleng our re-electing me as your representative to the Canadian Parliament,lI
having shall deem it to be my duty to cordially co-operate with the Local
coast has disappeared almost completely, and unless we can Government and Legislature in effecting a repeal of the British North
obtain sometbing in that direction, we will not be able to America Act so far is it affects Nova Scotia."
carry on that business which a country such as this Domin- 1 think that declaration of my position in regard to repeal
ion should carry on, and I appeal to them to lay aside party and of what I myself would do proves at any rate that the
feeling and do that which they ought to do in the interest Province of Nova Scotia had one constituency that returned
of the people of the whole Dominion. Entertaining those a repealer.
views, I shall cordially support the resolution of the hon. ome hon.MEMBERS. One
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), believ- o n
ing that the policy it embodies will, in the future, if carried Mr. KIRK. Do the hon. gentlemen mean to say that I
out, make Canada one of the first nations under the sun. I was the only candidate who was returned in favor of
also believe that if our trade and our relations with the repeal ?
people of the United States romain restricted our interests Some hon. MEMBERS. What did you do ?
will be crippled, our trade will bo curtailed and Canada will
not be the country we all desire it to be. Mr. KIRK. Never mind what we did. That proves that

Mr. KIRK. As this 18 cone of the most, if net the most im- the people of Nova Scotia are dissatisfied with the condition

Kortant question, perhaps, thet ostbee, iefore this fouse of things, and they are dissatisfied because the pledges of

pince Coun deration, hon. gentlemen should approah the those who brought us into Confederation have not been car-

discussion of it with at onat cear beads and a a t he when ried out. We were dragged into Confederation without our

tdey are not drowsy fer the want of slnp. t ie ow consent and against our will, and every prediction which was
thenry 2are nodrowky fod rte watof sleep.Itrisnow made by the icaders of the anti-confederate party has been
nearly 2.30 o'clock, and I rise to move the adjournment of more than fulfilled, for we have beeu taxed more than anythe debate. one of those leaders ever anticipated, and, until the present

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go.on. time, we believed there was no party in the Dominion, there
Mr. KIRK. I believe there are several other gentlemen was nO party in Ontario, which was willing to adopt the

who wish to address the House on this question, and it is policy which has been taken up in this Parhiament, viz., the
unfair to try and shut them off or force them to speak at advocacy of full and free reciprocity with the United States.
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The United States of America are our nearest and our best
market. There is not a man in the Province of Nova Scotia
who is old enough to remember the condition of affairs
when we had reciprocity with the United States, but re-
members well that all things prospered, and the people were
contented and happy. But things have changed, and are
the people contented and happy ?

Some hon. ME KBERS. Yes.

Mr. KIRK. Not a bit of it. They would not have voted
as they did in 1886 if they were contented and happy. We
know that in 1886 the Local Legislature went to the people
at the polis with a square issue of repeal. We know that
both parties, those opposed to repeal and those in favor of
repeal, had the saine chance of success at the polls. What
was the result? Out of 38 members, only 7 were beaten-
31 were returned pledged to vote for repeal. That was the
condition of affaire in Nova Scotia in 1886. It may be true
that in 1887, one year afterwards, there was seemingly a
reverse vote, but it was not a reverse vote. We find that
to-day only those on the Liberal side are elected from Nova
Scotia who pledged themselves for repeal. Those who went
to the polls not pledged for repeal were defeated, every one
of them. Rad they taken up the repeal cry, as they should
have done, we would have had more members on this side
of the House than we bave. And why is it so? We know
that in 1878, when the policy of protection was propounded,
or rather when the change of policy was propounded,
because it was in 1878 only a readjustment of the tariff
that was announced which was not to in crease the taxes of
the people, the leader of the Opposition at that time, who
is now the leader of the Government, stated that ho did not
intend to increase the taxes, he stated that tariffs did not
increase taxes, but it was only debt that increased taxes,
and they would not increase the debt and therefore they
would not increase the taxes. It was to be only a read-
justment, which would make everything boom, and would
bring prosperity to the agriculturai, the mining, and every
other industry; but we find that, instead of a readjustment
of the tariff so as not to take money out of the poekets
o the people and not to increase the taxes, which the people
have to pay, the tariff lias been, not quite doubled perhaps,
but enormously increased, the taxes have been enormously
increased and, bocause of that, the people have become
dissatisfied and have desired to be relieved from the Union.

Mr. MA DILL. Why does not your leader take up repeal ?

Mr. KIRK. I will promise the hon. gentleman one
thing that, if this Government will make it a plank in
their platform, if they will say to Nova Scotia, if yon vote
for repeal you will get repeal, nine-tenths of the people of
Nova Scotia will vote in that way, and nine ont of ton of
the represontatives of Nova Scotia will be elected pledged
to repeal. Will the right hon, gentleman take up rfbe
challenge? Of course he will not, because he knows that
what I say is true. What is the condition of affairs? They
say that in 1883 tbey had the majority of the votes of the
people of Nova Scotia. They went to the polis a year
before Parliament expired by limitation, and why did they
dissolve a year before the time? The reason was given
that there were foreign capitalists who were réady to ex-
pend millions upon millions of dollars in order to develop
the mineral resources of the country, most of which, or
at any rate a very large proportion of which are in the
Province of Nova Scotia. We are a small Province, and it
may be a poor one. It is poor in consequenec ei the fiscal
policy of the Government, but I say that in its mineral
resources there is no country under the sun wealthier than
that little Province. It ie true that the Province of Nova
Scotia is not as great an agricultural Province as
the Province of Ontario, but she is - an agricul-
tural Province notwithstanding. We have in that

Mr. Kina,

Province as fine agricultural lande as can be found in
Ontario, and we have a great deal of ordinary land. We
have fine forests, we have mines the like of which are not
to be found anywhere else in Canada, we have gold, and
silver, and coal, and copper, and iron and many other
minerais. These lie undevoloped. I ask, why is it that the
Province of Nova Scotia, in common with the rest of the
Dominion of Canada, is so far behind the United States in
the development of the resources of the country ? Why are
the iron mines there lyiDg untouched, although the Govern-
ment promised in 1882 that millions of money would be
introduced into the country if the people showed they had
conadence in the Government of the day ? Why, after six
years have elapsed since the people showed that they had
faith in the Government, not one dollar has been expended
on those iron mines? The people were deceived into vot-
ing for the Government at that time. There are but 160
mon employed in the Province of Nova Scotia in develop-
ing the iron mines of that Province, on which the Govern-
ment promised that millions of momey would be expended.
This is why the people of Nova Scotia are dissatisfied with
Confederation, and want to get ont of it. They remember
well the flourishing condition they were in between 1854
and 186 ', and they desire to see that prosperity brought
back again. I was glad to hear the Minister of Finance
the other day declare himself so strongly in favor of reci-
procity with the United States, in the natural resources of
the country; I was exceedingly pleased to hear it. I know
that ho and the leader of the Government had always
declared that their object in imposing a high protective
tariff, was to force the United States to give us reciprocity
in the natural resources of the country. Weil, we have been
nine years under this National Policy and we have not
forced the United States yet, but it looks very much as if
the United States are going to force us. it seems there are
two sets of opinions in the Government ranks. We have
the Premier declaring against reciprocity in natural
resources, and we have the Finance Minister declaring that
he was in favor of it, and whether the Prime Minister
liked it or not he was obliged to support the view of the
Finance Minister, notwithstanding that only a week
ago he had declared against it. The Government appear
to have a Mikado and Tycoon; which is the Mikado
and which is Tycoon, I cannot tell. But we do know
that almost every hon. gentleman behind .the Premier
who has spoken, has agreed with him against reci-
procity, either in manufactured goods or in the natural
resources of the country. Scarcely an hon. gentleman oppo-
site has spoken who did not declarò that if we had recipro-
city with the United States in the natural products of the
soil it would rain the farmers, yet almost every one of
them says that he is willing to support a policy for recipro.
city in the natural resources, although the whole tenor of
their speeches went to show that it would ruin the farmers.
They arc willing to rain the farmers by reiprocity in na-
tural resources, but, oh, do not touch the poor manufactu-
rers 1 The Seeretary of State deelared that ho was in favor
of reciprocity in the natural resources, but he said ho was
in favor of protection to the manufacturers. Now, I find it
is admitted on ail hands that both in the United States and
here there is no hope of a reciprocity treaty in the natural
resources of the country. That bas been stated over, and
over again by leading business men in the United States
and Canada, and even by the Premier himself. I will read
what the Firet Minister said on that point in 1884, when
ho spoke to the resolution moved by my hon. friend from
Queen's, Prince Bdward Island (Mir. Davies):

"I believe that you will never get a treaty between the United Staêtes
and Canada for reciproca trade in the natural productions of the two
countries. The Americans said-whether truly or not, I do not knqw
-that it was a nominal reciprocity, but all the advantages were on th
aide of Canad'a. We had no mâarket of uufMfent importanee t oger to
them for their prodactions of gralai and srsals ad fsherisw, oa
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the other band, had gain everything by their market beimg opened
for th. articles apecfd t the tre&.ty. Tiret feeing, I belleve, stili
exsts,'anduniesthe United Stes. wi cone, ai some iime or other, tp
a conclusion that they will be willing to enter upon a reciprocity
Treaty, not only for our natural productions, but for our manufactures
as wel as our natural productions, we will never have a treaty."
Here is the hon. Premier himself saying that hoeis willing
to have a treaty with the United States in the natural
products of the country, and we have this follower behind
him saying that they are wiling to have a treaty with the
United States in the natural products, but they are not
willing to have an unrestricted reciprecity in manufactures
as well as in natural products; whilst the Prime Minister
said only three or four years ago that it was impossible to
get a reciprocity treaty of any kind unlesa it included both
classes of articles. Now, why will hon. gentlemen stand
up here to-day and tell the people, deceive the people by'
telling them, that we are in favor of a reciprocity treaty in,
the natural products, and lead the people te believe that we
could get it, while they know as well as they are sitting in
their seats, that we cannot get it unless we go the whole
figure ? Hon. gentlemen say that it is useless to have a
reciprocity treaty with the United States in articles which
they export as well as we, and in articles which
they grow as well as we. They say, if you have reci.
procity with the United States in cereals, horses and
sheep, the 'United States export these as well as we,
therefore it will be an injury to us if we open our
markets to them and they open their markets to us. They
say that we must protect ourselves against the Americans,
in order to be able to compote with them in the markets of
the world. Why, Sir, we compote with them successfully
now in all the markets of the world. All we want is that
the barriers be broken down between the United States
and Canada, so that we may have the privilege of trading
with then on equal terms in their market. We then will
have an additional market of 60,000,000 of people, whilst
they will only have an additional market of 5,000,000. It
appears te me that the advantages are very much on our side,
and if we can but get it, it would be a blessing for us. Well,
Sir, Nova Scotia, previous to the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854,
exported to the United States 81,529,721 worth of goods,
and we imported in 1865, the last whole year of the
treaty, $3,691,797 worth of goods, or more than 200
per cent. of an increase. Now, in 1887, twenty-two
years afterwards, we exported to the United States
only $2,733,990 a decrease of $857,798. We exported
to the United States last year 8857,798 worth less of
goods than we did twenty-two years ago. Why was
this ? Was it because we had not the goods to export ?
That could not be the reason. The reason was that the high
tariff wall standing up between us and that country forced
us to find other markets. Last year Nova Scotia exported
to the United States $304,096 more goods than te Great
Britain's free market, notwithstanding the fact that we had
to pay an enormously high tariff in the United States.
The total experts of the Dominion last year was of
the value oft 77,964,020, of which $32,275,033 went to the
tTnited States. and yet on. gentlemen opposite say the
United States is no market for the Dominion. If the bar.
ri.rs were thrown down between the United States and
Canada, 1venture to say that the exports of this country
wouid double in a very short time. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site havestated that the United States is not our best inar-
ket för 98h. I find that we exported of fish last year te
the 'United States 82;717.51 v'worth. Every one who
knows anythling about the fisheries is aware that the
United States is our only market for fat mack-
erel. When we send mackerel there they meet a
duty of $2 par barrel; when we send herring there,
ahd it is our best market for fat herrings, they meet a duty
of i1 per barrel, and codfish meets a duty of 50 cents per
100 pounds. It'has been said that the people of this country

are leaving for the United States. The nfahermen can
scarcely do anything else. They leave for the United States
because they can gt t botter pay on United States' vessels
than they can on Nova Scotian vessels, because the custorn
is that the captain and orew of fishing vessels work on
shares and soldom on wages. They receive a certain por-
tion, I believe one half of the whole catch, the owner of the
vesel receiving the other half. The fishermen have an
advantage in hiring with American outfitters, taking shares
on American vessels, because they get clear of the daty
levied on the fish, 82 a barrel on mackerel, SI a barrel on
herring, 50 cente per 100 pounds on codfisb. They have
that advantage over men who hire with outtitters o
Nova Seotian or Canadian vessels. Taire two vessels
fishing together, one American and the other Nova Scotian,
New Brunswick or Clanad an. Eaoh vessel catches 1,000
barrols of mackerel, which is taken to the United States,
the only market. The crew of the American vessel
receives one-half of the catch, 500 barres. These are sold
in the market at 810 each. They have to pay no duty, and
$5,000 fallis to the share of the captain and the crew. The
Nova Scotian crew have the same number of barrels, whinh
are sold also for $10 par barrot; but they have to pay to the
United States 82 per barrot duty, and they thus lose $1,000
on the transaction, they receiving 84,000 for their fish
instead of8 5,000 obtained by tho crew of the American
vessel. WilI anyone tot me that the Nova ScXtian fisher-
men are Pot placed at a disadvantage under that stato of
affairs? It is very obvious that the mun will seek employ-
ment on American vessels, and that the Nova Scotian
vessels will have great difficulty in obtaining crews.
Next take the case of codfish. The duty on dried and
green codfish is the saine, 50 cents por 100 pounds.
That practically shuts green codfish out of the American
market, it is actually a prohibitive duty, and therefore the
Nova Scotian fishormen must send aIl their green codfish to
other markets. The effect o that is to overetock the other
markets and reduce the price of their fish. For these
reasons our fishermen are exceedingly anxious thatthe duty
should be removed from fish. I huard the hon. member for
Shelburne (Gen. Laurie) state that the Americans paid
the duty on fish and notour fishermon. Imaintain that such
is not the case. I find in discussing the question as to who
pays the duty, the Premier in 1878 placed himself on record
with respect to this matter. Here is what he stated in re-
gard to who pays the duty on barley, and I say that if the
principle is true that the Canadian barley raiser pays the
duty, I hold that the Canadian fisherman also pays the duty,
in fact the fishermen know they do pay the duty. Here is
what the First Minister said in regard to the duty on
barley :

"I find that the farmers of western Oanada eould not understand
there was anything in their barley, for instance being obliged to pay a
duty of 16 per cent. upon going into the United states. It Io said the
consumera paid the duty and that the farmer does not suffer anything.
That is the statement, but when I put a simple case, which I have doue
frequently, I nan get no answer. I put a case in the Eastern Townships
of a man upon the imaginary line which was between this country and
the Uni ed States. Suppose a man has 100 acres on the Canada aide of
the line and 100 acres of land on the American aide of the line. Suppose
he grows 1,000 bushels of barley on each of his farms. He takes his
1,000 &merican bushels to the American market and gets $1 a
bushel for it. le takes his 1,000 bushels of Oanadian barley to the
American market and ges but 85 centa per bushel, because he ha te
pay là per cent. daty for taking It acroas that imaglnary lino..Bow
can it be said in this ee that the consumer pays tie duty. It comes
out of the pockets of the canadian farmers."

Can the bon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) contradict
those figures ?

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the hon. gentleman
if Canadian barley is not quoted 15 cents higher thani
American barley in the city of New York ?

Mr. KIRK. No,
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Mr. TAYLOR. I say it is, in any quotation you wish to
refer to.

Mr. KIRK. I will leave the hon. gentleman for South
Leeds (Mr. Taylor) to settle that question with his leader.
Now, Sir, we are told that the West Indies was our market
for fish and that the United States was not our market. The
hon. member for Queen's, N.S. (Mr. Freeman) told us this,
and the Government pretend to make us believe that they
are doing all they can to open up markets in the West
Indies and other places. Notwithstanding the fact that this
duty stands against us in the United States the exportation
of fish from Nova Scotia to the United States is increasing,
while the export to the West Indies is decreasing.
Notwithstanding the boast of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries that ho is doing such great things by scientific
means to open up markets in the West Indies for the
producis of this country, I find that in 1878 the export of
fish to the United States was $1,073,449, while last year it
was 81,358,024, or an increase in 1887 over 1878 of 8284.575
worth. We exported to the Britih and foreign West
Indies, in 1n7 8, 82,411,044, worth, while last year we only
exported $1,494,983worth, a decrease of $916,061, or nearly
40 per cent. Then we have a large lumbering interest in
Nova Scotia as well as in other parts of the Dominion, and
we find that the United States is a good mai ket for our
lumber, but it bas to meet with Ihe very heavy duty there,
and consequently it is impossible, for Nova Seotia at least,
to send much of her lumber to the United States. I find that
out of a total export of $ 20,484,746 worth of lumber from the
Dominion,we sent $9,353,506 worth, or nearly one-half of the
total lumber export to the United States. We are not a very
great agricultural Province in Nova Scotia, but we have a
surplus of agricultural produce to export from the country
and do we send it to Ontario or Quebec ? Not a bit of it.
The hon. gentleman from Shelburne (Gen. Laurie) is a
farmer and I would like to know if he sends the products
of his farm to Ontario or Quebec ? I venture to say he
never sent $100 worth, unless some gentlemen in Canada
bought some of his thoroughbred stock.

Gen. LAURIE. I send it to Newfoundland.

Mr. KIRK. Yes, ho sends them to Newfoundland, but
the Government here promised to give us an inter-provin-
cial trade, they promised that under the National Policy
we would be able to send goods to Upper Canada as well
as Ontario and Quebec sending goods down to us. We
know the trade is ail one way. We have hoard a good
deal about jug-handled free trade, but this is a jug-handled
trade within the Dominion. We are obliged to buy goods
from Canada at a dear rate and pay for them cash, without
the privilege of sending anything we raise to Ontario in
return. Ontario imports about 8600,000 worth of tish
annually, and, according to Mr. Fairweather, of St. John,
Ontario and Quebec take about 853,000 worth of fish from
Nova Sootia.

Mr. HESSON. We take 650,000 tons of coal.
Mr. KIRK. I am talking of fish. I say that although

Nova Scotia exports about $4,000,000 worth annually of
fish, Ontario and Quebec only take about 853,000 or at
most $60,000 worth. Of the 8600,000 worth of fish imported
to Ontario and Quebec the greater portion of it comes from
the United States and not from Nova Scotia. The
hon. member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) said the other day
that he had got an order from some firm in Prince hd-
ward Island for $20,000 worth of buggy tops, and ho
thought the people were well off down there if they could
afford that. He admitted that if there was not a higher tariff
the people of Prince E lward Island would have gone to the'
United States for their buggy tops. Why should they
go to the United States if you could sell them in Canada as

Mr. KIRK.

cheaply ? They would not come here unless the high tarif
forced them to come. The fact of the matier is the people
of Nova Scotia are ground down between the upper
and the nether millstone. We meet a high tarif when we
send our goods to the United States, and we meet a high
tariff whon we bring the goods back. The tariff is so high
that we cannot afford to bring the goods back, but we have
to bring the cash back in our pockets, and send it to
Ontario to pay for those 820,000 worth of buggy tops and
other goods which we are forced by this high tariff to take
from Ontario.

Mr. TAYLOR. That is about as true as you generally
put anything. I did not say I had got an order; I said a
firm in Gananoque had got an order, and I said it was for
top buggies.

Mr. KIRK. I juit transposed the words.

Mr. TAYLOR. That is what you generally do.
Mr. KIRK. Instoad of sllying top buggies I said buggy

tops, and I will say that it was a firrn in Gananoque, of
which I believe the hon. gentleman is presidont.

Mr. TAYLOR, No, ho is not. He bas nothing to do
with it.

Mr. KIRK. I have been informed with regard to that
that there was no order at ail, but was simply a con.
signment sent down to an agent in Prince Edward Island of
that amount of goods to be sold on commission.

Mr. TAYLOR. I can tell the hon. gentleman that that
statement is not true.

Mr. KIRK. I did not say it was true. I said I was told
that it was. Well that is the thing we complain of, that we
are forced by this high tariff to come 1,500 miles toget our
goods when we ought to get them by stepping across the
street, and when you take nothing from us in return except
our cash. Now, Sir, I find that the United States is a good
market for our agricultural products. Canada exported to
the United States last year, $2,214,338 worth of horses, and
to Greýat Britain only &38,230 worth, notwithstanding the
fact that those we sont to the United States had to pay a
duty of z0 per cent., while those we sent to England were
admitted free. We imported fron tho United States only
8 100,115 worth of horbes. Of horned cattle we sent to the
United States last year 54,765 head, and imported only
1,192 head. Of sheep we exported to the United States
303,046 bead, and imported, exclusive of British Columbia,
only 9,182 head. Of eggs we exported to the United States
last year 81,121,361 worth, and if there had been a duty on
egg, 1 venture to say we would not have exported that
many. Now, the only industry in the Province of
Nova Scotia which the National Policy bas in the slight-
est degree benefited is the coal mining industry. Every
other industry in the Province bas been injuriously affected
by that policy. I will admit at once that the duty on coat
bas benefited the coal industry there to some extent, but
not to the extent claimed by the supporters of that policy.
I say that this National Policy is simply making the people
of Nova Sceotia bewers of wood and drawers of water for
the Upper Provinces, nothing more and nothing less. When
this policy of high protection was being advocated in this
House, its advocates declared that its object was to force
the United States to take off their duty, ana it was declared
on the floor of this House that if the United States would
reciprocate in coal the eastern cities of the United States
would be supplied by the coal mines of Nova Scotia, whilst
Toronto and the other cities of western Canada would be
supplied by the United States. We were promised that.if
50 cents a ton were placed on coal, we should gqt the mar-
kets of Quebec and Ontario for Nova Scotia ooal. Here is
what the Finance Minister said with regard to that matter:
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" e believed that the effeet of his policv would be to give free coa

to both the United States sud fanada at a very early date. The whole
object of the imposition of the dntr on the part of the United States
wonld fall to the round the moment Canaia adoptel a policy similar
to theirs. Then the natural resnIt would follow that the ceal mines of
Nova Scotia would supoly the Atiantie States, and the coal mines of
the United States wouid supply coals to Toronto and the western por-
tions of Uanada."
A duty of 50 cents a ton was placed on bituminous and
anthracite coal; but hon. gentlemen have found that their
policy has failed to accomplish what they pretended it
would sccomplish, so faras eoal was concerned-that it bas
not given the markets of Ontario to the Maritime Provinces;
and what did they do ? They took the duty off anthracite
coal It is true more coal has been sent from Nova Sotia
to Quebec than formerly, but no coal is sent from Nova
Scotia to Ontario at all. Ontario gets its ceal from the
United States, while at the sAmne time we have not secured
any of the markets of the United States for our coal. As
early as 1865, under the Reciproecitv Treaty, we exported
to the United States 404 252 tons. Last vear we exported
only 73.892 tors.-I am taking the eclendar veatr in both
cases; the last fiscal vear gives 81,574 tons. The increased
sales of coal in Nova Scotia, and t hey have largely increased,
can be accounted for very largely without reforence to the
National Poliey at al]. We know perfectlv well that about
the time the National Policy was adopted the Intercolonial
Railway was comploted. It was only opened up for traffle
in 1876, and at that time the Intercolonial Railway and al
the other railroads in the eastern parts of the Dominion
burned wood. Now they all burn coaIl. Then the villagzo
and towns which were openei up by these ruilronds formeriy
burned wood, but to-day they burn coal. Many farmers
now also burn coalî who formerly burned nothing but
wood. A large quantity of coal from the Cape Breton
mines is also sold to steamers as bunker coal. I find that
Ontario and Quebec imported last year 2,172.561 tons of
coal, of which 1,207,870 were bituminous, In 1878, Ontario
and Quebee imported 852,466 tons, and last year they
imported 2,172,561. Why bas not the National Policy
operated as the Government claimed it would ? Why bas it
not displaced this United States coali? We find that the
coal market in Ontario and Quebec, and the importations
from the United States,have increased in a much larger ratio
than the sales of coal have increased in Nova Seotia; and
the Government, recognising the fact that the National
Policy had failed in its object. took the duty off anthracite
ceal. I now come to another important industry, the
shipbuilding industry. There was a ti me when the
Province of Nova Scotia boasted of having more ships
per man than any other country in the world of the same
population. It was our boast that the sails of her ships
whitened every sea, and we were told in 1874 by the Fin-
ance Minister, who was then acting leader of the Opposi-
tion, that a protective policy would have the effect of de-
stroying the shipbuilding interests of the Maritime Provin-
ces. He declared that a protective policy bad swept the
American flag from the seas. Well, it has had that effect
in this country, the very effect he predicted it would have,
since it has been introduced into this country. Here is
what the Finance Minister said with regard to a protective
duty and its effects upon the shipbuilding interests of the
United States. He said:

" Letthe hou. the Minister look at the neighboring republie, and he will
nd that the policy of that country bas swept their flag off th seas, and

given to others the trade of the world. A protective policy would close
down ihouands of shipyards in the Maritime Provinces."

Weill, we never had thousands of shipyards in the Maritime
Provinces. Many of those we had, however, have been
closed down since the introduetion of the National Poliey.
In 1865, Nova Scotia built 31,038 tons of shipping; in 1877,
juat previous to the adoption of the National Policy, Nova
8ootia built 72,101 tons of shipping, and that industry began

ithen to decline immediately on the introduction of tho
National Poli cy.
rSome hon, MEMBERS. Iron ship%.r

Mr. KrfRK. I know hon. gentlemen will say that the
National Policy had nothing to do with the decline of ship-
ping, but that it is to be attributed altogether fo iron ships.
I admit the latter have had something to do with it, but
not ail. Were there no iron ships previous to 1874 and
1877 ? It is onlv nine years since the National Policy was
introduced, and the effect of the change was to reduce the
shipbuilding industry from 72,101 to 14,866 tons last year,
or a decrease of 57,735 tons.

An hon. MEMBER. Prove it.
Mr. KFRK. Lot the hon. gentleman look at the report.

If the National Policy has hnd nothing to do with it, ask
the F;nance Minister what is the euse of th(% decline ? I
am not called upon to prove that fact. We have hoard a
Zreat deal ahout 1he number of men who have obtained
Amployment in the factories since the introduction of the
National Policy, but what does this amount to in comparison
with the number of men who have been thrown out of em-
pioyment by the destruction of the shiphuilding industry
in this countrv. Last year we huilt 57.735 tons of shipping
lesq than in 1877, and if vou take the nominal value of that
shipping whnt will it amoiunt to ? SAny the valne is about
$10 per ton, we find more men thrown out of employment
in this one indury than are enp'ared in the manufactures
of the wholo Timinion »ntogether. HIow many men are
-mrnioved in the mfnufar es of Cania4? I have taken
the fignres from the statistics preparedi hy the statistician
of the Government, and I find he gives the number of
operatives at 5,848. Woll. I will venture to sav it
would take more than 10,000 men to build 57,000
tons of shipping and sail them. Therefore, I main-
tain that whilst the Government have perhaps increased
the member of operatives in the manufactures by nome
2,000 or 3,000, they have tbrown out of employment by the
destruction of this one industry more than three times that
number. I have ne desire to detain the House any longer
at this late hour. Had I the oportunity of speaking ear-
lier I would possibly have touched upon other features of
this question. but I shall not do Bo just now. I have only
to say that I heartily coincide in the resolution moved by
my hon. friend for South Oxford. and that I do not believe
in the amendment moved by the hon. the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. What is the resolution ? That amendment
reads as follows:-

" That Canada i the future, as in the past, la desirous of enitivating
and extendingr trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not conflict with the poliev o fostering the various interests and
industries of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and has Mince
received in s nmarked a manner the sanction and approval of its POPI."

It is as clear as anything can be that that resolution means
that we are to have no reciprocity at all,not even in the natural
resources of the country. Do we net find that gentlemen on
the other side of the House declare that this National Policy
has fostered not only the manufacturing industries but
the agricultural and al other industries of the country ?
We flnd hon. gentlemen from Nova Scotia declaring that
the National Policy bas fostered the mining interests of the
country; they claim that it bas fostered the whole of the
interests of the ccuntry, and, therefore, this resolution
declares that we are to adhere te that policv whinh fosters
al] the interests of the country; and -I think it may be
assumed that it is oniv when the Governmeut cannot resist
the pressure from the United Statesthat we may ever expect
to have any reciprocity on any other article that we have
not reciprocity on now. For that reason, I am entirely
oppcsed to the amendment of the Minister of Marine, and I
shall, with great pleasure, vote, not only for the resolution
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w>h has been¯moved by the hon. member fbr South Ox-
ford (Sir Richard Cartwright), but aléô Tor the amendmit
to the amendment wbich has been moved by the senior
member for Halifax (1fr. Jones), because I believe that if
pnything can be done for the shipbuilding interest, in order
to restore it to something like the position it was in beforp
the sational Policy was introduoed, i will be by'a recipro-
ca) coaating trade with the tiited States and by our
having a right to reciprocpily register our vessa.

Mr. PLATT-
"The breath of night's destructive to the hue of every flower that

- blowo, - . -.
Go to the field nd ansk the humble dais why it sleepap
Ere the pale moon ber oriental veil pute of.
Think why, nor let the fairest flower of which nature boyts
Be exposed to night's unkindly damp.f
Well may it droop and al its freshness lose
Compelled to taste the rank and 'poisonous air
Of midnight theatre and morning ba1l.'

I beg to move the adjournment of the debate.
Sir RICHARD CAeTWRIGHlT. As thig is thp maiden

speech of the hon. gentleman since he went to his consti-
tuents, I think the courtesy of the House requires that a
member addressing it for the first time gfter his election
ahould have a fair show.

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to proceeding with the
few remarks which I intend to make. It was out of com-
passion for the House and for yourself, Mr. Speaker, that-I
moved the adiourn ment. 1 do not think it wise or consis-
tent with the deli berations of this assembly that we should
be compelled to sit to this early hour in the morning, when
I am certain that this debate would close at as early an hour
this afternoon if we were to adjourn as if we went on. I
am certain that most of the members assembled here now
will agree with me that, at the close of every long continued
debate, our proceedings are not conducted with that amount
of decorumî with that amount of solemnity, I may say
with that amount of dignity that becomes au as-
sembly of this kind. Wb undpratand the reason why
this bourse is adôpted, but I ask hon. members to
recolleot that, behind and beyond us there is an audience
that is listening to the debateA of this assemblage, an audiencei
that is weighing the remarks which we make here, and'
which is perhaps more deeply interested in the resuit of:
this discusion than% ve udy seem to be ourselves; and I
think that,notwithstaunding the pressurs which is brought to
bear upon us to ontinue this discussion even at this hour
of the morning, it should be continued with that degree o
decorum and that respect for the people whom we represent
and whose interests we are attempting to subserve bere on
his çpcasion which-

Mr. LAUReR. If my hon. friend will excuse me, I
would enggest to the First Minister that at thie hour of the
mornIùg we might adhun, stl ynight possily ,ooge t
some understanding to close tUe debate this afternoon.

Sir JOUN A. MACDONALD. Of course it ii getting
yery late, or ratber very early, >nd, if we an conie to a
positive understanding that the 'vote will J>s t»ken at t
1'*t .itting to-day, we reight adjourn,

Mr. LAURBIE. There are j good In y i s pu
this side cf the Hlouse who ivoeld banxious teo k, it
we think that this debate has been already ucienty ypo-
tracted, and we are readyto come to # vote t the nezt
sitLting of the. House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thing under thatunder-
standing we may adjourn.

Motion agreed te, and debate adjourned.
Air JOHN A. MACDONALD, moved the adjourument

of the Hlouse.
Motion arepd to; and eousp djourned et .30 a,m.

(Friçlay).
mr. 4xas.

FEIDa, 4thkA 'l, 1888.

The BPiry s took the Chair At Three 'elpek.

SSBLECT STANDING OOMMITTIýHS.

Sir HEOTOR L&NGEVIN moved that Messrs. Roone
an& Plàtt be appointed to the Oommittee on' Railwai nsud
Telegraph ines and also the nmittee on 'Agriculture
ahd Cdioisation.

Motion pgreçd te.

FIRS' REA])ING.

Bill (No. 92) toe amend the (ustoms Aot.-Mr. Bowell.)

SPEEDY TRIALS ACT.

Mr. THOMPSON moved for leave to introduce Bill (No.
93) further to amend the Speedy Trials let, obapter 1,
of the Revised Statutes. He said: The object cf this »ild is
to confer the powers of the Speedy Trials Act on the judges
of thé distriéts of Agoma and Thunder Bay and of Kuakeka
and Parry Bound.

[outiop agreeg to, and Bill read the irest tige.

RAILWAY AOT.-AMENDM]ZT.

Mr. COOK moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 94) to
amend tIâe Railway Aot. He said : The object of the -Bill
is to comPel railway companies to land passengers at the
platform cf the station. 'In some places1this is' not done.
'For instance, on the line of the Grand Trunk between
Montreal and Toronto, I fmd the station at Morrisburg has
three tracks and two sidingu. Tiì. companywill'hae two
freight trains on the sidings and r d a paàenger ' tinà
the-eenta, and' passengers Will -be landed between -two
trains dt a place wlieie there is no p1atform, this big
atten . d with danger and' great inconvenience. Another
provision in'the Bill is intended te compel railway comn-
'panies to bandle'laggage with care and prevent the damae
that noW frquently takes place.

Motion a4iee4 te, and Bill rçad the first time.

PER SONXALý IXPLANATIOX.

,yr. LYOT. Mr. Speaker, before the Orders of the Day
are ýad, 1 beg leave te rise te a persoal explanadaiol.
learrthuI Fu som garte a t fr i terþretatiqn 'hs's
been givep to tii wrd.stlat I itt ei on the 4h istàût,
before thifihonorable Housé, sud that uosnm pr'ofems to fine in
them anexpreisiof daioglty o n ony part tar dé te

oft la I sh~oul4 be very s9rry if.niy go coula
y an interpretatit, ud I m y è m du to

d are t-ithey won d net then epress my mein 'I
have been,' ITa and I innd^to rersain perfolly o y

$w#rds Šer ajesty. Wen she did me tue honor ef -
ing on my services as a soldiei,"under peigful direamstanogs
for myself, I did not hesitate to cornply, and in ail cotnn-

noies $hp wil flpd me tf sare ra amongst her
4ot4evdsq et. tok oïth o th[qg1

binds me aswell inmconseience as u nor, and uner a» D r-
cuvnetanc"Jti is my duty to ho faithfql te thait. I rnayad4,

eover, hat on tièSôvee of Enand e
the adiratr'o46ôNthe world i gr ost oPs
Xajc3ty Qüeen fictoria, T ' faithfpf te thät
biblas tierofdy butsa a septimet h

f e iour sinp wfh i na id te1 P
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ciremamtance, I had in view tie discuasion whiQh, I believe,
wealdpoon take place about politicallmperial federationi but
I have always understood that no political change in regard
to oanada, in fact that no alteration even in our com-
mercial treaties with other countries, can take place with-
out Bngland's consent, which removes ali possible idea of
pr-tZe diiloyay. B#idel n is syalig.of A rid I
meant Notth Ameriea, the whole of this new continent ; I
w¶ thfti of it ià cânfret #ith the old world. If
asyåof myïwdàs a r s,s pif ofnother interfîtàtion,
Idsirô that whatl now say may be added in orderto
remove al possibility of misconception.

KWCIPROCITY WITH TRE UNITED STATBS.

eóes4 resumed journéd debâte on the poposed rééofu.
tion of Sir Richard Cartwright:

That il ii hlghly desiralle that the largest possible freedom of
ooueieiainteroourse sbould obtain between the Dominion of Canada
sud theUnited States, and that it i expedient that al articles mann-
factured i», or the natural products of either Of the Maid eountries
shotld be adfiitted free of duty into the ports of the other (articles
subjedt to duties of excise or of internal revenue alone excepted).

That it is larther expedient. that the Goverament of the Dominion
should tke-s4tps e an early da», to ascertain on what tems and cou-
ditions arrangements cn be cted with the United 8Mtates foi the
p oe of securing nll and unrestricted r*cipròoity of trade there-

And the motion of Mr. Foster in amendment:
That Canada In the future, as in theup is de rous of cultivating

sud extendin trade relations with th. United States in so fat 4 ther
may not conflct with the policy of fostering the various'interets snd
industries of the Dominion which was aipted lu 1879 sud has since
received in so marked aranner the sanction and approval of! its people.

And the motion of Mr. Jones (áalifax) in amendment
to the amendment:

That in aargeent between Canada and the Uaited States
providing fo l.he fresimportation into each countryof theb atural and
manufactred productions of the other, it lahighdesirable that
hould be provided that during the continuance o any sucb airrange-

ment the coaeting trade of <anada and of the UnIted States should b.
thrown opea to vessels of botloountntes on a tooting of complete reci-
procal equahlg,.and that vessls of alikiads blut in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens o' the other and
b« enîitied to reglstry in either oountry and to al the benefite therete
appert*lntng.

Mr. PLATT. Early this morning I was very anxious
that the débate should be ad journed. I am now sorry, Sir,
it was adjournd, as I Wish Ihad finiehed my part of the
work at that tifne. As I succeded in- getting through
with the poetry of my speech I shall no*have the pleasure
of giving the louse my prose. I can assure you, Mr.
Spek that I have no desire to wear the menerà

o thî Chanber by adding to th Ienth of this dis-1
cussion, whch; hs already xtended yond te ordi-i
náry 1litÎ of debate. Nor is il my wis t burden th.
pg às ansard with vague ana meaningiéç pjstifldes,
or burden ài stifl further with fgnes nd staftistis which
have been ,ginï lime and agam from lhe v'ous seat
in tielinm6e.. Ishall, the-efor, óontént myself byj
stating that I think, under the circumstanes owing to the
peculiar positioï hich I occupy in this Chamàber, having
recently returred from my constituenéy bringing with me
the mandae of th e people who sent- me here, that
I may fairly aceept the chal1enge that was offered

terday by tþe hou, the Secretar> of State when he asked
CilHouse 0to ounce whàtart the people had sent
petitions hee on iiat countylad been hear fÉom whiia'
had spok.u n fivor of thé motion nòs boforo the Houe,.
I am here, r. Sp eaker, as oneindication, at any rate, that
the pople of Prince Bdiward county are not ou wIng
that the motion of ! hon. frind should a it are

yh .r a.,iib 2
oI 00Rn as son as P0è•

sible. I have very great pleasure, Sir, in returning to the
House of Commons at a time when this debate was going
on. I was one, I think, of the first to take a deep interest
in the matter outside of this Hfouse. I remember distinctly,
Sir, about a year ago, or a little ovér a year ago, when the
discussion commenced among the agricultural population
of this Dominion upon this very subject, that I soon became
concerned, and I soon felt that the voice of that class of the
pole would sooner or later have to be recognised by the

Parliament of Canada. It was no sacrifice on my part
whatever, and I had to sacrifice no opinions to bring myself
into fulli accord with the opinions that were then being
expressed by the farmers of Canada. I have heretofore
Announced myself, and I am not ashamed again to
classify myself, as a Liberal to the full extent of the
term so far as the trade policy of the country is con-
cerned. I may add, however, Sir, that I am a free trader
at heart, and I only rejoice that the occasion bas occurred
in which I can join heartily with those who are advocating
a measure of free trade, at any rate, and to do the utmost
that lies in my power to assist in carrying it out. It as
been said that those who take an active part in the earlier
stages of any campaign of reform, are generally subjected
to harash criticisms and to more misrepresentations, perhapa
than those who engage in the warfare a little later on. ï
have borne my share during the past year of those criti.
òisms and of those misrepresentations, and in looking upon
my career during that time, outside of this House, I can
think of nothing that I have said during the past year that
demands an explanation at my hands at the present mo-
ment. I have been subjected, Sir, to the charge of disloy.
alty, I have aven been called "Annexationist Plat 1t" during
the last fow mon ths, but, Sir, when I corne here on the
floor of Parliament I feel those charges are to a great
extent removed from my shoulders and placed upon
the shoulders of the men by whom I am surrounded.
Charges that have been hurled against me are now
being hurled acroas the loor of Parliament against
my friends, and especially against my hon. friend
who has brought the motion to the attention of this
louse. I am sure, Sir, that we shallh b able to bear, and
to boar without very mueh suffering, ail such charges, for
we know, Sir, that such charges are always brought againit
those who attempt to advance any reform in the interebts of
the people. I have stated,Sir, that my own course,during my
parliamentary life, at any rate, has ever been in the direction
of freer trade relations with the United States, and if
possible with the rest of the world. So long ago, Sir, as
1878, I was a candidate for election to this House, and upon
that occasion the trade policy of the country was the chief
subject that was discussed at the polls. Although I was at
that time aware that, owing to the depression which hâd
universally existed in this country, people were anxious to
devise some new plan or policy whereby their intercits
migh be subserved, I being a candidate at that time issued
an address, which, ortupately for myself, I found a copy of
a few days ago. The House I trust will bear with me in
reading that portion of it which will define my position so
far back as 1878. I said in that address:

"I am willing te pay taxes to the State, and to the State alone. I
am not willing to pay taxes te enrich a clan, to bolster up reckless or
incapable manufacturera, or te foster aristocratie monopolies. The
people of Prince Edward are essentially consumers of manufactured
articles, and 1[tbali consider it my duty to oppose any increase of ta%-
ation npon articles of general cousumption; but, recognising, as I do,
that agriculture is, par excauleno, our principal induatry, I shall favor a
readjustment of the tarif ti recognition of thefarmers' interests. In
all a legislatio, however, I apprehend that the chief objecta to be
kept in view are, te redue. the volume of taxation te the lowest possible
limita consistent with the eioeney of the public service; to regulate
the imposition of taxes so that the burdeo nay fall equitablI ppou ail
c04seM oait Or fellow subjects; to encourage, rather tsn Iascourage,
the reestablfphment at eommerelàl recproctty betwen Caada and the

»anae4 iasss,aa&to 1bassk m»4 ra b build up, al Urde bur-
rters between the asons of lthe "

188#.



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 6,

These, Sir, were my opinions in 1878 and they have not
changed. In fact, Sir, by the arguments which I have
listened to from this side of the House during the past week
they have been materially strengthened. And I think that
the views I held at that time are more strongly favored
by my constituents, and I may be pardoned if I say that I
believe they are more generally favored by the people of
this Dominion to-Jay, than they have been at any period
during the last ten or fifteen years. I bave remarked that
about a year ago or a little more, the discussion of this very
question which we have now in hand was taken up by the
people of Canada. It bas been stated on the floor of this
House that this great question bas not originated among
the people of this country, but first, that it was introduced
to us by a gentleman from a foreign country, and secondly,
that it was seized upon by the Liberals in this House as a
new plank in their platform, in order that they might go to
the country and say that at last they had found a policy.
The hon, Secretary of State told us yesterday that great
issues of this kind should spring from the people. le told
us the people should be the first to move, and asked us what
petitions had come from the people, and whore we had heard
their views expressed on behalf of this measure. If he had
paid attention to the discussions which have been going on
throughout this country during the past year, ho would
have recognised the fact that we have recognised, that
in this case, far beyond any case of which I have
any recollection, the people themselves were the first
to move. You may say that Erastus Wiman is the
father of this movement, but I will tell you the farmers
of this country are the real fathers of this movement. A
year ago the farmers' institutes all over the Province of
Ontario were discussing this very question. You may say
they were discussing commercial union, and some may
go so far as to say that they were discussing annexation.
The terms they used at that time were crude; but they
were discussing the same question that is now engaging
our attention, they were discussing how they should act in
order to securo for themselves more extended trade re-
lations with the United States. That was the question
that the farmers of Ontario throughout the length and
breadth of the Province, without regard to party considera-
tions, were discussing; and one association after another
pronounced nlmost unanimously in favor of it. In my own
county the membership of the larmers' institute was about
equally divided between the two political parties; and the
members who were most active and energetic in favor of
this measure, which was then called commercial union,
whieh simply meant extended trade with the United States,
were Conservatives of long standing, and are Conservatives
to-day. Their argument was that they were merely carry-
ing ont the policy of their own party as placed on the
Statute-book, and the famous resolution of 1878 was re-
peatedly read in those associations in support of that argu.
ment. It was not until the fiat had gone forth
from headquarters, I presume, that this question was not
to be considered separately from party politics, that the
Conservatives began, in vulgar phrase, to take a back seat;
but I am glad to say that many of the most able and intel.
ligent among therm still retain their places in those insti-
tutes, and are arguing as strongly as before in favor of com-
mercial freedom. When I discovered, as I did last Session,
that in my own county this question had taken strong root
among the people whom I then had the honor to represent,
I did my utmost to bring the matter before the attention
of the House through abler means than I could employ my-
self. Of course, the leaders of the party with which I was
then allied did not see fit at that time to bring the matter
before the attention of Parliament. Within a very few hours
of the close of the Session, wishing that my opinion, at any
rate, should be placed before my constituents, I took the
opportunity of giving notioe of a motion on the sabjet; and

Mr. PLTT.

in order to convince the members of this House that I have
always taken one stand on the terms ofcommercial recipro-
city, having nothing to do with tariff amalgamation or
political union, or anything tending in that direction, I beg
the indulgence of the House while I read the motion of
which I gave notice last year :

" That the admission of all products and manufactures of the Do-
minion of Canada into the markets of the United States free of import
duty, and the like concession by the Dominion of Canada to the producta
and manufactures of the United States, would afford an amicable settle-
ment of present controversies and existing commercial difficulties,
benefit the most important industries of Canada and promote the bar-
mony and cement the friendly relations existing between the Govern-
ments of the two countries.

" 2. That it is the duty of the Government of Canada to anticipate the
result of the agitation now going on in both countries, by preparing
(by the appointment of a commission or otherwise) for the negotiation
of a treaty of unrestricted reciprocity with the United States, based
upon broad and comprehensive principles, and without prejudice to the
political relationship at present existing between Canada and the
British Empire.''

That, Sir, at the very earliest stage of the campaign, was
the resolution which I placed before the flouse; and I am
flattered to know that my hon. friend from South Oxford
(SirRichard Cartwright),accidentally I presume, has follow-
ed very closely the wording of that resolution. Well, Sir,
I do not suppose it matters very much to those with whom
I have associated here-it does not matter very much to
myself, at any rate-what opinion may be held by anybody
as to my loyalty or patriotism. I care very little for the
opinions that have been expressed on that subject, for 1
make bold to say that men in political discussion, some-
times hostile, express opinions which do not lie very deep in
their hearts; and sometimes, I am willing to acknowledge,
I believe hon, gentlemen opposite, in making charges
of disloyalty against hon. gentlemen on this side of the
House, do so more in the sense of political harangue
than in any other sense. I shall not take up the
time of the House in attempting to defend my loyalty or
my patriotism. Now, there are a few things which I have
been unable to fathom in this debate. I have listened with
attention to the speeches made on the other side of the
House, and although charges of inconsistency have been
frequently hurled across the floor against hon. members on
this side, I have found myself unable to discover a very
great degree of consistency amongst hon. gentlemen op-
posite. i have discovered that all of them have been
anxious to convince the House and the country that the
party to which they belong stand pledged, and have stood
pledged for years, to the principles of commercial recipro-
city-reciprocity in natural products. That, Sr, has been
the beginning and end of their song; but in almost every
speech there bas been an attempt to show that commercial
reciprocity of any kind would be not only injurions, but
absolutely ruinous to the farmers of this country. I might
go over a score of speeches to show how these hon. gentle-
men have labored to convince this flouse ani the country
that utter ruin would sweep over this land if we had
reciprocity in natural products, and then closed their
speeches by saying that for years they have been pledged to
reciprocity of that kind, and they have given evidence with-
in the last few days of their willingness to carry it out.
I remember the discussions that we had upon the subject of
reciprocity during the last electoral campaign. During the
elections of 1887 I was honored by a visit from my esteemel
and hon. friend the Minister of Customs, and the speech
of the hon. gentleman which he delivered in the village of
Madoc was reported in the Belleville Intelligencer. Accord-
ing to that report the hon. gentlemen used these
words, and I wish to give the flouse the benefit of the argu-
ment he then nsed, which goes to show that reciprocity in
natural products would, in his opinion, prove rninouss to
the farmers in Canada :

" I will show you la what way the grain market has been retained to
the Canadaa farmer. From the yeau 1878 to 1879 inolusiv% the period
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dudg whieh there was no duty upon any kind of graIn coming fron
the United States, or elsewhere, we imported and entered for consump-
tion no lese than 44,929,432 bushels of grain, and 4,095,460 barrels of
four. From 1880 to 1896, inclusive, the period during which duty bad
been imposed on breadstuffi, we imported and entered for eonsumption
only 15,006,105 bushels of grain and 3,009,333 barrels of flour. These
figures show that during the seven years that a duty was imposed there
were 29.923,327 bashels of grain and 1,086,127 barrels ot flour less im-
ported than uander the seven years of free trade tariff, Reduce the bar-
reis of tour to bushels of grain and yon bave a total of 35,353,962
bushels less imported and entered for consumption during seven years
under protection than under free trade, and consequently an increased
home market to that extent."

Then, speaking of the grain market which then existed in
Manitoba and Dakota, he went on to say:

" If the duty of 15 cents a bushel was removed, as the Liberala pro-
pýae. what would be the result? Wby, the Dakota fa:m-r would have
flooded the marketa of Manitoba and the North-West with bis surplus
grain, which would have poured into the markets here, and down would

ave gone the prices. Do you want better evidence that the imposition
of a duty upon wheat secures to the Canadian farmer not only his own
market but gives him better prices than he would otherwise obtain ? I
neel not elaborate these benefits. They are incontrovertible."

These were the arguments used by my hon. friend, the
Minister of Customs, a little over a year ago. He was then
endeavoring to convince the farmers that they should stand
by the National Policy, in so far as to insist that the Gov-
ernment should not remove the duty imposed upon grains
coming into this country, as otherwise their markets would
be destroyed and they would not receive profitable prices
for their produce. Now we find the hon. gentleman coming
bore and giving assent to a proposition to remove the duty
from all kinds of farm products. A year ago he argued that
reciprocity in natural products would be destructive to the
farmers. To-day he supports lon. gentlemen who argue
that they were pledged to commercial reciprocity for years,
and who have given evidence that, when obliged to do it,
they are willing to put that pledge into effect. The farmer,
evidently, in the eyes of hon. gentlemen opposite, may be
sacrificed to suit their will and pleasure, so long as that
particular class which they have taken under special care
is looked after. Many hon. gentlemen opposite have spoken
on this same line during this debate What was the burden
of the remarks of the hon. member for Welland (Mr. Fer-
guson). He told the House that he had received petitions
from scores and hundreds of farmers in bis section of the
country, who were fruit growers principally, to have the
duties increased, and he thought he stood pledged to these
people and was not afraid to so express himself in this
Bouse. lie thought ho had convinced them, and they had
convinced him, and they were one in opinion as to the
effect of commercial reciprocity on the farmers of this
country; and he read us a long list of figures which went
to prove that the market prices of ail the products of
the farm in that section of the country were greater
at home than in Buffalo and Detroit or other adjoining
American cities. What was there, ho asked, if those duties
were taken off, to hinder American products from findiqg
their way into our markets and lowering the prices of our
producta? Yet, within a few hours of the delivery of this
argument by that lon. gentlemen, the Minister of Finance
informed the House that the Government were prepared to
take off the duties from those articles; and I suppose the
hou. member for Welland (Mr. Ferguson) will stand in the
same relationship to those hon. gentlemen that h. did
before. I would like to know what the farmers of Welland
will say when ho goes home to them. Will they petition
him to see that those duties are replaced ? If he had suc-
ceeded in convincing them that they were liable to be
ruined by our giving up these trade restrictions, I do not
see how he is now going to convince them that the oppo-
site is the case. We find the same old story repeated in
the case of the hon. member for North Perth (Mr. Hesson),
who spent a large portion of last evening discussing this que&-
tion, and who read a long lit of prices to show that every

76

product of the farm brought a higher price in Canada te-
day than it does in tho border States. Yet we find the bon.
gentleman, this self construeted guardian of tho farrming
interests of the country, the man who, more than ail others,
has taken the farmers under his special care, and who
charges hon. gentlemen on this side with trying to pull the
wool over the eyes of the farmers-we find this man, after
attempting to prove with great labor that our, farmera
would be ruined by a reduction of the duties on American
products, standing up as a firm supporter of the First
Minister who told us a few hours previous that the duties
would be takea off these products. I might go over the
srpeeches of a great many hon. gentlemen opposite to show
that they ail argue in the same way, and still are incon-
sistent enough to say that they were always pledged to a
polioy which, to use their own words, would prove destruc-
tive to the farmers of the country. There is tbis difference
between hon, gentlemen on that side and on this. Even were
it true that hon. gentlemen on this side had inadvertently
used arguments in the presence of the farmers which cansed
them to believe something as being in their
interest which was not strictly in their interest, it cannot
be charged against any hon. gentleman on this side that he
did so intentionally. If he did so, the chances are it waa done
unwittingly. But we have hon. gentlemen opposite telling
the farmers that they know what they say, and proving it
from the records and figures, and then coming before this
flouse and supporting a Government which is going to ruin
the farmers. White acting thus in contradiction to their
declaration, thoy have the effrontery to poso bofore Parlia-
ment as the special guardians of the agricultural class of
the community. The time bas come, however, when the
farming population of Canada have made up their minds to
speak for themselves, and because they have so made up
their minds, the resolution we are now discussing has been
plaýed before this House. It has been submitted to this
louse, not froin any desire to gain any party advantage,
but simply because there is one member of Parliament, at
any rate, who saw fit to recognise tho voice of the
people. This resolution is merely a recognition of
the mandate froin the farming population of Canada
that their interests musit and ihall bo served, and
although hon. gentlemen opposite may talk lightly of
the farming community here and tell them thoir interests
are going to be destroyed, should this resolution be adopted,
the farmers, when they meet in their institutes and dis-
cuss the question, will come to the conclusion hon, gentle-
men on this aide are their real friends. I have not been
charged, but other hon. gentlemen who support this
resolution have been charged, with disloyalty and treason,
becausethey vent ured to tell the people exactly their opinion
as to the condition of publie affairs. Never have I heard
any of these hon. gentlemen decry, to any extent whatever,
the resources of our country; never have I heard them say
anything against the country; but they rightly cry out
against the policy of this Government as a policy of misrule.
I suppose there is no other way of getting a matter of this
kind before the people. If there be nothing to complain of,
then the farmers have no reason to ask for a change, and
hon. gentlemen on this aide of the House would not be
justified in bringing a resolution of this kind before Parlia-
ment. But the farmers have something to complain of,
they have something to bring before Parliament, and, in
stating why a change in the fiscal policy is necessary, it is
desirable to show the condition of the country which leads
to that necessity. There is nothing whatever traitorous
or disloyal in these statements. Hon. gentlemen opposite
claim that they never have decried their country and that
the Amerie ns never decry their country, that they never
speak of periods of depression. We have beard extracts read
from the speeches of certain hon. gentlemen, and especially
from the speeches of the leader of this House, which prove
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that, when those hon. gentlemen were in the cold shades of
Opposition and hoped to obtain some advantage by what
they said, they did not hesitate to tell the people what the
condition of the country was, and to give the reasons why
it was necessary to make a change in our fiscal policy. I
have here a few extracts taken from speeches which were
made by hon. gentlemen opposite in 1877 to the people of
this country, which I think it will be very interesting to
read at the present time. Then the Conservative party
were advocating a change in our fiscal policy. Why did
they ask for that change? They had to go before the
people of the country, and, if we could recall ail that was
said at that time about the depression of the country's
industries, it would put to the blush all the jeremiads, as
they call them, of my hon, friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) I will read from a speech of a late
member of the Government, who went into tbe Government
after the fail of the Administration of my hon. friend from
East York (Mr. Mackenzie). The Hon. Mr. Macpherson
speaks thus:

" The Dominion, in all its Provinces, has now for some years been
suffering from comme, cial depression and financial stringency, unex-
ampled in severity in the memory of the active men cf to-day. These
have gone on increasing in intensity, aggravated by the failure
of the craps of last year, until now, it may be said, that the
sound chiefly heard in our streets is the voice of complaining. The
farmers, in many parts even of our favored Province of Ontario, have
been compelled to import large quantities of corn for provender, and
in some districts even wheat for bread. The aggregate amount of
money borrowed by them, and secured by mortgages on their home-
steads, during the last nine or ten months, is undoubtedly larger than
was ever before borrowed by them in the same space of tme. The
manutactories of the country are unprofitable or closed ; the lumberman
is eiteer selling his lumber at a loss or holding it to sell, perhaps, at a
still greater lossi; the country merchant, unable to collect hie debts, is,
lu turn, unable to pay the wholesale merchant, and, with deplorable
frequency, both are launched into iusolveney. It may be eaid that
loan societies and official assignees are the only classes who are at
present doing a prosperous business. Such bas been the universal and
reat shrinkage in the value of property, ofevery description, that there

is scaroely a man in the country who is not poorer to-day than he was
a Yeau ago."

Will hon.gentlemen point to anything which has been said
on this side of the House during this debate or before this
debate, which is stronger in the depreciation of the position
of this country than what was said at that time by that
Minister of the Crown ? They talk about blue ruin. Was
ever bluer ruin depicted than that which was depicted by
that Minister of the Crown? He tells us in that pamphlet:

" The country is groaning under a load of debt which it is hardly
able to bear.".

And it was thon only half what it is now,-
"I think you will agree with me that the situation is truly alarming.n"

Now, if we say that the depression has been so great and
that the value of farms has decreased to such an extent,
we are to h termed traitors to the best interests of the
country. But, let me point to another distinguisbed
example as to how the position of this unfortunate Dominion
was described. I think you will agree with me that I am
justified in using this language, when the present leader of
the Government, speaking in Montreal, on the 7th July,
1877, said:

"Instead of confidence, there is distrust ; instead of solvency-look
at the officiai Gazette, and ev'4ry Saturday you will see a long string of
insovencies. Look ait our manufactories closed I Look around yon,
and you will see the horny hands of toil asking leave to labor.
They are now beggars, asking a fair day's wages for a fair day's work,
What more do we see ? We see them drifting off to the United States.
We see the skilled artisans, the strong-handed young men of Canada,
and the active young women of Lower Canada, drifting off to Lowell,
to New Hampshire, to Connecticut, adding to the walth and power cf
a foreigu nation, and depleting poor, unfortunate Canada 1I"

Poor, unfortunate Canada, If an hon. member on this side
had made use of that term at this time, ha would have been
received with a howl of disapprobation, and would have
been described as a traitor of traitors to his country. But
a few years ago, the leader of the Government at present

Kr. PLATT.

could tell the people that this country was poor, unfortunate
Canada. There is more blue ruin. The same hon. gentle-
man said, in the Eastern Townships:

"I hear the cry echoing from rock to rock, across th a bosoms of the
lakes, and over the emerald fields-come to our rescue, John A., or we
are lost."

If we spoke of the people of the Eastern Townships in that
way now, would it not be represented as worse than treason.
Again, at the same place, ha said :

" Look where you will and you can see enterprising, vigorous mon
who had entered the field full of hope and heart and confidence, with busi-
ness cut down just as a boy cuta the heads off of thistles in the field.
Yon feel, yoD ses, distrust, despondency and bankrnptcy everywhere."

Blue ruin again.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIG HT. Who said this ?
Mr. PLATT. It is credited to the present First Minister

of Canada.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, no.
Mr. PLATT. Yes, that is so. Again, at Sweetsburg,

the hon. gentleman said :
" All about us we see despair instead of hope, despondency instead

of faith, distrust instead of credit-everywhere you see distrust instead
of confidence and bankruptcy instead of enterprise."
That was the description of Canada a fow years ago, and it
was left to the First Mitister of the Crown of to-day to state
the condition that we were in. It was not treason to say
so then, but it is now. These are only specimens of a num-
ber of extracts which I might read, but hon. gentlemen can
find them for themselves in the public prints of that date,
and in the files which are in this building you can find
column after column of jast such language as that. Now
we hear from hon. gentlemen on the other side a great deal
of talk about the pesbimistic doctrines of hon. gentlemen
on this side. Those who have spoken in favor of the reso-
lution moved by my hon. friend from South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) have been accused of holding al sorts
of views. We have been told that rot only are we in favor
of commercial reciprocity with the United States, but that
half of us are commercial unionists, that commercial reci-
procity means commercial union, and that commercial union
means annexation, and we have had hours taken up in this
debate by reading extracts from newspapers to prove that.
Because those extracts show disagreement in the views
expressed by those newspapers, we have been told that
hon. gentlemen on this side are not at one on this subject.
Now, I would ask you, Mr. Speaker, and I would ask hon.
gentlemen opposite, in all fairness, if it makes any differ-
once by what course we arrive at a conlusion so long as
we all get there at last ? I admit that varions opinions
were hold in Ontario during the last election as to what
would be the best course to take. We know what Mr.
Erastus Wiman's scheme was, but we have not got Mr.
Wiman's scheme before this Parliament. The scheme pro-
posed by the hon. member for South Oxford is the resault of
the deliberations of the people of this country, and ha han
formulated a resolution to show what ha believes to
be the true and genuine sentiments of the great masses
of the people of this country. Those who favor commer-
cial union are, no doubt, in favor of this resolution, simply
because they are commercial unionists, because they wish
extended trade relations, and if there ha any annexationiste
in this country I believe they, too, will be found supporting
this resolution. It could not be otherwise, because they
are annexationists only because they desire extended trade
relations, and if they eau get the benefits of commercial
union, or the benefits of annexation, by adopting this
scheme, who can say that they may not j )in in support of it.
I hope that all the annexationists in Canada will join with
the men who do not desire political union, who never think of
annexation except as a means to procure for this country
commercial reciproaity with the United States. We have
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have taken the simplest means, the eaeiest method, where- that it has so happened, just by mere accident, I suppose,
by we can obtain this object. I say that although there that the table divides the two opinions in the House. I
may be annexationists supporting the resolution in the suppose it is a mere accident, nothing but a coincidence,
country, and there may be those who think that an amalga- that ail those hon, gentlemen opposite are opposed to the
mation of the tariffs will be better for Canada, they are ail opinions expressed by the hon. member for South Oxford
supporting this measure for the same reason that we are upon this question. But it is an unfortunate tbing that it is so.
supporting it, because we favor an extension of our trade Lt, te some extent, must be the same in the country, but
relations which we believe would be in the interest, at any happily for Canada that state of affairs is fast passing away.
rate, of the agricultural population of this country. It may The day when political predilections, political likes and
be said, Sir, and said with some force, that we are seeking dislikes which have divided the farming community for
to divide the different classes of the community by raising years, is likely soon to be passed, and then the farmers are
the cry of the farmer against the manufacturer. Lot me going to consider their interests,regardless of old partylines,
tell you, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution makes no such and when that day comes, you will tind whether the weight of
distinction whatever, that the speeches of hon. gentlemen opinion, fearlessly expressed, will be for or against
upon this side of the louse have net had a tendency to this resolution. I have already remarked that this dis-
divide the classes of the community, nor were there any cussion must show the country that you, Mr. Speaker, preside
evidences or sigus of division taking place until the amend- over a very peculiar assemblage of people. We find that
ment to the resolution was moved. That amendment says hon. gentlemen on the opposite side of the flouse claim that
plainly and distinctly te the farming population of this coun- if unrestricted reciprocity begranted, commercial union must
try, that they need net expect any more at the hande of the follow, and annexation is sure te come ; and therefore if the
Government of Canada, that the Government has elected resolution of my hon. friend carries we are sure to have
to stand by the manufacturers, who are afraid to battle annexation. Hon. gentlemen on this side of the House, many
with the Americans in open field. That is the meaning of of thom, say that if it be net granted an annexation spirit
the amendment. It simply states to the farmers that our will arise in this country, and it will be largely fostered ;
fiscal policy must be se arranged as to benefit one elass of and those who want commercial reciprocity will naturally
industries; and it further states that the Government are favor annexation for the sake of getting it. So, therefore,
willing that the National Policy, so far as four out of five it seems that whether we carry the resolution or net,
industries are concerned, shall be thrown overboard. Why somebody muet be a good deal mistaken, or annexation is
not hold to the National Policy that was going te benefit the goirg te follow. We find, again, that on the other side of
farmers? Why net hold te the National Policy that was the House, where hon, gentlemen are so jealous of the
going te benefit the miner, that was going to benefit the credit of this country, are so fearful lest some one may say
flherman, that was going te benefit the lumberman ? But something disparaging of this country, they are not quite
no, this precious National Policy of 1878, which was te be so careful of themselves. It may be an unfortunate thing
ail in all te the people of Canada, is now, four-fifths of it, to that we are called upon, now and them, to state exactly the
be thrown to the wind, and the Government have taken condition of the country, te state the depression that exista
into their bands the protection of the one class out of four or and the causes of that depression, but ail that can have but
five that they named in their once famous resolution. The very little effect upon the outside world. Bat, Sir, when we
farmers of the country will, I think, commence very soon hear the expressions that we have heard from the other side
te ask the Government why it is that they who were led of the bouse, and draw the natural deductions from the argu-
te support the National Policy in 1878, when they were ments the hon. gentlemen have used, the matter becomes
promised an increase of prices, and that protection would more serious.bWhat do they say about this Canada of
be afforded to them, te the lumbermen, te the fisher- ours ? Why, Sir, I know of nothing that can be said that
men, and the same te the miner should be cast aside. can so injure the country in the eyes of the world as te tell
Why, if it was good thon, bas it failed te be good the people of forcign nations that Canada is inhabited by a
now ? Why should they be placed at the mercy of our class of traitors, by a class of men who have no love for
competitors ail over the world, while the only class of the their country, by a class of men who are doing ail they can
oommunity that is stili to be afforded protection, are the to throw their country into the arma of a foreign nation.
pampered manufacturers of the country ? Now, Sir, it may Now, Sir, I just happened te strike to-day a paragraph frorm
be said that that resolution provided that reciprocity in a very strong Conservative newspaper. It starts off in
trade should some day be effected. But that resolution these words:
did net say anything about a sort of jug-handled reci- "i Itis safe to say that there is no people outaide of Oanada-possess-
procity, nor about a jug-handled protection. That resolution ing a tithe of our freedom-that can produce so many citizens who are
treated all these classes of the community as one, and the avowed enemies of the country, or who are so outspoken in their hate

people were given to understand that if we had reciprocity, towards the land of their birth.'
if we could ever get it through the operations of the National That is merely emphasising the language of hon. gentle-
Policy, it would be reciprocity and net partial reciprocity. man opposite, it is merely stating that one-half of the
Nothing was said there about reciprocity in natural products people of Canada are traitors to the interests of their coun-
only, but, as hou. gentlemen opposite say, the largest possible try. They tell us that the enterprising moen of Canada, the
reciprocity of trade. Well, if the largest possible reci- business men, the manufacturera are altogether unable to
procity of trade does net mean pretty nearly unrestricted cope with the manufacturerasand business men of other
reciprocity, then I do not know the meaning of those nations. We are told time and time again that every
terms. If it be treason and ruin te the country to industry must be crushed if our people are compelled te
advocate unrestricted reciprocity, je it not pretty nearly compote with the manufacturers and business mon on the
treason, je it not pretty nearly rin, to advocate the other side of the lino. Is that a proper way in which to
largest possible reciprocity between the two countries ? speak of the country which we profess te love? Why net
At most, Mr. Speaker, we only differ in degree. This declare that man for man we are equal te the mon of any
side of the House is advocating a little more than other nation on the earth; why not stand up like men and
the other side, who say that they are willing te take, but say, as many of our manufacturers are doing, "Give us
not te grant. The question is only one of degree, and I am an open field and no favor, and we challenge the rest of the
only sorry that this discussion, which the country was led te continent te compete with us in the general markets of the
believe, before it was commeneed, would be conducted aside world." That would be saying something in favor of
from party politis, bas become one of party polities, and Canada. But they tell us we do not have a clsus of men
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able to compete with the Americans, and statements of that
kind are more degrading and dishonorable to Can-
adians than anything hon. gentlemen said on this side
of the House. We find that hon. gentlemen opposite
continue to tell the country that we are unable to compete
with the Americans even in any treaty negotiations, that
we will have to yield to them, that this would lead to the
absorption of this country by the United States, acknow-
ledging that man for man we are weak and puerile as
compared with our American neighbors. Are we afraid
that commercial relationship would have the effect of
swallowing us up ? Is our regard for Canada so weak
that we are afraid even to trust ourselves to framing a
commercial treaty with our great neighbors to the south ?
That is simply telling the people of the world that we
Canadians have so littie individuality that we are afraid
even to trust ourselves to associations with our great
neighbors. Truly, Canada must stand in a despicable light
before the rest of the world, after this discussion comes to
be understood by those who may read it. In regard to mat ters
social and political as well as matters commercial, the stand
for Canada to take is that we will remain Canada whether
commercially related to the United States or not. If we
were federated with the Empire, if the new-born idea of
Imperial federation were carried out, we would still
be called Canada. Are we afraid of being swallowed up by
the Empire or by the home Government ? No. But we
are afraid of being swallowed up by the terrible people to
the south, who know so much more than we do, who are
so much more ingenious that we are afraid of entering into
trade relations with them. That is not the estimato that 1
place upon the people of Canada, and I hope it is an esti-
mate far below that which they deserve. I will not go over
the objections made to the proposition contained in the re-
solution further than to state that the objection spoken of
that the scheme would lead to direct taxation was another
bugbear thrown in the way of its adoption. We have been
told that we will lose $7,000,000 of revenue. I take the
opposite ground, and I say the country will save $7,000,000.
How can the people lose that which they keep in their
pockets; how can the people, when they are not cafed upon
to raise that amount of revenue, lose it ? There certainly
will be no reason why, if it is not paid into the treasury,
it should be lost. The mover of the resolution
has told the House in what way the demands on
the revenue might be reduced, and the feeling in
the country to-day is-and I have had, perhaps, an op-
portunity, equal to that of any hon. member, of feeling the
puise on this very question-thatwe do not need the amount
of revenue that we are collecting, that it would be possible
and advisable for us to get along with less revenue. They
doubtless think the country could get along with $7,000,000
less, and I believe we could do it. If you go and ask the
honest farmers how we can get along with a less revenue,
they will give you a few plans ; they will say : Cut down
the civil service by one-half, eut off the thousands who are
now feeding at the public crib and whose services the
country does not need, dispense with the services of the
Senate and save $200,000 or 8300,000 in that way, dispense
with the Franchise Bill and save 8400,000 or $500,00 in
that way, and by one way and another the horny-handed
sons of toil, as the leader of the Government calls them, will
very soon figure up the items whih will effect the saving of
more than 87,000,000. The history of cur revenue and ex-
penditure shows that there is a tendency for the expense of
the Government to inerease just as rapidly e ho revenue
increases, and the larger the revenue the greater the
expenditure. Then, if you want to economize, adopt
some plan that will give us less revenue, and eut our clothes
according to the cloth we have. That is the feeling of the
people of the country in regard to this question. We have
also been told that the exodus of the oountry is a more bag.

Mr. PLATT.

atelle, that it did not amount to anything, and was hardly
worth mentioning. In 1887, however, the First Minister
told the people that the young men and young women
of the country were being driven away to build up a
foreign nation; and depleting this poor, unfortunate o-
minion. But hon. gentlemen opposite think the exodus
is not worth mentioning now. Every hon. member must
have heard, during the last six months, of the tide of emi-
gration going from this country. I feit at one time com-
pelled to say that one of my chief duties, as a publie man,
during the summer was to write recommendations of char-
acter for young men going into the States. That is a mat-
ter to be regretted by us ail, and we on this side of the
House believe that the adoption of the policy indicated in
the resolution now before us would do something to keep
our people at home. The Secretary of State told us yester-
day that Canadians were coming back by thousands to
their old homes. What was the reason ho gave?
He said there was to be a Presidential election,
and it was expected that the Democrats would gain
the victory, that protection would suffer to a certain
extent and factories would be closed, and therefore they
took time by the forelock and came back to Canada. The
reason why they are coming back, if they are coming back,
is because they have hope that the policy which is now
being advocated on both sides of the line will be adopted,
and that manufactures in Canada will increase to a consi-
derable extent. Then the Secretary of State read an
extract from the Montreal Witness, and he spoke very
highly of that authority, and I suppose it is as good an
authority as almost any newspaper he could quote. I have
here a copy of the Witness of April 5, one day later than
that quoted by the hon. Secretary, and in it I find a despatch
in these words:

I It is said that nearly 1,200 persons belonging to the adjoining eoun-
ties of Bellechase, Montmagny and L'-Islet have removed to the United
States during the past three weeks."

This authority, which is undeniable and unquestionable
and which the Secretary of State quoted, states that 1,200
persons belonging to three counties have removed to the
States during the past three weeks.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Have they the National Policy
there ?

Mr. PLATT. The democrats, we are told, are coming
into power in the States; people are on the wing, finding
no resting-place because the trade policy on each side of the
lino is being disturbed. Mr. Speaker, I think that I may
bring my remarks to a close without disappointing the
House to any very great extent. I was striving to avoid
any reference to this delicate question of loyalty and pa-
triotism ; I admire it where I believe it to be honest. I like
to hear it where the occasion is suited ; but I have concluded,
in looking over the duties that devolved upon me as a
member of Parliament, that higher functions than these
devolved upon me as a representative of a portion of the
people in this Dominion. I have asked myself to what ex-
tent I was called upon tu speak about the old land, or the
old flag, or the interests of the Empire. In my simplicity
I have been led to think that I come here to serve the
people of Canada and I bave been led to believe that the duty
imposed upon this Parliament was to look after the
material interests of the people for whom we logis-
late. I do not think that we are called upon to waste
the time of Parliament, or the money of the people who
know us best, by proclaiming our loyalty by the hour on the
floor of this flouse. I know, Sir, that loyalty is an attribute
which we ail admire, but I have come to the con-
clusion, and I am for ced to that conclusion very largely by
what I have witnessed in this Parliament, that it is quite
possible for a man to bubble over with loyalty and at the
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sane time not have a grain of patriotism in hi. whole of the papers. "Vote for Platt and fair play to th
caroasa. I do not consider that loyalty and patriotism are farners," "Vot, for Platt and nnrestrloted reciprocity"
synonyms by any means. A man may be very loyal and Thosearethequestionsthatwentto thepeople and those
and still lack the patriotism to serve the intereets of are the viows whioh I ropresent. Aithongh I neyer yet
the people we have been sent bere to serve? I think, said 1 oould fot have beon oleoted If 1 did fot take np this
Sir, that the people of this country did not ask us toplatform, I know that I would not have bee elected, because
to come here to look after the interests of the old fiag. II would fot have been a candidate under other conditions.
have said before, and I say it now, that the people of tho I have takn the stand that we needed some change in Our
old land are quite capable of looking after the old flag and fiscal policy, and the present leader of the Liboral party
quite capable of taking care of themselves. They never knows fuit well the opinions I expressed to him some
asked us for our assistance. They look afler themselves, months ago on this question. I have spoken ou behaîf of
and they would think more of us if we spent more of our the motion of the momber for South Oxford (Sir Richard
time in looking after our own selves. I do not think Cartwright), and iu so speaking I am voicing the wishes of
that the history of Canada, nor the history of Canadians, will the people whom I represont.
lead the Empire or the people of Great Britain to fear that
we will not come to their assistance in the time of need. Mr. JONES (Digby). I did fot intend to take part iu
But the time of need is not now, the time of need bas not ths dobate, but I listened to the leader of the Opposition
been for years past, and the time of need will not be for and I must say that 1 took great pleasure hn us remarks,
years in the future. If it ever comes, then is the time for because I al ways had a great desire te hear that gentleman.
hon. gentlemen on both sides ofthe House to show their love A statemont was made by him yesterday in reforenco Vo
and admiration for the old land. Until that time comes let Nova Scotia which 1 believe the hon. gentleman did not
us do in Canada as they do in England-look after makeintentionallyto mislcad the people, bntIthinkhe
the material interests of our country. We know what Mr. was miainformed. It was with regard to the question of
Chamberlain, speaking under the Great Seal of the Empire, reposi. The honthe leader of the Opposition statod that nine.
has said regarding this sentiment of British connection. He teen-twentieths of the people of Nova Seotia wero lu favor of
told us that it was a material band woven from matens!repeal.Now, Mr. Speaker, at th last election the Liberal
fibre and liable to be snapped asunder at any time, even by Government in Nova Sootia rau on that question and there
the caprice of the merchants of Manchester and Liverpool. wero 27,000 people who votod for repeal and 23,000 whovotod
Have we on this side of the Atlantic to look upon it as a against it, se that tus is a long way off from nineteen-twen-
structure of flesh and blood, as something not to be severed tiethe of the people. The hon.gentleman also statodat leant 1
until the last man bas died in the last ditch in the land ? That understand him te state, that neyer did a candidate for the
which makes England great and grand and makes us all ad- Dominion fouse of Com mon' g,)te the people on this ques-
mire her people, is, that they look after their own interests; tion of repes .;I beg to ate ere that in the CeaLy of
and shallnotCanadalook afterber own interests? Wein Can- Digby the Hon. Mr. Vail who manyof the gentlemen in
ada should stand up liko men for our own country and say, this House wiIl remember, rau at tegoeeral election of
although we admire the mother land our policy shall be 1887 and made repeal his platform, and the.ouly ime he
Canada first, Canada last, Canada in the middle and Canada ever contested that couuty on the question of repeut ho was
always. That shall be my policy while I remain a member of defeated. I was groaty r ed, moreover, Vo hear certain
the Canadian Parliament. WhenI want to speak or vote in thegentlemen, especially g n froym the Province of Nova
interests of the Empire I shall not do so at the expense of my Scotia, refer lut evening to the question of repeal. Our
own country. If I want to take that course I shah Provincial Secrtary of tate, addresing a meeting at Wey.
seek a seat in the British Parliament, which, in my mouth hast Angaet, stated distiuctly on the platform
opininn,is the proper place for men who are always talking that by the election cffMr. Jones we had gene back
about Great Britain and the Empire. Let us have "ICanada upon the repeal isue in the Province f Nova Scotia. The
for the Canadians," to use the words of hon. gentlemen Hon. Mr.Longl"yaise addressed the electorg on the question
opposite. I have spoken beyond the time that I allotted to cf Commercial Union, and I would net ho doiug myduty in
myself but I never know how to measure time very well Parliament as a representative of the people cf Digby if I
when I am speaking, and if I have wearied theE House I did fot challenge Vhe statement that tbey were in 1vor of
regret it. I think, Sir, I gave you my excuse when in my tus pelicy. I do net accuse the.leader of the Opposition of
opening remarks I stated that baving come fresh from the wihfully statiug facte which were untrue, for I flrmly believe
people who returned me to support the principle of thelhowas ef opinion that what b.estated was correct. I hoard
motion of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard gentlemen frem the Province of Nova Sootia say that our
Cartwright), 1 had a right to speak on this question. It Province was ruiued.Our six Liberal reprementativea ont
was the question which was debated during the contest in of twenty-one is a protty good index of the feelings ofthat
my county and I do not want any contradiction of that Province, and I cannot understand how they cau rue in tie
statement to go Vo t.he country unles it bears with it my Canadian Lleuse of Commons aud so misrepresent the Prov-
distinct statement that that was the public issue on which ince of Nova Scotia. W, Sir, have a flue Province, and I
the contest was fought in Prince-Edward county. The Secre. amnnt ashamed te b. a reprentaive et that Province. I
tary of State may call again for a voice from the people. I do am not ashamed te stand in the Canadian Bouse of Cm-
not know wbat was the issue in Missisquoi, I do not know meus sud state that the Province of Nova Scotia, acoordiug
wbat was the issue in L'Assomption, but I do know what te ize and population, will compare with any Province in
was the issue in the County of Prince Edward. My bon. this Dominion, aud Vo state further that the Nova Seotians
friends around me know that I refused to be a candidate are net in the desperate condition that hon, gentlemen from
on any other issue, and that I put that issue and that alone that Province ou the Opposition bouches would lead yen Vo
to the people. I refused even to diseuse the old Issues and bliove. Mr. Speaker, I ar just making a few briof ne-
hon. gentlemen opposite who came there (to assist me, of marks because tus question hanbeen thoroughly dis-
course) persisted in talking over the old matters cussed. Net mueh more eau bé sid upon it, but I
which we talked over and decided upon a year ago. wisiite mention a few facts with partienlar reference
I refused even to diseuse them. I discussed simply the te my own county. I take the town of Weymouth.
question of commersial reciprocity with the United States, That towu is noV in the deperate condition hou, gentlemen
and, Sir, the charaeter of the lterature t before thee t. Any-one viaremembors the condition o! ViE
~opgein Prinuer Bdward wilbo hTt.hose are the uesn -&P ttd-whont tthe em toa, Wl ne
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a wonderful change. Its importasand exporte have quadru- trial and commercial interesta of this country. As to what
pled in the lat ton years, and everywhere in the country that effect would be hon. gentlemen opposite hold very
you will see signe and evidences of prosperity. With different viewa from hon. gentlemen on thiside of the
regard to the shipping interest, I was greatly surprised to fouse. .ven the hon, gentlemen on the Treasury benohes
hear the hon. member for Guysboro' (Mr. Kirk) make a who have addressed the fouse on thisubject admit that
statement lst evening, which, though true, was misleading. the resolution is eue of parameunt importance. I, Sir,
He tried to make this House believe that the decline of agree with them in that view, but it doce eeem te me Most
shipping in the Maritime Provinces was due to the National extraordinary that a reselution involving such vast couse-
Policy, but it is nothing of the sort. You cannot legislate quences should have been under discussion for a period of
to turn wood into iron. I think the hon. member for St. three weeks, and that the First Minister, and those who
John will bear me out in what I state with regard to that have long been hie colleagues in the Goverument,
port. About four years ago I happened to be there, and I have not yet expressed any opinion to the foue
remember that two or three steamships came there to load on the question. The bon. gentleman who now leads the
meal for the United Kingdom. It was the first time they Government, a few years ago, proposed for the coneidera-
ever came there to carry meal direct to the old country. tion cf the fouse of Commons a resolution toreshadowing
The next year about forty steamships came to that port for hie views of the fiscal policy that ought to be adopted in
tho same purpose, and the year after I believe about 120 this country. Although at that time in Opposition, he
came there. That shows why there has been a decline in theught it was of sufficient importance te indicate hie views
the wooden sailing vessels of the Maritime Provinces. Re. on the subject. But, Sir, we have bere a rosolution pro.
garding the manufacturing industries of the Marintime Prov- pesng to change that policy, and to adopt one which we
inces,I am perfectly amazed to find gentlemen stand here and believe to be much more in the public interest, and which
assert thau we do not send anything to the Upper Prov- will net be snch a disastrous failure as'the policy emboiied
inces. Three fourths of all the manufactured goods of the in the hon. gentleman's resolution, and I would like te
Maritime Provinces go tothe Upper Provinces. I wasatthe know how it is thit the hou. gentleman bas net seen proper
factory of William Parks, of St. John, about a year ago, te give his views te the fouse on this question, or te guide
and he told me that three-fourths of all the goods those who follow him in this fouse, and who will scarcely
he manufactured were taken to the west of Toronto. venture te express an opinion without knowiug what the
Now, I am in favor of reciprocity; I do not wish views ef the hou, gentleman are. Sir, it je a remarkable
to be misunderstood as to that; and if the resolution moved fact that since this discussion began, we have had it made
by the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) had not been manifest te us that a very large number of the hon. gentle-
fastened on to the resolution of the hon. member for South man's supporters have been leaded np the wrong way4 The
Oxford, I would possibly have voted for it-in fact I would views they have expressed, while they may have agreed
have; but, attached as it is to that one, I cannot support it, with the views entertained by the Government when this
because I believe it would be detrimental to the best inter- resolution was firet prepesed, ne longer harmonise with
ests of the country to do so. But I wish it to be clearly the pelicy on wbich the Geverument has now entered. I
understeod iu the Maritime Provinces that I do net vote think there is some excuse for the Finance Miniser. We
against a froc ceastiug trade. Then, wo have the question k now that he is suffering fremtl-health, sd that hie
of revenue te consider. on, gentlemen opposite admit health will net permit hi gte take an active part in chis
that we abould[sec 7,000,000 cf revenue, and the amouwt discussion. But the Hiret Minister, the Minister
mnight poesibly reach* 8 [2,000,000. I underetood the hon, cf Public Worke, and Postmaster General, who
member for South Oxford te Bay that the publie money have long been members of the Administration, have
seut in Nova Seotia cousisted cf bribes tq that Province. remained sulent during the whole e this discussion.
Does the hon. gentleman mean to say that the public work Why have these on, gentlemen n t taken part inthise dis
in that Province are bribes-that we do net need them? I cussiono? Are they afraid that tbey may be obliged te omake
cannot understand how hou. gentlemen expect that we eau a further chane? Th y have made very considerable pro-
out down the expenditure of the ceuntry 87,000,000 at eue gres during the past three weeks, and must we nowcne
sweep. The expenditure of the country muht increase, but te the conclusion that the hon. the Firat Minister supposes
if the population increases in proportion, where le the great that frther ehange may be tecessary, nd that it ionet
ovil? ln closing these re marks arn remiuded cf what the well he should be tie by a speech as wel as by a vote? We
Hon. Henry Grattan stated in bis firpt session in the Eng- know the views cf the Minister cf Marine and Fisheries, we
11mb Houa. cf Gommons. Speaking cf the Parliameut bf know the views entertained by the Minister cf Interior, but
Irelaud bekaid:nhatf that atehmbly I have a parental ret those gentlemen are junior members cf the Administration;
collection; I mat at its cradie sud I followed its hearse." I they have been but a short time upon the Treasury beuches,
trust that those whe are sitting at the cradie of the factor sd thofy are not those whose views the House sad the
je. cf the Dominion of Canada wiil nover lollew theirhbause. country have a pecial intere t in hearing w There are

eidersud more experienced members cf the Gover ement,
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Mr. Speaker, I arn sure that if a those ider sd more experienced have, up t this

auy stranger were in this House lhstening te the speeches moment, expressed ne opinion upon the important resolu-
of bon. gentlemen opposite, he would have very great diffi tiens before us. L this the outme f caution? wla this

Sin ascertaining wbat wus the subject t iscussion. because those hon. gentlemen have hadare recently te corne
H1n. gentlemen opposite have said a great deai as te the down from the lofty snd independet position which they
miscbievous censequeuces that are likely te flow from the aolumed I iokh very much as if that were the cas,
adoption cf such a policy as that foreshadowed in the r ho-snd that this discussion which the bon. gentleman who
lution before us.tinut trae.e wer htread the resolution, lead the Goveru ment bas duriog the last twenty-four heurs
sud then listen te the speeches cf thoe hon. gentlemeni h been axioust eitd corme toe a conclusione h is about t
would, I am sure, suppose tht they had net taken the dsow t be closed without giving tetheieuse the beneit
trouble to read, or if they had, t understand the resolution of bis opinion. Then, to , there is the Minister fJustice.
roposed by my bon. friend fro South Oxford. Sir, that roe- That on. gentleman bas remaned sent, although ho toek

Detion foresadews a very important public policy. That an active part in the discussion of a question which isin-
mucht think as been admitted by almo t every hon. gen- timatey conneoted with this question, relatiug to mlarger
tcemanwho as spoken o that aide cfthe oua. tt la ad- degre cef fre ?intrchage mf producte between Canada sud
mitted the eewound have a ve gre t effot on the indut. te Unitd State . The hon. gentleman niste doub
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eminently well informed upon the subjeet, and yet he has
been as discreet as the First Minister. How is it that he
remained silent? fHow is it that we have so large a num
ber of Ministers in this flouse, and yet that it is, so to
speak, the boys of the Administration who have been put
up to speak for those hon. gentlemen ? The House and the
country can come to but one conclusion, and that is that the
righthon. Firet Minister finds that the argument is altogether
against him; that he feels the interests of the country are
to be served by the adoption of the policy marked ont in
the resolution of the hon. member for South Oxford. There
is no hon. gentleman in this House, on either side, who
better understands and more thoroughly approciates the
advantages this country would derive from the adoption of
this resolution, than the hon. gentleman who leads the
House, and yet we find him permitting his followers to
stand up here and argue for more than a fortnight, not only
against the interchange of manufactured goods between
Canada and the United States, but against the free inter-
change of any products, whether natural or artificial,
between the two countries. It i-s true that the hon. gentle-
man, within the past three days, bas changed his position
upon the principle, at all events, of the policy marked ont
in this resolution. But it is pretty obvions that between
the First Minister and those who follow him, and the
Minister of Finance, there is some disagreement on this
question. Let me call the attention of the House to the
resolution itself proposed by my hon. friend for South
Oxford, and which hon, gentlemen opposite do not seem to
have read. The resolution is:

" That it is highly desirable that the largest possible freedom of com-
mercial intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Canada
and the United States, and that it is expedient that all articles manu-
factured in, or the natural products of either of the sid co.ntries
should be admitted free of duty into the porta of the other."

That is the resolution whic'2 bas been proposed, and that is
what hon. gentlemen on the other side have been speaking
against, from varions points of view, for the past three
weeks. The remaining portion of the resolution merely
indicates the desire that the Government should take the
initiative, and seek to ascertain how far the Congreus of
the United States would be disposed to agree to the propo-
sition here set forth. I have here the proposition of the
Minister of Finance, which he made as High Commissioner.
That proposition is almost the same as the resolution wbich
my hon. friend for South Oxford proposes. The Minister
of Finance, in making the proposition for free trade with
the United States to the Seoretary of State of the United
States, did not propose a limited free trade. On the con.
trary, he was careful not to submit to the United States a
proposition to wbich exception might be taken upon tbat
ground. He said :

" That with the view of removing ail causes of difference In connec-
tion with the fisheries, it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiarie
that the fishermen of bot.h contries saolihaie ail thc prinilegeo eu-
oyed during the existence cfo f thlhery Articles of the Treat eof

ashington, in consideration of a naturai arrangement providiag for
greater freedom of commercial intereourse between the United States
and Canada and Newfonadland."
" Greater freedom of commercial intercourse." How great
that freedom was to be, the hon. gentleman did not say.
'e did not say it was to be greater freedom in the inter-
change of natural products; he put no such limitation or
restriction in his proposition. On the oontrary, he put for.
ward a proposition, which, in its terme, was almost identi.
cal with that which the right hon the First Minister is
calling upon his friends to vote down. It is important
that we should look at this with a little more care than
hon. gentlemen opposite who have discussed this question,
have. Looking at what was proposed by the hon. the
Minister of Finance, this resolution is one which most
people would be disposed to support. Almost any
»Ma who is not a supporter of the hon. the First

i Minister would support a resolution of that sort.
Ordinary mortale could find little in the resolution
te take exception te, but the Conservative or Tory
who supports the First Minister is not an ordinary
mortal, and has different views of the wants and intereste
of the country, views which be is capable of adjusting to
suit the political exigencies of the moment; and there is no
doubt whatever that the speeches of the hon. member for
Muskoka (Mir. O'Brien) and the hon. member for Welland
(Mr. Ferguson), had these gentlemen known beforehand
how handsomely the right hon. the First Minister was
going te come down at the threat of the American Congress,
would have been very different indeed from what they were.
Now, I think that this is the most important resolution
which has been submitted for the consideration of Parlia-
ment since the Union. It is a resolution of immense oon.
soquence. We have come te a period in our political his-
tory when the roads part, and when we must decide which
way we will take. We had, Sir, a dispute with our neigb.
bors with regard to the flshery treaty, into the merits of
which controversy I will net enter at this moment, as this
is not the appropriate occasion to diseuse that subject;
but i will say merely that no State ever had a stronger
case in its favor than had Canada in the dispute.
I agree with everythinig tbat was said in the memoran-
dum of the Minister of Justice on this question. He had a
case as strong as any case with which any party ever
went into a Court of Justice against an adversary, and we
were supported in our views by the Government of the
Uoited Kiîngdom. What bas been our position ? We bave
surrendeiod almost everything, and, if when we were aided
and supported by the United Kingdom, by the Govern-
ment ot England, we were unable to maintain our rights
on a question where our rights were so clear, how can it be
supposed that we are going to be supported suc.essfully by
the Government of England where. our rights are les
obvious. That being the case, we would be in the higheut
degrees foolish if we did net look at the situation as it
really is. England, as between Canada and the United
States, is no longer able or willing te render us assistance.
She will give us friendly advice, and aid our cause seo far
as it does net jeopardise the proservation of peace between
her and the United States. Further than that she will not
go, and to speak about the last man and the last gun being
used by England in our defence is simply te talk nonsense.
Our future depends upon our own ooucnt, and it is of
the first consequence for us te make our relations with
our neighbors secure. Therefore it is of the first conse.
quence te this country that we should adopt the resolution
whichb has been proposed by the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). What we propose is to
put all classes on the same footing. The hon. gentleman
who leade the Government has sometimes said, and some-
times bas unsaid, that free trade with the United States
would be a good thing for the farmer, that free trade in
natural products would be a good thing for the farmer in
Canada. The Minister of Customs bas taken a different lino.
He argued that it was as important te the farmer as it is to
the manufacturer te bave protection, and the hon. gentle.
man from Montreal said protection was a very important
thing for the farmer, and called upon the House te notice
what calamities would be the resuit if free trade in natural
producte existed with the United States. Then an hon.
member from Nova Scotia told us, in the course of this dis-
cussion a day or two ago, that if we had free trade In coal
with the United States it would be of no advantage te Nova
Scotia, because there would be ten tons of coal sent into
Canada from the United States for every ton that was sent
from Nova Scotia te the United States ; so that would be a
misfortune, and things are better as they are. The hon, the
Minister of Marine and Fisberies informed the House
that the products of the two countries are too muoh
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alike te allow of any important trade taking place
between them. It is true that, somewhat incon
aistently, he argued that we could have a successful
interprovincial trade. He could not see that Ontario could
trade with New York or Michigan, he could not see that
that was a natural interchange, and thouqht there could be
no great trade between Canada and the United States, and
argued that if the barriers were thrown down we would be
disapp'>inted at ihe result. The hon. gentleman from
Muskoka (Mr. O'Brien) argued in the same way. fHe told
us, if we were to repeal the duties on the natural products
of the two countries, the United States would take very
little more of our products than they do now, and, if they
did take more, it would not b to the advantage of the-
people of this country. It is therefore evident that these
hon. gentlemen do not think that much advantage can be
derived from a free interchange of producta between the
United States and Canada. I do not agree with those gentle-
men. If what they said was true, why do these high
barriers exist, what necessity is there for this high tariff?
The hon. gentleman bas put a tariff Vo prevent barley
coming into Canada, but no barley came into Canada before.
It is true that ho has undertaken to keep out, in the
interest of the farming population, things that were
never brought into the country, but it was said
that this was to Put the farmer on the same footing as the
manufacturer. Thut can be said no longer. We find from
the Trade and Navigation Returns that the facts contradict
the theory of the bon. gentleman, and that a very large
trade, in mpite of the artificial barriers, that Parliament bas
established, has been carried on between the people of the
United States and the people of Canada. We have been
told by almost every speaker on the other side that the
adoption of any such policy as we propose would inevitably
lead te annexation. That view has been expressed by the
Minister of Marine and Fishories, who told us that there
was nothing of so much consequence in uniting a people
together as commercial intercourse, and that if commer-
cial intercourse was once established between Canada and
the United States, the result would be that Canada would
be drawn te the United. States and away from England,
that the present relations between Canada and England
would be weakened and ultimately severed, while there-
lations between Canada and :he United 8tateswould become
stronger and, would ufi mately result in annexation. I do
mot agree with that view. 1 do mot see any reason for it. I
have listened te the hon. gentlemen opposite, I think I have.
heard almost every speech which has been made in that par-
ticular, and I have mot heard, except in the case of the Min-
ister of Marine and Plsheries, any attempt to assign a reason
for the effect which is attributed to a measure of tils sort.
What bas been the effect in the United States thenselves?
They have free trade between the different States. There
is no restriction upon the trade between those States. Are
the principles of local self-government weaker to-day than
they were when their independence was first eatablished ?
Are these States weaker to-day in the exercise of tbe'r
atsate authority than they were before ? Is not the love of
local government and the attachment to local institutions
as strong to-day in the different States as it was when the
Constitution itself was adopted ? Everyone who knows
the history of the country knows that it is. In what
way would it affect this country if we had free
trade ? Would it weaken the authority of the Local Gov-
ernments ? Would it interfere with the administration of
justice ? Would it interfere with the local elections ?
Would not the local authority be just as strong after
the adoption of such a policy as before ? How could it
affect this Parliament? Would it take away anything from
this Parliament or from the Government of the country ?
Unless the hon. gentleman can say that it would work a
revolution in the sentiments of the people, hoe cannet say
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that it would have any effect whatever in altering the
,political-relations- existing at this time between Canada
and the United States. We have free trade. with Great
Britain. She has put na barrier in our way; s has the
supreme autbority. But does any one say that our attach-
ment to local self-government, our disposition to maintain
our own autonomy, is weaker in consequeanceof the Imperial
policy on the r.ubject of trade, than it was before sneb policy
was adopted ? I Canada ar.y more disposed tc-day to give
up lier Parliament and her local self-government, and to
merge herself into the Imperial Parliament, than she was
30 or 40 years ago, when a different fiscal policy eristed in
the mother country? Why, Sir, everyone knows that that
is net the case, and what reasoa is thera for supposing that
the political cifect of free trade between Canada and the
United States would be different from the effect of free trade
between Canada and the United Kingdom ? We have but te
look at the nations making up the United Kingiom.
They have there a consolidated Government, they have
a legislative union, and yet the Scotchman is noat les
a Scotchman to-day than he was a hundred years ago; the
Welshman is as distincly national, and his attachment to
his local institutions remain unehanged, and so with the
Irishman. Now, Sir, there is mach more te be said in.favor
of the views of the member for Montreal Centre (Mr.
Curran), than of the views put forward by every other hon.
gentleman on that side of the fHouse who bas made any
allusion te this question. The hon. member for Montreal
Centre declares tha t the effect of free ti ado between Canada,
and the United States would be commercially injurious,
it would not draw as together, but would repel us; instead
of creating a political alliance, it would be in danger of
creating political hostility. He instanced lIreland, and, he
quoted from Mr. Barrington. le undertook to show
that Ireland had lest enormously by the adoption of un.
restricted intercourse with Great Britain. That was the
argnment of the hn. gentleman, but he did noV undertake
te show, nor did ho insinuate, that the love of Ireland for
the Union bad amounted to infatuation. On the on-
trary the hon.. gentleman argued against Confederation.,

The whole lie of his argument was te show that the union
that existed betwoeea the different Provinces was a calamity
to the smaller Provinces. HRe pointed out the eects of
tie union. u en Ireland, and there was not a thing ho said
with regardote that-and I may say here that I de not
agree with him -that would not be equally applicable be.
tween the union of old Canada and Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick. But, Sir, if Ireland was injured by the union,
the argument that Nova Seotia was injured by this union
would be equally applicable. But the whole drift of the
hon. gentleman's argument was te show that the effect of
free trade between Canada and the United States, would be
calamitous te Canada, and that it would have the efect of
separating ns in sentiment and in feeling more widely from
th;e United States than we are separated at the present
moment. On the contrary the bon. gentleman seems te
think that a high puotective tarif between the two coun-
tries was a strong bond of union. Now, Sir, hon. gentlemen
opposite have not undertaken to show what is to be destroy-
ed, or ohanged, what revolution is to be wrought, andhow it
is to be eftected, by the establishment of free trade between
the United States and Canada. Dos the hon. gentleman
think that the public virtue and patriotism of those on the
other aide of the House are not equal te the strain ? Do the
ho. gentlemen think that they are in danger of being se-
duced from their allegiaies, and of being won over in sym-
pathy and feeling o the neighboring republic? Sir, if
the hon. gentlemen are of that opinion, why do they agree
to the adoption of free trado in natural produets? What is
it that is to becme, by the adoption of thi& resolution, a bond
of union between Çanada and the United States ? la it th
trade, or la it the absne of the, tax ? ow are the pople
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to be united ? How is this political fusion to be brought
about? I can understand hon. gentlemen arguing that if
you allow trade to exist, that trade promotes good feeling,
and tends to bring people together that otherwise would
mot come in contact, that it increases the chances of the
maintenance of peace, and diminishes the chances of hos-
tility and antagonism. That is a clear proposition. Hon.
gentlemen say that you may have free trade in hoofs and
hides, that you may have free trade in cattle and sheep;
you may have free trade in agricultural products, but you
may not have free trade in cottons and calicoes, and if you
do the union is gone-that is the position. You may send
a horse into the United States without taxing him,
with perfect safety to the political interests of this
countr3, but if you allow a harness to go in, whether
it is on the horse or off, you will imperil the whole
political fabric-that is the position taken by the hon.
gentlemen opposite. They say if you put a tax on the
sheep, or if you take a tax off the sheep, no harm is doue;
if you take the tax off the wool it may be that no very
great harm is done, but if you take a tax off the carpet
made from the wool, why, your institutions are ruined,
your political fabrie is pullen down, and you will be look.
ing to Washington. That is the position taken by hon.
gentlemen opposite. I would like to know whether they
think that the votera of this country can be imposed upon
by any such statement as that. Sir, the hon. member for
Lincoln (Mr. Rykert) was very much afraid of being brought
into contact with the people of the United States. He
wants to have nothing to do with them. Evil communica-
tions are in d inger of corrupting good manners; and the
Olympie light, the patriotic fire, that glows in his bosom
is in danger of being extinguished by the repeal of the
taxes that are imposed upon the produets of the United
States if they are brought into Canada. I am not afraid
of anything of that sort. Hon. gentlemen on this aide
of the House are not afraid. We believe that our patriotism,
our devotion to our country, are proof against any danger
from any quarter of that kind. We look to our literature,
we look to our arts, we look to our historical and literary
associations with the mother country, and we believe that
there are other ties than material ties which have no little
strength in holding together people speaking the same
language, having a common history, and looking forward
to a common progress. But bon. gentlemen on the other
side take a different and more material view, and they say
that if you allow our people to enter into more extended
trade relations with the neighboring republic, the result
wili be that you will pull down the political fabrie that has
been erected here, and you will merge this country in the
United States. Now, why will it have that effect? If hon.
gentlemen are earnest in putting forward that proposition,
why do they allow free trade in anything? Why do they
allow any trade at all ? Why do they not make the bar-
riers so high as to prevent all trade ? Because, if ruin is to
be the effect, then every consideration requires that the
people of the Lord-this modern Israel-who sit on the
benches over there, should protect themselves against
the evils of contamination with the neighboring republic.
Hon. gentlemen have told us there is very great danger
of political fusion, and there is one instance that has been
related by two or three hon. members who have discussed
this question on the other side-the Zollverein which existed
between certain of the German States, and they have told
us the effeot of that unrestricted trade that existed after
1818 has been the abolition of all local divisions and the
unification of the German people into an Empire. I do not
think these hon. gentlemen have taken the trouble to make
themaelves acquainted with the history of the German
Zollverein. I am inclined to the opinion that the Zollverein
was not the cause of union, but it was the effect of union
among the (*erman people. Germany was divided by her
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petty dynasties, but united by her race and by ber litera-
ture. Her people had long been one people, but they were
kept apart by the interests of families and dynasties, and
when the opportunity came, when a man with a strong
will and great courage came to the head of affaira, he did
what le said he would do: he brought the King to the
ditch, and when there he made him jump, and so Germany
was united. Those hon. gentlemen do not appear to know
that when the German union took place a very considerable
number of the Provinces were not within the Zlîverein,
and those outside were united before those in the Z>llverein
came in. Austria was, after 1853, in a limited sense, a mem-
ber of that union, and Austria and all the Provinces of
South Germany remained outside alter 1866, when the union
was effected. There were Holstein and Oidenburg and
Mecklenburg which never were inside the union, and they
were united to Prussia before those that were actual parts
of the German Zollverein. Tho truth is that the commer-
cial union between the different states was a matter of
political convenience, and it had no perceptible effect upon
the history of that people. It was in no sense a factor in
the revolution that took place in 1866 which made the North
German states one people. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going
to trespass upon the indulgence of the House in discussing
other features of this debate. We have been told over and
over again that we have complained of the depressed state
of trade and industry in this country, that we have com-
plained of the depression in the value of property. So we
have. Sir, if the hon. gentlemen are disposed to dispute
our position on that question lot them summon here
those connected with the various loan societies of Ontario,
and they will get but one testimony. The testimony
will be this: That property has, during the past six
years, greatly depreciated in value, and the annual
income of the farmers in the Province of Onta-
rio bas diminished over 830,000,000. You cannot take
830,000,000 annually from the income of the farming popu-
lation without seriously injuring the value of property and
the general trade and commerce of the country, and you
have produced that effect by increasing the public burdens
and by taxing the people in a way that has taken an enor-
mous sum out of their pocket, beyond that which has gone
into the public treasury. We have marked out in this reso-
lution a better way. We propose to remove the restrictions
that exist upon trade. Some hon, gentlemen opposite have
told us that but one-tenth of our cereais are sent out of
this country and the other nine-tenths are consumed here,
and they ask what importanoe is to be attached to the one-
tenth when the ninc-tenths are consumed here in the home
market. It must be remembered that a large portion of the
nine-tenths is consumed by those who produce the cereals,
and it does not form part of the marketable com-
modities of the country. The value of the remaining
nine-tenths is determined by the value put upon the one-
tenth. What determines the value of every bushel of
wheat and every pound of flour sold here is the value
of the one-tenth on the Liverpool market, sud there-
fore it is the value of what we send abroad that fixes
the value of what remains and finds a market at home.
And this is true not only of the cercals, but it is true of
almost everything else produced here that we send
ont of the country. We ask Parliament to relieve
trade of its burdens, to remove the shackles which have
been imposed upon industry, and we propose to this
House a plan by which this can be ado pted. But some hon.
gentlemen opposite say that trade with the United States
will seriously interfere with our trade with England. I
say it will have no such effect. If you increase trade
between Canada and the United States you will se far
increase our prosperity that our trade with England will be
searcely rceptibly affected. I look forward not merely
to the aoption of this resolution, but that at an early

1888. 609



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 6

period, as a consequence of its adoption, the taxes
imposed on commerce between this country and the United
Kingdom will be greatly diminished in consequence of the
increase ot our population, the diminution of our liabi-
lities, -the reduc ion in a large degree of' our present fiscal
burdens, which will enable us to do what under existing
circumstances we cannot do. At this moment one thi:ng
that the people of this country must remember is this :
that the necessities of this Government are greater than
the necessities of the Government of the United States, and
if the Americans were to reduce their customs duties much
below ours, the result would be to seriously embarrass us in
the collection of revenue, and therefore we are the people
who above and beyond all others bave an interest in secur
ing trade with the people of the United States. The earlier
we secure that traie the more advantageous it will be for
us, and the promotion of our prosperity in consequence of
securing that trade will enable us at no distant day to
diminish our customs duties on commerce between Canada
and other portions of the civilised world. Saveral hon.
gentlemen opposite have denied that there is a great
expatriation of our population. Look at these facts.
From 1881 to 1886, inclusive, according to the report
of the Minister of Agriculture-which the member for
Lincoln (Mi. Rykort) says is strictly acourate-155,000
people who emigrated fron abroad came into the
North-West, and we took a census in 1886 and foand there
43,000, so 112,000 of those people who went there have left
the country You have 43,000 people left out of 155,000. And
that state ot' things is going on all over the Dominion
Bon. gentlemen say they are justified in complainig in our
day because of the large expatriation of our population. The
American statistics show, and our own statistics beur out, the
statement that during the period from 1 68 to 1873, 43,000
people left the country annually, from 1874 to 1878, 23,000,
from 1879 to 1885 not many short of 80,000 yearly have left
the Dominion: You, hon. gentlemen opposite, promised to
keep our people at home. You proposed to adopt the National
Policy as a means to an end. Two ends were to be secured
-free trade with the United States was one, and the employ-
ment of the people of Canada was the other. You have ac-
complished neither, and having failed to accomplish either
we bay the time is come to mark out a botter way, for you
have had ten years' trial of the experiment which you asked
permission to make, and it has proved an eggregious
failure.

Mr. CAMERON. I have no desire to prolong this dis-
cussion, but I feel it to be my duty to say a few words
relative to eome remarks made by scme hon. members for
Nova Scotia. I am one of those, Sir, who happen to have
been in the House at the inception of the National Policy.
I was here in 1870 when the policy was originated, but,
unfortunately, it did not then last for any length of
time, as it was repealed in 1871. The National Policy
embraces the protection of the industries of Canada,
and it embraces also reciprocal free trade between
Canada and the United States in the products of the
soi, of the sea, of the mines and of the forests. This
policy is one which commended itself to the people of this
Dominion in 1878, in 1882, and also in 1887, which proves
that the people are satisfied with the National Policy, and I
believe the people have failed to see any necessity for a
change ut this particular junction. I believe, Sir, that the
remedy which is now proposed for the exoda and for the
other grievances which exist in the Domir n "i fail as a
panacea for the evils which hon. friends u - the other
side think it wili cure. I believe that unrestriced
reciprocity would prove ruinons to the manufacturing
industries of this Dominion immediately, and that
it ultimately would prove ruinous to the farmers
of this Dominion. I believe, Sir, that the immediate result

.Mr. MILLS (Buthwell).

of unrestricted reciprocity with the United States would be,
as bai been admitted on aIl hands, an immediate loss of
over seven million dollars to the revenue of this Dominion,
and there is no one who will'doubt that the indirect loss to
the Dominion Treasury would be at least seven million dollars
more. I want to know, Sir, how do the hon. gentlemeu op.
posite propcse to remedy that deficit? We find that they
propose to remedy it by the reduction of the expenditure.
They promise, if they ever come into power, that they will
largely reduce the expenditure of the Dominion. We find that
the expend iture at the commencement of federation amounted
only to $13,000,000, but it was increased in the first period
when the Conservative party w.as in power to S23,800,000.
The Opposition of to-day denounced strongly the large in-
crease in the expenditure of this Dominion at that time, and
they promised then, as they promise now, that if they ac-
quired power they would largely reduce that expenditure.
But after a term of five years instead of reducing that expen-
diture, as they bad promised,they increased it, and the expen-
diture will continue to increase it matters not which party
may be in power. Every reasonable person in this louse will
admit that this will be a f act, and every reasonable person in
the country well krows that the increase in population and the
increase of public expenses requires it. The expenditure of
the Dominion at the present moment has reached to no less
than $35,000,000, and I hold and I believe that every
reasonable person in this House will pracically admit it
cannot be reduced below $35,000,000 a year without
prejadice to the interests of the people at large. Now, Sir,
if that be the case and if the immediate result of unre-
stricted ieciprocity with the United States be to reduce
the income to the extent of $7,000,000 dirctly and to
$7,000,000 more indirectly, how can this be provided for
except by direct taxation ? If we must resort to direct
taxation as every honest person in this House admits that
we wili have to do, then I fail to see how direct taxation
will benefit the farmers of the country. It is not my inten-
tion to dwell at any great length upon that phase of the
question, becanse I know that it bas been completely
threshed out already by both sides of the House. i desire
particnlarly to refer to some expressions which have been
made by my hon. friend the senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Jones), by my hon. friend the senior member for
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies), and by other gentlemen
from Nova Scotia. First in reference to the exodus. I
think that every person who lives by the sea must admit
that there was an exodus from the Maritime Provinces to
the United States before the treaty of 1854. I believe
that the exodus from the Maritime Provinces was as great
before 1851 as i, bas been during any other period since
that time. I am one of those who believe that no policy
adopted in this country can effectually arrest the exodus
from the Dominion to the United States.. There are various
reasons why the people go, and no policy adopted by this
Parliament can totally avert it. But I do hold that the
National Policy adopted by the present Government has
largely arrested the exodus from Canada, and that is only
what any reasonable person in this Dominion would natur-
ally expect. During the continuance of the reciprocity
treaty it is true that the Maritime Provinces were pros-
perous. But I hold that the prosperity did not arise
as much from the effoct of the reciprocity treaty as it
did from other causes. There is not a reasonable person
in the Eastern portion of the Province of Nova Scotia
particularly, who will not admit that fact. Tue pros.
perity of the eastern part of the province was largely
owing to the enormous deveiopment of the coal industry
during that time, as compared with the trade previously.
But the trade in coal between eastern Nova Scotia and the
United States.during that period was not altogether owing
to the reciprocity treaty. It was owing to the fact that the
price of coal in the United States was thon at leat double
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what it is now and as bas been etated by my friend the
member for Cape Breton County (Nir. MoKeen) the reci-
procal trade in coal would not be to.day as advantageous to
the coal interest of Nova Scotia as it had been thon, from
the very fact that the price of coal to--lay is not more than
onehalf what it was at that time Every reasonible person
must ad mit that the increase of trade in coal between the
Province of Nova Scotia and the United States would not
enhance the price of coal in 1hat market. Therefore instead
çf it being advantsgeous to the coal interest to have a reci-
procity treaty there is no person who is acquainted with
that industry in Nova Scotia but will admit that it would
prove injurkus as compared.with the existing state of that
ind ustry un.edir the National 'olicy. Betwaen 1871 and lV8-
we bad the Washingtorn Treaty, and there ca) be no doubt
that durinz that time the fiuhery industry prospered very
well, but if it did prosner there was also a large exodus
from the Province at that time. I believe there was just suoh
an exodus during that time as there is at present. My hon.
frieni the senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) stated to
this effect:

I know from my own experience that a large number of vessels last
season were prevented from going into the fishery business because theT
could not obtain a crew as the men had all gone to the United States.

My hon. friend made the assertion, but ho should have
stated the reason. The reason the fishermen of Nova Scotia
go to the United Stat es is simply this; they are engaged
on American vessels during.the fishing season, and in that
way, when there is no reciprocal trade in fish between
Canada aid the United States. they secure the free admis-
sion of fish caught by them into the American market
During the period when hon. gentlemen opposite were in
power there was just as large an exodus of fishermen to the
United States. Our people who have no capital themselves.
go to American ports to secure employment on board of
vessels belonging to Americans, who are more enterprising
than our own people, and who provide vessels for those who
have no capital. In fact, a large portion of the American
fleet is manned by men who have been employed around
our own shores. Instead of the shore fishermen going to the
United States, a was represented by my hon. friend from
Hlahfax, it is the deep sea fishermen who are obliged to go
because our own capitalists fail to provide vessels for them
in which they can pursue their industry at home. But the
shore fishermen do not go away from Nova Scotia. My hon.
friend from Halifax wert on to say:

" Go down to the Island of Cape Breton. My hon. friends from Cape
Breton here will bear me out -

"Gen. LAURIE. Hear, hear.
" Mr. JONES (Halifax). The hon. gentleman confirma my statement

as I knew he would from his frankness. But I say, go down to the
Island of Cape Breton, and there you will find that almostall the popu-
lation, a large number of people there who used to be engage i in our
shore fishery, have gone to the United States.

"'An hon. MEMBER. No."

And i happened to be the person who made that denial-
" Mr. JONES (Halifax). I know better, for I am engaged in that

business myselt. Years ago we usud to have tens of thousands of valu-
able shore fis3h brought to the Elalifax market and exported all over the
world ; that branch of commerce, as far as regards the shore fishery, la
a thing of the past. Those men have gone banking, and under the new
condition of affaire, and when they found that our fishing vessels coild
net fish on as favorable terms as the Americans, they emigrated to the
8tites and engaged on board American veusels."

I have stated the reason why they go; the same cause
exited not onfly during the continuance ofthe Washington
Treaty, but previou8ly, and will continue as long as the
Amerinans provide ships for our fishermen. One hon.
member stated that 120 had left his county in the spring,
but ho knows that they return in the fall atter their sum-
mer's work is over. He knows that although they go ta
the United States, they go to obtain vessels in which to fish

near our own shores, and that they return with the receipts
from their labor in their pockets. But in order to cinvince
my hon. friend that there is not an exodus of fishermen
from Cape Breton. I have obtained statistics which prove
the faut. I find that in 1877-78, tho last year the Liberal
party were in power, there were 8,830 mon engaged in the
tisheries of Cape Breton, whereas, during the year 18S7-88,
the cumber engaged was 9,591, an increase of 761, or 11
per cent. in the decade. This proves that the imformation
which bas been imparted by thc soior member for Ilali-
fax was largely inaourate. But let me conte to the cournty
I have the honor to represent. I find that in 1877-78, the
last year hon. gentlemen opposite wore in Iower, there
were 1,118 fibermen, whereas in 887-8 there wcre 2,383
eng ageJ, a) increiseof1,6 4 or 113 per cent. Aud yetwe are
told that the ehore fi hrmen o, the P1oviueoot Nova Scotia
have been expatriated and have gone to the United States.
Now, the hon. member for Prince Edward stated that the
Premier made an assertion in Quebec that the coun-
try was literally going to the dngs under tho régime
of hon. gentlemen opposite. When hesuggested a romedy, it
was one that Canada could accept with honor and pride.
It was an appeal to rely on our own resources with a
National Policy. But bon. gentlemen opposite propose a
policy which the United States alone can control, and which
will immediately prove ruinous to tho maiufLtures of
Canada, and ultimately recoil on the farmers from end to
end of this Dominion. The policy alopted by the Premier
of this Dominion has proved advantageou to the people,
and they wil retuse to dspiicu It L'y a pWrcy ot unre-
mtricted ieoiprocity with the United States. 'This is espe-
cially the case, because the reiody proposed by hon. gen-
tlemen opposite in order to make up the deticit which must
unquestionably result from unrestricted ieciproity to the
extent of $15,000,000, is one that will fall heavily on the
taxpayers of this country. Thero is no remedy but direct
taxation. Every hon. gentleman who has spoken on the
opposite side of this flouse has admitted that. The remedy
they propose, is direct taxation, with a large roduction in
the expenditure on wharvos, piers, and public works, and a
discontinuance of subsidies to r miw.v. Now, I holieve
0hat suci exponditurio ner1 o: t m imp rt
sions of the National Policy. Tihat policy is not only calcn-
lated to secure sufficient revenue to maintain the pub-
lic service of the Dominion effectually, but to facilitate
the distribution of the products of the country through-
out the Dominion, and a curtailment of the expenditures
on public works or of the usual subsidies to railways
in any section of the Dominion would be disastrous.
Every honest man must admit that whatever exodus we
may have now, it would becomo much larger wore there
any curtailment (f public expenditure in that direction. I
exceedingly regret having occupied such a long time at this
late stage of the discussion, but I thought it necessary te
give my expression of opinion against the idea that the
National Policy had any tendency to promote an exodus
from the Maritime Provinces. I believe the Maritime Pro-
vinees are more p)rosperous under the National Policy than
they ever have been since they were firAt settled, and I
believe it is only the continuation of the National Policy
that will irure the prosperity of our people down by the
sea.

It being six o'clock the Speaker !eft the Chair.

After Recoss.

IN COMMITTEBE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 42) to incorporate the Pontiac and Renfrew
Railway Company.-(Mir. Bryson.)
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Bill (No. 63) to amend the Acts relating to the Wood

Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Kr. Perley,
Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 64) to incorporate the Chatham Junction Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John )

Bill (No. 66) to incorporate the St. Lawrence and Ad.
irondack Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

Bill (No. 27) to incorporate the Bronsons and Weston
Lumber Company.-(Mr. Perley, Ottawa.)

SECOND READINGS-IN COMUITTEE.
Bill (No. 46) to amend the Acts relating to the Manitoba

and North-Western Railway Company of Cinada.-(hir.
Scarth.)

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 67) to incorporate the Buffalo, Chippawa and
Niagara Falls Stearnboat and Railway Coupany.-(Mr.
Ferguson, Welland.)

Bill (No. d3e) to incorporate the Alberta Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Davis, Alberta.)

Bill (No. 72) to incorporate the New York, St. Lawrence
and Ottawa Railway Company.-(àfr. Wood, Brockville.)

Bill (No. 84) to incorporate the Thousand Ilands Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Taylor )

Bill (No. 85) to incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.- (Mr. Watson.)

Bill (No. 86) to authoriso the construction of Bridges
over the Assiniboine River at Winnipeg and Portage la
Prairie for Railway and Passenger purposos.-(hir. Watson.)

RECIPROCITY WITH THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed debate on the proposed resolution of Sir
Richard Cartwright, the amendment of Mr. Foster, and the
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Jones (Halifax).

Mr. FISET. (Translation.) Mr. Speaker, I shall not
detain you long on this question. It is pretty well ex-
hausted, and I fancy it were presumption in me to think
that I might shed new light thereupon or adduce new ar-
gumnipts in support of the motion of the hon. member for
South Oxford (dir Bichard Cartwright). But really, speak-
ing appears to be contagious on this topic, and, as am
possibly thaen with the complaint, I feel that I should say
a few words on the subject, trusting that my hon. colleagues
on both sides of the flouse will bear witu me for a short
time. The proposition before us is, I take it: Would reci-
prooity with the United States be profitable to Canada
under present circumstances ? Tbe hon. gentlemen oppo.
site hold a negative opinion; we of the Opposition are in
favor of the affirmative. What are the chief reasons which
the hon. members of the right allege in support of their
views ? They may be reduced to four. The first is,
that the people have chosen protection ; the second,
that our manufacturers would be harmed by reciprocal
trade; the third, that we should be wanting in
loyalty to Great Britain by making a reciprocity
treaty with the United States; and the fourth, that our
revenue would be lessened by the free entry of American
goods into the country, and the consequence would be
direct taxation. I shall attempt a reply to these four ob-
jections. First-The people have elected protection. Cer-
tainly, in 1878, that word, that one word carried the elec-
torate by storm, andthey overturned an honest Government,
such, perhaps, as the country had never seen before, and a
most eoonomical Administratien. Owing to the business
depression of that period, the people were blinded, held the
Administration of 1878 responsible therefor, and withdrew

Mr. FaIST.

their support. The crisis, which lasted from 1876 to 1880,
was due to the excess of the importation into the country
of foreign manufactured goods, and the foreign markets
being glutted, there was no outlet for our farming products,
and stili less for our timber. Thence came the numerous
failures of that time. But it does not follow hence
that the farmer class, the most numerous in the country,
suffered more from 1873 to 1878, than from 1878 to 1888.
Daring the former period, in spite of the prevailing business
crisis, our farmers were able to sell thoir produce on botter
terms than they have donesince 1878. Duringthatterm, be-
twoon 1873 to 1878, there was no such event as the whoiesale
emigration of our people to the land of the stranger, in
quest of the head which a protective tariff took from them.
We beheld no such spectacle there as that of broken
windows, hanging shutters, and large buildings, silent,
bleak and empty. But since the establishment of the
famous protective tariff, I should invite my hon friend,
whose speech I hoard with pleasure the other day, without
sharing his views,-I should invite the hon. member for
Bigot (Mr. Dupont) to visit my part of the country. de
would see there homes abandoned that were formerly filled
with happy families ; ho would see not, indeed, large
factories closed and partially demolished, but lowly huts
with barred sashes and planked over, doserted and forbid-
ding in look-and that in whole concessions. Ie would
see, in my own county, a smali town that flourished tilt 1S78
-Rimoaski, so beautifully laid out on the banks of the St.
Lawrence, and he would find out for himsolf that one third
of its inhabitants has gone in search of a livelihood elsc-
where. I should next invite him to go down by the
Intercolonial and ascertain the number of French Canadians
who, even to-day, abandon their homes and seek, over the
frontier, the subsistence which a protective tariff prevents
them fron enjoying in thoir own country. Formerly the
young men woul leave the old people to travel abroad in
pursuit of money, for the Canadian people, brought up in
an almost boundless country, are fond of travelling. To-day,
however, it is no longer the youth that go; but father,
mother and the whole family follow into exile. This may
look like uxaggeration, but it is the truth. Next, Mr.
Speaker, wo are told that the people have thrice renounced
in favor of protection. The tirst time, perhaps; allow for
the second also; but the third time is sayinr too much It
will be remembered that the election of 182 was doeclared
oe year before the expiration of Parliament, on pretences
moved or less flimsy, and with the object, doubtless, of
taking the people unawares. As to the election of 1886 -
although I should, perhaps, not say so on patriotic grounds,
they were made as issues of race and creed. I trust that
such a thing may not happen again, and thore are
in this House hon. gentlemen who, if they had had
only the watch word of protection to secure their
roturn would not hold their seats in the Parliament to-day.
Furthermore, if protection is so advantageous and most
favorable to our interest, why is it that a certain
number of hon, gentlemen on the right are in seareh of
another system to-day ? Why do the upper classes seek
to impose on us the scheme of Imporial Federation ? Pro-
téction is, therefore, not the salve destined to remedy all
the evils which the public are exposed to. We are told, in
the second place, that reciprocity would ruin our manu-
factures. As was so well said by the hon. member for
Lberville (Mr. Béchard), there is no doubt that a certain
number of manutactures would certainly suffer, but they
would be only a few, possibly belonging to those gentlemen
whom we se, almost every year, in the lobbies of Parlia-
ment, trying to worry the Government into raising the duty
on the goods which they manufacture, in order to shorten
their way to fortune. 1 should fancy it were an insult to
honest and intelligent maanfacturers to tell them that
reciprocity would prove their death-blow, as,on the contrary,
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I am of the opinion that, with Confederation, a new impulse to fear that the end wlll be the burden cf direct
would be imparted to their business and would tend to per- taxation." These were the great patriot's word8 in
feet their methods of manufacture. Taking only one 1873. Now, it seems anfair to insinuate that we, who
example, of least bearing indeed: see what happenel to favor reciprocity, are thereby in favor cf direct taxation.
our poor Canadian fishermen-sturdy and needy mon- For my part, Mr. Speaker, I would prefer even protection
when we allowed Americans to go and fish in our waters. te such a tax. But my belief ie, that we can have recipro-
These poor people fell, for several years, to a condition of cal trade with the United States wîthout having receurse
realinferiority-they are perbaps that yet,remaining always to this alternative. Lot mi curtail the expenditure, bring-
poor-but they nevertheless took a lesson from the Ameri- ing it back to the standard cf 1878; that in, to 25 or 26
cana, and adopted the methods which they saw the latter millions, and thon 1 thini that we could meet our outlay.
use. Owing to their pluck, I shall not say that they eau [bave the hour, Sir, cf representing one cf the largest
now cope with the Americans, but they are able to main. and mont thickly-settled counties in the Province. For
tain themselves. I will admit that a great number among several years, I have hsd the honer ofsitting in this Houseo
them have gone into the service of the Americans, as for with the exception cf the break from 1882 te 1886, a de-
that matter, other French Canadians have done. It is use. feat, the causes cf whicl need net be dwolt on here. Up
less, Mr. Speaker, to enumerate the large number of lines- te 1878, this immense country fiurished. Since the estab-
of business in which we eau meet the Americans with ad- lishment of the protective tarif, things have assumed a
vantage. We can cope with them better, in the liberal différent aspect, and emigration te the United
professions. We have statesmen in this House as emi- States in ail the talk thero, AnI how eau
nent as any American statesmen. Our lawyers are wu expeet they arc différent with the burden cf
as distinguished as those of the United States, and taxes weighing on the people? la that county there
even among our physicians we find practitioners as learned are three special products which are chiefiy taxed-peta-
in the healing art. Was not a Canadian physician sum- tees, butter and hermes. Even this year again, we shah
moned some years ago, to add the benefit of his knowledge expert over 150,000 bushels of potatoes, the tax per buehel
and experience in the case of President Garfield ? Ameri- beig 15 cents. These 15 cents a heshel on 150,000 bushels
cans are acquainted with us, Kr. Speaker. They know our make at once $Z2,500 which the Rimouski farmers lose.
aptitudes, esteem us, seek us out and respect our abilities. We expert 50,000 pounds of butter at 4 cents a peund duty,
The proof of this is the marked preference they show our wliih makes 82,00( more takori hem the hushandman, and
people when the latter go among them. .By the tariff thee products are )rincipally destined for our brethron in
with which we have been burdened, a great number of oir Lhe United States. The A nericang eoming over te purchase
countrymen have been forced to leave the country. Taey thesogoods saythat thcywould willingl, pay more, but that
have been driven to ask Americans for the bread which they have se much te Iay eut before crossing the lnes. Lt
this unjust tariff has taken from them. I speak advisedly in the saie with herses. Our herses have a goed nane in
when 1 say unjust tariff. Being under a constitutional the United States, net only fer thoir god loohs, but for
government, where the majority rules, is it fair and just te their excellent points. They are fine radeters as a mie, a
tax the farmers and workingmen-who comprise more than qualiLy which Amenicaus prize. At iet ene huudred g
three-fourths of our population-to support the balance te the United States frem my ccunty every year. At 20
and enrich them at the expense of the poor ? I repeat, there- per cent. duty, you have again a Ios cf 82,000 te the far-
fore, Mr, Speaker, believing I am right in doing so, that mers Âdd up these several muma, and you read the figure
this tariff is a grievous injustice. We are told, further- cf 828,500 on three items eniy. I might Bay as much about
more, that in demanding reciprocal trade we are acting oats, barley and many ether produets that are al8c heavily
disloyally towards Great Britain. Now, what is meant by burdeued by the 1rtective tarif. Shah w,3 b: told alter
loyalty ? According to the French lexicographer Besche- ail this, Mr. Speaker, that the representativos cf agricul-
relie, loyalty, in a nutshell, is tha synonym of faithfulness tural counties should vote agaiuet the motion cf the hon.
and honor. In what way should we lack honor or faithful- member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)?
ness by seeking to better the condition of our people? In For my part, I ehould feel I wes faihing in my duty and
my view, fidelity and honor should be exercised first and betrayiug the most precious interests cf my ceunty, if 1
foremost toward our tommon Canadian fatherland. It were pur8ued sueh a course.
disloyal to place her in the backgrounl, and if this mode of
reasoning is right, I should exclaim with my hon. friend Mr. WILSON (Argenteuil). Kr. Speaker, in iaing At
from Bagot (Mr. Dupont): "Canada for Canadians." Let this late stage cf the debate, when nature je almnct or-
the members of the other side of the House cease charging us hausted, net only in this louse cf Gommons, but through-
with less loyalty than themselves, for the less we say about eut the country, I do net propose te occupy the time of the
loyalty, the better. But we are told again that if reci- fouse at any great leugth, but eveu at this Jute heur,
procity is adopted, our revenue will be so palpably lessened although I had almost relinquished the task cf replying te
that a recourse to direct taxation will be inevitable. the resolution cf the hon. nember for South Oxford, 1
Well, Sir, it i precisely to obviate this misfortune that the caunot help bat get on my feet and meply, in order te pro-
Liberal party have labored since the establishment of tact a clans cf individaals in this country that has been
Confederation. To frustrate direct Taxation, the Liberals maligned by hon. gentlemen on the opposite side cf the
have ever warned their constituents against an fouse. I have the houer to represont a rural censtituency
increase of expenditure, and the increment of the in the interier of the Province cf Quebec, and on that
of publie debt. I can still recall the memorable words accunt, more particularly, I have a right te b. heard. lb
uttered by a great patriot now departed-another of the je a very strauge thing that, notwithetauding ail the
political victims-the Hou. Luc. Letellier, who, in 1873, assertions made by bon. gentlemen opposite, cf the
went through the district of Quebec, haranging the people bleedirg cf the poor farmer by the bloated monopolist ad
and carrying ail the counties, so to speak, by his eloquence, capitalist manufacturer, that an agricultural ccunty in the
from Levis to the extreme bounds of the Province. Hie interi r cf the Province cf Quebec should have chosen te
words wsre : " Blectors, I am mot a seer, but I do not think eend te this fouse one cf that cImes cf individuals. I am
I am mistaken in saying that if yon do not take your smtisfied that if these hon, gentlemen had to go back at the
cause into your own bands, if you do not replace the pro- preent time te their constituencies te b. elected, with the
sent Administration by another, that shall put a stop to the cry tbey have adopted in ibis flousa, manY cf

cres.. ef expens. and the publie debt, you have rs ton them would ner sd w be the uidof the ou e



COMMONS DEBATEB. ARfiiL 5,
of Commons again. I was ^very much amused in seading
the speech of the ion. member for Berthier (M.r. Beau-
soleil). I regret that ho is not in the louse at this
moment. It is not welt to speak of a man behind his back,
butsometimes we have to do it. That ion. member, in try-
ing to depreciate h;s country, began to nalign his consti-
tuency, and ho stated to the louse that at least one-fourth
of the farms and housos in his county were deserted; and
he made a statenent almost at the same time in which he
admitted that the Province of Quebec had certainly pro-
gressed to some extent, but not to the extent that he had
expected. Now, there must be something very strange in
the county that he has the honor to represent; I think it
must be misgoverned in some way, because it appears to be
receding while the other counties in tIe Province of Que-
bec are advancing. Another statement made by that hon.
gentleman was that we wore bore, not to legislate altogether
for the benefit Of Canada, but for the benefit of America.
Now, Mr. Speaker, are the people on the south side of the
line 45 not capa bil enough to legislate for themselves
without deputing an hon. member elected for one of the
constituencies of' Canada, to corne to the House of Com-
mous of -ana·la to legite for them ? I think that in this
field they are showing themselves very wellable to take care
of themselves. Mr. Speaker, we do not hear of late so much
from hon. gen;emen oppoite about the importance of
this question. Abouten days agoaalmost eve ryspeaker who
got u yon that sid of the Hou-se coin menced his oration
with tho staert th o this was the most important ques-
tion that lad o cupe e a ention cf the lIouse of Corn-
mons si-c Conti.e i. But iney seem to have dropped
that lino, and why ? Because they have learned, both
from their own speakers, and from the speakers on this side
of the House, that tho importanco cf that question must
be dropped. I admit that it is an important question, a
decidedly important question, but I think it is still more im-
portant that this resolution should not be adopted. A debate
has been going on in this House for the past three weeks,
but we have actually nothing to deal wiL. The han. mom.
ber for Sautb Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has given
us a lot of statenients, but he has not given us a moadus
vivendi. Now, Sir, bon. ge"tlemen have not baen E at here
to make state raonts about the cou ntry's depression without
show1ng us whereby that dejes-ion may be remeJied. i
have obarved that han. gentlemen opposite are not agreedJ
in the remedy that ought to be adopted. One says it i a
arrant nonsense to talk about unrestricted reciprocity,1
another says we must have commercial union, while still
another says that we want frc trade. Now, Mr. Speaker,1
if the question is to resolire itself uint a question of the
National Policy, then let IL be so. Are hon, gentlemen1
not satisfied that thoy were dofeated on that question during1
three general elections, in 1873, in 1882 and in 1887 ? And1
do they want to bring up the question again, and bet
defoated lonce more in the general elections oft 92, whon,1
I presume, the general elections will take place ? Sir, i
the people of this couatry have pronounced upon thatà
poliey, they have prospered under that policy, and that c
policy is going to romain the prop and the stay of this à
ountry. The hon. member for South Oxford and many E

of his rriends, have maligned and balittled this eountry to a
Bach an extent that I think it would be well for me, or à
some other members on this side of the House, ta take the
hon. member for South Oxford to some high ani1 mighty
mountain in the centre of this country whence ho can look
down upon it from east to west, and let him se. the country i
that he bas belittled. We will take the hon. gentlemau up 9
to this high mountain, and ask him for a nioment to leave t
the vitiated atmosphere of the ouse of Com nons, to put f
on glasses of greater magnifying power thaa those ho t
is accustomed to wear, We will ask him to leave the mall d
cabin inr wWch ie has been living for a number of years o
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past,, in erder that ho may obtain a broader view of this
cenntry than he seams to hold, acording to his resolution.
When we have alimbed up this high mountain, and after
the hon.. gentleman has put on those great magnifying
glasses, I will ask him to look down upon this country,
washed ýon the east by the mighty Atlantie, and I will ask
him te turn his head to the west, we cannot see over
that reach of mountains. We1l, lot us go up higher, for
there isa stili higher peak. We will climb to that paak,
and we will loak over 'those moantains and look on to the
broad Paoitic, whore it washes the shores of our western
land. We will tara again to the east, and with those
larger glasses we wili ask him to look at that mighty
St. Lawrence, twhich comes from the northern waters and
swaeps away down towards the eastern sea, washing the
Island of Newfoundland, and we will tell him that in
that vista there is an amount of walth that is not to be
found in any other nation in the world, sach wealth as that
not only the people of the United State, but all other na-
tions of the world have coveted ever since it became k iown.
He will find that eddy on the south of Newfounliand dotted
over with specks, which are the craft of our foilow-country-
men wbo inhabit our Maritime Provinces. While ho is look-
ing in that direction, I ask him to trace tbt fine ofships
that are making their way back and forth from thu old world
to the new, and I will tell him-and it may seem a very
strange thing thtt the eastern portion of our land is 70O
or 890 miles nearer to that goal, that mirket for which we
are ali striving-and ho wilt notioe that the vessels coming
from the ports of New York and B)ston all pas withio 200
or 300 miles of our tbores. Are not these riches which we
should be carefMlnot to part with? I say most decidedly they
are. While he is looking in that direction, and sin" I have
told him that on the edge of this carrent there exists that
immense wealth that belongs to us, and whilo I have told him
of the position of the country, that we eau reach the old
oountry and the trade ofGreat Britain and Europe nmoh
mom quickly than ein be done from any port in the Unitad
States. I willask him to look at the pineries of Ne w B-uns-
wiek, I will.t h athatiluthat Province ot New Brunswiek,
a Provineo that bas been aoderided by hou. gontlemen oppo-
site, there tillexists i mrnose wealth fir futaur generationas.
1 will tk him that ia the northern parù of the Prorinco of
Nova Scotia are vast coal mines from whieh the people of
the Proçince ate reaping rielss which are their jist reward.
I will now turn his attention to Ontario and to the northern
portion of Qnebec, and point to the greatest pineries in the
world. I do not believe the hon. gentleman thinks we have
thes. pineries, he hs ever taken the trouble to visit the
soutry andmemamine into the matter,or he would not be wil-
ling thatwe shonld part with them en such easy tarms. Bat
while hie looking west ho will cast his eye across the vast
plain-e hlas eft the lake region-and ho sees a vast plain
stretohing for a thousand miles. He looks away to the
north and fiýds a vast eountry watered by magnificent
rivers.- I will tell him that here we have the greatest
agrioultural country that the world has ever seen, a
wontry watered by magnificent rivers. Then if ho looks
aeroas the Rocky Mountains t. th pinerics on their west-
era slope, and in British Oolumbia and Vancouver he will
see coal saffoient to sapply us for years to come. I will
aleo tell him that we are bounded on the north by a frozen
sea and we are not afraid of the hordes that may come
down from that quarter, that *e are bounded on the east
and west by vast oceans, and on the south by a friendly,
ndustrions and peaceful people. Is not this somothing to
guard well ? Io it not posible that we might part with
his great inheritance too cheaply instead of proserving it
or our children wlho may follow us and fiti our places in
im,3 to c.jme ? Tais is the important question of the
tay. Tais i why unrestricted reciprocity could not for
ne mqment be accepted by us. Wheu the hon. member for
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South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) has seen, thi vaut
country with all its resources, when- the hon. gentleman
has seen our vast inheritance and has examined into its
riches, he will be more enlightened, and will net engage in
blackening this fair land after he bas seen its importance.
But while we say we have this vast possession, lot us
look back a few years and sec our position formerly.
I wish to show that, notwithstanding the exertions
made by hon. gentlemen opposite who have supported the
resolution of the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), this country bas progressed, and in order to do
so I muat lake the hon. gentleman back many years. We
have heard a great deal from hon. gentlemen opposite and
through their press of the slow advancement of this country
and they compare twenty years of long ago with twenty
years recently. Lot them go back to 1776 in the United
8tates and follow up to 1796 and compare those twenty
years with the tirst twenty years of our Dominion, and
they will see sub'tantial progress made since that time
by this Dtominion of ours. But 1 must go back to 1841
whieh I caunot say was the birth of the Dominion, because
such was not the fant, but I might say that that was the
year in which (anada was born, not the Dominion of Canada
but old Canada. In 1841 she received that responsible
government which bas given her a name and a position. In
that year we had only the two Provinces of Canada, and
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.
British Columbia was not yet born-it was then a trading
post. In 1841, of the Provinces now forming the Dominion,
there were the five before mentioned. Lot us see what pro-
gress was made between that time and 1867, the date of the
aotual birth of the Dominior. Before proceeiing ta the
date of the birb of tie Doniinon, I may dwell at not
very great length upon this important period in the
bistory f what isL now the Dominion of Canada. We
aàl know, Mr. Speaker, that between the years 1841 and
1848 these were troublons times for Canada and at that
time we had net settled down properly to develop our
country. In 1849 and 1850 some years after the union of
the Provinces into eastern and western Canada, theo coun-
try found out that they wanted an outiet- for their trade to
the sea-board, and the St. Lawrence and Atlantic Railway
was built to tuke our product te the town of Portland in
Mane, a seaport on the Atlantic. In 1852 the English capi-
talists who formed the Grand Trunk Company seeing the
great prospects fora railway from the east te west of oldOCan-
ada came here with their capital and invested it in railway
enterprise. They bought out the St. Lawrence and Atlantic
Railway that they might possess the whole system-fromi east
to west, and from that time we may say that the greatest pro.
gress of our country dates. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
tried te make a point, that because theo country was; proF-
perous between 18à4 and 1866 under the Elgin treaty, that
we would prosper. the same now as we did- during that
period, if we had, unrestricted reciprocity. But, Sir, a very
difierent state of things existed at that time from what
exists to-day. The enterprise of the Grand Trunk Railway!
by which a large sum of money was spent in our
country and towns gave a great impetus te traie
and gave us a large home market. Although at that time,
we had freo scess te the American markets, we must not
forget that the greatLest market was at the door of the
farmer of that day-the home market created by the Grand
Trunk Railway and by its operatioDB. In considering the
effet of reciprocity between us and the people of the
United S.ates we mustalways rememberthateireumstances
between 1854 and Lf66 are entirely different te what they
are today. InI 654 and 1865 we had theCrimeau war and
all the surplus ceresais of the United State were sent to-
Great Britain. At that time we had reeiproeity, und the-
Americans took all the cereail we ooald afbrdto und; tu
them and practically ted as midd1emen bwe. eii

the people of Great Britain in exporting our products
there. In 1857 and 1858 we had the Indian [utiny, which
caused a state of things similar to the time of the Ciimean
War, and at that time again we furnished all the surplus
produce we could to the middlenen of the United States
for shipment to Great Britain. In 1S57, in the middIoof this
treaty, the greatest disaster that ever befel Canada cane upon
us in the way of tinaneial difficuliýtes. i conte that this di.-
aster was broughit about b rgely by t ho reci proy treatya, nd
the same might bofaI tlhis ontL y aaiuin if wo enoered into
a reciprocity treaty of 'that hin ::iX. We did not thon
handie our ow n prom , but iL w s handld for us in the inar-
kets of Boston and New York very ltaely. Vhil 'owo handed
over cur products to those p iopio w. wveto thoir creditors,
and whon fianial uinI felu upon thell Unid S ates in 1851
those men haîvi ng our money, woe i i bhir iedi tor, we
were financially ruined like the mn .Ives . Suih a state of
things may never inur aîgain m Cti mia asi n S thelatter
part of the Eigin Treaty betwoen Ht and and such
facilities for the increase of (iinlu rid nay nover agaîin
arise. Thore was a civil war in ihe Unîid Sîtts during this
period, and the farm and miH h and were t iakn to do duty
for their country. Thero was a de i oiev mihe pro tcts
of the country for this and other reaso nstail the United
States took whatever wurplius produo we couIld afford to give
them, That treaty was suspended in Iid, anud it has beon
said by somo gentlemen on the oppoito side of the flouse
that the reason of the suspension was the antipathy of the
northern people to Canada at that tine on account of our
sympathies for the sonth during their war. I do not believe
that this was the roason. I bolieve that the reton was that
after the wir thcy winted t protoot thir osn, produ's
and protect thor country fur their own people. The
people of that country bal been engaged in war from
1861 to 1865; they had gone back to their farms and
workshops, there was larger agricultural and manufactur-
ing products in conEequence, and if the people of Canada
had access to their markets, it would have causcd a de.
crease in the value of their own products. Tbey said:
" Now, since we have an extra number of people to tilt the
soil, we will protect our own country and snap those reci.
procal trade relat.ons between Canada and ourselvei." I

elieve the abrogation of that treaty was brought about not
by any ill feeling towards us, but because the p-ole of
America wanted to protect their own farraerd. It thon be.
came necessary for us to look around for some means to
protect ourselves, and Confederation followed. I believe
the statesmen of that day were wise in their genoration. I
believeithey thought the matter out weil; I believe they
saw that if we did not unite the Provinces, it was altogether
likely that those Provinces would be absorbed by the great
nation to the south. They set about confederation, and
wise men on the other side of the House, men occupying
tre position that the hon. gentlemen on the other side of

;the House occupy to-day, sank their political opinions and
joined with the statesmen who belonged to the party that
rules our country to-day and aided in framing this Con-
federation. That was a noble spirit on their part, and one
that shall never be forgotten by the people of Canada. In
1869 after Confederation, we acquired that great land
which was leased to tho Hudson Bay Company
-a land that was ecarcely known up to that ime.
In 1870 we formed another Province ont of part of that land,
the Province of Manitoba, atd we also formed what was
oalled the North-West Ttrritories. In 1882 those territories
were converted into individual territories, which have since
Dent to this House representatives. In 1871 we accepted
British JCeouimbia. And in 1873 that little Garden of Eden
down in the Gulf, Prince Edward Island, whieh is so much
maligned by the hon. gentlemen who were sent bere to
repruent it, who say it is not prospering, which I claim to
beunfferreet-4hti garien ught fit to throw in it,
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lot with us, and in 1873 this vast Dominion was made com. people who have bn trying to prove for the iat fifteen
plete. But yet it will not be complete until that other Iland, days that we are a wreck is that our exhibits, noV only in
with its vast wealth of fisheries, is brought in; thon we shall England, but in oter nations of the world, even in the
be one vast Dominion stretching from ocean to ocean. Since United States, have proved that we are a prosperousii-
I have shown that we possess this vast country, is it possible dutrious and intelligent people. I core Dow to the
for any hon. gentleman on the other side of the House to resolution of the hon. member for South Oxford. In that
make a statement here, and send it brondcast to the country, reFolution ho says:
that we have made no progress ? No, Mr. Speaker, it is false. Itiahighly desirable that the largest posble freedom of com-
We made vast progress between 1867 and 1873. Are we mercal intercourse should obtain between the Dominion of Oanada and
not as wealthy in land as the whole countiy to the south of the United States."
us ? Yes, we have more square miles than they have ; we 1 wilI not go any further. I wiil agree with him if
own more of this North American continent than they do. ho wiil modify that resolution. 1 amnquite agreeable
It may be said by some that we are land poor ; but we are that it la highly desirable that the largest possible
laying upt an inheritance, not for ourselves, but for our chu, commercial intercourse shold obtain between theDo-
dren. Could we have acquired all that land at this day? minion of Canada and the United States. Now, yon
No; if we went into the market to acquire it now, we would will notice, Mr. Speaker, that I have eliminated the word
have to pay ten times the price we paid for it; and was it notIfi eedorn" Freedom is too mach to grant to that people
wisdom on the part ofthose hon. gentlemen who made that to the Bouth of the lino. To prove his case, the hon. mem-
arrangement and who confederated all these Provinces into ber stated that the exodui of the people from this country
this grand Dominion ? I say it was; and is it not proper was a proof that this country was retrograding; and Vo
for the statesmen of the latter part of the nineteenth con- ove that, ho declared that one out of overy four native
tury to be careful to preserve this inheritance for theirbornOanadians and one out of every three immigrants had
children, and for those who may think fit to throw in their left this country in the hast twenty4lve yoars. Ho stated
lot with them ? Let us see if the statesmen of those years, further, that, betweon the years 1860 and 1880, no les
from 1874 to 1878, thought so much of this vast inheritance than 700,000 Canadians had left Canada. Vhere hoeobtainod
as to properly preserve it for their children. No, Mr. those figures, I, of course, do not know, but I will aecept
Speaker, they did not. l the first place, in their treat. his statement, and prove that it tolsagainst the hon.
ment of that little Province on the other side of those vast gentleman's own case. Ho could noV have chosen a worso
mountains they showed their unwisdom. In fact they would twenty years in the history of this country for hie argument.
have allowed it to be cut adrift and go to the nation to the Re went back prier to the date of Confederation, 1867.
south of us rather than spend a few paltry millions of dol- Ro might have taken the years 1867 to 1887, but ho
lars to track the prairies and cut through those mountains. chose to take the years between 1860 and 1880. Let us see
They were wrong again in their railway policy. That was whether the hon. gentleman was wiee in hiehoiGe. The
shown by the leader of this Government the other day, in hon. gentleman's memory doos noV, I am sure, require te be
speaking of the crop of Manitoba in the past year, that had refreshed in matters of recent history, and I am sure ho is
they had their way, it would have taken sixty-six years to quite old enough to remember the civil war that took place
carry that crop ont of the country. Was that a wise rail- in the United States. That war broke out in 1861 and was
way policy ? Did it commend itself to the people of terrinated ln 1865; and during that period the exodus
Canada ? No, it did not. Now, come to the third policy from this country wuscaused, Vo a considerable extent, by
in which they were wrong; I am going to speak of their the warlike proponsity which le inheront in every people,
commercial policy. Were they wise in their commercial and which the hon. gentleman knows woll exied in Canada
policy? No, Mr. Speaker. When they struck their com- ut that time. In fact, Canada furnished as many soldiers
mercial policy, they wrecked themselves and almost wrecked Vo the American civil war as did any SLaVe ln the Union.
our country. But, Sir, we had behind the throne a hidden Another reason for the exodus lies in the fact that fully one
power; we had those who bad piloted this ship of state, millLn of able-bodied mon loft the farms, the workehope, the
and loft it in good shape; and the country said to those hon. mille and the factories in the United States and went Vo the
gentlemen who were only waiting to come to our assistance, front, and the places of these mon had Vo be filled by other.
those true and tried men: Take this country from the hands Who thon were more hkely Vo supply their places than
of these men, and bring us into a state of prosperity, as you the people living Vo tho north of them, people of the
did before. In 1878 the manufacturers of this country were same habita and instincts? This was another cause of
coming to this city of Ottawa; cringing before the Finance the dbodus of Canadians during that period. The exodus
Minister of that time, and crying, help us; we are being was noV on account of any lack of progres or proeperity
slanghtered, our market is being taken from us, give vs a in Canada ut that ime, hecase the reciprocity treaty
little more protection, and we will be able to work out our was then in force, and we know from hon, gentlemen
own salvation. But there was no attention paid to themr. opposite that during the existence of that treaty Canada
They were told, you must live without any protection; we was exceedingly prosporous. But in that Vwety yeare we
will not protect you. They gave them a paltry two and are confroted with another period, the poriod from 1875 Vo
a half per cent. advance in the tarif. Why, Mr. Speaker, 1879, conoerning which hon. gentlemen opposite in their
that only aggravated the case. Now, since we have been own interests, would have done botter Vosay nothing. AI.
living under the National Policy which hon. gentlemen hough they were noV Vo biame for the exodus of Canadiane
opposite have been trying to riddle, to dissect, to tear from 186 1 to 1866, they cannot escape responsibility for the
to tatters during this debate, and since we have been exodue trom 1875 Vo 1879, when they held the reins of Gev.
prospering under it, why change from this policy to ernment. Thoy had failed ln their commercial policy, they
embark on a sea of doubt? Why give up a certainty for had wrecked themeelves and had almost succeeded ir wreck-
an uncertainty ? Why, Mr. Speaker, are we wrecked in ing the country; they had caused our mille and factorios,
mid-ocean that we should be taken up by those people to from one end of the Dominion Vo the other, Vo close dewn,
the south of us, no matter how good, kind, peaceful and and the operaives in these establishments had Vo find work
prosperous they may be, and be fostered by them and lose somewhere. They conld noV go Vo Great Briain, because
our nationality ? No, I say we are not. Does our great their habits and thoir mode of living unfitted hem for work
mother country think we are a wreck ? Do the nations of in the workshops ofthat country, and the only country Vo
the world think we are a wreck ? Do the United States whioh they could go ln search. of employment was the coun-
think we are a wreck ? Why, no. My answer to those try Vo the .onth of tlwm, where the wagee ad the modes of
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living were similar to those at home. They were driven to they are termed, malîgned. 0f course, the objeet was to
the United States by hon. gentlemen opposite, and they took show the poor farmers of Canada that they are a much bur-
withthem their fimilies, and haveremained there ever since. denod people, so that at the next general election they may
I have thus given you the chief causes of the exodus from take up this unrostrieted reciprocity cry, whieh is un ir-
1860 to 1880, and have proved to you that the point was possibility. Whatdo they mean byunrestricted reciproity?
not well taken by hon. gentlemen opposite that it was due la it possible? The hon. member for Queen's, P.E.l. (blr.
to any misgovernment on the part of the Conservative Davies), said it was not possible. How are we going to work
party. The hon. member fbr South Oxford has stated that unrestricted reciprocity? Are we going to have a tarif
the country is on the road to ruin, and on this point I must against England and ail the world of 25 per cent., un 1 the
take issue with him. Of coarse hon. gentlemen opposite United States to have a tariff of 40 per eent. againd the same
will stop at nothing to prove that the country is going to people? Çould that exist for one day or for ene year? No.
the doge; they have even gone so far as to say that the Do you mean to say that the peopleok the United States are
population of Canada since Confederation has only increased not s0 alive to their interests that thcy would import thoir
20 per cent. If hon. gentlemen opposite will look at goods by way of the St. Lawrence and ship them by rail-
the figures, they will find that at the time of Confederation ways to the United States? Unrestricted reciprocity i; im.
we had a population of about 3,250,000, and, accepting the posble. Cammercial union is possible, but unrestricted re-
statement of hon. gentlemen opposite, that our population ciprocity la not possible Free trade is entirely diferent.
to-lay is 4,800,000, I would like to know by what course of These poor manufacturers who bave been so mu-h maligned
arithmetical reasoning they can come to the conclusion -lot us say s9mothing in regard to them. 1 find the mem-
that the increase is only 20 per cent. I say it is an bar for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) in sizing up the
increase of 50 per cent. And to lay greater stress on manufacturera of this country, like the member for South
their statement they draw a somparison with the United Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) in bolittling our poIuhti
States. The hon. member for South Oxford bas said that lion, statod that the manufactures of this country only
while we have increased in population only twenty per amountcd in value to sornthing betwen 826,000,000 and
cent., the United States have increased 100 per cent., 830,000,000. That ia as lse as false ean be. In the city
or from 30,000,000 to 60,000,000. Let us examine into the of Hontreal atone, 1 will wager that the is invested, not
figures. In 1865 the population of the United States was only in lands and buildings, because you must tako into
between 37,000,000 and 38,000,000, and taking the popu- ac-count the capital which is requircd te run thesa institu-
lation in 1885 at the figures the hon. gentleman gave of tiens, over $50,0,000 in manufaoturing institutions. Lot
60,000,000, we find that the increase is no greater than the ns lako Halifax, and follow up tho Interoolonial t'ilway
increase in the population of the Dominion. The hon. gen. te Morct n lot us go up into the Eattorn Townships,
tleman said that the United States population had increased tako Magog, 8h i [w ko St. Hyacinthe, St. John's,
from 30,000,000. Why did ho take 30,000,00 ) ? Tnoiwr and lot us p up te Kingston, whiGh
population was more than 30,000,000 in 1865; but ho took a ha. become a manutacturing centre to-day; lot us take
figure lower than the fact, so as to make the difference appesr Toronte, Stratford, Guelph, (Gananoque, whicb 1 pu4sed),
greater than it is. Why are figures distorted in this man- and which is decidedly one of the eldost inanulacturing
ner if not to make the peop!e of Canada bolieve they are centres sînce the adoption of the National Policy lot
not prospering, and that if they would transfer their aile us take St. Catharinos, lurdas, Hamilton, London lot
gianee to the United States, if they would hand over to the us look ut ah these citios and their manufactures ani Seo if
United States their workshops and their farms, they would thero are enly $26,000,000 employod in thom. 1 said that i
be botter off and increase in population more rapidly. But Montroa] thore were over $50,00U0 engagcd in muarufue-
throwin that one million ofCanadians, whoare in the United tues, aod I venture to say that, tàking ail theso cities,
States to day, to the 4,800,000, who are in Canada, and we thoro are not less than lrom $150,000,000 to $ýi)0,00i,000
have 5,800,000 in all, which shows that Canadians have invested in manufactures in thN country. Da the poole
multiplied in a greater degree than have the Americans. bciievo these statenents cf hon. gentlomen opposito? No,
The hon. gentleman dwelt at some length upon the retro- they wii not believe them. In aIl this dobate, tho-o is
gression of Canada, and the first proof ho gave us was in evidently a point that hon. gentlemen on the cher side cf
reference to the price of farm lands. Are the hon. gentte- the liuse forget, and they will stick ut nothing to gain
men honest in these statements ?. If the hon. gentleman their points. They have a desire te drive Lhîs grand old
knows anything of commerce at all, ho must know that man, the right bon. leador of the Govcrnment, out of power.
the price of a farm depends entirely upon the value of the Wit thoy do it? No. Tho people of this count-y have
produce of that farm. If the value of the prodace do- pronouneed that his policy und that cf these who suitain
creases, the price of the farin must decrease also. Therefore hini in the Minist-y is correct, and they are net going te
that argument must fall to the ground. I will not weary bu miiled by those hon. gentiomen or tho poople wào tup-
the House much longer. I may show that in regard to our poil thür ut the pols. White I am cri my foot, 1 would
debt and our taxation the hon. gentleman bas made mis- like t -ec te something cise. 1 have been twittod, and
statements to the House. He says that our debt bas been the mnmbori this site of the House have boon twitted
trebled. When he knows that we took over a debt of about our servile loliowing cf that rigbt hon, gentleman.
8109,000,000 from the Provinces when they were confede
rated, and that we have to-day a debt of $229,000,000, by
what process of arithmetical reasoning does he make out Mr. WILSON (Argenteuil). We have Consciences as
that statement? Is that three times the amount? No, itis wel as they have. We believe that theyfuilow thir
not much more than twice. Again, ho states that the tax- leader fer jubt aîd good reasona; why wiil they net give us
ation of the country bas trebled in this time. The propor- tie same eredit? We beiîve that ef them; why do they
tion between the taxation of that day and this is as nine not bulieve it 0f us?
to nineteen. Is that three times ? No, it requires only Mr. RYKERT. Thoy have ne leader.
an ordinary school boy to detect the difference. But there
is a subject which in more dear to me, and to others Mr. WILSON (Argenteuil). I would not te so unkind
of my class in Canada, than much of the debate which has as to say they have ne leader. We have been twîtted by
been going on for the last 16 or 17 days. I could scarcely the hon. member for Northumberland down by the su (Mr.
ait still in my seat, and hear that class of people, the manu- Mitchell) about our sorvility te the right hon. gentleman. Lt
facturers, those bloated capitaliste and monopolists, as comes very ill for that hon, gentleman te refer te our servile
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following, because there was not a more servile follower
than that hon. gentleman when he was a member of the
Government. If it suited him at that time to support the
Government, it suits us now-

Mr. MITCHELL. I should ask forgiveness for it if I ever
was or ever will be a servile follower of the leader of the
Government.

Mr. WILSON (Argenteuil). I thank the Housc for the
patient hearing they have given me. Whon those hon. gen-
tlemen go to the country, the people will be satisfied that
they have no case, and will pronounce accordingly.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. In rising to address the Hiuse,
I feel that it is a difficult matter at this stage of the
debate, after hearing the speeches of hon, gentlemen for
fourteen or fifteen days, to offer anything new on the
subject which is under discussion, but I cannot refrain from
making a few remarks with regard to this important ques-
tion. I have the honor to represent one of the most impor-
tant agricultural constituencies in the Province of Ontario,
and I may say here that the gentlemen who sent me bore
to represent them have had this question under discussion
for a considerable period of time. They have discissed it
in their Farmers' Institutes during the last year and a half,
and I believe that the vast majority of the eloctors in that
riding, both Conservatives and Reformers, are in favor of
unrestricted reciprocity with the United States. Sir, this
is not a new question, as has been said by some hon. gentle-
men. This question was promulgated to the people by
the First Minister when ho moved bis celebrated National
Policy resolution, as leader of the Opposition in this House, in
1878. He thon declared that ho was in favor of a National
Policy, because it would lead up to reciprocity with the
United States. I am not going to quote that resolution; I
do not wish to go over any ground which has already been
taken by previous speakers, but it is necessary to refer
to some things in order that I may bu able to form a basis
for my argument. This question was not only promulgated
by the First Minister in that resolution, but in bis speeches
ail through Canada at that time, he declared that it was in
the interests of the farmers of this country that ho was
propounding this National Policy doctrine. I will just
give you one or two quotations, which have not already
been given to the House. In his speech delivered at Hamil-
ton, which was reported in the Toronto Aai of 22nd
October, 1877, after stating that ho had endeavored to get a
renewal of the reciprocity treaty in 1871, ho declared:

" There was no use trying to induce the American Government to have
reciprocity with us, either as regards our agricultural prod ucts or our
manufactures, or the producte of our mines."

I want the members of this House to bear in mind these
words, "either as regards our agricultural products or our
manufactures, or the products of our mines." He further
said:

"I want Canadians to say to the Americans: We will have free trade,
fair trade, or reciprocal trade, if you like; but if you will not have any
of these, we will have reciprocity of tariffs."9

This shows that the hon. leader of the Government was
then not only in favor of reciprocity in natural products,
but he was in favor of reciprocity in manufactured articles,
and this is a point to which I wish particularly to call the
attention of the House. Thon we have the utterances of
the present Finance Minister, who, at a public meeting at
North Sydney, as reported in the Halifax Evening Reporter
of 29th July, 1878, said:

" Well, gentlemen, we have other interests in addition to the agricul-
tural, but we will take the agrieultural interest of Nova Scotia alone,
and see the advantage it must derive from the carrying out of our
National Policy. What was the consequence when we had a free mar-1
ket in the United States for the potatoes and coarse grains of Novai
Scotia ? The consequence was that that section of our country was made
rich by exporting potatoes to the United states, while the result of the
15 cent dutyon every bushel of potatoes was that the profit that used to

Mr. WILSON (Argenteuil).

go to the men who exported them was absorbed by the duty, and ou r
farmers were cut off from the market. 1 say, therefore, that the agricul-
tural industries of Nova Scotia, if they are ever to get reciprocity, must
get it and can only get it through the adoption of the National Policy
of the Liberal Conservative Party."

And farther on in the same speech, the Finance Minister
said :

" We must adopt the policy of fostering and encouraging Canadian
industries-of giving employment to our own people. Then, at no
distant day, I believe within tbree years, the United States would
receive any proposal from us, for reciprocal trade, with open arme."

These, Sir, a' e the declarations which were made by the
First Minister and by the Finance Minister in addressing
the electors of Canada, after they had propounded their
National Policy rosolution and went to the country. The
promises that were made in those deelarations were to the
effect that the farmers of this country wore to be benefited
by the introduction of this National Policy. It was to the
interests of the farmers that they were looking, and they
promised the farmers that within three years after the in-
troduction of their National Policy, we would have reci-
procal trade relations with the United States. Now, 1 do
not intend to refer to the change that bas taken place in
the views of members of the covernment within the last
few days. It was shown clearly here the other day that
the Ministry have changed their opinions very suddenly,
that they have yielded to the views of members on
this side of the House, that it is desirable in the
interests of the farmers of this country that the markets
of the United States should be open to them, and
they have issued an Order in Council making free
a large number of the natural products of the farm
and the nursery, in response to the action of the United
States Government. Now, to show that the First Minister
was not consistent, I will quote a short extract from the
Montreal Gazette, the official organ of the Government, to
show in what light this matter was viewed at the time the
statements were made in answor to the question put by my
hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) in regard
to this matter. Here is what the Gazette said:

'' Has the spirit of manhood deserted the Canadian people? Are we
such cravens, so lost to every instinct of national honor and self-
dependence, that we must lick the dust before the United States and
tamely submit to every indignity that they put upon us? Is every
roaring demagogue in public position in the neighboring Republic, to
interpret the laws of Canada to the detriment of this country, and is
our Parliament cringingly and tawningly toacquiesce? Truly it would
seem se, in the opinion of the miserable pessimists who direct the fallen
fortunes of a once great and respected party in Canada."

This was the opinion of the Gazette last week, but a change
has corne over the spirit of the dream which they thon had
that the Government was going to stick by the National
Policy in its integrity. An hon. member near me says
that they have licked the dust. They have swallowed them-
selves, I may say, in this matter. Well, the agriculturists
of the Dominion of Canada were induced to support the
National Policy in 1879, and later on by the promises which
were made to them that it would procure for them recipro-
cal trade relations with the United States. But that pro.
mise, like many other declarations which have been
made by the First Mînister of the Crown in campaigns in
Canada, whon he sought to secure the support of the
electorate, in favor of himself and his Government, was not
fulfilled. I will not refer to any of those promises which
were not fulfilled, because I do not desire to trespass any
longer than necessary on the good nature of the House.
Thon, to complote the web which these gentlemen have
woven around themsolves, it is necessary to refer to the
negotiations which took place between the Finance Minis-
ter at Washington and Mr. Bayard. I will not quote the
passages which passed between them, yon have al! heard
them quoted. You know that the Finance Minister
declared that ho was in favor of extended commercial rela-
tions with the United States; you know that that offer

618



COMMONS DEB A TES.

was met by Mr. Bayard with a similar declaration that ho
was in favor of similar treatment towards Canada. In
this matter we have two of the leading men of
Canada and the United States proclaiming themselves in
favor of reciprocity, not to say anything of the declaration
which was made by the hon. Minister of the Interior and by
the senior member for Hamilton (Mr. Brown), which was
quoted by my hon. friend from South Brant, when, at a
trade meeting in the city of Toronto, they declared that itL
was in the interest of the people of Canada that they
should have extended trade relations. Now we have a
marked contrast in this House to this state of affairs. We
find the Government opposing the very principles which
they themselves advocated in 1878, and which they declared
they were in favor of by placing the clause to which I have
referred in the Statute-book, which was intended to meet
any advance on the part of the Americans in the direction
of reociprocal trade; and we find them now opposirg this
resolution which has been moved by my hon. triend irom
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) with a distinct
declaration that they are going to stand by the National
Policy in its integrity. Well, Sir, they did stand by that
for about four cr five days, but they have dropped some of'
the links out of the chair), and I hope in the interests of
the general community they will see they are in error and
will still further advance in promoting the interests of the
people.

Mr. NIITCIIELL. They were led to do it.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. They were led to do it. It is well
they do something which tbey are told to do. We havo
told them on this side of the lHouse to do many things, but
they have not done them.

Sir R[CHARD CARTWRIGIIT. You forget disallow-
ance.

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It would be utterly absurd to
attempt to follow the declarations made by the supporters
of the Government. One hon. gentleman tells us that the
adoption of the resolution would mean ruin to the farmers,
another tells us be is in favor of reciprocal trade relations,
another tells us that ho is in favor of the coasting trade
amendment moved by the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones), but he tells us at the same time he is not going to
vote for it; and then we have the hon. momber for North
Perth (Mr. Hesson) last night quoting prices on the other
side to show that if we had extended trade relations the
Americans would send in their produce here and compete
with our farmers in the home market and lower the prices.
And thon we had the hon. member for Queen's, N.S. (Mr.
Freeman) declaring in his eloquent tones that this country
would refuse to adopt this policy because we would have
5,000,000 live Yankees over here in a very short time,
and that at the next general election we would be
swamped and the country would be eaten up by the
United States and become a portion of the great
republie. Why, the arguments which have been advanced
by those hon. gentlemen do not hold together. The last
speaker, the hon. member for Argenteuil (Mr. Wilson) said
we were not united on this side of the House. I say that
we are united; that we stand to-day a united party, seeking
to advance the best interests of the great mass of the people
of Canada. If there is any disunion or disorganisation on
this question, it is to be founI on that side of the House,and
not on this, because no two hon. gentlemen opposite have
expressed the same opinions in dealing with this question.
I might just say before I pass along that the arguments that
were used by the last speaker were just about as thin as the
35 per cent. toilet paper which ho manufactures. Such argu-
ments were to be expected from a manufacturer, a man who
is directly interested in sustaining this National Policy,
because some of the manufacturers believe they would be

ruined if they were made to stand on their own legs and
fight for their living with others like British subjects, and
compote in the markets of the world-this gentleman is a
fair specimen of the class that ho referred to, the bloated
monoplists-1 quote his own words. 35 per cent. is
the protection ho roceives. Any arguments which
ho bas advanced are not worthy of very much
attention ; at all events, I have no time to pay
much attention to them. Then the opponents of this reso-
lution declare that this is an inopportune time to consider
the question. I caim that no more opportune time could
be found for its consideration. Whon the United States
have an ovei flowing treasury, when ail classes of the people
across the lines are agitating for a reduction in the tariff,
when the Mill's Bill is before the Sonate, providing, as it
does, for a reduction of 855,000,000 in the customs revenue,
when the leading men of both great political parties are
doclaring in fnvor of swoeping roductions in the tariff,
when Mr, Bittcrworth and Mr. Rlitt are loudly declaring
in favor of reciproeity with Canada, when it is understood
that Presidont Cleveland's Cabinet are unanimously in
favor of a measuro providing for reciproecity with Canada-
I say that these fats prove conclusively that no more
opportune time could be lad for the discussion of this great
question in the Cautadian Parliament thanat the preseuttime.
The la s are ail against the assumption of hon. gentlemen
oppoito. It is clearly the desire of the American
people to extend their trade relations with Canada
at the present time, and it ought to be the desire
of th Canadian people to seek furthor trade relations
with thir neighbors across the border. I seo I have a note
here that I shoid refer to the First Minister's barley
story ; but it has already been referred to by previous
speakers and I do not think it is necessary for me to say
anyth ing further about it. Without reading the story in
fuil I may say that the First Minister declared that a man
v ho had a tarn on the border, a hundred acres on each side
of the line, yielding a thousand bushels of barley on one
side and a thousand on the other, got eighty-five cents for
the Canudian barley, while ho received one hundred cents
for the A merican barley, leaving fifteen cents a bushel in
favor of the product on the American side.

Smo hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. SOMEIVILLE. If hon. gentlemen say " no " Iwill
road the story.

An hon. MEMBER. Where is it ?

Mr. SOMERVILLIE. It is in the Mail, at that time a
good Tory organ, and it aiso appeared in the Hansard. The
story is this:

" Take the case of barley. There was a duty of fifteen cents a bushel
on ail barley going into the United States. The instance had been given
often before, but he would take the liberty of giving it again for the
purpose of illustration. in the Eastern TIownship there was no lake or
river to divide Canada from the United States. The country was ail
one, and there was but an imaginary boundary, except where it was
staked out by stones to show where the line was. The consequence was
that many Americans and Oanadians held lands in both countries. Sup-
pose a farmer had a hundred acres in both the United States and Canada
and he raised, say a thousand bushels on each hundred acres (as every-
body knew, the market for our barley was in the United States) and
suppose that the farmer took bis two thousand bushels to the first brewer
in the first town in the United States. He would get, say, $ a bushel
and he (Sir John) wisbed he could get that much now for each of hie
two thousand bushels, whether grown in Canada or the United States.
The brewer wouli pay no more for the Canadian than for the American
barley, but when the farmer came to count his money he would find that
for the 1,000 bushels grown in the United States he had got 100 cents a
bushel, while fer the 1,000 grown in Canada, he had got 100 cents, less
15 cents which he had paid as duty. [n fact ho would only get 85 cents
for his Canadian barley, while he would get $1 for his American barley.
Now, who paid the duty? "

I hope the bon. gentleman is satisfied with the authority I
have given him, and I may say that the farmers themselves
have been agitating in favor of this question. No less than
forty farmers' institutes have already doclared in favor of
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reciprocity with the United States, and why should not the
farmers of this country declare themselves in favor of unre-
stricted reciproeity with the United States ? We know-
every man in this House knows-that the farmers have not
been prosperous for some years past, and we know that they
have not been able to obtain the natural markets that they
ought to have in their possession, for their products. I will
simply r fer to Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island and New
Brunswick. Every man in this House knows that the
natural market for the produce of the farm in thome Pro-
vinces is in the United Stales and the same may be said of
a large portion of the Province of Ontario and the Province
of Quebec, In fact of the whole tract of country from the
Atlantic to the Pacific,I say, that it is desirable that the pre-
ducer and the consumer, as bas been argued here, should be
brought more closely together. I will not refer to the
exodus to the United States. That has been touched upon a
good deal, and I do not wish Io deal any more with that
question. I know that it is a sore point with gentlemen who
occupy seats on the otherside of the House. They cannotdeny
the truth of the statement, Sir, that te-day nearly one million
of the people of this country have gone to find homes for them.
selves in the United States, and I claim, Sir-although they
may hold a different view-that the National Policy bas
driven hundreds and thousands of our best sons from their
native soi to find homes in other lands. • It is the National
Policy that bas done this, together with the policy which
has been pursued in other directions by the hon. gentlemen
who have occupied the Treasury benches for the past eight
years. I propose to show how the mass of the people since
1878 have been made to pay for the enrichment of the special
class which was referred to by my friend from Argenteuil
(Mr. Wilson). I propose to show how the manufacturers
have been built up, and combires fostered and nurtured, by
this Government in order to rob the great body of the peo-
ple. Take the latest statistical information that we have
at hand, with respect to the Canadian people, and we find
there are in Canada:

Employees of general Government....................... ......
Employees of municipal government, including police .........
Militia officials ,......................................
Clergymen and others ministering to religion ............. .......
Lawyerm, judges, court officers and students .....................
Physicians, druggists, &c....... ..... .............
Engaged in art and literary pursuits...... . .......................
Architects, surveyors and professional men........... . ...........
Teachers ........ ...... , ...... ...... ,.......................................
Musicians...........................................
M erchants ............ ....... .... . . ..... .... ..... ........... ......
Commercial employees. ...............................
Auctioneers, brokers, &c. .... ............... ......... ......
Bankers and money brokers ..................-......... .....................
Railway, telegraph and express employees.......... ..........
Messengers and porters......... ......... ...................
Engaged in lumbering, including mill handem ................
Engaged in navigation, ship and boat-building............ .......
Fishermen ...........................................................
Persons engaged in books .... .................... -......... 1

do musical employment, engraving, kc......
do watch and jewellery business............
do carriage, barness and implement business
do houses, buildings and building materials
do furniture and decorating ..................
do food....... .................-........................
do liquor business, including hotel-keepers..
do Stone, glass, &0s............. ............
do dress, clothing, &c .......... ......
do livery, stage, teaming, &c ................
do mining ... .........................
do metals other than gold and silver.

Boot and shoemakers .... .. ...... ................
Engaged in other industries ..... ............................... .....
Eagaged in domestic operations ............. ........................
Dealers, traders and shop-keepers ,,,.. ...............................
Contractors ..................... , .................. ......... ...............
H unters.......... ......... .......................-...................... ......
Laborers ..... .................. ..... ...... . ............ .. ....
Military pensioners ........... ...................
Of independent means............ ....... . ..................... .... .....
In undefined occupations................................
Occupations not stated. .........................................

Mr. SOaERVILLE,

4,519
2,071

123
11,959

7,370
7,757

601
7,467

19,232
479

17,349
32,588
5 003
1,257

10,715
1.376

12,567
24,451
22,905
6,408
683

2,184
10,323
15,002
5,212

20,269
9,623
8,957

46,453
10,276

6,541
5,895

17,423
23,183
63,431

9,863
1,317
5,595

165,746
301

11,140
13,055

305,228

Artisan s and mechanics.............. ................... 76,41
Factory operatives ....... ...... ... ........ ..... 5,849
Farmers ................ ...........-- .... 657,287

Total .................... 1,593,450

But, Mr. Speaker, this dos not give the employment of the
whole of our population. As a set off to those engaged in the
great struggle for existence in this overtaxed country of
ours, we have 2,390 manufacturers. Two thousand three
hundred and ninety the sum total according to the officiai
information furnished to this House and to the people of
this country by the Government of the day. Now, Sir, this
Governament have allowed those 2,390 manufacturers to
bleed 1,593,450 of their fellow-men, and by virtue of the
National Policy to promote their own aggrandisement. It
may be said, it is true, there are others interested in those
manufacturing pursuits. I grant it, Sir, that there are a large
number of people employed in those pursuits, bat I am
prepared to show that the mechanies and the operatives
and the general publie whom I have enumerated in the
list which I have given are not interested and are
not benefited by the National Policy. I propose to prove
by one of the blue books of the Government that this
National Policy has not increased the wages of the people
of this country, and that mot only has it not increased the
wages of the people of this country, but that it has been
the means of reducing the purchasing power of the wages
that the mechanics and operatives of the country derive
from their employment in the factories established by those
2,390 manufacturers I have referred to. I may say, Sir,
that protection does not and cannot protect the working-
man, and this is an admitted fact all the world over. You
can protect the manufacturera, but yon cannot protect the
laborer, the mechanie, or the operatives employed in those
manufacturing establishments, and the experience of the
world proves that the mechanics and workmen obtain the
highest rate of wages in the countries where the lowest
tariff is in force. Just the other day there appeared an
article whieh gave information by the eminent atatistician
Mulhall, of the rise in wages in Europe and in the United
States. Mulhall says:

" That the rise in wages in ail Europe mince 1856 has been from 40 to
50 per cent., and in the United States 44 per cent. Meanwhile prices of
necessaries have fallen an average of 10 per cent. The wages of a day
laborer have risen in England from 32 cents in 1835 to 56 cents in 1884;
In France, in the same time, from 30 to 50 cents; in Germany, from 16
to 36 cents; in RLssia, 12 to 24 sente; lu Belgium and Holland (fre
trade countries), from 19 to 40 cents; in Italy, from 10 to 24 cents; in
Austria, from 20 to 40 cents. The wages of artisans in England have
risen from a little over 82 omets a day in 1840 to $1.26 in 1884, and in
France from 50 cents l 1880 to 70 emt in 1W80. In the United States
the average earnings ci operatives have risen from 80 and 96 cents a day
in 1860 to $1.14 a day in 1880."

If further proof of this statement is required, I will quote
from the last report of the Commissioner of Industrial and
Labor Statistics of the State of Maine, which shows that the
wages paid in free trade England are higher than the wages
paid in protectionist Germany. I will give the wages per
week :

Bricklayers ....... ...... ............
Masous ............... ............ .
Plasterers...... ........................
Carpenters..... ..........
Blackamithas............ ........-.
Cabinet makers ..........................
Cigar makers ........................
Coopers .................

Laborers ...........................
Saddle and harness makers.
Tinsmith .. ......................

England.
$756
7 68
780
766
7 37
7 68

6 07
7 o"
4 70
663
656

Germany.
84 21

4 07
4 43
4 Il
4 00
4 25
3 68
3 97
3 il
396
3 55

So much for general principles; now for the application
to Canada. I want to show that protection ha not in-
creased wages or protected the workngmon. I will quote
from a blue book published by the u omiion Government,
being a report relative t oth.au t eing ius in

620



COMMONS DEBATES.

existence in Canada. By that report I find that in the
manufacturing industries of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island, in 1878, there were 18,0-9 hands
employed, who earned yearly average wages of $366.a2,
while in 1884 the hands employed in those Provinces num-
bered 26,275, and their average yearly wages had run down
to 8333.42, a reduction of $33.40 a year on every hand
employed in those industries. Now, I would like some hon
gentleman on the other side of the House to show in what
way the condition of the workingmen has been improved
by the National Policy in New Brunswick, Nova -cotia
and Prinee Edward Island. I have proven out of their own
blue book that the wages of the workingmen in those Prc-
vinces have been reduced $33.40, while the purchasing
capacity of their. wages bas at the same time been reduced
to an erormous extent in consequence of the high taiff
which has been built up around this country. I am sorry
to see that the same care to furnish definite information
was not exhibited by the commissioners appointed by the
Government to report on the industries of Ontario. I sup.
pose they discovered that it would not pay to lot the p. ople
of this country know that the workingmen were not pros-
pering under the great National Policy which hon. gentk -
men opposite professed to establish for their special btnefit.
But I have proof to furnish of whieh I am per-
sonally cognisant. I reside close to the borders of
one of the largest manufacturing towns in Ontario,
and I know something of the state of affairs which has
existed there since the introduction of the National Policy.
I will take one industry to show you that the statement I
have made with regard to the Maritime Provineos i
equally apply to the Province of Ontario. Ini 1878 we
had in the town of Dundas one of the most prosperous and
flourishing cotton mills in the Dominion. At that time,
prior to the introduction of the National Policy, that mit]
had orders abead for six months. Its employees wore
working full time, and making large wages. But what a
change has come over that mill, and tbe fortunes of t bose
employees since the intioduction of the National Policy.
Why, Sir, I almost fear to tell this House and this country
of the way in which those men have been treated. Since
the introduction of the National Policy their wages have
been reduced fr m 2b to 35 per cent. in every departmen 
of that mill and they have been idle for weeks and months
-nearly one whole sammer. They had no other means of
living and dared not go away from the town for fear they
could not get employment, and they were obliged to
remain there idle, in one season alone for sixteen weeks.
The weavers, in 1878, could make from $7 to $ a week;
now they have had hard scraping to make $5 a week. The
spinners used to make from $9 to $12 a week; now, the
average is about a dollar a day. And that is not all; for I
had a letter from home this week, which states that the
hands in that mill were notified on Monday last that if they
did not submit to a furtherreduction of 10 per cent. in their
wagea ail round, the mill would be celosed up. This is
proof that the National Policy has not been in the interest
of the people of this country. It may have been in the
interest of a few favored manufacturera, but I declare that
the great mass of the people of this country have been
taxed for the sustenance and support of those mon who now
claim that they are unable to compete in the fair markots
of the world after having been nursed and spoon-fed by this
Government for the last ten years. I say it is not credit-
able to the manufacturers of this country that they should
set up any snob plea on their own behalf. While on this
point I may be pardoned if I refer to the speech that wat
delivered in this House by the senior member for Harmiltor
(Mr. Brown). I am sorry lie is not in his place, but I sa)p-
pose he will have an opportunity of reading what I say. It
waa stated by an hom. member in this House while I was
absent that that hon. gentleman was at one time a Retorm-

er, and I understand that he indignantly protested that he
had always been a blue-blooded Tory. I am sorry to have
to inform this House that I am in possession of information
which doos not accord with the hon. gentleman's statement.
I happened to be one of a deputation from North Went-
wort.h whiuh, in 1865, waited upon that gentleman, who
was then a good Reformer, to ask him to run in the inter-
ess of the Reftrm party in that riding. I do not think his
wisdim has increascd with his yeaîs, for now, instead of
b0ing au tionest, live Reformer, we find him bupporting a
(Gov,.rnment which is the most corrupt-they will excuse
me for using this expression-I do rot wisb to transgress

o,. p-.rii amcntary rules this time- but I say be issupport-
Ug the ioet corrupt Government we have ever had in the
Doriniton of Canada; a Government that bas debauched
the peoplo from on end of this Dominion to the other;
a (overnmnt whieh has purchased thom with their own
rnoney; a 'vernmont which bas bribed them with subsi-
dies atd railway bnuses and post offices; a Government
whose mismantgement and noglect brought on a rebellion
in the Nor -th-Wet and caused the toss of from 87,000,000 to
$8,00 0 t>Lto the pc p of this country, and a sacrifice of
the bLod f sro of the best sons of this Dominion ; a
Governm:> t whic'h is afraid to face the people fairly and
squ:tîely ; a Goveînrnment which bas never gone to the
eount ry on its menrit- ; a Governiment which, in order to
retain power and oIlice, placed upon the Statutc-book the
most inamous neasuîre that evor disgraced the statutes of
hs e n.t y-ti r Grrymander Act; a Government which,

during1 tiho last electiin, was afraid to go to the people
w&mt' t pZng a Franchise Bill, by which they hoped to
'b'tn A j ty that vould enable them to rule longer in
ttîis country. I can remomber, as I said before, when this
saine ciîor member for Hamilton belonged to the great
Liberal party, and I only regret that he as gone over to
the enonit s of his country. I regret he is not the truc
man ho w a sone yeari ago; but stili I will be candid
enough to admit that the senior member for Hamilton is
probably the most popular man in the city of Hamilton-
that ls, with the senior member for Hamilton. And I will
just say to the hon, gentleman that he should be more modest
in hi- dermeanor when ho addresses this House. He must not
imag ne that lie can overawe an assembly like this with bis
stately pre-enc and his classic brow ; he must remember
that wlhen he approaches a subject with his majestic stop and
im pels his giant intellect into the arena of debate, he cannot
expect to des try his opponents and their arguments with the
breath of hia no-strils and a wave of his great right arm. I
say bt hol t be a lit tle more mnodest in his demeanor, and not
imagie c h ean in fluece a doliberative assembly like this,
as he can a neeing on the Bay front in the city of Hamil.
ton. W her the ion, gentleman is best known, bis weight
and int telletual power arc least valued, and I will give you
evidenceof this by quoting from the Hamilton Times a short
article whieh appoared after the hon. gentleman had
delivered his famuas speech some days ago. The Hamilton
Times says:

" Mr. Adam Brown made a speech -"

Mr. DEP>UT Y SPEAKER. I think that is hardly in
order.

Mr. S >1E RVI LLE. I bow, Sir, to your decision. I
thught I was in order in quoting this article, because it
ehows that thc arguuunts I have been making are true with
reg .rd t the< industries of the city of Hamilton. It is not
aun attak on the senior member for Hamilton.

Mr. PEPUTY SPEAKER. I understood the hon.
gentleman to propose to read an attack on the senior mem-
ber 1or Hamilton.

Mr. SOME RVILLE. No, it is with regard to the indus.
tries of Humilton.
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Mr. MITCHELL. It is complimentary.
Mr. SOMERVILLE. Well, it is partly complimentary.

The Hamilton Times said:
" Mr. Adam Brown made a speech in Parliament yesterday, in which

he took strong ground against unrestricted reciprocity with the United
States. What do we want with reciprocity, was the burden of his dis-
course, when we have Sir John Macdonald and the National Policy? Then
he told his old, old story, so familiar to Hamilton audiences, about the
hard times and closed factories under Mackenzie and the amazing pros-
perity under Macdonald. To this he added a statement that the changes
in the iron duties had been specially beneficial to that branch of indus-
try. How could you, Adam ? Would you kindly name any years dur-
ing Mr. Mackenzie's term of office, when the foundries of Hamilton were
idle for half as many weeks as they have been idle during the last
twelve months ? Dare you state that the moulders make higher wages
now than they made in Mackenzie's time? Are yon not aware that a
deputation of foundry owners went to Ottawa last session to protest
against Tupper's increase of the iron duties? Looking from the parti-
cular to the general, can you name, Mr. Brown, any factory failures in
Mackenzie's time at all comparable in importance to those of Garrett's
boot manufactory, Silver's boot manufactory, the Wilson and the
Gardner sewing machine factories, the Canada Olock factory, the
Olmstead foundry and the Burn-Robinson manufactory, all of which
have taken place under the much-vaunted National Policy and the bene-
ficent régime of Sir John Macdonald whom you worship ? Dare yon
deny, Mr. Brown, that the mercantile failures, both in the wholesale and
retail lines, in your own city, have been more numerous and disastrous
under the Tilley tariff than under the Cartwright tariff? Are there not
more bantrupt stocks now upon the market than at any time when Mr.
Mackenzie was in office? Are not many of your fellow-oitizens, Mr.
Brown, who were rich and independent in Mackenzie's time, now
chronically hard up, owing to unremunerative investments in National
Policy factories and North-West land speculations fostered by the policy
of your dear John A. ?

" Knowing as much as you know, Mr. B-own. about the woes and
calamities which the protective tariff and Tory misrule in general have
brought upon your constituents, it requires a deal of assurance for you
to stand up in Parliament and repeat tbat old speech."

I fancy that you will agree with me, Sir, that that quota-
tion is perfectly in order, because it substantiates the line of
argument which I have been pursuing all through, namely,
that the National Policy bas not operated to the benefit of
the workingmen of this country or of the merchants of
this country, or of any class of the community, except a
few manulacturers who still believe that they are unable to
compete in the foreign markets of the world with those
who are opposed to them in the same lines of business.
Should the claims of 657,287 farmers for fairplay be igno ed
for the benefit of 2,390 manufacturers. It is admitted
on all hands that reciprocity would benefit the farmers;
it is admitted by the First Minister and Finance Min-
ister, and by the Secretary of State, who declared
yesterday that it was almost a sm on the part of the
Liberals to have taken up this policy. The policy, he said,
would be popular all over the Dominion. Yes, the policy
is one which the people are going to adopt, and the Gavern-
ment know right well that should this policy be taken up by
the Reform party, it will carry them to victory at the next
elections. It must be evident to every reasonable mind that
where the interests of the great mass of the people are con-
eerned, the great mass of the people would be guilty of great
folly if they did not adopt a system with regard to their
trade relations with the United States which would be of
practical benefit to them. I would like to dwell longer on
the case of the farmers, because I represent the farmers
almost exclusively, but I will just say this, that it is ad-
mitted on all hands unrestricted reciprocity would be a
great boon. We know that when we had reciprocity from
1854 to to 1866, our trade increased from $33,000,000 to
$84,000,000 in those years. Take the case of barley alone.
Last year we exported 9,447,717 bushels, valued at 85,245,-
000; and the farmers of Canada, according to the contention
of the First Minister, lost no less than $943,000 of hard
earned money which was extracted out of their pockets by
virtue of the tariffimposed on our barley by the United States.
This duty we have reason to believe will be removed, if we
will approach the United States Government in the spirit
which ought to actuate us in dealing with this great ques-
tion. Then we exported to the States last year 18,225 horses,

Mr. SOMERVILLE.

which were valued at $2,214,338, and we paid duty on those
horses amounting to $442,000. I will not quote any further
items, but in those two items the farmers of Canada lost
81,385,000 and we have the word of the First Minister of
the Crown that this state ment is true. With regard to the
manufacturers, I will not admit that all the manufacturers
are in favor of the continuance of the National Policy. I
believe that the National Policy has not been conducive
to the best interests of many of the manufacturers of this
country, because it must be remembered that the
raw material of one manufacturer is not the raw
material of another manufacturer, and the manufac-
turers have been weighted down to an enormous extent
by the protective tarif on the raw material. I might
give you one instance to substantiate this statement. Last
year the Finance Minister brought down bis Budget and
increased the iron duties to an enormous extent, and we
have the evidence which was given before the Combines
Committee of this flouse by Mr. Massey, one of the largest
agricultural implement manufacturer& in Canada, that the
increased iron duties imposed by this Government on his
business last year alone amounted to $30,000. That is to
say, he had to pay $30,000 more on the iron which ent ered
into the manufacture of his reaping and mowing machines
than he had in previous years. Who pays for this ? There
can be no doubt at all that the consumer, that the farmer
pays this addition to the burdens which are borne by Mr.
Massey.

Mr. G UILLET. Do I understand the hon. gentleman to
say that Mr. Massey stated before the committee that he
paid $30,000 more duty ?

Mr. SOME RVILLE. So I understand. I was not pre-
sent at the CommitLee, but I was informed by the hon.
member for North Wentworth (Mr. Bain), who is a mem-
ber of that Cornmittee, that that was the statement made
by Mr. Massey before the Committee. I give my author-
ity, and I think it is a good authority. I do not like to
trespass on the time of the House, but I desire to make a
statement in regard to the assertion which has been made
that, in former times, under a revenue tariff, this country
was made a slaughter market for the manufactures of the
United States. The facts do not bear that statement out.
The results which have been developed under the benign in-
fluence of this great panacea that was offered to the country
in 1878, which was to cure all the ills of Canada and was
to make every man rich within its bounds, show that the
Americans stili continue to slaughter their goods in the
Canadian market, and that they have increased the slaugh-
tering process. Canada bas not been kept for the Cana-
dians, as was promised by the First Minister and his sup-
porters in 1878. Canada has, to a large extent, been kept
for the people of the United States. I have here a state-
ment of the value of the imports and the duty paid upon
them, coming from the United States in 1877 and in 1887,
which proves my assertion, and it is as follows:-

1877.
Articles.

Value. Duty.

Cigars and cigarettes........ $126,595 $ 39,056
Carriages,................ . 9),770 16,0601
Brooms and brushes ...... 22,706 3,973
Baking powder and biscuit.
Blacking.............
Chinaware and furniture...
Candles of all kiads .......«
China and earthenware ....
Clocks and parts.............
Carpets...................
Cordage, rope and twine...
Combe, ke. . ........

Glass and glassware........

35,841
30,581

276,383
14,474
49,594
49,708
47,212
94,478
19,215

322,314

6,272
5,352

48,373
2,445
8,749
8,699
8,262

10,759
3,359

56,442

1887.

Value.

$ 54,859
166,953
42,401

121,551
41,928

185,854
14,565
57,894

112,880
13,222

103,805
24,483

488,758

Duty.

$ 48,416
57,285
10,603
25,642
10,771
65.093
3,820

17,442
39,110

6,731
22,991

6,155
164,670

622
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which will take ail the surplus production of the mills in Canada. Mr.
Siater having sold through a New York house 500 bales of cotton sheet.1877. 1887. ings to be shipped direct from Brantford to Shanghai, China, the Craven

Articles. - - Mill will start full blast on Monday next, as they have to commence
delivery of these goode in April. The Hochelaga mille, Montreal, and

Value. Duty. Value. Duty. Kingston cotton mills have also taken large orders for the sarne
.. - -.. -,.. market."

Brass and manufactures of. 99,347 16,176 301,488 81,472 Now, this shows that the Canadian manufacturer can com-
Metalsand manufactures of 67,449 8,954 238,232 61,431 pote, dares to compete, with bis oppononts in the markets
Agricultural implements... 177,526 30,975 115,826 41,826 of the world. This shows that oven in New York, the
Jewellery ....................... 129,183 26,610 368,394 73,689 commercial metropolis of the United States, a business man
Goid, Eilver and plated

are ................ 162,324 28,410 139,738 42,150 was found who was desirous of purchasing Canadian
Pianos, organs, melodeons, cottons in preference to Yankee made goods. Ie gave the

&c. ........................ ..... 438,113 76,675 308,429 102,499 preference to Canadian cotton, because, I suppose, it was a
Paper and manufactures of. 266,073 43,333 713,389 190,535 botter quality of goods, and because it could be manufac.Rubber and manufactures

of......... ............. 165,392 28,947 563,323 156,923 tured at less cost than ho could get it at home; and this is
Ink of all kinds....... ......... 26,040 919 49,090 10,464 a fair sample of what the manufacturers of this country
Leather and manufactures could do if they would stand up like mon, like British menof.................. ..... ........ 720,466 119,409 886,647 174,540 a
Oil,coal, kerosine, naphtha, who are prepared to say that they will face the world in

petroleum and products flair competition, and ask no favor in a fair field. Now, Sir,of petroleum ........... 205,448 91,784 651,903 381,661 I contend that protection bas not even bonefited the manu-
facturers. It has created a desire to become rich, as the

I may remark, by-the bye, that, in the city of Hamilton, leader of the (iovernment said ho was going to make the
which is represented by the hon. gentleman to whom I re' people rich in 1878; he was gong te make every man in the
ferred before, after the National Policy was started, they country rich. I tell you, Sir, that if thore is one man in
got up a joint stock company to build clocks. They thought, the Dominion of Canada who is an adept at humbugging
by the extraordinary protection afforded them against the the people it is the talonted leader of the Government at
United States, they would be able to build up a first-class the present time. He knows how to do it. le bas set a
paying establishment. What was the history of that estab- brilliant example to the politicians of this country; ho
lishment ? From the day it was commenced, although the has shown thom how to manipulate the voters of this
parties to it put in all the capital which was necessary to country for ha own interest. He told them that ho was
carry it to a successful issue, notwithstanding that they had going to make them all rich, and a desire to mako thern-
engaged the best skilled artisans that could bo obtained on selves rich caused the people of this country to make over-
the American continent, that factory went from bad to worse investments in every hneo manufactures, and it brought
year after year, until about a year ago it became entirely about the natural result of combinations, and we find that

bankrupt, and I believe the men who invested their money almost every manufacturing industry in this country is a
in that enterprise lost every cent that went to make up the party to a combine of one kind or another, to koop up the
capital stock. That is an evidence of the way in which the prices and restrict production ; and if they restrict produc-
National Policy has fostered our industries. In regard to tion, thon to reduce the value of the labor of the employés
this last item of oil, I would advise the First Minister iu thoir manufactories, to make the workman poor at the
to make a bargain with the manufacturers of petro. expense of the rich. I contend, Sir, that I have proven
leum te .furnial enogh lubricating o tp lubr beyond a doubt that the National Poelcy has not been a

bis National Policy, and make 't or toflbate up benefit to the people of this country. Thon, as to the gen-
eope o this country than it as bee during the oral principle o protection. There was an admirable

last ton years. Nov, it is claimed that cur infant manu- exposition given of the princiles of protection by Mr.
facturera are net ablo te stand alone, that they onght te be Everett P. Wheeler, at Tremont Temple, B>ston, the other
spcr-fed at the expense cf the great mass cf the people of day. I shall trespass on the good nature of the House so

this ceuntry. t do net think that it is a creditable position, far as to read a short extract from it, as in it is embodied the
ashis co ry beon notathink thatoir a credtbe po , true:character of protection, and it shows to the people the
as has already been remarked, for any of these manufac- ariyo'n cinatmtn obidu h rsturers to take, and I am glad to say that there are scores absurdity of any action attempting te build up the pros-
and hundreds of manufacturers, possessed of sufficient en- perity cf a nation by moans cf a protective tarif. Mr.
terprise, and capital, and energy, and perseverance, and Wheeler aaid
ability to compote in the fair markets of the world with " The monstrous absurdity of the protective system is simply ttis:

That it really asserts that carcity is better than abundance; that it is
their opponents, men of business, who are not afraid to enter a ijury to you to trade with other countries; that the benefits which
into competition with their opponents. The National Policy flow troy the free exchange of merchandis with Pennsylvania and
is not conducive to the carrying on of trade with foreign Illinois would not flow from the exchange of commodities with England

c because we knew that the United States, under and with France. Who can tell me why it is not as good for a man who
countries, bearns his living in Massachusetts to be able to buy Englili goods or
their protective tariff, have ruined the shipping of that French goode, if ho likes, and to be able in return to sell American
country, and have destroyed their intercourse with other goods to the people of France or England if he likes? If we trade with
nations. But even againat that assumption that higli pro- them it is because they have goode that we want and we have goode
nations. uts aeet condaint tta tithathghr that they want, and thus the trade is a beneit to us both. The pro-
tective duties are not conducive to trade with other coun. tectionista themselves admit that trade with foreigti countries le a benefit
tries, we find that there is one Canadian manufacturer who to America. For they deplore the decay ot American shipping, and are
is opening a market fer him.ef in foreign coantrios. 1 proposing to give a bounty to American ships for carryingt e products of
i rpenin a etat fror hoe rtfreign conts other countries to this country, and for taking ours back ir return. What

will read an extract from the Brantford Expositor of 17h monstrous inconsistency 1 They enact a high tarifr, far in excess of the
March, in regard to a cotton mill that has been established needs of revenue, not for the purpose of taxation, but for the purpose of
there for some years: excluding the goode of other countries; and thon, having crippIed com-

'erevor fome years te Cmerce with one band, they propose to nurse it with the other."
'For over four years the Craven cotton mill, like every other cotton Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that is a good exemplifi-mill in Canada, h not run near its full capacity- cation of the result of the operation of protection. I

There is the same old story again ; might just say bore, in passingr, that if it is not good
-"on account cf the producinghavinggoteofarahead of the consum- for us to trade with thu Amer ican s and to deal with
ing power of the country. This bas been a great loss to stockholders and our neighbors, what sense is there in the Government
work people. We are glad to say that the future prospects of the cotton appointing a commissioner, with a view to establish-
industry are much brighter, owing to the opening out of new markets p
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ing trade with the West Indies and the Argentine Re-
public? I think it may not be out of plaee to say that
the gentleman entrusted with this mission is a hanger.on
of the Government; ho wanted something, and ho has got
it. I understand ho has gone down to the Argentine Rie-
public on a pleasure trip. I fancy his labors there will ho
just as productive to the people of this country as the
results of similar missions in former times. And the
loyalty cry comes in here. I am afraid to touch it, for I
generally get out of order when I speak of loyalty. They
say it is not loyal to trade with the United States and have
a tariff against Great Britain. Yet these same men have
had a higher tariff against Great Britain, at least they have
levied a larger amount of duties on the goods coming in
from Great Britain than on the goods coming ii from Ihe
United States under the present tariff. Hre are the
figures:

our markets for the Canadian farmer. Salt, $12,655. Seeds
and roots, $60,052. That is taken off too. Soap, $36,414.
Why, a workingman cannot even wash his face and keep
himself clean without paying an enormous duty to keep up
the extravagance of the Government. Spices, $37,000.
Sugar, $3,167,528. That is to keep up those bloated mono-
polists-I make this as a quotation, and I do not think I am
out of order-who in a few years can make sufficient fortune
to go to the old country and buy a castle and palatial
residence and immense grounds, and live there at the ex-
pense of the people of this country, live there out of the
riches they have heaped up for themselves here and which
they have dragged out of the pockets of the hard-working
tax-payers of Canada. Molasses, $92,516. Workingmen
cannot even have molasses without paying an enormous
duty. I find also that the workingman cannot smoke the
pipo of poace with those manufacturers for whom he slaves

Total im orts from Great Britain in 1887... $14,962,233 day in ad day out, in order te enrich them, without paying
Duty colected on same ......... ,............ 9,318,9 an e..rm.us duty. No less tha..$30515 duty was paicton
Average rate of dut y....................... 201
Total imports from the United States in 1887 $45107036
Duty collected on same.................... ... 7,299,591 wood and its manufactures, $314,098; watches, 899,439
Average rate of duty............................163 and wooiien manufactures, $2,33,240. These and rany

They do net wish to discriminate agaitat Englihmanufud- other items, whih Irwil not quote, show who pays
tures-it would be disloyal for the people of' this (ýutry the taxes. It is al nonsense for hon, gentlemen on the
to favor our neighbors acrosis the lino; and yt, whilo ty other side to get Up and tel lve wrkmen, the armers, the
have the hardihood to make suci a stalte-enit, 1hey have mechanoes and the opratives of this country that they do
been discriminating against Great Britain ail 1he time by net pay the taxes. They do pay the taxes, and they are bled
this tariff which they bave built up to pre tho manufac-vrydayf their lies, in order to uphold this Government
turers of this countiy. It is claimed that a high ;otective and in order to uphold the manufacturers in this country.
tariff is in favor of the workingrnan, and that be d roe Now, do net wih te talk on the loyalty question, as I said
pay the taxes. I desire to show by fwAsa's ckn fm thebcfne You know tiat Artenus Wardoncesaid1thata Man
blue-books that the large proportion of tax ld d4 in t b 'iinu't bo a mighty 1imited ens if ho couldn't buil hi msolt Up
country is paid by the workingman. I fid that hakingl Wtbeut puilinghis neighbordown." NewI do net applythat
powder imported last year there was a duty paid of'$2i6628. te tho gentlemen on the other side, but I say there are gentic-
A poor man has to use baking powder, he cannt h ve sait- mon on thtide who are mighty iimited, and 1 think that
raised bread all the time, and be must iave sLohing to puff is enough for me to say. I wouid jst concînde by
up his pastry just as much as the bloated bndiho!ders tOsing, 5fr, that I purpese veting for this resolution,
whom the hon. member for Argenteuil (Nlr. Wil-o1) und it affozds me great pleasuro te say that I ar in favor
referred, or even a manufacturer. On blacking nd toc- o! tle adoption by this buse ard by the people of the
makers' ink, $13,822. A workingman must have is shoct eos nuy ci the resolution whih ha been inlrduced by my
blacked as well as the aristocrat. Then there are Bibles bon, iend from Sauth Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright).
and prayer bonks, $132,403. Ioi. gentlenr.en o -Irn'iio in favor of the.amendrent which is proposed te
have even to tax Bibles ani payer b oks, wh. a kadkýd hurco in favor of the cocouragement cf tI
intended to make the people of this country religious. Ti'' b e:a-ing trade cf the Cinadian people. 1 think, Si, it
there is laundry blue, $8,683. A poor ian cannot eve.n1wouldbc a grand thing for this Canada of ours, a country
have a starched shirt without paying an amount irnto thewhieh every Canadian lits a ight te ho proid cf, a ceuntry
treasury. Boot and stay laces, &c., $8-0,524. Why, t, which we cannot boas toc much cf with regard teits
ladies cannot even have their stays laced wiîhout pay .ex!et, ils reseurees, ils capacity and its weath. I say,
duty. Breadstuffi, $4,450. Carpets, $322,681. I sppoSir, s QacaJians we have a right te beprend cf Our ceun-
a workingman is allowed to have a carpet in hi-s be-i n rm, t:y. prend cf my country, but I amnnt proud cf the
but ho has to contribute to tho revenue f a'that .",,ticl .gv'itien who govern the country, and 1 hope te live te
Clocks and springs, $46,814. I call the attntin' of ie e te day when we shah have, directing the affairs cf
House to this fact, that workingmen have c;' a othicc rtry, men whcwilioconservethe interestof tepeapie
clocks than rich people. A working a ujn as t ise a mo e eiescly than the gentlemen whe eccupy the Treasury
certain hour in the morning, and where I lv- when i h beuches have conserved theirinterests since they introduced
hands go down to the cotton factory-wce it àis athNtionai Policy. I have great pleasure in saying that
work and when it is running full time--thîey go down i1'îe for this reselution, because Ithink that il is in the
early in the morning and they are ob'ged to have!inîcsîs cf tle great mass cf the people cf this country. 1
alarm clocks. Cottons, $1,3S9,ô'9. Coal aind coke, wish te oppose every legisiation that is in favor cf a special
81,178,964. Collars, cuffs and shirt fîonîs, $.t7.e74. Ciass legisiatien ought to be a thing of the past, and
I suppose the shirt fronts are used by workgingmen l-gei- ti cuIt tothc duty cf this Government as well as ofthe
tlemen have full shirts. Cotfee, $13,16 i. Drûg , dyes'and G'>vcrment cf ev6ry free and enlightened country on the
medicines, $330,365. Why, a workingman ca eln (t l, von get &o cf thc globe, te logisiate in Uicinterests0f legreat
sick without having to pay duty. Earthouware and uhhia, mocs cf the people-and net te legisiato for 2,390 manufae-
$226,685. Fish, $86,0J8. Fruit ani nuts, $ . Go cs at te expensesoflte millions cf people in this cour-
and mits of ail kinds, $124,326. ilat boxeaid bonnc'tsb ty who are tsaxed for their benefit I therofore say, S ,
$3223908. Leathor and manufactures of, exýiusive cf Ilet I have great pleasure in voting for the resolutihn pro-
gloves sud mils, 8345,849. Ceaicil and kenosene predumts, posed by the hon.d tmember for South Oxford (Sir Richard

n343,944. Paper and manufactures, o3t ha,0x9. Pianss and Carwaight)n.
treis,re18,882. sBy the warthe Givernnent bave taken
the duties off trees, under pressure. Butter, hee, lard Mn. WRITE (Ronfrew). Mn. Speaker, I am sure, Sir,
and meats, 8267,852. I tbought they were going te keep ycu wilb glad1te know, and the louse ill be pleased t

Mr. SOMiRsVILLet
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learn, that I do not intend to occupy your time at any con-
siderable lepgth. T4S hon. gentleman whp has jut sat
down must, I think, have imagined that he was addressing
a meeting in his own constituency from some public plat-
form where he deoired to make an impression against the
Government of the day, and in support of the party with
which ho is connected. That hon. gentleman, upon the
present occasion, bas endeavored to show, as hon, gentle-
men upon that aide of the House have, during the nine
years since the present Administration came into power,
endeavored to show the reasons for the support given
by the people of this country to the hon. gentleman who
le&ds the Government on this aide of the Iiouse. He bas
endeavored, as they have endeavored, both in this Rouse
and out of it, to 4ccount for the support given to hon. gen-
tlemen on this aide of the House and against those on the
other aide of the louse. They have tried to explain this by
every reason except the true one. They endeavored to
account for it as this hon. gentleman did to-night, upon the
ground that the leader of the Government had corrupted the
people, upon the ground that the Govern ment of the country
was corrupt, and upon every possible ground except the true
one, which is that the people are in favor of the Conservative
party and against the Liberal party in Canada. Why, Sir,
are they in favor of the Conservative party and opposed
to the Liberal party ? la it because that the Liberal
party during the time they were in office from 1874 to 1878
governed the country in the interests of the people of Can-
ada ? Is it not rather to ho conceived that it is beeause the
people of Canada have judged the two parties by their re-
corde ? Judging the party upon the opposite side of the
House by the;r record during the time Lhey were in office,
from 1874 to 1878, and judging the Conservative party by
their record during the long series of years which they have
governed this country, the people have corne to the oon-
clusion that, in the interests of the people of Canada, the
Conservative party should be retained in power and that
those hon. gentlemen should be kept in the place they at
present occupy. The gentlemen on the opposite side of the
louse, since the present Administration returned to office

in 1879, have been endeavoring to discover some policy that
would make them acceptable to the people of Canada. They
have devoted themselves during those years to a very
great extent to decrying their opponents, and finding
after the two elections, in 1882 and 1887, that the more de-
traction of their opponents did not succeed in bringing therm
the support of the people, they are endeavoring now to
bring forward some policy that, from their point of view,
wili be instrumental in relegating them to the Treasury
benches. Sir, I do not think that I would have addressed
the louse upon this occasion, even the few words I propose
to offer for your consideration, but for the fact that the hon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) who
introduced this resolution based it upon the ground that
certain classes of the people in this count ry were suffering
under the present and existing state of things. He laid
great stress upon the fact that the far mers of this country
and the lumbermen, and the minere, and the artisans were
suffering, and that it was necessary to provide some remedy
for the great evil under which the country was groaning at
the present time. I, Sir, represont a constituency in which
the people are interested in the successful prosecution
of two of those industries, farming and lumbering, and I
think I shall give good reasons why I shall vote against
the resolution proposed by the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). I do not propose to
offer for the consideration of this House any long array
of figures. We have had since the commencement of
this discussion long arrays of figures presented to thie
House, and we have had those figures brought up in
battalions, and in quadros, and in companies. They
have been hurlQd frot o ne side of the iQus to the other|

79

against an innocent and unoiffending House of Commons.
I shall therefore, to-night, not use any more figures than
I consider necessary (and that will ho very few indeed)
for the purpose of illustrating the few arguments which
I propose to present for your consideration. Let me
say also, Mr. Speaker, that, in mv opinion, there is
not the greatest possible reliance to be placed upon the
statistics that are quoted in Parliament and out of it.
Especially lot me say that frorn my observation I am
convinced that the statistios which are furniihe'd by
Mr. Blue, the statistician of the Province of Ontario,
are not wholly and entirely reliable. I say that,
Sir, because i believe that the conditions which pre.
vail in my own constituency must prevail to a very great
extent throughout at least the whole Province of Ontario ;
and when I find it stated, as it bas been stated during the
progress of this discussion, that the value of farm lands in
the Province of Ontario, accocrding to Mr. Blue, rose from
S10.02 an acre in 1873 to $18.14 in 1878, an advance of
88.12 during those five years, and that the same farm lande
only increased from $18.14 in 1878 to 819.71 in 1885, I am
convinced from facts which have corne under my own
observation that those statements cannot be correct. I
know, as a matter of fact, that farm lands in my own
county from 1873 to 1878 materially decreased in value, and
that it was almost impossible in 1878 to dispose of a farm
at all, or if any were sold they could only be sold at a
ruinous price, while to-day they are worth threo or four
times what they could be purchased for in 1878. I know,
in addition to that, that large sums of money, amount-
ing to tons, and I might say hundreds of thousands
of dollars, which were borrowed on mortgages on
the lands in my county, have been paid off since this
dreaded and detested National Policy bas corne into force.
I know also, for I have the records in my hand, that the
assessed value of property in my county rose from 82,200,-
000 in 1875 to 84,515,000 in 1887. Having all thoso facta
before me, as well as those that corne under my daily
observation, I cannot believe it possible that the farmers
of this country are in the dire state of distress which hon.
gentlemen declare them to be in. It is bocause I do not
believe they are suffering any such distress that I do not
consider it necessary to apply what these gentlemen call
this heroic remedy at the present time. I believe the
farmers of Canada are capable of holding thoir own in the
race for subsistence which is going on throughout the woi Id.
Although I am quite free to admit that the lumbermen of
Canada would be benefited to some extent by the entire
removal of the duties on lumber, yet, when I look at
the records of the prices obtained for timber lands, especi-
ally in the Province of Ontario, I am forced to the con-
clusion that the lumbermen are not suffering to the
extent which hon. gentlemen opposite say they are suffer-
ing at the present time. I presurme that the best test of
the condition of our lumber trade during the past fifteen
years is the increase or decrease in the value of
timber landn. Lot me tell you that the lumber-
men are not fools; they know pretty well what
they are doing, and they are not likely to pay an
increased price for timber lands unless they expect to secure
a return for what they pay. Let me, thon, give you the
prices of timber lands, as ascertained by the auction sales
that have taken place in the Province ot Ontario. During
the last fourteen years there have been three large sales of
timber lande in that Province. The first took place in 1872,
when the average price obtained was $200 per square mile.
Another sale toolk place in 1881, shortly after the present
Government came into power, when the price obtained was
$600 per square mile. lu 1886, after this improvident and
corrupt Government hpd been in office for a number of
years, the third, sle took place, when, notwithstanding the
façt th4t a short timp previous the stampage dues wore
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increased 33J per cent., and the ground rents were increased
50 per cent., you would hardly believe it, but the price
obtained was $2,957.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Very much to Mr.
Mowat's credit.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). I am not aware, Sir, that the
fact that lumbermen were able to pay a larger price in 1886
than they were in 1872 is any evidence of great ability on
the part of Mr. Mowat. It may be a fact that «Mr. Mowat
secured those high prices by submitting the lands to public
auction; it may be that he is entitled to some credit for
that.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. He got the cash-that is
botter than the credit.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew). He got the cash, that is quite
true; but I am sure my hon. friend from South Oxford will
agree with me that in the figures I have submitted to the
House, and which ho will not deny, there is no evidence
that the lumbermen are suffering to any great extent. I
listened to-day to the hon. member for Bothwell making a
statement in regard to the importation of raw material and
manufactured goods, and I dare say ho thought ho was
making a great impression on the House when he told us
that w bile he thought it was quite proper from our point
of vitw that a horse should bo imported free of duty, we
thought it would endanger the constitution if the harness
to be used on that horse should be imported free. I am
sure my bon. friend must have forgotten the discus-
sions that have taken place with regard to the National
Policy in this House during the last ton years, or ho would
have known that what we contended on this side of the
fouse was that by the adoption of the National Policy we
would keep in Canada the manufacture of those articles
that were~consumed in Canada, and that the wages that
would otherwise go to employees in the United States
would be paid in Canada.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will allow me to say that my point was this: Bon gentlemen
on that side of the House say that unrestricted reciprocity
would lead to the annexation of Canada to the United
States, but they say that reciprocity in natural products
would not have that effect; and I was pointing out that
while the free admission of a horse from the United States
would not injure the constitution, the free admission of
harness from the United States would overturn the con-
stitution and put an end to our autonomy.

Mr. WHITE (Renfrew), I would just say, in regard to
that, that I am actuatedI to some considerable extent, I
confess quite freely, in regard to the vote I shall give on
the question before the House, by what those gentlemen are
pleased to cali sentiment. My hon. friend who has just
taken bis seat bas said that we contend it would endanger
the constitution and would make annexation imminent if we
were to allow manufactured goods to come to Canada, while
the constitution would be in danger if natural products were
allowed to come in Canada to free. Let me point out what
I conceive to be the distinction between those two things.
These hon. gentlemen have told us. time and again, during
the course of this discussion, that we have aiready discrim-
inated against Great Britain in our tariff. I say that pro-
position cannot be sustained. I say that our tariff is the
same against Great Britain as against all the other countries
in the world. But what do these bon. gentlemen propose
now to do? They propose to admit free into Canada from
the United States the same class of articles as those on which
we charge a duty coming from the mother country. Do we
import any horses from the mother country, or any hides ?t
Do we import any natural products from Great Britain?a
No, it is the manufactured goods of Great Britain that ome

Mr. WmnT (Renfrew).

into this country subject to a duty, which, under this resolu-
tion, would not be imposed upon the saine goods coming into
Canada from a foreign country. It is that which renders it,
to my mind, dangerous that we should adopt any such pro-
position, and which leads me to the conclusion that any
policy which would discriminate against the mother coun-
try in favor of a foreign country would inevitably lead us
to annexation. It is because I believe the inevitable result
of the policy the hon. gentleman proposes would be annex-
ation that I am opposed to the resolution of the hon.
member for South Oxford. Hon. gentlemen opposite have
told us, time and again, during this discussion, of their
loyalty and attach ment to the crown of Great Britain, and
we have heard them, at the same time, excuse them.
selves for supporting the resolution now before the House,
on the ground that they love Canada more than Great Bri.
tain. I have yet to learn that any subject of Great Britain
finds it detrimental to him to be connected with that coun-
try or to trade with that country. If I were to believe the
statements made by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Mills) to-day, that England was neither able nor willing to
belp us in any emergency that might arise, I would at once
say that it would be our bounden duty either to become
independent or to connect ourselves with the United States;
and if I believed it impossible for us to live on this
continent without adopting a policy which would place a
foreign country in a botter position towards Canada in
regard to our trade than the mother country occupies,
I would at once say: Let us not only have commercial
intercourse with that foreign country, but lot us adopt
a policy that will give us some influence in its political
affairs, and not become a mere dependency of it, as we
would if the resolution of the hon. member for South
Oxford were adopted. I hope that the time is far distant,
I hope that I shall never live to see the time when it will
become necessary for us to adopt any such policy. I
believe it is possible for us to maintain our autonomy, and
that we need not become a dependency of the United States,
Hon. gentlemen opposite have pointed out that from the
adoption of the Reiprocity Treaty in 1854 down to its abro.
gation in 1866, our trade with the United States increased
very materially. Well, taking the articles that were
inclnded in that treaty and looking at the Trade and Naviga-
tion Returns of the Provinces of Ontario and Quebec, of which
Provinces I am now speaking more particularly, I find that
whilst our aggregate trade with the United States increased
very materially during these years, there weore in different
years very great variations in the trade between the two
countries. For instance, you will find that exports of the
forest and the farm to the United States in the first full
year under reciprocity amounted to 830,000,000, and those
exports fell three years afterwards to $11,000,000, and sn
we will find, going through the whole of the list, which I
will not trouble the louse with reading, that both during
the existence of the Reciprocity Treaty, from 1854 to 1866,
and since its abrogation, the export trade from Canada to the
United States bas very greatly varied. One year it would
be very considerable and the next year drop $5,000,000,
$6,000,000 or 810,000,000. As I have already stated, I
believe it is possible for us to maintain our autonomy;
I believe it is possible for us to exist, and that we ought not
to adopt a policy which would make us a dependenoy of a
foreign country, and which would give us no influence in
the political affairs of that country while losing control
over our own ; and it is because of that belief that I pro-
pose to vote against the proposition of the hon. member for
South Oxford.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not propose, considering the length
to which this debate has been protracted, to prolong it to
any considerable extent. At the same time, considering
tho importance of the question, I am not prepared to give
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a silent vote. The subject is one which, I believe, demandE
from the First Minister of the Crown an expression o
opinion on the floor of Parliament. Had the circumstanceE
permitted, I think we should have had an expression o:
opinion from the hon. the Finance Minister, but when h
was unable, through circumstances beyond bis control, t
give the House and the country the benefit of his viewE
upon this question, it was more than ever incumbent on his
seniors in the Cabinet to have placed their views upon
record. They have not seen fit to do so. But three mem-
bers of the Cabinet, at different stages of the debate, ven
tured to commit themselves. The last Minister of the
Cabinet who spoke, the Secretary of State, made a moai
extraordinary statement, one that does not commend itself
at ail events, to my mind. He took the position that
no matter what the facts were, no matter what the statistics
established, no matter what the arguments proved, no mat
ter what interests were involved, they all counted for noth
ing if the sentiment of the country was with him. Whai
ho had in view was the votes of the people and not the
interests of the people, and he delivered what he considered
an infallible judgment at once, when ho said : the people
are not with you on this occasion. Where, he asked, are
the petitioners ? Where are the expressions of opinion foi
or against the proposition? He got one of bis answers to
day, when Prince Edward county spoke. Could there be
a better evidence of the will of the people than the verdiel
rendered at the polls, and should this debate continue a few
days longer, another would be given in the person of the
representative of Missisquoi, who was recently elected
on this very issue in a constituency that a few months ago
gave at the polls a Conservative majority, and which to-day
rendered a verdict in favor of this proposition by some
hundreds of a majority.

Some hon. MENMBERS. No.
Mr. MULOCK. What was the majority?

Mr. MITCHELL. Two hundred and six.

Mr. MULOCK. I saw it stated in the press that the
majority was something over 200. I have not seen the
official returns. We had another election the other day in
L'Assomption, which had been carried by a Liberal, at the
general election, by a majority of twenty-one. I am told
that this trade question ws the leading issue in that con-
test, and that it turned entirely upon it, and the result was
that the people of that county, by 400 or 500 per cent. over
the previous majority, returned a member in favor of the
proposition which is now before the House. Surely, in fase
of these facts, the Secretary of State need not assert that
there is no evidence before the House of the feeling of the
country on this question. We had the benefit of the
opinion of the Minister of the Interior, who is always ready
to fill a gap; who is always ready to take charge of any
question ; who bas a certain number of good stock
speeches on hand that can be brought out on all occa-
sions, whether they fill the bill or not, and I thinr he
drew on some of bis old supplies on this occasiun.
I think I have often read that speech which he delivered,
though he had burnished it up a little, but it was not new
to us. I believe he only delivered it forty times in the
Province during the last electoral contest, and he delivered
it well, seeing how few opportunities ho had had te practice
it. What argument did he advance against this proposition ?
le admitted the right of Canada to do what it is proposed
to do. He admitted that it might be to the interest of
Canada to do what this resolution proposes shall be done,
but ho took the ground that we should not be mean enough
to legislate in a way that might not conserve the interests
of England. Then we had the benefit of the opinion of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and what was his argu-
ment against this proposition? HRis argument was that

s there was ne such thing as a naturai market, that markets
4 coutd be made by the expeuditure of rnoney and cf onergy,
s and that ne natural markets were to be found ou the earth,rf that markets were artificiaî cmations, and ho peinted te
e the United States) aind said that, even if we did get free
ib trade with the United States, they were producors cf the
a very things that we wouid preduce, and therefore we woutd
& find ne market there. It is toc late for oeste induige in
i moe opinion, but I will trouble the Minister cf Marine sud
-Fisheries with seme brief statisties, which I think will con.

- vines him, er which ought te cenvince him, that trade doos
Bfind a natural level, in spite cf rnany obstructions, artificial
t ad natural. Hoe referred te the trade cf Europe, and I have
turned up the trade returns cf the leading countries in
Europe, those on the west and these in the centre. 1 did

snet get the trade of Russia simply becauso there are ne
*trade retnrns from that country te be found. If you take
*the trade cf Spain fer the year 1886, you wiil find that oes-
tthird cf the wheie volume ef the trade of that country wai.
3with oeeof its neiglibors, France, aithougli France, as my

I hon. friend knews, produces many cf the very smre
3 articles that Spain exported te Francs. If you turn te
aGerrnany, you fiud that last year Germany did 48 per cent.

c f the whole volume o? her trade with hor actual neigh-
-hbrs, witb those countries which are in actuai contiguitjv
Dwith lier, France, Belgiu, the Netheriands, Switz-ýrIana
tAustria and Denmark. If you turu te Ncrway, the saine

v stery is tetd. Norway did 48 per cent. cf ber whoie trade
Dwith ber three neigbbors, Swoden, Donmark and Great
1Britain, I dlaima that Great Britain may be trtatod es

a neiglibor cf Ncrway, altheugh there is a narrow strip
c f wator betweon the countries. Itaiy transacted 56 per
cent. of ber wboe trade with France, .AJgeria, Austria
and Switzeriand. France transacted 56 per cent. cf hor trade
with England, Belgiurn, Switzerland and Italy. ertugal
transacted 58 per cent. of lier trade asat year with thre
ceuntries, Spain, France and Great Britain. Belgiurn did
66 per cent, cf ber trade with France, the Netheriandis,
Grermany and Great Britain. The Nctherlands did 72 per
cent. cf their whoie trade with Prussia, Belgiuminiad Great
Britain. Austria transacted over 80 per cent. cf ber wboe
trade last year with her neiglibors, Gerrnany, Russia, Itaiy,
Rournania, Switzeriand and Great Britain. When you
ceme te this continent, if yeu take the Republic cf Mexico,
yeu flnd that over 60 per cent. of its whole trade was with
one neiglibor, the United States of Arnerica. If you take
the trade cf Canada for 1887,ycu find that over 40 per cent.
of our whole trade wus with our neighbor, the United
States. We Fold Iast year te the United States over
$37,000,000 worth cf the produets cf Canada, notwithstand-
ing the obstructions in the way of that trade by reasen cf
the high tariff existing in the United States. Riad that
tariff not prevaiied, I tbink ws may fairly assume that our
trade with tho United States would have been vastly more
during the past year than it was. These illustrations,
wbich I h ave f'urnished frorn the trade of Europe,
it je te ho borne in mind, are in regard to coun-
tries which are separated frem each ether by many
differences -differences cf language, lu sorne cases
tarifsà, prejudices and other obstructions to the free
flow and interchaDge cf trade. I think, therefore,
that, with these illustrations froni Europe and frein
this continent as weii, I have clearly esî.ablisied the
proposition that there 15sucnob a thitig on the earth ua
naturai market, and that ttiat naturai market is the nearest
market geegraphicaiiy te, the country that is seeking te,
trade. i f you look at the trado which Canada bas dons
with the whoie world during the past year, yeu find that,
wiib ail the efforts we have been patting eut, baving estab-
iisbed cennections withs.1l parts ef the civilised world, w,
have onty been oniy able te soit 87,000,000 worth of the
produote o? Canada te ail the nations cf the earth with the
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exception of the United States and Great Britain. We sold
last year to the United States five times as much in value
of our products as we sold to all other countries in the
world, Great Britain alone excepted. Does not that teach us a
lesson ? Can we not draw inferences from those facts? Will
any philosophy enable us to say in a sensible, truthful way,
that trade does not assert itself on geographical lines, and
follow as nearly as possible the natural directions indicated ?
If not, how comes it that all thèse nations I have referred
to confine so much of their trade to their near neighbors ?
I think there can be but one deduction drawn from it, and
that is, that if we do not interpose obstacles, trade does
naturally seek the nearest market. In Canada what is the
nearest market? We sell, first of all, to ourselves,-we have
our domestie trade. The vast bulk of the trade of this
country is at home amongst the people, and the surplus,
following the principle of selling in the nearest market, if
it is the best, finds the nearest market, which is always the
best, and that, in our own case, in the market of the United
States. Now, my hon. friend the Minister of Marine and
Fiheries îsays there is ne natural market in the United
States for anything that we have. He says that the United
States are producers of the very articles that Canada pro.
duces, and therefore it is idle to seek to obtain access
to the United States market; it is bringing coals to
Newcastle, that is the burden of bis argument. I have1
looked through the list of imports in the United States inq
the past year and what do they disclose? I may not haved
made out a complete list of all products of Canada which1
have been imported into the United States; if not my1
argument is so much the weaker ; but I find that the1
United States last year received frem fereign countries1
861,711,024 worth of products, every one of which1
could bave been produced in the Dominidn of 'Canada. On
those products the United States customs bouses collectedi
$19,318,181. These articles are as follows: Animals, bar.
ley, bituminous coal, copper ore, fish, hemp, furs, hay,i
hops, iron ore, pig iron, lead, leather of various kinds,1
spirits, cheese, salt, potatoes, lumber, wooden ware and(
wool. All of these articles are producible by the people ofi
Canada, and alil of them were purchased by the Unitedc
States last year to the extent of over 660,000,000, in spite1
of the tariff imposed. Can any hon. gentleman say now1
that there is no possible market in the United States fori
what the people of Canada can produce ? Sir, to say so is to
trifle with the facts. The volume of trade under these cir-1
cumstances would, I think, be vastly increased were we to
have free access to the markets of the United States. Myt
hon. friend from North Renfrew (Mr. White) touched veryN
lightly upon the effect of the Reciprocity Treaty. If wel
examine the imports and exports of the old Provinces oft
Canada during the continuance of the Reciprocity Treaty,1
they will tell us whether a high tarifr is a hindrance to
trade or not. In the % ear 1854, we sold to the people of thea
United States $2,162.2,0 worth of preducts; in the succeed-1
ing year, our product entered the United States free, and i
the amunt of expoit immediately jumped up to the sum ofy
$4, 184,319, or very nearly double the amount of the preced- b
ing year. I may say in this connection that as our exports a
to the United States in succoeeding years went up, those of t
England went down. What did that prove ? That proved i
that for our surplus products, in the yeùr 1854, when there i
was a duty upon them going into the United States, we hadE
to seek a comparatively unprofitable market in Great Bri-
tain, but in the succeeding years, when they went into the
United States duty free, we sold in the best market, the-
United States. During the contiruance of that treaty the
volume of our exports to the United States increased by
leaps and bounds, so that in the year 1866, when the treaty
was repealed, we exported to the United States the enorm- i
ous sum of $34,770,261 of the products of the old Provinces t
of Canada. Now, I would cal the attention of the Minister s

Mr. MULOOK.t

of Marine and Fisheries to this point. In the year 1899,
the last year of reciprocity, the Provinces of Upper Canada,
Lower Canada, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, exported
to the United States products to the value of $40,127,266.
That year the American people imposed a high duty upon
our produets and the effect since then has been that in the
year 1887, the last year for which we have complete returns,
we only exported to the United States 37 million odd; in
other words, whereas 22 years ago these four Provincés,
under free trade with the United States, sent to them
over 40 million dollars worth of Canadian products, to-
day, although we have become more powerful, although
our population has considersbly increased, our trade
bas fallen off with the United btates to the extent of
nearly three millions of dollars. So I think that so far
as natural products are concerned, there is no possible
argument against the proposition, that if we remove
the barriers imposed by the custom houses, our trade
with the United States in natural products would vastly
increase. But it is said by the friends of the manufac.
turers that this policy would destroy our own manufac-
turers. I would deplore such a result with any man. I do
not desire to see any industry in Canada sacrificed, I desire
to see what is best for the whole of Canada adopted by
Parliament and by the country, -and being of that wish, and
believing, as I do, that evidence is producible to show that
our manufactures would not suffer, I am firmly of the
opinion that we will not endanger our manufactures
by enabling them to obtain access to the United
States markets, even by giving access in Canada
to the manufactures of the United States. Perhaps
I might just refer, by way of example, to what
has happened in the case of the southern States. Hon.
gentlemen ail know that at the close of the great American
war the southern States were essentially an agricultural
country. They had a few manufacturing industries, but
agriculture was their leading industry. They emerged from
that war in a condition scarcely fitting them, I think, to
compete with old established industries, they came ont of that
war with rain all around ; public credit was gone, private
credit was gone, private fortune, were swept away, the
labor market was demoralised, everything was in chaos.
What was the condition of the Americans in the
north at that time ? The old established manufactures
in New England, though disturbed a little by the trou-
bles of the war, were still in existence. They had
grown up under the fostering care of the tariff, they
had been supplying the great western States iwith clothing,
while the western States supplied food to the east. You
would think it would be absolutely impossible for manufac-
turing interests, I will not say to thrive, but obtain a foot.
hold in the southern St ates under such unfavorable condi-
tions. But what has been the result? If you turn to an
authority upon the subject, I refer to Mr. Hillyard in the
New South, you will find he tells of the progress made in
manufacturing in the southern States within the last few
years. Moreover, I would say that the manufactures that
have sprung up in the Southern States during this period
are not manufactures having any special advantage from
their being in the southern States. I do not refer merely
to cotton or tobacco factories, but to the ordinary industriês
such as exist in Canada to-day, to the temall factories. Mr.
Hillyard, on page 29, says:

"In building up the lumber mills of all kinds."--

And this I commend to the attention of the hon. member
or North Renfrew,-

"In the building of lumber mille of all kinds, from the small port-
ble saw mill to he mil coeting o$50,OO to sio,OOO, the erectio of ice
factories. flour mise, bc., there is great activity. lu factwhile the iron
nterests have attracted the greatest attention, the growth of manufac-
ures covere a wile range of industries, inclding foundries, machine
hope, steel works, cotton and woollen mille, cotto-ussed oi milts, Sot-
on compresses, truit-canning factories, carrage and waggon factories,
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agrienltural implement factories, flour mille, griot mille, sa* mille,
planing mille, saoh, door and blind factories, shuttle factories, handle
and spoke factories, barrel factories, shingle mille, furniture factories,
Ac. It is a healthy growth. Instead of ail interest being centred in
the establishment of a tew enterprises, the south bas realised the im-
portance of the staal factory and workshop, and so we ese springing
up everywhere amatl factorise, requiring but few banda, and but little
capital, for producing the many articles of manufacture needed every-
where. Pi. ding at firet a local market for their goode, those factorisa
will gradually extend their facilities and widen the scope of their trade,
until they develop by a natural process into an extensive enterprise."

Not only have factories in the southern States developed,
but there has been devolopment in what is the best of evi-
dence as to what is the growth of a country, railway build-
ing. He goe on to say :

" Although the mineral resources of the south and her vaut forests
have attracted much consideration and large investment, in no regard
bas she so much enlisted the attention of the nation and of Europe as in
building railroads. This is the most commanding theatre of capital,
and strikes the eye of the world, not only for its colossal combinations
cf money, but the prestige of its participants."

He goes on further to say :
" It were a vain task to attempt to keep pace with the southern rail-

read projects. It oeems au though almost every day bringe a revelation
of ome new railroad echeme. It is quite certain that railroade are pro.
jeeted, surveys being made, 'ground' being ' broke,' under the auspi-
ces of such wealthy corporations as to confirm public confidence in the
seriousness and good faith of their operations and intentions. But to
assume nothing as the amount of capital to be invested in roade not
actually built. the south can make an exhibit which is 'both a pledge
and prophecy' of lier progresa."

Then follows a statement showing the enormous extent of
railway construction within the last few years. [n the
summary Mr. Hillyard states that within the last six and
a half years the southern States have constructed over
14,000 miles of railway-far more than there is in the
whole Dominion of Canada to-day. Further on be speaks
of the saw mille. Those hon. gentlemen who are interested
in lumbering need fear nothing from comparison with the
United States in this regard, because we know that the
northern States will absorb all the lumber we can spare.
At this hour I will not read further from this work, but I
will simply ask hon, gentlemen to apply the lesson
that is furnished by the growth of the southern States, and
ask whether Canada, if admitted to the markets of the
United States, would not be able to have such a record as
that after a reasonable period of time. Is there anything
in Canada, is there anything in the Canadian people to
warrant us in saying that they cannot accom plish what the
people of the southern States have accomplished, given the
same conditions ? Are our people less energetic, are
they less capable ? Those hon. gentlemen who say so de-
clare want of confidence in the people of Canada. They do
not mean it. They are afraid of the competition. They
are afraid of making an honest trial. They are afraid to,
give up what they call a certainty for what may, to their
minds, prove an uncertainty; but in the light of facts and l
in the light of history, whieh should teach us and from t
which we should learn, I cannot see how Canada can fail in t
any arena in which the American people have succeeded. C
Why, the hon. member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Cockburn)
the other night furniehed us with a little argument upon
this point. He said in his glowing language that he knew
something of the southern States, that he came from them, d
or had something to do with them. Ie stated that within I
the last eight months there had been invested in industries l
there over $100,000,000. Well, Mr. Speaker, if the condi-
tions of the southern States are such that, having the whole k
of the market of the United States, they put their capital g
of 8100,000,000 lu eight months to build up industries, t
why would he not apply the same reasoning to what would h
follow in Canada if we had access to that great market ? g

fi
Mr. COCKBURN. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to e

make a short explanation ? I did say $100,000,00 iwere t
invested in the southern States within eight months, but I t

was careful to draw attention to the fact that the northern
States were at the end of the war, and remain still, one
Confederation or one Government.

Mr. MULOCK. Mr. Speaker, we are talking business.
I refer the hon, gentleman to the Spectator of the other day,
which in speaking of the "l fad," as it called it, of Imperial
Féderation, said: We don't want any Imperial Fedération,
we don't want any sentiment, business is business." We
mean business and the people of Canada want business, and
the people of the United States wanted business, and when
they invested S100,000,000 during the last eight months it
was for business. It was because they sa w there was a market
in the United States for what they would produce, and be-
cause they expected a return, that tbey invested that capital.
Whether we are under one flag or a dozen flags it doeb not
make any différence in the amount of money we
are making, if we can get the customers under the
same conditions. Mr. Speaker, the Minister of the Interior
argued in favor of the loyalty cry. That is a favorite -trick
in order to take the attention of the publie away from the
issue involved. If this proposition is sound on business
principles it is sound in its entirety. If this proposition
can be defended as one likely to produce comfort, to supply
wants, to make the value of labor more than it is, that is
loyal, and that is a proposition which ought to be com-
mended to the people. But I am willing to take the hon.
gentleman at his own words. 1 am willing to test him by
the record of his friends to see whether they really are
sincere when they try to cause this loyalty cry to be raised
in order to prevent the people from debating this proposition,
or whether the cry i. merely raised as a device in order to
humbug the country. Now, in 1854, hon. gentlemen, or
some at least in this flouse, will remember that in the old
Legislative Assembly of the Provinces of Canada this very
question came up, and although no final decision was ar.
rived at, yet on the 26th May, 154, a resolution was
adopted by the Committee of the House at that time in the
following words:-

" That the principle of reciprocity with the United States be extended
to the production of manufactures, and to the registration of Uanadian
and United 8tates built ships, and to the shipping and coasting trade in
the same manner as to the production of agriculture."

That resolution, so far as I have been able to discover, and I
speak subject to correction, was not opposed by any mom-
ber of the Conservative party. It was roported to the
House, but I do not find that it made any further progress.
But looking at the members who constituted the committee
that roported upon it, I find that they represent pretty
fairly the Conservative element of that day. The chairman
of the committee was a gentleman who I believe had no
very decisive political views-the Hon. Hamilton Merrit-
at the time. I do not know that he bad any particular po.
itical views. At all events that reiolution was thon offered
o the House and no protest was raised against
he principle involved in it. It was not then de-
lared to the country that it was disloyal. The
Conservative party did not then declare it was disloyal.
They were not nearly so loyal then as they are now, and it
was not very long before that they were taking a very
ifforent view of the whole political relations of Canada.
t was only about five years before that a number of their
eading lights declared that the only salvation for Canada
was political annexation to the United States. I do not
now that the Conservative party ever treated with any
reat cruelty some of the prominent mon that took part in
hat movement. I believe that one of them has recently
Peen promoted to a high position in the Cabinet of the hon.
entleman opposite. In tact they have all at times come in
or favors, sometimes from the Government, and in many
ms from Her Majesty, by being decorated in testimony of
heir extreme loyaity and worthy-citizenship. At the par-
ieular time this resolution was brought in some members of
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the Conservative party then in the country were
not as they are to-day, so sensitive upon this question.
They were prepared at ail events to discuss any question
involving the best interests of the country. Mr. Speaker,
in 1878 the Conservative party proposed wbat they called
their National Policy and we have several times had the
resolution proposed at that time brought before the atten-
tion of the H1ouse. That resolution told the people of
Canada that this National Policy that they were proposing
was simply the means to an end, and that end was to be
what we are seeking to day, reciprocity. Not only did they
tell us that, but they emphasised it in their resolution, in
order that there should be no possible difference of opinion
on the question. That policy the resolution says, after
referring to some other things:

" Would encourage and develop an active inter-provincial trade and
moving (as it ought to do) in the direction of reciprocity of tariff with
our neighbors so far as the varied interests of Canada may demand will
greatly tend to procure for this country eventually a reciprocity of
trade."

What does "eventually " mean ? Does it mean a time so
remote as is indicated by the member for North Simeoe
(Mr. McCarthy) when he proposes eventually to benefit the
farmers of Canada by his Imperial Federation scheme, and
when he succeeds in inducing English statesmen to tax
breadstuffs so as to raise the price of wheat from seventy-
five cents to one dollar for the Canadian farner. That is
the relief proposed by the member for North Simcoe (Ur.
McCarthy). l that "eventually "? Did the First Minister
mean when he put the word in the resolution that it was to
be at a remote period or did he moan that that word was
to be accepted in the ordinary sense of plain language in
which it was expressed, that "eventually " meant just as
soon as such a treaty could be obtained. That was the view
presented to the people on the hustings, that is the proper

reading of this article and that is the right view to take of
the aim of the hon. gentleman at that time. I am reminded
by my hon. friend from W entworth (Mr. Bain) that the pre-
sent Finance Minister asserted that this National Policy
would produce this highly desirable result of reciprocity
within three years, so that "eventually " bas really expired
now. Well, Mr. Speaker, the First Minister was not nearly
so loyal then as he is now. He was then trying to get into
office and he is now there and trying to hang on. He was
very much concerned at that time about putting money
into the pockets of the people, and British connection had
not much to do with it. Whatever enriched the people of
Canada was the first law unto him at that time; and so,
when he came to move bis resolution in 1878 he was pre-
pared to throw overboard Great Britain. In the course of
his speech in support of bis National Policy, after depicting
ail the benefits that would flow from it, ie said (Hansard,
page 861):

" We shall then grow up rapidly a good, steady and mature trade
between the Provinces, rendering us independent of foreigu trade, and
not, as New Brunswick and Nova Scotia formerly did, look to the
United States or to England for trade, but look to Ontario and Quebec."
fie was prepared then, for the sake of the Canadian
people, if necessary, to shut out the whole trade of Eng.
land, and I presume he felt that he was doing bis duty.
The doctrine he laid down then bore fruit, because he was
followed shortly after in the debate by a supporter of bis,
the Hon. Mr. Masson, who gave bis view of what the duty
of Canadians was under such circumstances. Hie said (page
893 of ansard):

"lHe might tell the hon. gentleman that the Conservatives of Lower
Canada were as loyal to England as they always had been, but he would
add the words of Lafontaine : •1Mais avant tout soyons Canadiens'-
['But before ail let us be Canadians']. Thiswas Lafontaiine's doctrine,
and they followed it. The Imperial Government in its relations and
connections with the colonies had never been exempt from those rather
selfish motives, if such motives could be so called, by which the mother
country wished to aggrandise herself at the expense of the colonies; thel
whole colonial system was based upon this principle that the mother

Mr. MULOOK.

country took these colonies so as to have from them raw material for
ler own manutactures. That was the object of every.central govern-
ment in every country in the world wi th respect to their colonies, and,
if England claimed a right at times to be selfish in its desires with
regard to this colony, they would not go se far in that course, but defend
the rights of Canada. The Imperial Government baving given us the
rigbt of self-government. had also conferred upon us the right to regulate
our fiscal duiies as we wished. The Uonservatives of Lower Canada did
not wish to act against the interests of England, but they had the right,
if they wished, to regulate the duties, irrespective of England if it were
Canada's interest to do so."

I am not aware that the bon. gentleman who used these
words lost standing with the Conservative party by reason
of them. On the contrary, I believe he was duly rewarded
at a later period with high honors at the hands of the Ad-
ministration. I am not aware that the First Minister either
has suffered by reason of his assertion that he believed in
Canada for the Canadians against England, even if it injured
British connection. I do not believe Her Majesty entertain-
ed any-ill will towards him on that account, because a few
monthe afterwards he was decorated. Therefore utterances
of that kind do not appear to be regarded as disloyal by Her
Majesty herself. Again, the doctrine that Canada's interest
must be considered first was echoed by another hon, gentle-
man supporting the Government, the present member for
Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), who, in the course of his
speech, on 26th March, 1879, said:

" There was nething we could do which would be more likely to bring
about a renewal of reciprocity, than taking a stand upon a tariff which
might be carried out in the interests of the canadian people."

Another supporter of the Government, Mr. Houde, laid
down this proposition :

" Let every Government legislate the best in the interest of its own
peop'e and for the welfare of its own people. That was the surest way
of promoting human progress or general prosperity.'

The then member for Centre Wellington (Dr. Orton),
expressed himself as follows:-

" He had always thought, the inauguration of a National Policy in
Canada should be merely a means to an end, and that end the obtaining
of favorable commercial relations with other countries. He hoped in a
short time we would be in a position te compete favorably even with
our more formidable neighbor across the border, and they would see
it to their interests to give us fair trade relations and open up their
ports to us in return for our admitting their products on favorable
term.

This National Policy he regarded as a means to an end, the
goal aimed at being what we are seeking for to-day. An-
other supporter of the Administration, Mr. J. S. Ross, of
Dundas, expressed himself as follows:-

" If England chose to open her markets to aH peoples and.treat us no
better than others we had to do the best we could fer onrselves, conse-
quently Canada must adopt such a fiscal policy as commended itself to
their own judgment and which was in the interests of their own people.
Unless they did this they muet fail toaccomplish what was expected of
them as a free and progressing people."

I understand that that hon. gentleman, after expressing
this view, received a position of emotument from the Con-
servative Administration. Then, I am obliged to refer to
the utterances on that occasion of the present Speaker who
was prepared to advance the interests of Canada even
against those of England. He is reported in Hansard as
having used these words:

"l It had been stated in a threatening way that England would not
approve of a tarif that seemed contrary to her interests, but where was
the Englishman that could seriously refuse to Canada the right of legis-
lating in ber own interests 7"

Further on he says:
" When responsible government had been granted to Canada by the

British North America Act, had she not been conceded the right to
frame her tariff as she saw fit? Canada had the right of governing her-
self, and if this right was now refued to her, she would be well able to
demand it."

Then, peaking of the vote ho was about to cast in favor of
the National Policy, whioh was to lead to reoiprocity, ho
said :
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" It would be a vote given ln favor of the constitutional and commer-

cial liberty of Canada. It would be a vote that would assert the exiet-
ence of Canada as a nation distinct not only from England, but the
United States."

Hon. gentlemen, I have no doubt, are quite familiar with
the memorandum directed by Sir Alexander Galt, then Mr.
Galt, to the Secretary of State for the Colonies, setting
forth what ought to be the true attitude of Canada in regard
to its fiscal affairs. I could, if time permitted, give numer-
OUs extracts from speeches of hon. gentlemen opposite, all
taking the ground that in matters of trade the Parliament
of Canada had first to consider the interests of the people
of Canada. I say that not only do the people of Canada
demand that position from us, but the sentiment of England
is in harmony with the sentiments I have quoted. The
hon. gentleman who formerly represented the constituency
which I have the honor to represent, a keen observer-I
refer to Dr. Strange-spoke in this Flouse on this question.
He is an Englishman, and an able and talented gentleman.
He expressed himself on this question in a way, I think,
that did not meet with the disapproval of his constituents
in North York. On the eontrary, I believe that many of bis
old supporters again desire him to represent their riding.
They bore no malice to him for baving uttered on the floor
of Parliament the words which I am about to quote, taken
from Blansard 21st March, 1879. He addresses this flouse
as an Englishman. He was a Canadian by adoption, but an
Englishman in spirit. As far as be was able to ascertain
the spirit of the English people, they were anxious and
willing that Canadian interests should be first considered by
the Canadian people. Hie spoke as follows:-

" He addressed this House as an Englishman. He was a Canadian
by adoption, but an Englishman in spirit. As far as he was able to
ascertain the spirit of the English people they were anxious and willing
to see this vast colony of which they were justly proud succeed even
if we had in our own intereets to put a stop to purchasing our goods
from England. No English Government would venture to prevent the
adoption of this tariff on the ground of its injuring England. The
English people, without exception, took great interest in our succes
and with the exception of a few manufacturera would bid us God-speed
on the royal road to wealth."

That is the sentiment of an Englishman expressing what
he conceived to be the opinion of England with regard to
the affairs of Canada. What did the Right Hon. John Bright,
recently tell us at a banquet given to Mr. Chamberlain ? I
do not endorse all that Mr. Bright said that night, but I
wish to show that he took strong grounds in favor of Canada
being entitled to arrange her own tariff as she pleased and to
conduct ber own affaira in her own interest without regard to
the commerce of the mother country. He went on to express
a sentiment I do not endorse, but hon. gentlemen opposite
can bardly repudiate John Bright as a true friend of the
Empire at present, in view of the attitude wbich he has
taken on certain political questions in England, which atti-
tude, no doubt, commends itself to the favor of the Conserv-
ative party both in England and Canada. We have a very
distinguished Englishman in Canada, Mr. Goldwin Smith,
whose name bas been referred to in this assembly during
this debate, and not in the most courteous manner. The
time was when what he said was accepted with favor by the
Conservative party. He is a loyal citizen to England. I
am sure hon. gentlemen opposite cannot controvert that.
We all know bis record, we all know the part he thought it
was his duty to take to preserve the Empire, some few
months ago, and we know that he to-day is a loyal British
subject, anxious to see the welfare of England promoted.
Do they denounce him as a traitor to England ?

An hon.MEMBER. They do.

Mr. MULOCK. Since when ? I think h. is a truer man
to England than the bon. member for Kontreal Centre (Mr.
Ourran), who bas just interrupted me, was to the people of
Ireland, when ho allowed some of his compatriote to be

turned ont of office bocause they would not be coerced into
voting lor him.

Mr. CURRAN. I beg leave to state that the assertion
made by the hon. gentleman is entirely devoid of truth, and
the newspapers which published that statement against me,
apologised in the most humble manner for having done so.

Mr. MULOCK. I am sure the hon. member for Montreal
Centre will not admit that his influence with this Cabinet is
so small that he could not secure their retention in office.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Take it back.
Mr. MULOCK. I will not take it back.
Mr. C URRA N. I contradict that statement most flatly.
Mr. MULOCK. I say that the bon. gentleman will not

admit on the floor of this House, and if he does I doubt
whether any one is so credulous as to accept his admission,
that his influence with the Cabinet is so weak that ho could
not prevent the removal from office of three poor Irishmen
who had been for years in the employ of the Government,
and who were removed simply because they would not come
down and vote for him when he had voted against the best
interests of Ireland.

Mr. CURRAN. What the bon. gentleman states is posi-
tively untrue.

Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. member would do better to
abandon that part of his remarks.

Mr. RYKERT. Make an apology.

Mr. MULOCK. Igive as another reason why we are not
obliged, in making trade relations with the United States,
to coimider first the interests of England, the fact that Eng-
land does not act in this way with regard to the colonies.
There are trade treaties between England and othor great
nations, giving benefits to England from which the colonies
are excluded. There are now treaties on foot between Eng.
land and China, and Japan, and biam, and France, and
Spain, and the Netherlands, and the United States, which
are not applicable to the colonies. If England, in the
exercise of ber constitutional rights, considering the high-
est interests of ber people, arranges, as I conceive she bas
the right to do, ber own customs treaties for ber own bene.
fit and not for that of the people of Canada, a corresponding
right exists with us. Does not the Confedoration Act,
under which we are here to-night, say that the constitution
of the people of Canada shall be the same in principle
as the constitution of the people of England ? Our
constitution is based on the principles of the English
constitution, and unless the loyal gentlemen opposite can
prove that England is not loyal to us in ber conduct
with regard to commercial treaties, they cannot say that
Canada would be acting disloyally if, firstof ail, we consider
our own interests in any particular trade relations we may
enter into. We have further evidence to prove thisconten-
tion. There is uncontrovertible evidence, having the sanc-
tion of the British Parliament, that the duty of Canada is
to arrange ber trade treaties in ber own interest and with-
out considering the interests of England. Hlow will I prove
that proposition? When the right hon. the First Minister,
who is smiling now, caused the Customs Act of 1879 to be
introduced, it was, before it became law, communicated to
the Imperial Government. It was a tariff considered highly
detrimental to the interests of the English manufacturers,
who rose up in arms against it, protesting that Canada was
raising a tariff te exclude English goods, and was not,
therefore, loyal to England. They asked, therefore, that
the Act be disallowed by the Imperial authorities. John
Bright brought the matter before Parliament on the 20th
of Mardh, 1b79, and put this question te the Colonial
Secretary on the floor of the Rouse:
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" In case of any proposal to enact diferential duties on the part of
Canada, would the Bill be submitted to the Government before it was
adopted ?"

Sir Michael Hicks-Beach, thon Secretary for the Colonies,
replies :

" The best answer I can give to it is to read the telegram I sont to
Canada, which received the sanction of the Government. It was in
these terme :

6' They deemed the fiscal policy of Canada rested, subject to treaty
obligations, with the Dominion Parliament.' "

The Dominion Parliament was recognised on the floor of the
Imperial Parliament as being entitled to impose differential
duties if necessary, without it being considered right or
proper or constitutional for the Government of England to
disallow that Act. What further evidence is there ? Hon.
gentlemen all know that every colonial governor, when
entering upon the duties of his office, receives certain in-
structions. The time was when all the instructions to colo-
nial governors of all English colonies contained the in-
struction forbidding the governor to sanction the impo-
sition of differential duties, and that instruction is still
to be found in the instructions to every colonial gover-
nor with the exception of the Governor General of
Canada. In 1878, for the first time, that instruction
was eliminated from the instructions given to the Gover-
nor General of Canada. Thus you see that the Crown
recognimed the fact that Canada, occupying a peculiar geo-
graphical position on the earth, cannot have her trade
affairs regulated in the same way as other colonies of Great
Britain, which are more or less insular or peculiarly
situated ; so the Government of England recognised fully
that Canada, by reason of her importance, by reason of ber
position. and bv reason of her constitution, cannot be

intercourse with the United States, so that there m4y bq no
interference with the flow of trade between those countries.
I shall not delay the House longer on this subject. We are
loyal to the people of Canada if we vote on this question
with a view to their benefit, on a proposition which is oal-
culated to fmd a natural market for our producte, to stimu-
late the manufactures of this country, to encourage labor
and to make Canada attractive to the population and to the
wealth of older lands, that will be a trade policy that will
operate equitably throughout the whole length and breadth
of the Dominion, that will enable us to solidify this Domi-
nion, and to extend and carry ont the very principle which
established this Dominion, the extension of our trade mar-
kets. As inter-provincial trade was held but as an inducement
to the Provinces to come together and form a confederacy and
thereby to have the domestic trade of four millions of
people, that principle muet be equally good if you
give them the trade of sixty millions of people.
Therefore, if it was right to bind us together by the
scheme of Confederation for the purpose of establishing
interprovincial trade-and I believe it was -it is still
botter to extend this principle and to obtain ultimately en-
tire free trade throughout this great American continent.
Therefore, I have great pleasure in recording my vote and
giving my voice in favor of this principle, believing as I do
that it will be to the advantage of Canada and will place
our relations with England on a sure and firm foundation,
and that we will be bound to England by a feeling of love
and regard, not by a feeling that we have to pay for, not
one wrung from the people by a system of indirect taxa.
tion, but by a harmonious union between oolony and empire
free from all disturbing causes.

trammelled and ought not to be trammelled in the interests of Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa). I have listened very earnestly
the people of Canada, or for that matter in the interests of to the arguments which have been eubmitted to the flouse
the Empire, even if, for ber own sake, she should impose on this important question. [have paid particular attention
differential duties, On that point, I cannot offer to the to the grounds taken by the hon. gentlemen on that aide of
House, I think, any better evidence of the feeling of the the fouse in arguing for the resolution inbroduced by the
people of Great Britain at the present time than an extract hon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). I
f rom the work of the late Mr. Todd, who was a keen observer have foît especially gratified at the regard which has beon
of current events, on Parliamentary Government in the expressed for the lumber trade, although it cores from the
British colonies. At page 181, he summarises the position wrong aidof tbc fouse, but trom ai these arguments, even
of Canada in regard to her trade rights, in these words: f rom the hon, gentleman for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton),

" But, on account of the growing importance of Canada, as well wbo, I understand, ie a practical lunberman, I have net
before as since Confederation, exceptional privileges have been con- heard any account of the lumber interest that I am able to
ceded to her, from time to time, in respect to fiscal and commercial verify by any reports oither from the United States or
matters wherein the interests of Canada were concerned, with freedom from Canada. Those statoments are ail, iu my view-and
to adopt whatever policy might be approved by the Local Legislature, facte go to substantiate it-made for a particular purpoze,
irrespective of te opinions or policy f the Imperial Pariament." to endeavor ts obtain the support of the lumber

Such je the inference drawn by Mr. Todd from, the curront trade, but I thmnk they are made on an extravagant,
opinion and the authorities in Great Britain. I think I unjustifiable qud unwarrantable bauis. I have gone to
have establishiiied that the hon, gentlemen opposite at one the trouble tf making an accurate statement of the lumber
time took a different view of thie question ; 1 thtnk I have export interet of thi country for to hast year The hon.
ostabliahed that England dohs not wish Canada to injure member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright),
herseif even in the intereets cf the mother country, and stated that praotically one-half of the exporte cf the foret-
thong h hon, gentlemen opposite have been practically assert- 89,253000-went te the United States, leading us to balieve
ing that EngirÎië regard for Canada simply depende upon the that te be the ambount upen whic thb producers cf this
extent of Canadian accouints iu IBritish ledgers, I do not country had to pay duties, in order te reacir the United
think that car people will be se childish as to consider the States mket. The hon. momber for North Norhlk (Mr.
business intereets cf people acrose the Atlantic te the piro- Charlton ) bok similar ground upon bb matter cf exporte,
judice cf their own dornestic interest. Thhre is a good and be claimed that the producers cf thi Iounry had to
reason why England desires us te bo on friendly terme pay a dbty upon the prdut f bbo forote exported, with
with the Unitod States. The United States are the largeet no exception whaever-all cf waich was mileadig, as
curtomere of Great Britain. More than one-third, nearly a wiI b. bown by thdefoliowing ftatent, viz.l the whole
haîf, of the volume cf brade of Great Britain le with the exportea of the speet prpduct fer tp yoar ending June,
United States. l awt year, the volume cf urade betweon 1887, were 8 te484,746; the an ount sent te Great Britain
Great Britain .d be United States amounted Vo betwhen and other coantries was 811,131,240. The amount that
s0000,00 and $600Odo,000, and Enland deaires that we entered the Unied States fre cf duty, according te re-
hould be on good terms wit the United S ctatosso that thp tcrtn, w i c1,bal,412; th balance whieh went te the
may be n dioturbance cf ber interte in tract connerti -w. If United State,, subjeet to duty, was t7,480,09 o That w a
it lE played upon that ground, we are promoting thb betth 1e- 0 of 80 ppr cent, of th whole product of the
erxte cf Canadianec ac ts Biin By n tnipg fIdonlotot had to paybdet to dutyo and 64 per oqt fro ofbusiress iLteret of pepl arothe Aaic to th p

jie of herowndmsi neet.Teei ago n ecamdta h poueso hscutyhdt

632



0OMMONS DEBATES.
duty. Now, as a matter of fact, all the products from the
forest that have been heretofore subject to duty since the
abrogation of the Treaty of 1854, as every hon. gentleman
in this House knows, it is proposed to admit into the
United States, under a Bill introduced into Congress, provid
ing for the removal of the duty upon the products of the
forests. Now, in view of this fact I am unable to see.upon
what ground the hon. members who have been arguing on
this resolution for the last two or three weeks, could take
up the interest of the lumber trade at all. It was expected
that the Bill I have mentioned would pass through Congress
if not at this session at an early period afterwards; con.
sequently I, as a practical lamberman, must take the
ground that I am unable to see any reason or propriety why
hon. gentlemen opposite should have taken up the question
at the present time. I must say I consider it an interfer-
ence and an intrusion upon the negotiations which were
pending between the United States and Canada, and which,
I have no doubt, have been seriously interfered with by it.
Now I speak upon business principles in this matter,
As every one bere knows I am not a politician
but I am a lumberman of long standing in this
country. Now, if I were in negotiation for my firm or
for myself in relation to important transactions, and
some of my neighbors or some of my familv interfored,
and tried to show to the parties with whom I was nego-
tiating that I was going to gain enormous advantages,
I should conclude that it was an unjustifiable and unwarrant-
able interference, subject to the most severe censure of
every reasonable fair minded man. I am psrticulary
surprised at the hon. member for North Norfolk tak.
ing the ground that he did. Hiimself, a practical lumber-
man, he takes the ground that the duties must b. pail by
the producer on this side of the line. Now, if that is
followed out, I see no propriety in the hon. gentlemen
opposite complaining of a rise in the duties upon material
importecd Into this country. They leave it for the producer
to pay, from whom we get these goods, upon the principle
that they have to pay the duties and not us. Now, if that
principle is correct, it is certainly not reasonable to contend
that we also have to pay duties upon what we import. It
is a rule that cannot work both ways, and if we pay the
duties upon what we export, it is fair to conclude that
those who export to us also have to pay the duties. I am
sorry the bon. member for North Norfolk is not in bis
place, but I have no hesitation in stating to him that he
could not find any experienced lumberman upon the
Ottawa or its tributaries who would agree with him. Now
that hon. gentleman went further, and contended that
unrestricted reciprocity would increase the value of
the timber limits of this Dominion by at least 50 per
cent. I cannot understand upon what grounds h. made
that assertion. In my opinion it is simply absurd to say
so. It is well known that the Goverunments of Quebec and
Ontario have increase the Crown dues very largely during
the last year. We contended that they were unwarranted
in making such a large increase, and I think I can show
that so far as trade is concerned in the Ottawa valley,
there was no reason for increasing the Crown charges as
they have doue, except in anticipation of the rernoval of
tho duties upon the products of the forests going into the
United States I have taken that ground in my own party.
That must have been the ground upon which they made
that increase, and they were perfectly justified in their
views that the United States would at an early day do that
which was to their interest, and rernove the duties from
the forest products of this country. Now, as a practical
lumberman, I may state here that, as a matter of fact,
according to the condition of the luinber trade in the Ottawa
valley, those charges cannot be paid by the lumbermen
at the present time unless the duties are removed upon
lumber going into the United States. It is a weil

80

e known fact to all lumbermen and sawmill men, that
e the low grade of lumber as produced now cannot be
a exported to the United States under that system of
e daties, without a loss to the sawmill men who saw the
- logs. That is a positive fact, and the principal advantage, I
e contend, which we can obtain from the removal of those

duties, is to enable us to cut and saw an inferior quality of
2 logs, and perhaps, in many cases, trees that bave been

burnt and killed a long time ago might be cnt and nsed for
I building timber, boxes, &o., which might be worked bere
, and exported to the United States, if there were no duties
- to pay. I make that statement as a matter of f aet from

my experience of lumbering, and I challenge any man who
is accustomed to the manufacturing and sawing of lumber,
to contradict or controvert it. There is another matter in
connection with the lumber business that has not been

3 stated here, or referred to in any way, and that is
the enormous increase of home consumption which bas
taken place since 1880. flou. gentlemen opposite bave
either purposely or carelessly avoided mentioning anything
of that kind as being a benefit to our producers bere. That,

a I contend, is one of the essential points that should b. con-
sidered in any transaction or measure of this nature. It bas
been strongly argued from the United States point of view
in this Ionse that the enormous internal interstate trade of
the United States has increased to a wonderful degree year
after year, which we ail know is the fact upon which the
prosperity and advancement of that country bave very

f largely depended, and to which the success of the United
States may be attributed, especially since the abolition of
American slavery. The interstate trade of that nation bas
been enormous and unequalled in the world. I contend
that we eauncultivate and develop an inter-provincial trade
in Canada, and in order to show the reason why I hold
this to be the fact, I will cite the statistics of the in-
crease of the sales of lumber in Montreal for local
consumption since the adoption of this protective policy.
The estimated consumption for 1880 was from 45,000,000 to
50,000,OO feet, while in 1887 it ran up to 120,500,000 feet,
an increase of nearly 200 per cent. in seven years. I
look upon this as one of the important elements of the
prosperity and success which this National Policy so-
called bas given to this country. And if we were able to
obtain the statisties of other cities, I am sure we would be
able to show the people and hon. gentlemen opposite, who
are contending that we should throw overboard everything
we bave achieved, that upon that basis wu have developed
our trade and given our own people employment in the
manufacturing interest. That is not ail, bat it furnishes
a home market for mach of the producte of the forest with-
in our own country. That home market, I contend,
is the best market in any country. In order to show
the benefit of that trade, and in order to make it more
clear to the comprehension of hon. members who are
not accustomed to the lumber trade, I would say that
the amount consumed in the city of Montreal in 1887 was
equal to 20 per cent. of the out of all the mills in Ottawa
and its immediate neighborhood. That this progress bas
been accomplished from 1880 to 1887 furnishes remarkable
evidence of the effects of the National Policy, and it cannot
be questioned that it bas benefited this section of the country.
I contend that this same principle will apply ail through
Ontario and Quebec, not only in regard to the products of
the forest, but to the products of the farm, and everything
we can raise and consume or of which we have a surplus to
export to another country. Upon that basis I claim that
there can be no question of the success of the National
Policy so far as we have gone, and 1 contend that the
advancement has been far more than perhaps might have
been expecte: under the circumetances. When we
consider the sparseness of our population from ocean te
ocean, that when ths policy was adopted we had limited
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means of transport from one section of the eountry to the
other, it is remarkable that within this period of time we
have attained such resulte. When we consider that it is
only within the last year or a little more that we have
had means of communication with the extremity of the
Dominion on the Pacific Ocean, when we consider that at
the present time much improved means of communica-
tion are in course of construction to the other extremity
of the Dominion, we may congratulate ourselves on the real
success we have achieved in the provincial interchange of
products. I regret to say that means do not seem to be
available to arrive at a correct conclusion in regard to the
inter-provincial trade, which we have already developed and
which we now enjoy, and although meagre, it would be quite
surprising to many people who are attacking it and
endeavoring to make us believe that there is no such thing
as inter-provincial trade, and that we have not arrived at
that stage of development in our progress as a Dominion
to have the advantage of that trade to any degree.
I think, Mr. Speaker, that if we can get over this attempt
to disturb the progress and development of this country,
and if the hon. gentlemen who represent constituencies
in this louse would take some other means of criticising
the action of the governing party, that we would do far
botter and get along more successfully in developing the
resources of the country. It seeme to me that this feeling
of eumity against the suceessful party adid this compláining
has been going on since i have known anything about
Parliament, and this raising of the ciy that we are going to
ruin are, I believe, calculated to retard the progreâs of the
country and to embarrass the Gov$rnment fromn carrying
on measures for its welfare. I miay be criticised for expres-
sing my views on this point beirig a young membe oft this
House, but I must say that, in viewof pending legislation now
before the United States Congress, I consider this resolution
uncalled for in every sense of the word, ao far as the lumber
trade is concerned, and I can see no ground upon which they
can justify thembelves in introducing a resolution of that
kind. So far as I am concerned I have no hesitation in saying
that the lumber trade does not need aby such measure. 1
think it is very unfair that the arrangements pending between
this country and tne United States and which we have every
reason to believe would result in an immense benefit Vo the
country shouldbaeembarrassed by su ah a proceeding. We
have seen in this House, during the last 48 hours, that already
measures for a further inter-change of our natural products are
being arranged between the United Stats Government and
this (Government. I contend thatwe nmayconsider the United
States people a sensible people and w claidi at lest to be a
sensible people here, and when they as6, s they apparently
have seen, that it was a mistake to eoâjtilne the dùty on
lumber, we may readily conclude that thby lwi cone to the
same conclusion regarding potatoes, barky, and other things
which in due time they wili see it is to the detriment of their
own interest to continue to hold dutiable. I eenmider that
those Governments have achieved remarkable resuilts in
the fishery negotiations, resuits which *ô ovght te ail feel
proud of in this country and which tend to the settlement
of thet long vexed question. As a native of the United
States, I have had much intercourse with its people during
all these years, perhaps more than any other member of
this House. The great difflculty I have met with on
the other side of the line is that the mass of the
people believe they have the right to fish where they
like, but the more sýIsible portion of the people with
whom I have talked re gnise the obligation of the Treaty
of 1818. We ean de e) d upon the sensible portion of
the people of the U àted States, and I an happy to
congratulate the men1 »ars of this Govern ment, especia-lly
the Minister of Finano upon the success which he obtained
for Canada at the Washington -onference. l amqàite satië-
fied that it wili lead to a better undeaksding betw*en tht

Mr. PERLEY (Ottawa).

authôtities of both countries, and, as I said before, I have
no doubt that reasonable arrangements will be made for a
fair interchange of the products of thé tWo coultries in du.
time. In the course of the debate upon the restolution
introduced by the hon. member for South Oxford (Sir
Richard Cartwright) it bas beei said that we wili open our
market to 60,000,000 of people. I contend that we only
open our markets to the 5,000,000 with whom w come in
contact along the border*on the other side of the line. Se
far as we are concerned, are not the farmers ailog the line
producers of the same articles as we produce ? We imme-
diately come into contact with them and we open otir markets
to a country bighly developed and to a people better prepared
to produce or manufacture than we are. Nov, Mr. Speaker,
I want to know what advantage we would have in sending
our products to compete with the same products in the
United States? From a business point of view I cannot
see that we are going to obtain any advantage. On the
oontrary, I contend that we are opening our markets to thé
manufacturers of the United States; that those manufac-
tories are highly developed, they make almoot everything
that is needed for the people, and when we open our
markets to those manufacturers we become confronted with
the great facilities and advantages they have gained after
many years of establishmsent, and I contend we are not
prepared in our young country to meet such a state of
things. I contend that our country would be overrun with
the manufactures of the United States, and we would not be
able to contend against the best kind of machinery and
rmanufacturing skill they have in that country. Upon that
ground, Mr. Speaker, I cannot gee that we will gain any
advantage by unrestricted reciprocity, or commercial
union, which is the same thing, or by anneration. Tho
hon. member for North Victoria (Mr. Barron) said:

i I have no accarate staCiatic as to the value of the lumber interests,
but I find that we exported Up to the 15th June, 1887, for the year
prior to that, the immense value of $9,105,987 upon which au I will
explain in a moment, my constituents, at all event, pay the enrmos-
amount of over $500,000. "

Now, the facts show as nearly as possible that from the
Province of Ontario the total amount of forest products
which were subject to United States duty for the year end-
ing June, 1887, amounted to about $6,000,000, and that it is
not at all likely that the whole duty thereon could have ex-
ceeded from $î00,000 to 8700,000, showing cleorly that the
hon. member was not perfectly justified in stating that he had
no accurate statistics, and that his staterment regarding the
ainount of duties paid by his constituents was without Ibtun-
dation in faut. I submit that nô member of this Bouse is
justified in placing before his constituents any statements
that rest on a false basis. Nov, with regard to the
question, who pays the duty on the lumber we export
te the United Sta3es, I do not k'now that tsere is any
settled principle ; but the dealers in lumber and manu-
facturera in the United States, without any exception,
so far as I am awatre, contend that they pay the duty.
They corne here and buy lumber free on board, and pay the
duty on it. I do not intend to argue the question, but I
will state my experience in the application of the Treaty of
1854, and leave the hon. members to draw their own ôon-
clusion as to which contention is right. Notice for the
abrogation of the Treaty of 1854 was given in 1864,
and the abrogation took place on the Wet of July, 186<,
when a duty of zO per cent. vas iraposed on pine lumber.
At thut time my irm was engaged in the sawing of
lamber, and at the tiie this resolution was introduced my
impression was that we did not experience any difference
in the prie of our lumber from the imposition of that duty.
But to verify my impression Ihiad an examination made of
the b>oks of my firm, and I found that from 1864 to1867
ineltive, there was mo pefteptible e;ee" a golî
bsis,i ithe prie of of r pr4d , Maythng, th
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p rs e di# the 1tter years to some extent. expression of opinion against both will be given by this

Thii instance goues 40 show corolusively that at that Rouse as to leave no room for encouragement in the minds
tiMe we certainly did ot pay .the daty that was inmposed of those Who might deosire to bring forward this resolution
on 1umiber by the United States. After ail, we have aain. I thank yo, Sir, for the patient hearing you have
valaable resources in our forests that would be much given me, and Ihope the House will pardon me, if, being a
improved by the removal of the United 8tates cnstoms new member and therefore lacking parliamentary experi-
duties-not in the sense of such increased value of timber ence, my remarks have not been as weil put as they might
lande au my hon. friend from North Norfolk estimates, but have beon, but I have done, as I always intend to do, thte
more partionlarly a I contend in the sense of enabling the best I could for ry adopted country and the constituency
holders and workers of thse timber lands to appropriate whioh I have the honor to represent.
and.market low grades f growth-possibly vast numbers
of trees from burned distriots which it is impossible for Mr. GILLMOR I have listened to all the speeches that
them to handle aunder the Crown charges now resting upon have been made on this very important question, the most
such products, but which might then be worked up in this important perhaps that has ever*been prosented to Parlia-
ouantry into marketable exports for the United States. It ment since Confederation, and I would not now take up the
may thus be clearly seen that the mere earnings to the time of thei Hcouse were it not that my hon. friond the
laboring classes and payment 0f Crown dues, with only a senior member for St John (Mr. Weldon) is not able to
very smal profit to the mill men, would be a great boon for take part in this debate on account of physical difficulties.
this country to get from such timber, and t contend that Only one of our delegation from the Province of New
this je the main advantage whioh this country would gain by Brunswick has spoken in the discussion, and therefore I
the renoval of the United States duties on lumber. At the feel it is my duty to make my voice heard on this ques-
inauguration of our present fiscal policy, it was contended, tion. Anyone who knows my views on trade questions
on what we considered reasonable grounds, that the lumber knows that I will vote or any measure whiob will remove
trade would have to suffer, under the National Policy, for the obstaclos to trade, either partially or conpletely. I
the benefit of other industries. It wAs contended by a mem- am from honest conviction a free trader. In 1854, when
ber of zqy own firm, and by sone of my neighbors, that we the treaty of partial reciprocity was introduced into New
would have to pay increased prices for the different articles Brunswick, I ws a member of the Parliament of that day
we çconsumed. I took the opposite view, and held that we and I voted to -ratify the arrangement thirty-four years
would get these articles from our own manufacturers at ago. So that you see, Sir, I am not a very young man. That
rates fully as low as those we would have to pay the foreign was the commencement of my political life, and i have been
rmanufacourer. What was the fact ? The articles of cothing in polities nearly ever since. If this resolution should be
and the vast amount of goods that enter into shanty supplies adopted now, at the close of my career, if I can assist in
were never advanced in price, and to-day we can get them the humblest manner in briging about this result,
cheaper then ever we could get them before. That is the it will be a happy ending to my political career.
true prinoiple of protection. Protection is not a new thing I have listened to ail the speeches that have been made on
to me. Before I came to this country I was a protectionist, this subject, and, although I have always been associated
and I have always been tirmly of the opinion that no new with the Liberal party, I do not think I am an extreme
country can get on without a protective policy. I am partisan; I think I can look at questions fairly, and, ac-
sanguine that with our resources which, under the National cording to my light, can jadge fairly of arguments. I know
Policy, are being rapidly developed, we will in time that this question bas been ably discussed, though I think
become a nation of great importanee. We need only take the there has been much said which bas not helpud us to come
glowing accounts ot ir. Brastus Wiman and his supporters to a correct conclusion. When this -question was first
to realise more clearly than we otherwise might the vast mooted in the country, 1 had hopes that it might be dis-
resources that we possess in our unlimited wheat-producing cussed to a large extent free from party feelings, and with a
and stock-raiging lands, the richness of our minerai deposits, disposition to arrive at what was best for the country. I
our forests, rivers and water powers. We need only con- cannot suppose that the majority in this louse are not
aider thse advantages to appreciate properly the heritage anxious for the advancement and prosperity ofithecotintry.
we now possess and to become inspired to the exercise of I have no doubt that they are anxious that their policy shall
every effort to work ont the great destiny before us. The succeed, and that they have made the best efforts they can
hon. member for South Brant has alluded to evidence before to that end, but, in my humble opinion, no country can suc-
a committee of this louse on depression in the year lm76, oed under a policy 0f protection. Surround it as much as
in whih he gives the statement of W. G. Perley, lumber yo nay with fallacies and sophistries, I am so grounded in
merchant, whom he supposes to be the present mermber for my belief that protection cannot succoed that these sophus-
Ottawa.. I wish to remove all doubt from the mind of that tries and fallacies cannot affect me. I do not know how
hon.,gentleman by a full declaration to this House that I much time I may occupy in what I have to say, but I
am the same W. G. Perley to whom he alluded as having promise that I shail not endeavor to dig up dry bones
given evidence on that occasion. I thank the bon. member and dead issues of the past. Those dead issues can not belp us
most sipcerely.for reporting my evidence on that occasion, to come to a proper conclusion on this question. re question
wiz., that we wero aIl anxious to have the privilege of send- is large enough to be discussed on its merits, and waat this
ing lbnier into the United States without duty, if we could gentleman on tihis side or that gentleman on the other side
hve it on fair terms. I feel able to congratulate myself said years ago, ander different circumstances, speaking on
upon the record tht my hon. friend has brougt down to dit-irent questions, bas no relation to the question now
this House, and further to congratulate myself on having:, before us, and can have no effect apon it. W. are face to
been a unifori nd teadfast supporter of the view a1l the face now with an issue which j worthy of the best consi-
time from tint date to lhis, that reciproeity with the United deration and the best judgment we can bring to bear upon
tates wndair teruts would be a hnb Vo ns as well as to the it. The question.now is, without regard to other matters,

United&a&tes. Bat that does not in my view offer any without regard aen to the question 9L hether Canada ia
indnopemet for a sacrifice or absolute surrender on our part prosperpus orPot, whetber it is the best for the interest of
4feh À"IB I eider thoae reslti introduced by the hon. mem- Canada to lagpt te resolution »ow before us, and to
->erfor.Squh Oxford,-ad Ijhall therefore voteagainst, the endeavgr to obtain urasrioted 'free trade with our negh-
-AP4aindOPet Voh aan¢meuoat and against the reolution of borso te.soqth qf ms. That js the question, and I shal
.a .e dr t Q and I hope tiaat sa n endeavur aVo se me assopab I ta1in that Vi the but
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policy. This question is so plain that it does not require a
very intelligent man to understand it. It is so plain that I
do not ihink that men's minds can be blinded by sophistries
and fallacies. I think it i8 a question that is being considered
by more electors, by more people throughout the Dominion
of Canada, than any question which was ever propounded
before in so short a time as we have had this question before
us. I believe the people of this country will give it a fair and
in telligent consideration, and will corne to an honest decision
in the matter. Of course, I do not expect that anything that
will be maid here will change a vote in Parliament. This is
said to be a deliberative body, but party feeling has become
so strong, and I may say so rotten, that we cannot look at
things lere through a clear medium, or at least we do not
seem to be able to do so. I do not wish to judge hon. mem-
bers. I think they have presented their objections to this
resolution to the best of their ability. I think they have
done the best they could; but they have failed, as every-
body must fail who attempts to prove that protection is a
correct principle and is the best for the country. They have
spoken fluently and brought their arguments to bear on the
question, and, while I do not wish to underrate their
speeches, for they are not responsible to me or to this House,
but to their constituents, I think they have failed to make
out a case. I was once at a meeting. A colored man was
preaching, and before lie commenced the services he gave
out a hymn, and the choir commenced to sing, but they
pitched too high, and then they stopped. Then they began
again, but they pitched too low. They made another effort
and failed again, and after several trials, they sat
down, and did not suceeed in singing because they could
not, and my hon. friends, I think, have not suc-
ceeded simply because they could not. The preacher
said: "I thank you, gentlemen, although you did not
succeed, you did the best you could." So those hou.
gentlemen have done the best they could, but they have
failed to convince me ; there bas been no music in it to me.
In dealing with trade questions, it is usually supposed that
it is only the manufacturers and the wholesale and retail
dealers, and a few others who constitute the trading public,
that they are the only ones who trade, and that, therefore,
we should look to theom as the traders of the country. My
idea is that everyone is a trader who buys or selle anything,
and this question is important because it reaches every
man, woman and child in the Dominion of Canada, who are
able to produce and to dispose of their products, whether it
is their labor or anything else which they may desire to
to sell or to buy. fhis is a question whch appeals to
everyone. We are a hive of traders. We are endeavoring,
all of us, to get something which we may sell again in oi,
der to obtan what we wish to consume for our comfort.
However desirous one might be to treat this question
without regard to party, it is only necessary to reflect for
a moment to see that the proposed resolution is a direct
attack upon the principle of protection. Therefore, I could
not expect that this question would be discussed with-
out having the National Policy discussed from beginning
to end, with its effects upon the country from its
Inception to the present time. I have been unable
all through these years to understand exactly what the
policy of the Government was upon this question. It has
never been very ciearly defined. They started out with the
proposai that we muet have reciprocity of trade or we muet
have reciprocity of tariff. I did not know what they really
wanted, or what they thought was best for the country; but
it seems as though they had two strings to their bow, and
they have continued to bave two strings to their bow all
the way through. They have found that the National Policy
has worked well for them as a party, and I confess they
hare been very successful. I never expeeted that they
would be so successful in introducing such a policy at this
age of the world, but they have been suooesful, and, when

>ir. GILL0EO,

this discussion was opened, I made up my mind that the
policy of the Government was clearly defined. When
the amendment to the resolution was moved, I thought
we had a clear and distinct issue, 1 thought that the
Government were disposed to bold to the policy of pro-
tection as a principle to be fixed upon this country.
But the declarations of the Government seem to have left
me again in doubt as to their policy. I do not know now
wbat they mean. From the de-larations of the Prime
Minister the other day, I supposed that their colore were
nailed to the mast. I understood him to mean that they
were decided not to have reciprocity in either natural or
in manufactured products. Their amendment declared that
they had proved the Natignal Policy, that the people had
approved of it on three occasions as having protected
and fostered their industries, and, therefore, I supposed the
Government had made up their minds to fight it out on
that line. I find now that is altogether changed, that they
are beginning to yield, and that this pet of theirs,, the
National Policy, is receiving but little attention in some
respects. I find that in this first engagement with the
United States in the war of tariffs, they have made a retreat,
and this bantling of the hon. gentlemen opposite, this idol
which they have erected and worshipped so long, is
now suffering injury. Are not the fruit growers an indus.
try in Canada? Are not those who grow shrubs, and
plants, and trees, and put them into the market, men
who have a right to be protected under the National
Policy ? It seoms not just now. That is one of the in-
terests of this country that does not seem to be taken
under the fostering care of the National Policy. And so I
do not know how much they are going to yield, or exactly
what they contemplate. i thought this amendment was
the policy of the Government. 1 understood by it that all
these industries and intereste in the Dominion of Canada,
having been so fostered and having proved so successful,
were to continue to receive the benefits of the National
Policy; but I cannot tell now whether that is going to be
done or not. I have noticed that all the hon. gentlemen
who have spoken on this question from the Government
side, bave declared at the beginning or at the conclusion of
their speeches, that they were willing to have reciprocity.
Af ter arguing with great ability that free trade would injure
the interest of the farmer, the miner, the lumberman, and
every other interest, at the conclusion of their speeches
they wound up by saying : We are willing to have
reciprocity of some kind or another. This proves
to my mind that they have a lingering fear that the
people of this country are in favor of unrestricted
trade with our neighbors acrose the border. It all
convinces me that sovne how or other, t hey
believe there is a feeling abroad that the people want to
have the sbackles of trade removed, at least in reference to
the United States, and I fancy that they are right. I
believe that the people desire unrestricted trade with our
neighbors, and for that reason I shall help them so far as I
am able. But, Mr. Speaker, I am not unmindful of the
fact that there is a hard battle to be fought before we can
obtain it. We have had a good many elections, and you
know the result, Mr. Speaker, and I know the result, and
our party knows the result. In three elections we have
been beaten. But that is no reason why we should com-
promise our principles, that is no reason why we should
not contend for what we think is to the advantage of this
country. Any hon. member who thinks it is going to be
an easy matter to beat the present Government, with
the influences they have at their command and know so well
how to use, is greatly mistaken. Any hon. gentleman who
remembers that this Government with their experience, with
830,000,000 or $40,000,000 to spend every year, and their
knowledge as to how best to appiy it, how best to use it for
their purposes, must know that it isl a hard matter to over.
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come that influence. In addition to that, we have to meet
the influence of allthe "combines," of all the "rings " and the
monopolies that have been fostered and encouraged by the
present policy, and they form a very important element in
carrying an election. Then, there is the manufacturing
interests, which have a very strong influence, and in the
main I fear they may be against us. Then we have in this
Dominion a great many office holders, many of them men
of honor, many of them men of ability, and many of them
doing service to their country. But beside and above all these,
there is a host of hangers on, the rag-tag and bob-tail, who
want to get a living without work-we are going to have
that vote against us; and then, Mr. Speaker, in addition to
them, there are a great many honest men, a great many
men who are good citizens, but whose party feelings are so
strong that we cannot approach them, and they will vote
for their party. Then we have an army of contractors, who
have made great wealth out of the public works of this
country; we have the sub-contractors and all who depend
upon them, who have made vast wealth out of the public
works of this country; and all these will be against us. The
Government know the power of contractors, they have had a
littie experience of them down in Glengarry; they know what
they can do when they put themselves to work, and they
have not git them all on their side. Take these altogether,
all who have been in office and who are looking for office,
all those who follow the Government ship in order to live
on the offal that is thrown overboard, and yon have got a host
to contend with. But still I feel that our cause is just, and
I believe that to-day there is a large majority in favor of
unrestricted free trade with the United States. Feeling that,
I have no fear. Now, there is a great difference of opinion
in the House as to whether Canada is prosperous at the
present time. I do not think the Dominion is at all that she
ought to be considering her resources and her opportunities;
but this idea of prosverity is a relative term, and what one
might consider prosperity another might not consider pros.
perity, and you can prove your position by taking one
loca[ity and another locality that may be fairly and truth-
fully said to be prosperous at the present time. Taking
Canada as a whole it cannot be said to be prosperous. The
expectations held out when the National Policy was inau-
gurated have entirely failed to be fulfilled, and whatever
prosperity there may be of a general nature, it is not the
result of protection, You might as well expect to gather
grapes from thorns, or figs from thistles, as to expect any
general prosperity in any country by restricting and
impeding trade.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. What about the United
States ?

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. They are the greatest
free traders in the world.

Mr. GILLMOR. I admit the United States is a great
country, but I do not admit that her prosperity is the result
of her protective policy; she is not prosperous because she
has protection any more than because she has got Mor-
monism. The United States is a rich country by nature,
it is a country with vast natural resources and with an
energetic people. It possesses a great variety of climate
where any immigrant from Europe eau find a genial clime.
They have a cold climate where any person from the colder
countries of Europe can come and find a climate suited to
him. They have a greater variety of climate than any
other country, and I contend that the condition of the
United States is not at all due to ler protective policy, but
in spite of it. That is my honest conviction, and that
opinion is shared I believe to-day by a majority of the
eleetors in the United States.

An hon, MEMBER. No.

Mr. GILLMOR. Yes, I believe so. An evidence of this
is fouid in the proposals for a reduction of their tariff.
They have already free trade between the different States.
Hon. gentlemen opposite offset that by stating that we
have free trade here between the Provinces. Many of the
most able men in the United States now believe that the
present protective policy is not in the interests of the
country, and they are fighting that battle ont there, and this
is an opportune time for Canada to raise her voice in
support of this measure. Men there believe that for trade par-
poses this country is intended to be united with the United
States, and that it is for our joint interest that we should be
united. A very good evidence that a country is not prosper-
ous is when its real estate is declining in value. I know
there may be differences of opinion on that point, but in my
opinion one of the best evidences that a country is not
prosperous is when real estate is at a low price. With
regard to my own county I could not consistently with
my convictions say that we are in a depressed condition.

Some hon. MEMBERS, Hear, hear.

Mr. GILLMOR. I cannot say so fairly, although I eould
go to some parts of my county and pick ont small commu-
nities and small localities where property is vory low.
Just now I understand there is quite a "boom " in the price
of real estate in the shire town of my county. I am ex-
ceedingly pleased with the fact, and I take this opportunity
to state the fact that real estate, whichb has been much
depressed for thirty years, is now quite in demiand, and that
much property has changed hands at a very marked
inerease over the price of the last quarter of a century. I
am glad of it, and I give the Government the benefit of the
fact. What bas caused it I do not know. I do not believe it is
the National Policy-I do not knnw exactly what it is. It
may be that this town is expected to become the terminus of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and that this may be the cause
of the advance in real estate. It may be owing to the circum-
stance that thisisa very pleasant summer rosort, and perhaps
on that account Americans bave come in and invested there.
Whether it is due to the expectation of its being the ter-
minus of a great railway system on the Atlantic coast, or
of a popular summer resort, it is equally the same to us;
it is a benefit to those who have property to sell and a
benefit to the c unty where the 1ransactions are going on.
But I could go to another part of the county, where I live
myself, and point out real estate that is not worth half as
much as it was thirty years ago; I could point ont large
districts where real estate is really of little or no value,
where there are no purchasers for it. That, of course, is
another view of the case. The present condition of things
is due to the exodus from the country. No country like
Canada can lose in a few years nearly 1,000,000 Oi men and
women who were its pride and strength without sutiering
very materially in all its best interests. I am not disposed
to blame any one for what I could not do better myseif. I
know how anxious hon.gentlemen on the Goverment bonches
and those who support them were to prevent this exodus. I
am aware they have made every effort in their power to
stop this out-going from the Dominion; I am also aware
they have made every effort to bring immigrants to this
country, and I am glad they have concluded that the plan
has not been successful and has not been worth the expen-
diture. lon. gentlemen promised, and I have sat and
listened to all their speeches on the subject, that the N ation-
al Policy would prevent this exodus; the First Minister
stated both in the House and the country that he could do
it and would do it. They have most signally failed, their
National Policy has entirely failed; there can be no doubt
the exodus has been as large and larger than it was before
the National Policy was introduoed.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
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Mr. GILLIOR. The First Minister dissents from that
proposition, but in my honest opinion they have failed
entirely. Unrestricted free trade would check the exodus
I believe, if it would not stop it. If yon allow the young men
and women to put their labor upon the soil and produoe1
what this country can produoe and have a free market with -
the United States, our young mon will stop here more than
they do under the National Policy. With regard to the
state of trade in other parts of New Brunswick. I have no
doubt that New Brunswick is upon the whole in adistressed
condition. I know something about St. John as it is con-
venient to my residence, and therefore I believe that not
only has the National Policy not helped St. John, but that
it has interfered with its progress and ha. been a great
injury to the trade of that city-not alone to its general
trade, but a great injury to its manufactures which this
National Pohcy was especially adopted in order to advance.
Mr. Speaker, in regard to that city, before the National Policy
was introduoed we had about seven manufacturers of boots
and shoes. To-day we have only one manufacturer of boots
and shoes left in the city of St. John, and I have been informed,
truthfully I believe, that that institution upon which some
$17,000 was expended, those holding the mortgages upon
it are willing to dispose of their claim for $4,000. The truth
is the "slaughter " proces we heard so much about before
bas been going on since the National Policy was introduced
to a larger extent than when it came from the United States.
The "I slaughtering " process is eoming from Montreal and
Canada, and they have "slaughtered " six of those manufac-
tories ont of existence, and lef t the remaining one on its last
legs. I do not know whether it is running at all or not. That
is the effect of the " slaughtering " process there. We heard
a good deal of boasting about cotton manufacteres in St.
John. Before Confederation we had one cotton mill there,
small it was, but it was prosperous before we had any con-
nection with Canada under Confederation. I do not know
what was invested orginally in that mill, but under the
stimulus of the N ational Policy it was increased to a capital
of $384,000, and that factory which cost $384,000 is now
in the bands of its creditors at a price of $284,000. ere
was a clear $100,000 lost in that undertaking stimulated
by the National Policy. Therefore the National Policy cau-
not be said to have worked very well in St. John.
There was another cotton mill started under the fos-
tering care of the National Policy, in which 8230,000 was
invested, and that was bought not very long since
for 875,000. Here was another loss of $150,000 capi-
tal sunk in this concern, and lost for ever to Can-
ada. There is a total of $25o,000 lost to the cotton Manu-
facturers of St. John. It is true the mills are
working, and I hope they may succeed, but that cotton mill
is now owned by those who work it, at a much les. cost
than it ever could be built for. One of the mills is owned
by one of the most enterprising mon in the Lower Provinces,
perbaps I may say one of the most enterprising men in the
Dominion of Canada-Mr. Gibson. He on bis own account un-
dertook to build a great eotton mil, and ho bas succeeded in
erecting one of the finest institutions of the kind in the coun-
try. lie has built the finest mill that has ever been built in
Canada and for the least money, but in consequence of the
stimulus under the National Policy he comes in competition
with the " slaughter " cotton mill of Canada. The fact that
these mille have come into the bands of their present
owners at a very low cot, places Mr. Gibson at a
disadvantage, he being subjected to unfair competition. I
have no doubt of his success; I know the man, I know his
energy and I know his independence. I am informed that
he is not a member of the I" combine," although the other
institutions in St. John are members of the " combine," and
endeavor to make their institutions p4y by keeping up the'
price of cotton. Mr. Gibson is not a member of that'
" oombine," he wa&ts a fair Ao4d »W *o 10 *V, at'

Mr. GILLMo.

is what I understand his principlea to be. He inot
afraid of oompetition, and a man like him noed not
be. afraid of competition, but all he wants is a fair field, and
a large field, and a fair chance for business. Mr. Gibson is
not afraid of unrestrioted reciprocity with, the United
States. We have in my own oounty perhaps one of the
inest mille in the Dominion of Canada, sud a large amonet
of capital has been eunk in it. I believe it is now workieg
suocesfully, but the firet stockholders have lost quite a con-
siderable eum. I was glad to find in the stores here tiat
their cotten was considered of the very best clams, as also is
Mr. Gibson's cotton, both of which eooesfully compete
with thsir rivals in the Ontario market. I am in-
forned, nAt personally, but through conversation with
my friends, that those mille have no fear of unrestricted
re3iprooity with the United States. They feel that if they
had opened up to them the markets of the United States
with sixty millions of consumers they could hold their own,
and they are not afraid of not meeting with sucess. I
have heard a great deal eaid about the resources of Canada.
I am a Canadian by birth, and my sympathies are with
Canada, and her institutions, and her welfare. Oanada, no
doubt, hua vaat resources. We hear our friends on the
other side speaking of Canada as starting on the race of
nationality 20 years ago. What we see in Canada now is
the result of 100 years' effort. It was Canada as much before
Confederation as it is now. We are not a nation
now, but I hope in time we will be. We have lpeen
on the -march and making efforts to progess almoat
as long as many of the United States at all events, and the
result is now that we have less than five millions people in
Canada. I think we ought to have made greater progress
than this, and I think we would have made greater progress
if we had adopted free trade with the United States. Our
experience ot the ten years of the National Policy shows
that it has been ton years lost to the country. I think there
has been no progress of any extent since that time, and I
think the National Policy is not at all performing what ita
promoters promised it would achieve. Mr. Speaker, our
National Pohoy was introduced especially to encourage our
infant industries, and that was the principal argument used
at its introduction. I do not think that our industries have
been promoted by it. Ton years have passed and i am
honestly of the opinion that the manufacturing industries of
Canada would have bon in a healthier state to.day if the
National Policy had never been introduced into this country.
The argument used is that other industries muet contribute in
order to sustain and increase our infant manufacturing in-
dustries. I read the following incident a short time ago,
which I thought might serve to illustrate how long they
were to be considered infants:

" When Senator Broderick was shot by David Terry in San Francisco,
a Dublin man wrote to au editor of a paper there elaiming to be next of
kin. He gave the date of hie birth, which showed him to be 47 years
of age, and he wound up by asking him to help a poor orphan who bad
lest both father and mother."

These industries remind me of that poor orphan who .ws
47 years old, and who wanted this man to help him in hisz
infantile etate. The beat protectionist writers haye come
to the conclusion that it takes about three generations tO
bring thuse infant industries to maturity so that they can
stand alone. If we have to maintain these institutions by
the National Policy for three generations, I think it is
rather more than we can afford to do in justice to other in-
terests in the country. Now, notwithstanding all the efforts
that have been made to prevent ourpeople, rading with our
neighbors acrose the border, and notwithstanding A pro-
tective tariff in Canada that is very ,gh, and a -stili more
oijeetionable one on the other aide of the line, our necei-
ties have been so great that we have olioabed qver these
barriers and have traded a ith our neighbors to
the extent of 835,000,000 »r $6,0gOb400 a ear.
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You cannot prevent our people trading with the
United States; you may put on high tariffs, and pro..
teet thistrade or that one, asyou like, but the daily and hourly
wants of the people of these two countries will overleap these
obstacles. You do not diminish the trade between them,
but you make it perplexing, annoying and discouraging by
the obstructions you place upon it. Yo have a frontier of
three or four thousand miles extending from the Pacifie
Ocean to the Bay of Fndy, and you are attempting to
guard that frontier with custom bouse officers ; yet you
cannot prevent the people trading with each other. You
are hunting up markets in other parts of the world, and
you are passing by 6à,000,000 of the best customers the
world can give you. You are sending your commissioners
to the South American republies, to Spain, and even to
China and Japan, but the trade will not come. My bon.
friend told you that all your trade in the world outside of
the United States and England amounted to only $7,000,000,
and you are spending your money and time in vain to
obtain customers in those countries. The best custoners
we have are our neighbors who are of the same kith and
kin as ourselves ; tbey are the only customers we have for
a large surplus of our natural products. There are many
of our products which we cannot send to England or consume
at home, and we must find a market for them in the
United States. I feel that I am speaking for the majority
of the people in my county, and in the interest of
the whole country, when I say that we must have that trade
with them there. I do not justify smuggling; but Iknow the
case of a man who went across the border to Eastport and
bought two barrels of flour, took them home and ate them,
and two years afterwards the Government fined him $60,
and the vessel that brought the flour $100, because he did
not go nine miles to a custom bouse and pay the duty on
it. I repeat that I do not justify emuggling, but these people
feel such a necessity for free trade that they do not consider
they are violating a moral law, but only a law that is
against their intereets. You bave detectives ail along the
frontier, at salaries of $600 or $700 a year, who are pocket-
ing $6,000 or $7,000 a year, taken by a species of blackmail
out of the pockets of our people who trade acroes the border.
Our trade with the United States, in spite of all you bave
endeavored to do to prevent it, amounte to upwards of
$75,000,000 a year, and if we had had unrestricted trade with
the United States during the operation of the National Po-
licy, our trade would bave been to-day twice that amount, and
many of our young men would have remained at home to
till the soil instead of labering in a foreign country. If
you will give ns free trade with the United States, you
will open up ten thousand ehannels of trade, yon will open
up those streams of commerce that yon are retarding by
your policy, and yon will see Canada take a start onward.
I do not exactly understand leape and bounde to wealth ; the
natural way to become wealthy is to be industrious and eco-
nomical, and I have no idea that we shall beeome immensely
weatthy in a few years; but under free trade we would
be in the way of getting wealth, our people would be grow-
ing richer, and the difficulties that are continually in our
way would be removed. Talk about a growing trade with
all these restrictions put on it 1 You might as well under.
take to gow a strong and vigorous man by putting liga-
ments around bis limbesand stopping the circulation of the
blood, as to expect trade to prosper with ail these restrie-
tions and impediments in the way. no country ever did or
evér will progress or prosper unless it enjoys free and
unrestricted trade. Lt is the sane with nations as with
individuals. They depend on one another. Suppose
the United States were to *et upda the principle on
which hon. gentlemen opposite desire that we sehould
alt, and suppose they woul refase to sél their raw
material, what would become oft ør industrial establish-
me9ta, esh as ir oette mlis? Ken. gendem.a now

oppose unrestricted trade with the United States in
er to build up our ihanufactures. Protection bas pro-

duced here its leitimate and natural fruit. You undertare
to tar the people in order to make them buy your goods at
higher prices, so as to enrich the few who are engaged in
manufacturing, and yeu have failed even in that. You do
dot take the money out of the pockets of foreigners, but
out of the pockets of Canadians, and thus infliot great in.
justice on the majority of the people. Nations cannot
afford to be independent of each other any more than in-
dividuals. This resolution opens up a grand prospect for
Canada, and I bolieve that if the people were appealed tr,
they would endorse the policy which it embodies. With
regard to the legitimate fruits of the National Policy,
what do we see now in Canada after a few years of
its working ? It has produced its natural fruit. We
have now "combines " and monopolies in all branches
for the purpose of keeping up prices. We have been taught
to pray to our heavenly Father for our daily bread, but we
have now to pray to a combination of millers on oatmeal
who keep up the prices and serve the people in any way
they ehoose. Instead of having to pray to our heavenly
Father, we have to pray to Mr. Drummond for our daily sup-
ply of sugar, and we have to pray to another "lcombine " for
the cotton with which to clothe ourselves. And if we should
get sick of this system of extortion and oppression, and wish
to shuffle off this mortal coil, we have to get on our knees
and beg Mr. Conners, or some other man in the rope busi-
ness, to give us a few yards with which to bang ourselves. If
hon. gentlemen will look to England for an example in trade
matters instead of the United States, they would find an
example worthy of imitation. If you want to ascertain the
effeets of protection go to England and see what pro-
tection did for her. She suffered all the horrors
and degradation protection could produce ; ber ships
lay idle at anchor in their harbors, ber manu-
factories were closed, her looms were still and her spindles
were resting. But she bad mon for the occasion
who fought the battle of free trade nobly, and Eng-
land to-day is the brightest example we can follow.
England bas laid the foundation in everything great and
good. England has fought out the battle of personal freedom
nobly, so that every Englisbman is a freeman. I am loyal
to the institutions of England. England bas fought the
battle of constitutional liberty, and every Englishman has
a right to his opinion and the liberty of bis person con-
sistent with the laws and the good of society. England has
fonght out another great battle, and that is freedom of trade.
She is an example to the wide world, and the result of
ber free trade policy is that she has the trade of all nations,
I am proud of England. I am not loyal to that which is
wrong. BEgland bas had upon the throne tyrants and im-
beciles, and to those she has always had toadies. They had
protection in Queen Elizabeth's time; thers were guilde then
one hundred years ago which are copied bere to-day. Queen
Elizbethwas proudof these "combines," and said they were
the fineet flowers in her garden. The Prime Minister bere
ha. the same system. He bas imitated their policy of one
hundred years ago, and the favored flowers in bis garden
are the monopolist sand the "combines." Those are the
flowers in his gardon. Those are the sycophants. Yes,
the rich bave always had such men, and the poor have been
neglected. Thbey ave got the ear of the Crown under snob
*ircumstances, but the poor have bad no one to speak for
them. These men have the ear of the Crown now. They
bad when they introduoed the National Policy; but when
the struggle for free trade arose in England, the people
rose equal to the aituation. There are men in England
who are true to principle, and they fonght out this battle,
and a hard battle it wa. Forty-three years ago I
was there, and I became a free trader, and I contributed
my mite to the ba«mars that were held in every town
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in England te raise funds te carry on that cause, and they
succeeded because they were men of intelligence, men of in-
tegrity, men of honesty and of character. There have always
been men in England to battle for the right and te battle
for principles. I am loyal te England, I am loyal te the
principles that influence England, and I am loyal te the men
who have brought about those grand results; but above all I
am loyal te the people. The poor have few friends. I am net
a demagogue. I do net appeal te the people on that ac-
count, but I know that the toiling masses are those who
suffer. When I was in England as a lad, in my leisure
heurs I used te walk about and talk te the men who were
using the pickaxe and the shovel and the spade, and I
learned from talking te them what their condition
was, what their wages were, and that their food was
meal and the cheapest kind of food. They told me over
and over again that it was a rare thing for them te be able
te afford meat once a week for themselves and their fami-
lies.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Free trade.

Mr. GILLMOR. That was the condition of England
under protection. Af ter the battle of free trade was fought
England soon began te improve. Her ships found some-
thing te do, her looms started again, her spindles resumed
working, and she. went on progressing from that time until
this, net of course without occasional depression-it is the lot
of mankind te have reverses-but ber progress has been on-
ward and upward ever since. That is only 43 or 44 years
ago, only twice as long as we have been confederated. Up
te that time the whole volume of English trade was some-
thing over eight hundred millions, while ber annual trade
is now three and a half billions of dollars, including
experts and importe, and she is the admiration of the
world. She is carrying ber products te every country under
the influence of free trade.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question. Go on.

Mr. GILLMOR. My friends need net be alarmed about
me. Members of Parliament .are supposed te be gentle.
men, and I have always so endeavored te conduct myself in
Parliament. In addition te that, I find by my notes that
since that time the increase of England's wealth bas been
marvellous. I see that she bas invested in foreign countries
one billion five hundred million pounds sterling, and of that
we have some five hundred million dollars in Canada.
England bas made that out of ber free trade policy. Her
investments all over the world, in consequence of the
wealth she bas gained under free trade, are bringing ber in
some sixty or seventy millions of pounds sterling annually.
The wealth of England is the result of free trade, and any
people who want te get wealthy muet follow ber example
and muet net expect te get wealthy under a system of pro-
tection. Of course, we cannot expect such great results,
because our population is sparse, but we have homes here
for many millions more. I do net expect te live te sec the
great increase in our population which I am satisfied would
resuit from the adoption of free trade, the increase in our
population and in our wealth which would result from
making our trade as free as possible, consistently with the
raising of our revenue.

Mr. MADILL. May I ask the hon, gentleman if the
English manufactures were net built up under the highest
protection in the world, before England adopted free trade ?

Mr. GILLMOR. That shows very little knowledge of
English history. England held te protection until ber
manufactures were ruined, until ber factories were shut
down, until ber people were out of employment, and there
were two millions of paupers in the kingdom withont food.
Although they are net entirely rid of the poor, the country
took a start from the moment she adopted free trade and
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bas gone on until she is the pride of all nations, with a com-
merce greater than any other nation ever had. There is
no doubt that there are some difficulties to be encountered
if we su ,ceed in getting this policy of unrestricted reci-
procity with the United States adopted. There is the
question of revenue, which is all important. We collect
on our importe from the United States a little more
than seven millions of dollars. That bas got to be met.
There is some difficulty and there may be some friction
in regard te these matters, but, if the people import
forty million dollars worth from the United States, and pay
$7,000,000 in duty, they pay $47,000,000. Will the people
be any poorer? Will they not have the $7,000,000, and will
they not be in just as good a position as they were before?
There may be some difrculty in regard te the mode of ob-
taining it, but you will not deny that the whole $47,000,000
are here, and if you have to get the $7,000,000 out of the
people, they will be just as able to pay it as if they paid it
in customs revenue. The only difficulty is how to get it.
I do not know how that is to be done; I am not going to
trouble myself as to that. I want to know what the diffi-
culties are; but, if our contention is right, we will get over
the difficulties. I think, myself, that the plan suggested by
the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright)
is the best plan. If a part of that sum or the whole of it
can be saved by economy, you will all agree with me that
would be the better way. I think we can safely trust him
in that respect, because, without making any invidious
comparisons, I think ho is about the ablest financier that
I have seen in Canada since I have been in Parliament.
I have no doubt about it. I do net wish te compliment men
to their faces, but that is my impression. I have no trouble
on that score. The people need have no fear of the bugbear
of direct taxation. Taxation is always an unpleasant subject,
and I suppose a Tory is juast about as reluctant te pay as a
Liberal. There are a good many ways of taxing the people,
and of getting a revenue, but the usual way is a revenue
tariff. In my humble opinion, of all things in the world
that should be free, it is trade. I think it is a most impolitie
and unfair way to get revenue by taxing trade, and trade
should be as free as the wind thut blows, or as the flow of
the ocean; and then people will get the money and be able
te contribute it for the support of the institutions that
civilised life requires. That is the best mode, I think, of
raising a revenue. The next best mode is that of a
revenue tariff, levied in such a way and on such articles
that the monay should go into the Treasury. But the
worst tariff that evil-minded men, the worst tariff that
Satan ever suggested, is a protective tariff. It takes
millions ont of the people and puts little into the Treasury,
but it puts a large amount into the pockets of those who
are protected, and instead of paying $30,000,000 of revenue
tax in this country, I do net hesitate te say that the people
are paying twice that amount. Now, how long do you
suppose the consumers of Canada would put up with a
protective tariff, if they really understood it ? Suppose
that instead of collecting your customs duty on the goods
before they go into the store, yen ehanged your policy and
collected on the goods when they came ont of the store. Sup-
pose a customs officer, instead of collecting the dues on the
import, would stand in a retail store and collect it there.
Well, a customer would come in and he would make a pur-
chase, and when he came te leave the custom officer would
step up and say: What have you purchased ? The cus-
tomer would reply: Twenty pounds of sugar, for which I
paid 81. The officer would say : Then you must pay me
80 cents before I can allow you te take it home. Then the
people would realise how much they pay, then they will
begin te enquire what this all means. But your system
now is te pluck the goose, te take all the feathers off ; she
don't squeel, she don't make a noise at ail, but she stands
shivering from cold and does not know who in the deuce
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took the feathers off her. Lot them know how they are
being taxed in this country, and your National Policy
would vanish like thin air. Now, Mr. Speaker, the ques
tion of loyalty has been diseussed. I think it is a greal
mistake to have introduced it into the discussion of this
question at all. Now, I have not felt offended at any-
thing hon. gentlemen may have said. I thought it was
silly-I thought it was wishy-washy nonsense. Yes, and I
am satisfied that your sensible men on that side of the
House thought the same. I think it is not an indication of
your loyalty to begin here mouthing it as though it was
oozing ont irom your fingers ends. It is all nonsense to
talk about it. I suppose one party in thie House is just
about as loyal as the other, and you are no more loyal by
talking about it than if you were to hold your tongues. I
should advise you to hold your tongues about loyalty. Mr.
Speaker, in connection with this tarif I had made up my
mind not to refer to any speeches on the other side,but there
is one gentleman from the county of Annapolis (Mr. Mille),
who took a very singular view of this tariff of ours.
Re had discovered that it was just the tariff for a poor man
who need not pay any duties if he did not buy anything.
It was a wonderful discovery. But it was equally good to
the rich, and if ho did not choose to buy anything, he
would not have to pay any duty either. I think if any one
tried to live in this country on what ho could get without
paying taxes on it, he would either freeze to death or starve
to death in a very short time. I do not know anything
that is worth having that is not taxed. When this National
Policy was boing discussed, I had a daughter at home, and
she was reading over the things that were taxed, and she
wrote up to me and said: she could not find anything that
was not taxed. She said: "Father, our Jersey cow has
got a little calf-is that taxed ?" I wrote back to quiet her
fears, and told her that there was no tax upon a Jersey
calf. Yet the hon. member for Annapolis says this is a
very good tariff for the poor. He says they need not buy
jewellery, and they need not buy optical instruments, nor
erfumery, nor silks, nor jams, nor jellies, nor fancy soaps.
e says that the poor man does not want any perfumed

soap. They can make their soap out of lye and soap grease,
and soft soap is good enough for them. I wonder if he
would say that to one of his constituents down in Anus-
polis if he went to solicit their votes. He would have to
use some little soft soap himself before he could convince
them they had no right to use perfumed soap if they could
get it. He says they do not want any jam or jellies. O,
no I He wants a tariff under which they cannot have any
jams or jellies. He thinks that molasses and dried apples
are good enough for them. The next item is musical instru-
mente. The poor do not want musical instruments; such
is the opinion of the hon. gentleman. Are they to be for
ever toiling from generation to generation, thoir children
being debarred from learning to sing and play. Is that a
good tariff for the poor, one which debars them from the
pleasures and gratifications of life ? Are they to toil on like
cattle to be used by hon. gentlemen and work for them?
They are not to have musical instruments. Why ? Have
not the poor man's children a right, laboring and toiling as
they do, to become educated and accomplished if they can
do it ? It affords me much pleasure in travelling through
my county to find a poor family wbo by industry and pru-
dence have saved from their earnings sufficient to buy a
musical instrument. Yet according to the hon. gentleman's
theory this is a good tariff for them because they do not
need those things and need not buy them ? I hope
the hon. gentleman's heart is botter than his head.
If those are his sentiments he is as cruel as the man who
would make his ass bear his burdens, and because he could
exist on thistles he would turn him out to eat thistles by
the wayside. If ho would treat the poor in that way, who
perform the labor and produce the wealth of the Dominion,
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it is not worthy of any man in Canada. Theroeis another
set of asses called jackasses, who perform no labor. They
live on clover, hay and oats, but the ass that toils can live
on thistles. Next we come to watches. The poor need not

s huy watcbes for they do not need them, and yet the toiling
- masses are the foundation and source of wealth in Canada.

What are our exports from the Dominion ? They are the
pro iucts of bard labor, of the toil of the fisherman, the

D farmer and the laborer; they produce all that goes out of
f the country to bring back wealth to support the Govern-

nment and the lazy fellows who will not work. The working
classes all over the world are tethered, they can go just so
far, they can eat the length of their rope and sce green
pastures before them which they cannot reach -and accord-
ingly they are dissatisfied.

Some hon. MEfMBERS. Oh, ohl
Mr. MITCHELL. I think this is very unfair to the hon.

member who does not very of ten trouble the House.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question cf order; and I

think when I sec so many white chokers, there has been
too mucb Rideau Hall business to night. The hon. member
for Charlotte bas a right to a hearing.

Mr. SPEAKER. The members will please keep order.
What is the question of order?

Mr. MIICHELL. Hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House are disturbing the representative from Charlotte,
and he bas a right to a fair hearing. There has been too
much white choker business about it, too much Rideau Hall
ubout it. Go on, you will get a fair hearing.

Mr. GILLMOR. i do not complain very much. It is
evident hon. gentlemen opposite do not like what I say; I
can sit quietly and listen to what they say and they might
return the compliment, I will not speak longer, as 1 have
spoken too long already.

Mr. MITCHELL. Talk as long as you like and you will
get a hearing.

Mr. GILLMOR. Hon. gentlemen opposite bave said there
are fair traders in England, that the country was built up
under a protective system and alil such nonsense. I admit
there is some such movement there, but it will be of short
duration.

Mr, SPEAKER, I would ask hon. members to stop
throwing papers. It is not a very nice or a very dignified
practice, and it is one that should be stopped.

Mr. GILLMOR. I will stop, and then bon. gentlemen
will be satisfied.

Mr. MITCHELL. Stop when you are done aund not
before.

Mr. GILLMOR. I was going to make a remark in regard
to the speech delivered by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, which, without wishing to make invidious com-
parisons, I must say was the best delivered on the other
side of the louse. That bon. gentleman said :

" It is the triumph of man to overcome the disabilities which nature
throws in his way. It is the triumph of modern science, than which
nothirg bas been more wonderful in the hitery of the worid to over-
come geographical difficulties, to overcome the disabilities of distance,
to overcome the obstruction of physical difficulties, and to overcome
them in the interest of the unity of countries and in the interest of the
spread of commerce."

Those are fine sentiments, and with his eloquence he made
them appear very fine. It was an excellent argument for
a free trader to use, but it was perfectly nonsensical for a
protectionist. When you go to work to tunnel the Alps in
order to facilitate trade and cdmmerce and overcome na-
tural obstacles between nations it is absurd to place German
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and Italian artificial obstructions on each side. Such has
been the result of all that you have expended to overcome
distances and to overcome time, because those natural
obstacles on which yon spent so much money to remove
were no more obstacles than the artificial obstacles which
you have now. The Germais and Italians, who spent mil-
lions to tunnel the Alps to facilitate trade, were fools to
place taxes upon the trade, which were just as much
obstacles as the Alps were before they were tunnelled. I
will not trouble you any longer. I have given this ques-
tion my best consideration, and I think it will be to the inter-
est of Canada to have unrestricted reciprocity in the natural
products, and also in our manufactures, with the United
States. There are difficulties connected with it but they will
be overcome and it will not affect our loyalty in the slightest
degree. No man cares about loyalty when he is buying or
selling, he cares not for bis nationality, he cares not for his
creed or color, the simple barter or exchange of one thing
for another has nothing to do with those questions. Eng
land is just as loyal as she was before @he opened ber ports
to the world. We shall be just as loyal to our religion and
our country when we have free trade as we are now. I am
satistied we will not suffer in our patriotism or in our
lo3 alty to Canada or in our loyalty to England. England
has fought out many a battle and there is only one blot on
ler escutcheon. Let her give the right of self-government
to Ireland and when that is done, England will be the
brightest nation on the face of the earth. With these few
remarks I beg to state that I intend to vote for the motion
of my bon. frienid for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and the amendment moved by my hon. friend the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Jones).

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. (Trarslation.) At this late hour
of the morning, I have no intention of long detaining the
House. But on so important a question as this which is
before us, occupying not only the attention of the House,
but also that of the whole country, and which, according to
the hon. the Secretary of State, is d<stined to form
an epoch in the parliamentary history of Canada, I feel
that it is my duty, as representative of the most important
counties of the Province of Quebec, to state the »easons
which are going to actuate my vote on this question. I do
not purpose entering far into the merits of the question,
which lias been under discussion for nearly three weeks,
and even if I were to repeat the figures and statistics whieh
have been set forth, tbey would add no new interest to the
debate. I listened attentively to the remarks of the lon.
the Secretary of State. His style of argument chiefly con-
sisted in the attempt te place the Opposition in contradiction
with itself on this important subject. I fancy it will not
be difficult for me to show that, if there were contradiction
in the premises, it is assuredly not on this side of the House.
I could prove this from the arguments employed even in
this very debate, but I prefer to go a little further back
and take up certain assertions made by the hon. the
Secretary of State on the position held by the hon.
leader of the Opposition and his friends in the Province of
Quebec, on reciprocity, protection and free trade; whenever
these topices became public questions of interest to the
future destinies of the Dominion of Canada. The hon.
the Secretary cf State would have us believe that ho
was the first to promote the cause of protection to our
manufactures in the Province of Quebec; that, later, the
hon. leader of the Opposition followed in his wake, and
finally that, in 1878, the hon. leader of the Opposition and
his friends forsook that policy to take up that of free trade.
I bolieve it is easy to demonstrate that this assertion rests
on the facts such as took place at that period. To show
this, I have only to read to tþe bouse the report of the
meetings of the Dominion Board of Trade, and the meetings
of the representatives of that Board of Trade with the

Mr. GILLMOR.

Boards of Trade of the United States in 1811, 1872 and 1873,
when these questions arose for the first time. i read in the
Negociant Canadien, of the 21st December, 1871, the
following observations made at the meeting of the National
Board of Trade of the United States :

" Between the United States and the British Colonies, ad jacent in the
North, commercial relations should naturally be as close and exten-
sive as those existing, within the limite of the Union, between the
several States or any individual group beyond the sea. Indeed, the
natural relations between Canada and our own States of the North,
the North-West and the East are such that they are more intimate in
few States of our Union. More than one-half of the line of demarcation
of the two territories is formed by a grand natural outlet of business
communication by the fineet and most useful channel of traffic in the
American Continent The lakes, which mark our boundaries, bind us
rather than they sever us from the foreign country lying an the other
aide ; while, in fact, the great river by which their waters flow into the
ocean only adds to the closeness of the relatios between the two
countries. The Canadian peninsala between the lakes is set as an angle
in American territory. It is through them that lies the shortest route
between our North-West and Eastern States. Geographically, in the
natural structure of that energetie zone of the continent, lying between
the 40th and 46th parallela, the Province of Ontario holds the position
of a key to the trade between the East and the West."

This speaker proceeds in his remarks to explain in fuller
detail the advantageous positions held by the channel of
communication of the St. Lawrence for the products of the
western United States. The words were uttered by Mr.
Leonard, special agent appointed by the Secretary of the
Treasury, in pursuance of a resolution of Congress, to
enquire into the condition and extent of the commerce of
the United States, with the several British colonies of
British North America. The following is the resolution
definitely adopted, a little later, at the Boston meeting:-

"The following propositions were submittel verbally by the chair-
man to the representatives of the Dominion. They are given for the
information of the Board and its members -

"1. The introduction tree of all manufactured articles and product
of Canada into the United States, and vice versa.

'"2. The adoption of uniform laws of the two countries for the impo-
sition of unjust duties, and for interior taxation, the amount collected
to be placed in a common treasury and divided between the two Gov-
ernments lu an equitable manner.

r3. The admission of Canadian vessels on American registers and to
all the commercial privileges of the American coasts and abroad.

" 4. The widening by the Dominion of its canals, and the improve-
ment of the navigation of the St. Lawrence, besides the assistance
which shet ah bestow on the building of a faut international railway;
the Americans to enjoy the same rights as the oanadians, and the latter
the same rights as the Americans to similar publie works in the United
States."
It follows that even at the above period, not only was the
renewal of a reciprocity treaty under consideration, but
commercial union itself was discussed. The proposition
before the House does not at all aim at or include commer-
cial union, but it is simply an expression of opinion in favor
of an unlimited reciprocity treaty. This is precisely the
position taken by the Canadian delegates at the several
meetings where this subject came up for debate, either at
the meetings of the Dominion Board of Trade, or those of
the representatives of both countries. Before giving the
deliberations of the Dominion Board of Trade, and citing
the resolutions adopted therein, I must state the results of
the meeting and the names of those who represented the
divers interests of commerce at that meeting. They are
Messrs. Fairweather, of St. John, N. B.; J. Watson, of
Hamilton; W. H. Howland, of Toronto; John Carruthers,
of Kingston ; John McLennan, Thomas Rimmer, John
Young and W. J. Patterson, of .Montreal. I find in the
Negociant Canadien, of the 25th January, 1882, the following
report of the meeting held by the Dominion Board of
Trade on the 17th January, 1882:-

" The result of the meeting of the National Board cf Trade of theUnited
States was the resolution to address a memorial to Congress with prayer
to appoint a commission charged to meet Canadian Commissioners and
negotiate the fundamental principles of .a new tresty of commercial
reciprocity. It was suggested that this treaty ahouldbe founded on friee
trade in r ational and manufactured productsi the admision of Can-
adian vessels to Amerlcan registration, freedom of coaating, and the
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wideuing of the Canadian danals, which would be very pi ofitable to bath
ceautries.

" Our delegates, however, although desirous of reviewing the former
Reciprocity Treaty, could not admit the possibility of free trade of
manufacturad goods, with our present high American tariff. The follow.
ing are the resolutions adopted at the St. Louis Convention :-

" Resolved, - That the Executive Council receive instruction to
demand of Congress to provide for the nomination of a commission
charged to meet a number cf Canadian Commissioners, if the Govern-
ment of that country decide to appoint any, with the view of negotiat-
ing a treaty between Great Britain and the United States for the
encouragement of commerce between Canada and the American Union,
founded on the following principles or several others equally broad and
well defi.ed :

lst. The free entry of aIl manufactured articles and products of Can-
ada to the United States, and vice ersa.

2nd. The adoption of both countries of uniform laws for the imposi-
tion of import duties and internal taxation, the amount collected to be
placed in a common treasury and divided between the two Governments
in an equitable manner."

On the 18th January, 1872, the best business men of Mon.
treal-and it will be enough to name Mr. Hugh McLennan
-made the same objection as is made to day, that if we
insisted on a reciprocity treaty we should be led to annexa-
tion. The same cry is used at present, and the charge of
disloyalty is superadded. The following is what Mr.
McLonnan said, according to the Negociant Canadiea :

" Mr Hurgh McLennan thinks that the objection is worthless, and that
Canada is quite able to maintain itself alongside of the United 8tates
without a Customs union. The cry of disloyalty sounds very much like
whistling to keep up one's courage. The diffleulty about the Unstome
union is simply that it is not understoed."

It was understood that if commercial relations with the
United States were established on the broadest, most
equitable and most advantageous foundation, the question
of annexation would have nothing to do with it, and could
not constitute a serions objection. I think I have clearly
shown, Mr. Speaker, that, so far bauk as 1871 and 1872,
this question of reciprocity was discussed by the business
representatives of the Dominion, and that they tried to
come to an understanding on the subject with the business
representatives of the United States. Since then, what bas
been the policy-if I may call it such-or the behaviour of
the business representatives of the Daminion of Canada ?
Listen to what the editor of the iVegociant Canadien said, on
the 1st February, 187à. At the close of a long article on
reciprocity he writcs:

"A complete reciprocity treaty founded on the uniformlty of tarifs.
"This solution furnishes every advantage without any ot the incon-

veniences of a Customs union and of annexation.
" For our part, we are heartily in favor of it. "

Following the progres of facts and incidents, we find, on
the 21th June, 1872, that at the end of a long debate on
this same question, this conclusion was arrived at, as stated
again in the Negociant Canadien :

" It follows, therefore, that in the interest of manufactures and
agriculture, two points are requisite:

" Protection on the one hand.
"A free and more extensive market on the other.
" Now, all these conditions would be combined together, and all

interesta conoiliated by the negotiation of a reciprocity treaty formed on
a uniform tarif. We have on several occasions treated this question,
but we do not tire of it, so plain and conclusive does the matter appear
to our minds. W. are convinced that a reciprocity treaty is absolutely
necessary to revive our agricultural resourses, and set them in the way
of profitable returns. Manufacturera tell us that a higher tarif would
tend to multiply our manufactures, give employment to a large number
of people who would otherwise emigrate to the United States, and place
our production on a par with our consomption. Finally, our trade has
everything to gain by multiplying its relations with our neighbors,
dropping the navigation laws banishing our vessele from Amerioan
waters, and obtaining the free navigation of the American lakes and
canals.

All these advantages would be found grouped together in a complete
reciprocal treaty with the United States, and as the latter can clearly
not grant us that boon unless we adopt fiscal laws identical with tieirs,
it ià plain that we should stand ready to accept that political solution
whiéh would settle ail difficulties.

"What we here demand would give
"lot. The vast American market to our agriculture.
"2nd. To our industries their requisite proteetion.
"3rd. To our trade an inimense new field, Which it would be sure to

father develop.

"Ameelcan trade is held in such esteem that Canada does not grudge
spending millions for the wideniug of her canal. If, embarrassed as she
is, she finds it so important, what would it be if she were free ?

"Let therefore, the friends of Canada take up this watchword
" Conclusion of a reciprocity treaty with the United States founded on

a uniform tariff.'
"If that will not do, it is plain that Parliament will have to accept the

suggestions of the Manufacturers' Committee, inasmuch as so important
an interest cannot be let suffer much longer."

The consequence to be drawn is that, at this epoch, lio
object of the business men of the Dominion, in view of the
stagnation of trade, was to obtain a full reciproal treaty
with the United States. The adjective ' unlimited " is used in
the motion at present bofore the H onse, but that makes no
difference ani the meaning romains the same. Let us
continue to follow.the course of events, althongh I am aware
that, at this advanced hour of the night, the subjoct is less
attractive than it would bo in the initial stages of the debate.
Reference bas been made to the position occupied on this
question by certain public mon, in 1872, and tho hon. the
Secretary of State showed pratically bis own position at
that time, throwing out the insinuation that ho was the
first to speak of the renewal of the treaty of reciprocity or
of a policy favorable to our manufacturors. Well, Mr.
Speaker, the facts are these. In 1871, the National party
was established at Montreal, and one of the first articles of
its programme was the renewal of reciprocal trade with
the United States. This was incidental prototion granted
to our manufactures. What portion was taken by the hon.
the Secretaiy of State and his friends, in the elections
which took place in the district of Montreal ? Sir George
Cartier was a candidate for Montreal East, and the lion.
John Young, candidate for Montreal West, the latter being
backed by the National party, and by the Opposition of
that period. Mr. L. A. Jetté was Sir Georgo Cartier's
opponent in Montreal East. The following is the circular
addressed to the Hon. John Young by Mr. John J. McLaren,
Secretary of the Manufacturers' Association of Montroal.

" MONTREAL, 30th July, 1872.
"Sia,-At a meeting of the Council of the Manufacturera' Associa-

tion, held on the 27th instant, the following resolution was adopted :
" That Messrs. Henry Lyman, E. K. Green, W. Rodilen, A. W.

Ogilvie, and H. R. ives, with the secretary, form a committee, in-
strueted to correspond with the parliamentary candidates cf tiia city,
in order to ascertain how far each of them, if elected, is disposed to
co-operate toward realising the aima of this association-the encourage-
ment of the industrial interest of the country. This association com-
prises nearly ail the great manufacturers and contractors of the city,
united for the object set down in the constitution, a copy of which is
herewith transmitted to you ln the belief that the progress and
greatness of the land essentially require the accomplishment of this
object, its members are desirous of ascertaining the views ci those who
claim their vote, namely, whether, in the event of their electioa, they
would be prepared to promote such legielation as would encourage our
manufactures, and thus furnigh more constant and lucrative work to
the workingmen, insure a national market to national production and
increase the population and wealth of the Dominion. Wlerefore it
is that [ have received instructions from the aforesaid committee to
request you to tell us in the plainest possible language, and for the
information of the association, your views on the threc following
points :-

"1. How far do you approve the principles of protection as applied to
the country and opposed to those of free trade?

I 2. How wouild you be prepared to go in furtherance of the aims of
this association for the developmen t of the industrial interets of Canada?
and

" 3. What legislative measures would you recommend in relation to
these principles?

An early reply would much oblige,
4 Yours, &c ,

"JOHN J. McLAREN,
"Asst. Secy. Manuf. Assoc., Montreal."

Here is the chief part of the Honorable John Young's
reply :

" What le wanted in Canada for the development of its manufaoturing
industries is a wlder market, whicb we san obtain by a reciprocity treaty
with the Unîted States. The union of several Provinces under the con-
trol of a single central Government, guaranteeing the free entry of each
other's products, ias given and will.give ri:e to excellent results, but it
is indubitable that they will be only following the progress of our popu-
lation. Wherefore it is that, without neglecting anything that might
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promote our manufacturing industries, I trust that my past efforts may one of the greatest woollen and flannel manufacturera in
prove a warrant for the future, and that I will secure the support and the Dominion of Canada, bave faith sufficient in their
confidence of the members of your association, as candidate for the rep-
resentation of the western division of Montreal, inasmuch as it will be labor, industry and ability to be able to Bay: "Give us the
for me a pleasure and satisfaction to do all in my power in the interests American market, give us a market of 60,000,000 of
of your manufactories." people, and we shall rest content. We are as enlightened
The position taken by Mr. George A. Drummond, the Hon. as the Amoricans; our manual labor is as favorable as
John Young's adversary, was not so. clearly defined on this theirs; we can turn out goods as cheaply as they can in
question, and the result of the election, in spite of all the the United States, and we stand prepared to encounter
efforts of the hon. Secretary of State's eloquence, was his their competition in the different manufactures which we
deteat by a majority of over 800 in the Tory division of work." But, as I understand perfectly well, certain manu-
Montreal city. As to the position of Mr. L. A. Jettô, can- facturers wish to take advantage of a high tariff in

didate against Sir George Cartier, his replies to the Manu- order to make money as rapidly as possible, at the expense
facturers' Association were so satisfactory and perspicuons, of the large majority I repeat that there has been no
that ho was returned by an overwhelming majority in the contradiction, in this regard, on the part of the Opposition.
eastern division of Montreal against Sir George Cartier, who We have always shared the same course, but have not cared
was supported by the oratorical talent of the hon. the Sec- to imitate our hon. friends on the other side of the
retary of State, but had not given satisfactory answers to House, in the extremes to which they would bave dragged
the Manufacturers' Association. If our adversaries attempt us, and thon they pretended that we were out-and-out
to make the world believe that there was contradiction free traders. It behoves us, Mr. Speaker, to understand the
among the members of the party to which I belong, I reply, meaning of free trade. A person may be a free trader on
backed by demonstrable facts, that there was no such con- principle, which I regard as the soundest and most equi-
tradiction, but that, on the other hand, the contradiction table, which ought to be generally accepted. But to have
lies with the members on the other side of the Louse who, froc trade in Canada, the country with which we trade
on this question, followed a policy of expedients and should be free-trading as well. We are thus debarred from
nothing else. These gentlemen would never enter upon unlimited free trade. We require revenue to meet our
any formal engagements; they would never define their expenses. We should have what is called incidental pro
position in unequivocal terms, but they adopted a policy of tection, that is protection sufficient to promote our manu-
opportunism and shaped their conduct according factures to a reasonable extent so as to secure a reasonable
to events. We now come to 1878. In consequence income to those who invest their money in those ventures.
of a serious crisis not only in Canada-inasmuch It certainly does not prove, however, that there should be
as Canadian trade, at that period, was not considerable unlimited protection to manufacturers, nor that the latter
to affect the entire world-but in the United States should be enabled to combine together to reduce production
and the other nations of North and South America, our or sell at prices sottled beforeband, and saddle heavy
natural market was closed upon us and we found ourselves fines on those among tbem who break any of
in the most grievous financial straits. The people naturally the rules which these associations have drawn up.
listened to those who professed to have a remedy for all Protection, as understood by tho hon. members of
their ills, a method to favor agriculture, promote manu- the right, has been tried and not found able to
factures, procure work for the laboring man and furnish remedy the evils under which the country suffered This
a panacea which would give satisfaction to everybody. leads me to the conclusion that we should go further, with-
It is not at all surprising that owing to the excitement of draw the duties, and conclude a reciprocity treaty w;th a
the times and the prejudices that were played upon, the neighboring country containing a population of 60,000,000,
Mackerzie Government should have been wrecked. Well, and opening to us a natural market. This is the logical
Mr. Speaker, this remedy was applied, and, from year to stand taken by the Opposition on this question, and it is
year, Parliament has been asked to increase the duty on based on principles and ideas formerly expressed by the
this or that article for the benefit of this or that party. bon. the Secretary of State (Mr. Chapleau) and the hon. the
And this evening we heard the hon. representative of Minister of the Interior (Mr. White). To prove this and
Argenteuil (Mr. Wilson) depict the system of protection to show further that if there bas been contradiction, it lies
in most gorgeous colors, thus favoring the imposition with our adversaries, I will quote from an article of the
of duties for the benefit of industrial manufactures. Up to Montreal Gazette, of the 12th October, 1885, a paper under
the election of the hon. gentleman from Argenteuil, in 1887, the directions and inspired by the hon. the Minister of the
the Government bad neglected the protection of a certain Interior:
industry which was in a nascent state-I refer to the "It is an historical fact that the policy of protection was supported
tissue and paper bag manufactures. Immediately after the by the Conservative party, in the election of 1878, only as a means to
return of the hon. member, during the Session of last year, push forward the relations of commercial reciprocity with the United
ihe duties on these articles wero brought up te 35 per cent. States. rn 1878, when both parties were in favor of commercial reci-

procity, the conservative party alone adopted a policy calculated to
I quite understand that the hon. gentleman wants us to get achieve this result. On the first opportunity, after the general elections,
up to the top of a high mountain to contemplate the bless. the Conservative Government desirous ofmanifesting their view ofsym-
ings -f an unlimitcd protection. But, Mr. Speaker, weare pathy in favor of reciprocity, laid down in our statutes an invitation to

the American Oongress to admit fret our naturai products in exchange
not all in the bon. gentleman's position; we are not inter- for theirs."
ested in a paper factory, as is the case with him ; we have And on the 26th October, 1885, the following appeared innot the benefit of 35 cents duty for our particular behalf,
and hence cannot see things in the same light. All that the same paper
we see is tbat unmitigated protection bas been granted to 'Meantime, we have to put to exercise the virtue of patience, in the
certain manufacturera, who are few in number, to the hope that a feeling favorable to reciprocity may yet predominate in
detriment of the great number. Sir, the general mind of the 0ongres, and if we fail in this, Oanada will have to set to work and find

Dominion of Canada bas been specially interested in the other means of developing ber trade."

debate that is going on in this House. The manufacturers Where is the proof, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of
have got interested in it, and I make bold to say that there is which the hon. the member of the Interior (Mir. White)
not a solitary manufacturer of standing who can be is a member, ever attempted to govern a reciprocity
pointed to us as opposed to reciprocity with the National treaty or even more extended commercial relations with
Policy. On the contrary, Sir, manufacturers like Mr. the United States. It was not done ; it was not even at-
Boas, of St. Hyacinthe, Mr. Thomas Willet, of Chambly, tempted. And yet, when the question is taken up by the
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Opposition in this Parliament, its members are accused of
being disloyal and annexationists. If it were allowed to be
merry in so serions a discussion, I should be inclined to
say that the replies made by the adversaries are very much
like that which a certain party made to a question as to
whetherhis brother could Bing. "No," was,the answer, "but
ho can run fast." As if that was any response to the query
asked. The Opposition speak of reciprocity, and they are
answered with taunts about annexation and disloyalty. I
judge, Sir, that the people will understand perfectly the
bearings of this question after disouesion here. They will
understand that the Government have not returned the
answer expected of them, neither from the lips of the hon.
Secretary of State, nor from the hon. the Minister of
the Interior. They perceive, on the other hand, that
the hon. the Finance Minister (Sir Charles Tupper)
took upon himself to make an answer that is equivalent
to approval of the stand which we are now
taking. He undertook to refute the arguments
of some of his own partisans, and it will suffi<e for me to
mention the speech of the hon. member for Welland (Mr.
Ferguson), who went to the trouble of enumerating certain
articles which should not be entered free, because that
would ruin a considerable branch of trade with which ho is
well acquainted. Two days later the hon. the Finance
Minister declared to the House that these same articles
were going to be admitted free, and that negotiations were
going to be opened with the United States for the admission
of other products, in consideration of certain advantages
which the United States were prepared to give the Cana.
dian Government. As this debate does not take place
only for the interest of the members, but also in the in.
terest of the people, it is important that all the facts be
made known, in order that arguments may be supplied
to those who favor reciprocity, and to enlighten the whole
people which is likewise partial to the scheme. For this
question is going to be raised in all the electoral contests
that will take place from the present time till the general
elections. It was brought up in two counties of the
Province of Quebec within the past few days, and no one
can pretend that the Province of Quebec, as far as circum-
stances allowed, rendered a verdict in behalf of a reci-
procity treaty. I was not specially engaged in the contest
of Missisquoi, but the hon. mem ber for Brome (Mr. Fisher)
waî so engaged, and ho was bitterly attacked by the minis-
terial papers for the speech ho delivered at Farnham in
favor of the Reciprocity Treaty. The result of this elec-
tion was that, in the most Conservative portions of the
county, where the Liberal candidate had no hope of a
majority, but expected to be beaten by quite a vote, the
number of his adherents had so increased that he was
raised to the head of the poll in a county
that has always been Tory, and which had
carried at the last general elections by our
late lamented friend, Mr. Clayes, on account of divisions in
the Tory party. Another election took place last Tuesday,
in an essentially French-Canadian county, that of L'As-
somption. There the question had been squarely laid
down by the leader of the Opposition, between the adver-
saries of a reciprocity treaty and its champions. The hon.
leader of the Opposition asked the Conservatives of L'As-
somption to support the claims of our friend, Mr. Gauthier,
as the members of the Opposition favored a reciprocity
treaty with the United States. The subject was fairly laid
before the electors and the conteet hinged upon it.

Mr. GIROUARD. (Translation.) Will my hon. friend
allow me to interrupt him. On nomination day, I was at
L'Assomption, and asked Mr. Gauthier whether ho would
supportir Richard Cartwright's resolution, and ho replied
that he had not examined the question and waa not pre-
pared to express an opinion,

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. (Translation.) You were not on
polling day.

Mr. GIROUARD. (Translation.) I was there on nomin-
ation day, and heard Mr. Gauthier's answer with my own
ears.

Mr. PRÉFONTAINE. (Translation.) The electors who
voted for Mr. Gauthier did so on that issue. What if Mr.
Gauthier was not prepared to decide on the question on
nomination day? ias the hon. member for Jacques Cartier
(Mr. Gironard) always expressed the same opinion on the
same question? I repeat that, on the day of the first
meeting, when the leader of the Opposition spoke, the
question of reciprocity was openly set before the people, as
favored by the Opposition, and the most advantageous to
farmers. The discussion was taken up on that issue by the
friends of the Government, suah as Mr. Bisaillon, Mr. Joseph
Tassé, editor and proprietor of the leading Government
paper in Montreal, Mr. Desjardins, local member for Mont-
morency, the represontative of Provencher (Mr. Royal).
All these gentlemen took up that issue, and the arguments
addressed before the intelligent electors of the L'Assomption
county were and the same as those employed in this louse,
namely, that it was disloyal to favor reciprocal trade
with the United States, and that to ask it was tanta-
mount to a plea for annexation. One speaker went so far
as to repeat the absurdity, which has been stated even here,
that if there was a duty of 20 per cent. on horses ex;)orted
to the United States, of 10 cents a pound on butter, of $
a ton on hay, it was not the Canadian exporter who paid
cost on that amount, but the purchaser. Wo thereupon
asked those gentlemen if it was in virtue of that principle
that a certain number of Canadian hay morchants are at
present negotiating with the American Government to get
reimbursed for the surplus of duties which they paid the
American Customs, during five years, on the export of
certain farming products. Of course there was no reply to
this query, and the listeners quite understood on what side
common sense leaned, and where thoir own interest lay.
In this county where, in Februaary, 1887, Mr. Gauthier
was returned by a majority of only 21, on the 3rd April,
1888, in the same conditions, under the sane circum-
stances, but with a policy strongly defined by the
Opposition, he carried the day with a majority of
nearly 100. The proof is here patent that, in the Province
of Quebec at least, the question of reciprocity is well under-
stood. It was always understood and will always be under-
stood. The electors understand that if we can manage to
bave a reciprocity treaty with the United States; if we
can obtain wider commercial resolutions than we have now,
there is no sensible, independent man who will pretend that
such an event would not turn to the good of Canadian trade.
We are told that the majority of the flouse will not concur
in these views, and that the proposition will be dofeated by
a strong majority. That does not signify, Mr. Speaker.
The Opposition set their opinion before the public, that
the public may discuss it and pronounce judgment thereon.
An effort is being made to have the electors understand in
order that, when the day of suffrage comes around, they
may decide for themselves whether it is worth while to favor
a reciprocity treaty which bas been demanded in a special
manner, and advocated not only by the members of the
Liberal party, but by the members of the Conservative
party, for over twenty years. I might continue, Mr.
Speaker, to point out the effect which this policy of the Op-
position may have, from the standpoint of the Dominion of
Canada, but at this hour of the night i shall no longer
abuse the patience of the House. I cannot resume my seat,
however, without drawing the attention of the flouse to the
fact that, in combatting this policy, the attempt is made to
turn into ridicule the attitude of the Liberal party therein.
Our adversaries are displeased to find that the Opposition
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will henceforth have a programme perfectly well defined, and
that this questian will be squarely placed before the electors
of the Dominion of Canada,. between the party that does
not want reciprocal trade with the United States, and the
party that is favorable thereto-favorable to a policy which
will give to the trade of the Daminion the resources of
which it stands in need, to rise from the state of stagnation
in which it is at present, and which will cause to progress
and enter upon a brilliant career of prosperity.

Mr. McCULLA. I understand that an arrangement had
been come to that the debate should have been brought to
a close after the speech of the hon. member for Charlotte
(Mir. Gillmor). If that arrangement is to be carried ont
now, I shall reserve my remarks for another occasion.

Mr. TROW. Our friend who has just taken his seat was
not aware of the arrangement made, otherwise he would
have been the last man to attempt to violate the rule of the
party.

House divided on amendment to the amendment of Mr.
Jones :

That in any arrangement between Canada and the United States
providing for the free importation into each country of the natural and
manufactured productions of the other, it is highly desirable that it
should be provided that during the continuance of any such arran-
ment the coasting trade of Canada and of the United States should
thrown open to vessels of both countries on a footing of complete reci-
procal equality, and that vessels of aIl kinds built in the United States
or Canada may be owned and sailed by the citizens of the other and be
entitled to registry in either country and to all the benefits thereto
appertaining.

YEAs:
Messieurs

Amyot, Fiset,
A rmstron g, Fisher,
Bain (Wentworth), Geoffrion,
Barron, Gillmor,
Béchard, Godbout,
Bernier, Guay,
Borden, Hale,
Bourassa, Holton,
Bowman, Innes,
Brien, Jones (Elalifax),
Burdett, Kirk,
Cartwright (Sir Rich.), Landerkin,
Oasey, Lang,
Oaigrain, Langelier (Montm'cy),
Charlton, Langelier (Quebec),
Ohouinard, Laurier,
Davies, Lister,
De St. Georges, Livingston,
Dessaint, Lovitt,
Doyon, Macdonald (Buron),
Edgar, Mclntyre,
Eisenhauer, McMillan (Huron),
Ellis,

NAs:
Messieurs

Audet, Gigault,
Bain (Soulanges), Girouard,
Baker, Gordon,
Bell, Grandbois,
Bergeron, Guilbault,
Bowell, Guillet,
Boyle, Haggart,
Brown, Hall,
Burns, Henderson,
Cameron, Hesson,
Cargill, Hickey,
Carling, Hudspeth,
Carpenter, Ives,
Caron (Sir Adolphe), Jamieson,
Chapleau, Joncas,
Chisholm, Jones (Digby),
0imon, Kirkpatrick,
Cochrane, Labelle,
Ocekburn, Labrosse,
0olby, Landry,
Corby, Langevin (Sir Hector),
Oostigan, Laurie,
Ooughlin, Macdoniald (Sir John),
Ooulombe, Maodowall,
Couture, McCarthy,
Ourran, McCalla,

Mr. PA"FONTAINE.

McMullen,
Mills (Bothwell),
Mitchell,
Mulock,
Paterson (Brant),
Perry,
Platt,
Préfontaine,
Rinfret,
Robertson,
Rowand,
8te. Marie,
Scriver,
Semple,
Somerville,
Sutherland,
Trow,
Turcot,
Watson,
Weldon (St. John),

Welsh,
Wilson (Elgin).-67.

Montagne,
Montplaisir,
O'Brieon,
Patterson (Essex),
Perley (Assinibois),
Perley (Ottawa),
Porter,
Prior,
Putnam,
Reid,
Riopel,
Robillard,
Roome,
Ron,
Royal,
Rykert,
Scarth,
Shanly,
Small,
Smith (Ontario),
Sproule,
Stevenson,
Taylor,
Temple,
Thérien,
Thompeun,

Daly, MeDonald (Victoria), Tiodale,
Daoust, McDougald (Pictou), Tupper (Pictou),
Davin, McDougall (O. Breton) Tyrwhitt,
Davis, McGreevy, Vanasse,
Dawson, McKay, Wallace,
Deniso, MeKeen, Ward,
Desaulniers, McLelan, Weldon (Albert),
Desjardins, MeMillan (Vaudreuil), White (Uardwell),
Dickinson, McNeill, White (Renfrew),
Dupont, Madill, Wilmot,
Ferguson (Leeds& Gren)Mara, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Ferguson (enfrew), Marshall, Wilson (Lennox),
Ferguson (Welland), Masson, Wood (Brockville),
Foster, Mille (Annapolis), Wood (Westmoreland),
Freeman, Maffat, Wright.-124.
Gaudet,

Amendment to amendment regatived.
Amendment of Mr. Foster :

That Oanada in the future as in the past is desirous of cultivating
and extending trade relations with the United States in so far as they
may not confliet with the policy of fostering the various industries and
interests of the Dominion which was adopted in 1879 and which has
since received in so marked a manner the sanction and approval of the
people.

Agreed to, on same division reversed.
Main motion of Sir Richard Cartwright, as amended,

agreed to, on same division.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournment of

the House.
Motion agreed to ; and House a3journed at 4.40 a. m.

(Saturday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 9th Apiil, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaaYEas.

NEW MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER informed the House that the Clerk of the
House had received a certificate from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery of the election and return of David
Bishop Meigs, Esq., for the Electoral District of Missisquoi.

REPORT OF RAILWAY COMMISSION.
Mr. MILLS. Before the Orders of the Day are called, I

wish to ask the Minister of Pablic Works when we may
expect copies of the report of the Railway Commission ?
Several weeks have gone by since the blue-book was laid
upon the Table, and none of us have received copies yet. I
have enquired at the Distribution Office and I found it bas
not been received there yet.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I shall enquire and inform
the hon. gentleman later.

THE FISHERY COMMISSION.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Before the Orders of the Day
are called, 1 wish to ask a question of the -Minister of Rail-
ways, in the absence of the Minister of Finance. It was
announced by the Premier on Friday, before the adjourE-
ment, that the hon. the Minister of Finance would probably
proceed with the discussion on the Washington Treaty to-
morrow. I intended to suggest to the Minister of Finance,
if he had been here, the advisability of submitting a chart
of the coast, showing the delimitations of the coast, which
would render the diséussion much more intelligent to those
of us who may not very well be able to follow the debate
otherwise. 1 understand the matter very well myself, but
I think the House; generally, would understand it much
botter if a chart were exhibited, showing the dehmitation
of the coast as proposed under the treaty. I believe that
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if the Govern ment thinks it advisable there is plenty of time
to procure a chart, and it would render the discussion much
casier and much more intelligible.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I shall mention this matter
to my colleague as soon as he comes in.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest that not only
the line of delimitation as marked under the treaty shouild
be laid down, but also the hne claimed by the Government
of Canada prior to tho meeting of the commissioners.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 26) to confirm a certain agreement made
between the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada,
the Canada Sonthern Railway Company, and the London
and Port Stanley Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

Bill (No. 77) to confirm a certain agreement made ho-
tween the London and South Eastern Railway Com-
pany and the Canada Southern Railway Corpany.-(Mr.
Smali.)

Bill (No. 16) to incorporate the Chinook Belt and Peace
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Assiniboia.)

Bill (No. 52) to amend the Act to incorporate the
Maskinongé and Nipissing Railway Company.-(Mr.
Coulombe.)

hon. member. If the hon. gentleman will be kind enough
to put a motion on the paper, I will endeavor to bring down
the necessary papers.

THE TIHOROLD CANAL.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT asked, Whether it is
the intention of the Government to let the water-power on
the new canal in the vicinity of Thorold ; and if so, when ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We are not in a position
to give an answer now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGII. Not as to whether
you will let the water-power at all or not ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. We are not in a position
to answer that question now.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Does the hon. gentle-
man expect to be able to answer it in a short time ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Perhaps the hon. gentle.
man will renew his question, and then I will be in a posi-
tion to answer. He knows that the Minister of Railways
and Canals is unwell, and I have not been able to discuss
the matter with him.

INDIA.N RESERVE -BRANT AND HALDIMAND. PUBLIC WORKS IN PENETANGUISIIENE, MID-
LAND AIND ORILLIA.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Whether any person bas been
appointed to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Dr.
McKinnon, late physician in the Indian Reserve of Brant
and Haldimand ?

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). No appointment has been
made. Dr. Dee is doirg the duty in the meantime.

SUPERIOR COURT JJDGES, MONTREAL DISTRICT.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. PRÉFONTAINE) asked, Whether it is
the intention of the Government to increase the number of
Judges of the Superior Court for the District of Montreal ?

Mr. THOMPSON. That matter is now being consid-
ered.

COURT OF APPEAL, QUEBEC.

Mr. TROW (for Mr. PRÉFoNTA1NE) asked, Whether it is
to the knowledge of the Minister of Justice, that for the two
last terms of the Court of Queen's Bench for the Province
of Quebec, sitting in Appeal, only four of the Honorable
Judges of the said Court have been present ? If the answer
is in the affirmative, whether it is the intention of the Gov-
ernment to rectify this state of affairs ?

Mr. THOMPSON. I have been informed that the Court
has been regularly constituted, under the legislation of the
Province of Quebec, for the last two terms.

ENGAGEMENT OF HENRY SMYTH.

Mr. McM ULLEN asked, 1st. The date of Henry
Smyth's engagement ? 2nd. The date at which his ser-
vices were dispensed with ? 3rd The amount per diem
or month paid him for travelling expenses ? 4th. The
entire sum paid him for travelling or other expenses? 5th.
The entire sum paid for services of any kind, and travelling
and other expenses from the lt of January, 1887, to lst of
March, 1888 ?

Mr. CARLING. Only a few days ago, I think, I
answered the same questions as those now muade by the

Mr. TROW (for Mr CooK) asked, Whether the Gov-
ernment intend to place in the Supplementary Estimates
this year a certain sum of money to assist the town ot
Penetanguishene to build an esplanade in that harbor ?
Whether the Government intend to place in the Sup le-
mentary Estimates this year a sum sufflcient to comple
the harbor improvements at Midland ? Whether the
Government intend to place a sum of moncy in the Supple.
mentary Estimates this year to build a post office in the
town of Orillia ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. When the Supplementary
Estimates come down, they will have to speak for thom-
selves. I cannot give any other answer just now.

FREE LISP' BEI'WEEN THE UNITED STATES AND
CANADA.

Mr. LANDERKIN asked, Is it the intention of the
Government to lay upon the Table of the House, the report
of the Minister of Customs, made some time since, on
the application of the American Government made through
their Consul at Ottawa, asking that certain articles of farm
produce ho placed on the free list in conformity with the
statute of agreement entered into with the United States ?

Mr. BOWELL. The Minister of Customs never having
made any such report it cannot be laid upon the Table.

RICHARD MrERRICK, OF CHATHAM.

Mr. TROW asked, Whether Richard Merrick, of Chatham,
was in the employ of the Government during the year 1887,
or any part thereof ? If so, in what capacity; for what
period and at what salary, and how much was ho paid ? Is
he still in the employ of the Government ? If so, in what
capacity and at what salary?

Mr. CARLING. He was in the employ of the Govern.
ment a year ago; and if the hou. gentle man would place a
motion upon the notice paper I will be glad to bring down
the papers.
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HALDIMAND DEPUTY RETURNING OFFICER.

Sir RICHA RD CARTWRIGaT asked, Whether Govern-
ment are aware that one Charles Young, one of the deputy
returning officers at the two elections held in the county
of H{aldimand, in February and November, 1887, and one of
the parties at whose polls certain irregularities are alleged
to have occurred, has served a term of imprisonment for
theft in the gaol of the county of Brant, prior to being ap-
pointed deputy returning officer as aforesaid ?

Mr. THOMPSON. The Government are not aware that
Chas. Young served a term of imprisonment for theft in
the gaol of the county of Brant prior to being appointed
deputy returning officer. They are informed that
he has not. Mr. Charles Young, as deputy returning
officer, was not in any sense an officer of the
Government; but we are informed that lie is a re-
spectable man, who has held several offices of trust and
honor in the county of Haldimand, and that he was recom-
mended for this office by several persons of credit, including
a prominent Grit politician. The only charge with regard
to irregularities at his polling place was investigated and
dismissed.

THE FREE LIST-ORDER IN COUNCIL.

Mr. MULOCK. I desire to call the attention of the
Government to the Order in Council published in Satur-
day's Gazette, which purports to place upon the free list
the articles mentioned therein, but only does so in favor of
the United States. The concluding operative words of the
Order in Council are these:

'' That the articles in question may hereafter, until otherwise pro-
vided, be imported into Canada from the United States free of duty."
That Order in Council recites the Customs Act of 1879,
section 6, and when I look at section 6, the impression on
my mind is that if that section is to be acted upon, the
goods in question must be placed on the free list entirely.
The clause, after enumerating the aiticles that may ho so
treated, says:

" Any or all of the articles so enumerated may be imported into
Canada free of duty, or at a les@ rate of duty than is provided by this
Act."

You will observe that it does not say free of duty merely
when they come from the United States, but free of duty
when imported into Canada. Then it goes on to say:

"Ulpon the proclamation of the Governor in Council, which may be
issued whenever it appears to bis satisfaction that similar articles from
Canada may be imported into the United States free of duty, or at a
rate of duty flot exceeding that payable on the smre, under such
proclamation, when imported in Canada."

My view of the Act is that the Government must place
these goods on the free list entirely in order to comply with
the clause of the Act in question. By the interpretation
that the Government have placed upon this clause under
the Order in Council of Saturday, they appear to hold that
they may place these articles on the free list in relation to,
the United States alone, and may still maintain a tarifg
upon them as against Great Britain or any other nation in
the world. I commend the Government for their desire
to consider the interest of Canada first, and, if is not
to the interest of Canada that these articles, or any
other goods, should be admitted free from any part of the
world, or that they should only be admitted under certain
restrictions, I am in favor of the Government considering
the interests of Canada first; but I would like to know
whether the Government hold-I presume they thought so
when they passed this Oraer in Council-that the Act of
1879 gives them power to pass an Order in Counil of this
kind, discriminating in favor of the United States, and.
against Great Britain. It is true that, in regard to the
particular articles mentioned in this Order in Council, the

Mr. CAmwe.

bulk of them do not oome from Great Britain, but
some of them do. The Trade and Navigation Re-.
turns of 1887 show that quite a number of the
articles enumerated in that Order in Council have been
imported during the past year from Great Britain, but that
does not at all affect the matter, because, if, under an Order
in Council, you can admit any one article named in section
6 of the Act of 1879 into Canada duty free, and at the same
time maintain a duty upon it as against Great Britain, yon
can do the same in respect to them all. Therefore, in that
case, it amounts to this, that in 1879 the House, upon the
advice of the present Administration, passed an Act enabling
Canada to discriminate against Great Britain, and that has
been the construction placed upon the Act of 1879 by the
recent Order in Council. I think it is important, therefore,
to know if that is the view the Government intend to take
of it in the future, and if they bave abandoned the attitude
they adopted in the recent discussion, when they declared
emphatically that in no case would they discriminate
against Great Britain. For three weeks, gentlemen op-
posite advanced that proposition as the great reason why
they would not entertain the proposal for reciprocity
with the United States, lest it would discriminate against
Great Britain. If they have abandoned that position, and
are going to stand up for Canada first, as this Order in
Council seems to suggest, I am glad to see their rapid con-
version to a wiser and sounder doctrine. For that purpose,
I have taken the earliest opportunity to call the attention
of the Government to the Order in Council. Of course, if
they have inadvertently framed it in that manner, they
will take an early opportunity to correct it, but if they
have deliberately come to the conclusion that they can dis.
criminate against the flag, and that is what they have done,
let us know whether they propose to adhere to that policy
in regard to everything that concerns the welfare of Can-
ada.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid, and I think
my hon. friend who has just moved this resolution will
admit, that we are getting somewhat into an unparliament.
ary practice of moving the adjournment on every possible
occasion when any hon, gentleman wishes to bring any
subject which it would be otherwise unparliamentary to do.
We all understand the limits which old parliamentary
practice would allow in such a case, but I think we are
trespassing a good deal on the rule, and it would be very
inconvenient if this course should be carried out to sny
extent. In reference to the question the hon. gentleman
has referred to, the Government did not alter their position
at all, but this proclamation was issued in consequence of a
special application made to this Government by the United
States, and it referred to that alone, but the consequence
will of necessity be that the Government must open the
market to all the world.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. It appears to me that
the hon. gentleman bas not at all met my hon. friend's
point. He pointed out that, under the terms of this Order
in Council, these goods coming from the United States
alone are freed from duty. If they come from other
quarters they will remain still subject to duty. That is the
contention of the First Minister.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWR[GHT. Then you discriminate

in the clearest manner in favor of the United States and
against all other countries, the mother country included.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I thought the hon. gen-
tleman would understand that we desired, especially in
consequence of this being the first application on the subject
which we received from the United States, to issue the
proclamation which we were bound to issue to meet this
case, but of course the consequence will be that there must
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be a proclamation issued for the purpose of giving the same
to alf the world.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. You did not say so.
S r JOHN A. MACDONALD. Yes, I did.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Dues the Act authorise the

hon, gentleman to do this by proclamation in relation to
any other country ? Does ho propose to legislate, or de-
pend on the issue of a proclamation ? Does he consider
that the Act authorises the Government by proclamation to
abolish the duties in regard to any other country than the
United Sttes ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think so.
Mr. EDGAIR It seems to me that the clause under

which that proclamation bas been issued, authorised only
the proclamation that these goods would be imported into
Canada free of duty from all the world; it did not say from
the United States alone. I think there is no authority in
that section 9 of the present Customs Act, in the Revised
Statutes, authorising the Uovernment to make a limited
proclamation of that kind. It seems to me that, if any
English is plain, the Government have acted ultra vires
when they issued that proclamation.

Sir JOHN A MACDONALD. No, it must be infra vires.
Mr. EDGAR. It seems that now they have found that

out, and as the First Minister eays, they are going to cor-
rect that mistake at the first possible opportunity, but, as
has occurred before this Session, not until after it was
pointed out from this side of the House. I would be glad
to think that the Government had taken upon themselves
to adopt the policy they seemed to have adopted by that
proclamation. I am free to admit that, if the Government
adopt that policy of discriminating only in favor of the
United States, they have got to face the " favored nation "
clause in British treaties, they have to say that Canada will
not be bound by the " favored nation " clause in British
treaties, so that our hands will not be tied in making com-
mercial arrangements to suit ourselves. I had hoped that
that was the case, and I regret that the Government are
proposing to back down upon so important a subject as
this.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). It is evident that there will
have to be another proclamation issued unless there is to be
discrimination. My friend the Minister of Customs will
understand that, when an Order in Council is as explicit
as this, these articles would certainly not be allowed in
free from any other country than the United States.
I do not think the Minister is guilty of admitting or direct-
ing the admission of anything free into Canada that ho is
not compelled to, and the language of the Order in Council
is very explicit :

"And whereas in the opinion of our Governor in Qouncil, it is expe-
dient that the said articles should be admitted into Canada from the
United 8tates free of duty,"-

And it closes, after enumerating the different articles, that
they
"may hereafter, until otherwise provided, be imported into Canada from
the United 8tates free of duty."

It was evidently the intention of the Government that they
should be made free coming from the United States and the
United States alone, for there was no necessity to insert
the words "from the United States" at all if the inten-
tion was to admit them fre from all countries. I under-
stand the First Minister to say that the Government will
now amend the proclamation, and that these articles will
be placed on the free list, come from what country they
may.

Mr. MULOCK. With regard to the remarks made by the
First Minister, that ho regretted it was necessary to make
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this motion, I must refer him to the Minister of Public
Works as my excuse. I only intended to call the attention
of the Government to the matter, in the first place, for the
reason that it appears to me that the prosent Order in
Council is ultra vires of the power of the Goverument, and
absolutely void, and therefore would not accomplish what
was apparently in the minds of the Government at the time.
My object was to induce the Government to put the matter
in a legal shape as respects the validity of the Order in
Council.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.

PRINTING OF DOMINION NOTES.

Mr. EDGAR moved for
Copy of the contract which now existe between the Government and

the contractors for the printing of Dominion notes, and copies of ail
correspondeace relating to the awarding thereof.

He said: I find there is a great discrepancy between the
amount voted for the purpose of printing the notes, and the
amount actually expended for doing so. The amount voted
last year was 825,000 and the amount expended was
$37,556.58, showing an increase over the grant of $12,55ti.
Now when a matter, in which the Government have had so
much experience as in the printing of Dominion notes, is
so difflicult to estimate, I think we should have before the
HUuse the contract under which the work is done, so that
we may see its terms, and whother it cannot be improved,
and whetber it bas been closely followed. I would like to
add to the motion, with the permission of the House, the
words I and further, for all copies of corrospondence relat-
ing to the awarding thereof."

Motion, as amendod, agreed to.

PRIVATE THOMAS NEELY.

Mr. MULOCK moved for:
Copies of ail letters, despatches, communications and other papers, in

the possession of the Department of Militia and Defence, touching the
case of Private Thomas Neely, late of "0" Company, School of In-
fantry, or of his widow and children, for compensation by reason of hie
disability and death.

He said : The facts of the case are simply those, as I am
informed by the widow of Private Neely. Hie enlisted in " C "
Company of Infantry on the 1st February, 1884 ; he went to
the North-West with bis company in March, 1885, for the
purpose of aiding in the suppression of the rebellion. His
company roturned to Toronto on the 29th Otober, 1885.
Shortly after his return home ho became ill, and his illness
finally developed into insanity. He was placed for a time
in the jail in Toronto, and then placed in the Lunatic
Asylum, and the military authorities, on the 17th May, 1886,
discharged him from the service of fier Majesty on the
ground of his insanity. He continued insane until the
time of bis death on the 21st January, 1887, on which day
he died in the Provincial Lunatie Asylum in Toronto, and
was buried that day as a pauper, being followed to the
grave by bis widow and the undertaker only. This is a
case for which I bespeak the favorable consideration of the
Governmont. If the House will permit me, I will read au
extract from a letter from bis widow, who says:

" When h. returned he complained of feeling great pain at times in
hie head He had 10 days leave of absence from the regiment after bis
return. I do not remember the date, but he had hie holidays in
November. After bis return ho complained frequently of bis head.
When at home, and on Christmas after coming home, he frequently said
that he knew it would be his last (bristmae with me, stating that he
knew hie bead would never get botter, and at times ho got quite
delirious and imagined strange things which I would have to coa-
vince him wae not so; and at other times he would oit and look at us,
that is, the children and me, and would say ho knew bis time with us
was not long, as he had strange feelings when in the North-West."

He told ber ho had these pains in hie head and strange
feelings while in the North-West:
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"Sometimes he thought the sun affected his head, and sometimes he great many communications on the subject from men in the
thought it was nervousness.• 1service, and they seem to wonder the case has not been
Then she goes on to state:

" There was never any insanity in bis family, all being healthy, strong
people. When he became insane he was 10 months in the Insane
Asylum, and on the 21st of January, 1887, he was buried from the
Asylum as a pauper, having no one to follow his remains but myself
and the undertaker; since which time I never received a cent from any
one."
Now, that discloses the state of affairs. This man served
his country in the North-West; ho endured, no doubt, the
ordinary hardships incidental to that campaign, and he
came back home, having at some period in his life-
whether in the North-West or not, I am not aware, nor do
I think it is possible to ascertain-but still, having at some
time contracted the seeds of the disease which ultimately
carried him off. He became disabled while in the service.
This is not the case of an ordinary volunteer, but more that
of one of the regulars, bis whole time being devoted to the
service. Having become invalided, having become insane,
ho is discharged from the service, and without having re-
covered bis mental health ho dies and leaves a widow and
children, whom, I think, should be pensioned upon the
country. In this particular case it was impossible to show
that the soldier lost his reason white on actual service. If
it was a case of physical disability we could trace cause
and effect, but it is wholly impossible to do so now,
and no enquiry could show, so far as reasoning upon
the case goes, clearly and beyond all doubt, that
his disease was contracted in the service. I make
that admission. I think it is rýgbt I should do so;
but I ask the country to presume in favor of the man and
now in favor of bis widow and children, to give the pre.
sumption in his favor, under the ordinary principle of law.
He was in sound bealth, body and mind, when ho went to
the North-West, so fer as appears. lie no doubt complied
with the regulations in that behalf, no doubt ho was ex-
amined and certified as being in good bealth, and therefore
if ho was well in body and mind when he went to the
North-West, it is clear that he contracted that disease
whilst in the North-West or immediately after his return.
Insanity is the outcome of mental excitement of various
kinds, and I think the circumstances immediately preced.
ing the outbreak of insanity in his case were such as to
excite the ordinary mind, and the benefit of the doubt
should be given to those whorn ho left behind. I think the
Minister ot Militia is very favorably disposed towards this
case, but I understand there is merely a technical difflculty
that prevents him from making an allowance under the
circumstances, namely, that the law did not meet the case.
Am i right ?

Sir ADOLPRE CARON. Yes.
Mr. MULOCK. I am glad there is nothing more than a

difficulty about the law. I have looked through the Queen's
Regulations upon the subject, and I think I can find a clause
under which relief can be given. If the hon. gentleman
will look at section 934 of the Regulations and Orders of the
Militia of the Dominion, he will find the following clause-
and I may say that the sections preceding that section pro.
vide for compensation according to different scales, and then
there is a general sweeping clause to this effect •

"In instances where the regulations do not meet the circumstances
of the individual case, they may be especially considered by lis Excel-
lency the Governor in Council.'

That section, I think, will meet the case. This is the only
case, so far as I am aware, of this character, that is the out-
come of the campaign in the North-West; we are not
likely, therefore, to have the precedent, such as this would
be il it were established, abused, and it being the only one
I do not think there can be any good reason advanced
against an allowance being made in this case. It would
meet with the approval of the militia. I have received a

MIr. MULIoc.

dealt with before. I do not propose to upbraid the Minister
on the matter; he is carefully endeavoring to guard the pub-
lic exchequer and to prevent fraud ; but, in view of what has
occurred, ho will probably be able to see what a grateful
country will expect of him in this case, and meet it in the
spirit I have suggested, and give the presumption in favor
of the unfortunate soldier.

Mr. DENISON. I think this is a case which should be
enquired into by the Minister of Kilitia, so that something
may be done. The widow of the soldier called and explained
the circumstance to me, and I must say that she made out
a very good case. I have no doubt that if this man had
become insane wben on the North-West expedition his
widow would have received something In the way of a
pension, and as there is a doubt as to when bis insanity came
on, whether in the North-West or immediately alter bis
return, the question of pension, of course, is one for the
Minister to consider. The widow says that immediately
after ho came back she noticed something strange in bis
actions, and she thinks something was wrong with him at
that time.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. The papers which have been
asked for by the hon. gentleman who bas spoken on
this subject, and who expressed the deep regret which
I feel myseif in regard to the case of the Widow
Neely, I shall be only too glad to bring down as soon
as it is possible for me to do so. The facts of the case
are, I believe, exactly as the hon. gentleman has stated
them to be As reported to me the case of this man is as
follows: He enlisted inl " C" Company of Infantry, the
permanent corps of Toronto, on the 21st February, 1884.
He is reported to have done very good service indeed during
the troublesome times in the North-West. He followed
bis corps under orders, and ho did his duty fully
as well as any other man who took part in the troubles,
and as well as any other member of that corps which dis-
tinguished itself during those times. He returned from
the North-West on the 25th October, 1885. On April 10,
1886, ho became insane, and ho had to be removed from the
hospital where ho had been admitted on the 28th March,
to the Insane Asylum on the 17th April. When the matter
was brought before me as Minister of Militia it became my
duty, however great might be my sympathy for this in-
dividual case, to investigate the matter. The case was
brought before me upon the ground that the insanity from
which the unfortunate man suffered was the result of his
service in the North-West. The law, as the hon. gentleman
very correctly stated it, did not provide for any case which
did not come under the statute giving pensions to those
who had taken part in the troubles, and the matter was
submitted to the surgeon of bis corps, Surgeon Strange, a
gentleman whose eminence as a physician is universally
admitted, and that officer reported to me that it was
impossible for him to trace the disease from which
this man suffered during the service which ho had done in
the North-West. Consequently it became impossible
for me, as the Minister administering that Department,
to bring this individual case under the statute grant-
ing pensions to those who had been wounded or
suffered disability from the service which they bad
done at the front; and, as the bon. gentleman knows, the
law does not provide for any gratuity or any pension to
those in the permanent corps or in the militia, except in
specified cases, and the specified cases do not meet the case
of Neely. I bave already taken some little trouble investi-
gating the matter and I intend to submit to the Govern-
ment a recommendation which, provided it is approved by
the Governor in Council, will permit me to do something
for the widow. The hon. gentleman must admit that, the
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case having been submitted to me under the ciroumstances
which I bave just referred to, it was impossible, as the law
existed, for me to provide for the ase ; and in answer to the
communication from the widow of Neely, I stated, as it
wae my duty so to do, the circumstances which prevented
me granting ber any compensation for services which ho
had rendered in the North-West. I hope that whatever
can be done will be done, because I admit that it is one of
the very hardest cases that have come before me for a long
time as Minister of Militia.

Mr. LAURIER. I am very glad to hear that it is the
intention of the Minister to do as ho has stated, and provide
some gratuity for the widow of this poor man. As I un-
derstand, the intention of the Minister is to ask the Govern-
ment for some compensation for the widow. I think, Mr.
Speaker, that when he takes this into his consideration ho
might very well go further. I see no reason in the world
why the widow of this man should not be treated in the
very same manner as if the man had been shot in battle, or
had died during the campaign. So far as I can see it is
no very violent presumption to suppose that the disease
from which the man died cannot be explained in any other
way than that it was brought on by the hardship of the
campaign. We understand very well that if ho had not
served in the campaign ho could not have contracted the
disease ho died from. Under such circumstances I repeat
what I said a moment ago, that it is no violent supposition
to suppose that this man was brought to his death by the
fact that ho served in this campaign. There is no other
evidence.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I beg your pardon, there is
other evidence which will be shown when the papers are
brought down.

Mr. LAURIER. What is the evidence?

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. If the hon. gentleman will ex-
cuse me for interrupting him I will just read to him a very
short extract from the report of Surgeon Strange, who it
will be remembered was the surgeon of "C" Corps of Infantry
to which Neely beloriged. Surgeon Strange reports that
having zone carefully into his care ho is of opinion that
Neely's service in the North-West had nothing whatever
to do with his insanity. It does not appear, therefore, that
this man bas any claim for compensation under the statute,
by which I am allowed to give compensation, for any dis-
ability incurred in the North-West, and there are no funds
at the disposal of this department to meet any such case.

Mr. LAURIER. I understand that the hon. gentleman
could not do otherwise than ho has done under the statute.
The point I wished to make was this: If no other cause
can be assigned for his disease it was no very violent pre.
sumption to suppose that death was brought about by the
hardship of the campaign. Under such circumstances the
tinister must arrive at the conclusion that some compensa-

tion should be given to his widow. I suggest that if the
law as it stands does not provide for the case, the law can
be made by this Parliament to provide for it. If the hon.
gentlemen asks for the gratuity, Parliament will be only
too happy to grant it. As far as this side of the House is
eoncerned we will not grudge the money, and we wilt be
happy to aid in anything that can be done by the Gov-
ernment in this connection.

Mr. IVES. I would like to add my influence, if I have
any, to that of the bon. gentlemen who are urging the
Minister to deal liberally with this case. I think the
Minister of Militia, though perhaps perfectly just, is not
inclined to be quite sufficiently generous. There have
been other cases before the present one in which I
humbly think ho had the law and the right to give some
assistance, but which the hon. gentleman refused. I do

not think that the country would begrudge a little assist'
ance in a case of this kind, or in any other case of a similar
character, when volunteers are injured in actual service. I
think there is no disposition in the country to treat the
volunteers in a niggardly manner at all. It is generally
understood that the pay that they get is not a very large
remuneration and that there is nothing in it to recompense
them for injuries they may sustain in actual service. I
know that the feeling of the country is that when a volun-
teer is injured in actual service ho should be recompensed
or indemnified in some way. Of course we cannot expect
to imitate the liberal proportion of the pension list of our
neighbors to the south. We have not a big surplus at our
disposal to do it, but we have enough money to treat our
volunteer forces fairly and not stingily. Those claims are
founded in equity, ani I think the Minister would be sup-
ported by both sides of the House if he would give a littie
more generous interpretation to the law and to his powers
in this respect than ho has been in the habit of doing.

Mr. MULOCK. I do not think that the portion of the
report of the medical officor road by the Minister of &ilitia
entirely covers the case.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I only read an extract.

Mr. MULOCK. That may be. I cannot sec that the
widow and children would be disentitled to compensation
merely because you cannot prove that the disability was
brought about by the campaign in the North-West. There
is the fact that the man was on duty; and it is immaterial,
so far as this question is concerned, whether this infirmity
was brought on by service in the North-West or by service
elsewhere. He was in the service at the time ho was out
down. Therefore his case is entirely one entitling him to
consideration at the hands of the country, quite irrespective
of whether you can prove that his disease originated in the
North-West or not.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. He was entitled only to pay
for 30 days. That would not amount to much.

Mr. M ULOOK. Hre we have a case where a man in
the service of tho country, and actually wearing lier
Majesty's uniform at the time, is eut down by disease and
ultimately dies, and leaves his family at the mercy
of the country. lis there any technicality that can
be allowed to intervene to prevont the country doing its
duty under such cir cumstances ?

Mr. AMYOT. I entirely agree with the request that
some help should be given to the widow of this man. The
soldiers in that campaign were submitted to great hard-
ship, and I think as a country we should have some grati-
tude for those who exposed their lives under such circum-
stances. I hope, and I believe, that the case will be
treated liberally. If we have nothing in the law to enable
us to do justice to this widow we should change the law.
It is time yet, as it is always time to render justice.

Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT ST. HYACINTHE.

Mr. DUPONT (Translation) moved for:

copies of ail letters, memorandums and other documents relative to
the construCtion of public buildings in the city of St. Hyacinthe, such
as a post office, customs office, &c.

He said: The district of St. Hyacinthe, Mr. Speaker, is inter-
ested in the prosperity f the city of St. Hyacinthe. Not only
s the city of St. Hyacinthe the centre and couty town of

the district, bearing the same name, but it cn aise the busi-
ness headquaters of a population numbering over 100,000.
In respect of institutions devoted to learning and science,

nt. Hyacinthe lf one ef the bot endowed in the Dominion
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of Canada, and its connection with the training of youth, in
letters, is well known throughont the country. This in-
struction is distributed among the young and loyal subjects
of Her Majesty to be employed, with time and as events
allow, for the good of the country. But, furthermore, the
city of St. Byacinthe, from a merely material point of vif w,
and in resp et of its commercial and manufacturing impor-
tance, rivals its own moral and intellectual standing.
It will be p er erally remembered that this young town was
almost destroyed by fire in 187f;. More fortunate than the
sister city of St John, N.B., St. Hyacinthe, in spite of this
disaster, showed an increase of population in the census of
1881. Since thon, owing to our present system of protec-
tion, St. Hyacinthe bas gone on steadily growing and im-
proving, in a remarkable manner, and I have no doubt
that, at the ensuing census, no town will make a botter
showing, in the way of increased population. I have, in-
deed1 no hesitation in saying that the number of residents,
and the commercial wealth of St. Hyacinthe, will have
doubled by 1891. In 1879, there were no more than 200
workmen employed at St. Hyacinthe Te-day a capital of
81,000,000 is devoted to the several manufactures that have
since then sprung up ; the number of hands in the difforent
factories and shops is from 1,200 to 1,500, and the total
of yearly wages figures up to $300,000. The city of St.
Hyacinthe owes this wonderful material improvement both
to the enlightened and enterprising spirit of its citizens,
and to the policy adopted in 1879 by the prosent Govern-
ment. As a result of this policy, the revenues of the Gov-
ernment bave sensibly increased, and, with available
money in the exchequer, the £overnment have been en-
abled to promote the growth of useful undertakings through-
out the country, and, especially, to raise public buildings,
in the chief towns of the Dominion, as monuments of the
general prosperity. I am pleased, Mr. Speaker, to be able
to rocall the fact to the hon. the Minister of Public Works,
that this district largely contributed to the establishment
of the National Policy, by electing three representatives
commissioned to sustain it. Considerable improve ments
have been achieved, exclusive of great railway enterprises,
in different towns and cities of the country, but St. Hya,
cinthe, notwithstanding its claims and deserts, has not re-
ceived her share. We are not envious of the improvements
made elsewhere, and rather congratulate the Government
thereon, but it seems to me that the town ot St. Hyacinthe
has not come, if it has not even been passed over, or given
to others, and I fancy that the public interests demand that
St. Hyacinthe be no longer overlooked, but obtain the
public buildings referred to in the motion which I have just
made. I hold in my band a list of the several towns in
which the Government bave put up public buildings, and,
of course, the value of these buildings must depend on the
revenues contributed by these towns to the public treasury.
I find that the city of Annapolis is having, and will
have, public buildings to the amount of $19,500. The
population of Annapolis is 2,833 ; its port, post office
and excise duties fetch into the treasury the sum of $13 211.
North Sydney, with a population of 5,484, gave a revenue
of $39,216. South 8ydney, with a population of 3,667,
gave $4,610. There are many other important towns
having their public buildings, and who contribute a less
revenue than the city of St. Hyacinthe. Thus the little
town of Aylmer, with a census ot 1,781, contributes $1,309.
Coaticook, with 2,682 souls, gives $40,233, and [ see in the
E stimates a sum of $16,000 for a post office and custom house
there. Joliette supplies a revenue of $33,181, and the
Estimates have $10,000 for public buildings there also.
Fraserville, the town of the hon. member for Témiscouata,
(Mr. Grandbois) pays a revenue of $5,450, and in the
estimates there is the eum of $6,000 for a custom hoiuse and
post office in that locality. St. Hyacinthe, with a popu.
lation of 5,321, in 1881, which is perhaps 10,000 to-day
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and will surely rise to 12,000 or 13,000 in 1891, at the next
census, without any publie buildings, without any facilities
for importations in the town, without any accommodation
whatsoever in the way of publie offices, yields the Govein-
ment a yearly revenue of over $80,000. The city of St.
Hyacinthe has been overlooked up to date, and the Govern-
ment bas not thought of giving it the publie buildings which
the publie servie and the public interest require. The
business importance of this young and flourishing town will
not allow of any further delay in the construction of thoir
bridge As I said a moment ago, St. Hyacinthe is splendidly
endowed with institutions for the education of youth. The
municipal government bave also built fine buildings for
their own use. I may even add that the Americans have
recognised the business importance of St. Hyacinthe, by
establishing there a consul and a vice-consul. It is almost
a matter of regret for the people of the St. Hyacinthe dis-
trict to see the stars and stripes of the neighbaring Republie
floating over buildings that are suitable and do honor to
their flag, while the Dominion colors fiat over paltry
buildings, and poor sheds, wholly unworthy of the town of
St. Iyacinthe as a port of entrance, of its customs,
and of its post office service. I therefore demand, Sir, of the
Government, and especially of the hon. the Minister of Public
works (Sir Hector Langevin), as also of his colleague of
the Montreal district, to turn their eyes a moment to this
obscure corner of their country, and to endow St. Hyacinthe
with the public buildings which its importance as a town
and its business requirements imperatively need. Further-
more, Sir, I am of opinion that the Government are bound
in justice to see to the construction of these public buildings
which have been, and are, asked for with energetic persis-
tence. The post office, as it is to-day, stands almost in the
street, the space beirg five or six feet by twenty. I was
once the witness of an unpleasant sight, when a large
crowd of citizons stoid in front of the post office, at a
season when it was very annoying to be exposed to the
inclement weather. The crowd had to wait in the open
street till the mail matter was delivered, as the inside of
the office was fil led to suffocation. The Government are some-
what to blame, Sir, for the narrowness of these quarters
and the present unsatisfactory state of things at St Hyacin-
the. Its protective policy has done much for the improve-
ment of the town, and I judge that the Govern ment are
bound to give St. Hyacinthe the buildings which it
demands, in order to facilitate the transaction of the
increasing volume of business now carried on in that
locality. I may assure the Government that the whole
deputation, as well as all the business men of the town, will
be proud of the boon and very grateful for the same. I
trust that the hon. the Minister of Public Works, and bis
hon. colleague of the Montreal district, will prove to the
active and enterprising business men of St Hyacinthe that
they bave lost nothing by waiting, and that the Govern-
ment are inclined, even now, to build these edifices at once,
and of such dimensions as shall meet the wants of the
locality, so'as not to be obliged to repair or rebuild them
four or five years hence. I do not think, Sir, that a sum of.
$40,000 or $50,000 would be out of the way in the construc-
tion of public buildings that would prove an ornament to
St. Hyacinthe,when the reflection is made that the district of
St. Hyacinthe has poured millions into the public exchequer
without ever receiving, in roturn, a single cent, in the line of
public improvements, since the establishment of Confeder-
ation. In other respects, Mr. Speaker, I fancy that these
improvements are as much in the interest of the Govern-
ment as in that of individuals, because between this and
the next five years, through the increase of busin-ss, under
the fostering care of Government, this important town will
have received more than sufficient revenue to meet the
outlay of $50,000 or $60,000. This is an expenditure which
the bon. Minister of Public Works, who ias always shown
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a disposition to do justice to all localities in which the spirit GREAT NORTH-WESI' CENTRAL RAILWAY
of interprise and the enlightenment of the citizens has mani- COMPANY.
fested themselves, will make for St. Hyacinthe, as ho bas
done everywhere else. Mr. EDGAR moved for:

Copies of &il papers, documents, telegrama and corre pondence ini
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I must first connection with the land grant to the Sourie and Rocky Mountain Rail-

congratulate the hon. member on the able manner way Company, or relating to the construction of aaid railway.
in which ho has set forth the question submitted Copies 0fail papers, documents, telegrani and correspondence in con-

nection with the land grant to the North-West Central Railway Oom-
by him to the liouse. He has specially interested pany, or relating to the construction of the said railway.
the hon. members, on both sides, in giving the statistics Copies of ailpapers, documents, telegrams and correspondence as to
relative to St. Hyacinthe, with respect to the increage of the construction of a railway from a point on the Manitoba and North-Western Railway, or the Canadian Pacific Railway via Rapid City west-
its population, the want of its possible business ward, by any parties other than the corporators in the charter of the
and its general thrift. The hon. gentleman adds Great North-West Centrai Railway Comp*ny.
that it is rather the Government's fault if St. Hyacinthe Copies of ail papers, documents, telegrame and correspondence as to

fort a ry f dstroe i reerece t th pulicthe incorporation of the Great North-West Central Railway Comnpany,sends forth a cry of distress in refrence to the publi or relatin to any land grant thereto, or to the construction oftheUne
buildings which it has not. The hon. gentleman says truly, of the sai railway or any part thereof,
I think, that if the construction of those buildings bas b-le.said: The papers asked for in these motions relate to
come a necessity, that improvement is due to the National tho vory important lino of railway from Brandon to Battlc-
Policy of the present Government, which bas caused the ford. This route was in contemplation of adoption by the
large increase of business in St. EIya-inthe, and the rapid Souris and Rocky Mountain Railway Co. That company
increasement of its population. This is perfectly true, was chngod to the Nith-West Central Railway ompauy,
Last fall I was invited by the Town Council and the citi- whiub dimappoared, and now the lino is in possossion of the
zens of St. Hyacinthe, belonging to both political parties, Great North-West Cotrai Railway Co. Lt is one of the
to visit their city, in order to see myself the condition of most important linos of railway in the wholo North-West,
things, the increase of the population and generally the being 4>O miles in length, and baving a land grant of
requirements of the locality. I admit, Mr. Speaker, that I 2,280,000 acres, second only in importance to the land grant
should very much have liked to see the prosperous town of'made te tho Osodian Pacifie Railway Company. Two
St. Hyacinthe, which does so much credit to our Pro- years ago, in the opinion of this Ilouse, the construction of
vince and its progress, but I decided on not going just then, îhi8 raiiway wàs a mattor ofextreme urgency. We know
preferring to learn from the represontativos of the locality, the interest that was taken by the fouse ani the country
by the doeuments laid before me, and the stati-tics in n'y in m uteis eonnoeted with tbe former charter. An oppor-
possession, how matters really stood. If I had gone to St. tuuity was givcn by the buse to the owners of that char-
Hyacinthe, and, after the reception promised me, had re. ter to place a deposit in tho bands of the Govornmont as
turned to Ottawa and asked of my colleagues to accede a evidonco of their good faith, and te prevent their charter
money grant, and of Parliament to sanction the measure, Ifrom lapsing; and the very unutual and spooial course was
might have been charged with a desire to repay my recep- taken by this buse to givo te the Governmcnt the power,
tion on the banks of the Yamaska, but as I did not go, and whilo tho toue was not sitting, 10 charter fs a cempany,
learning since from my political and other friends, the con. any body ef pers(>s wbom rhey chose, with tull powers te
dition of things at St. Hyacinthe, and its wants, and view- build ths railway in case ofthe dcftîult cf the thon exist-
ing, furtbermore, that the information furnished by the hon. ing company, and they weroulso given per te award tho
member for Bagot (Mr. Dupont) in respect of the public land grant te the compnny io te bc ircorpornted. Tho
buildings are strictly accurate, I may assure the hon. gen-Minister (f Public Works, as chairmarioftthe Committee
tleman that this matter bad not escaped me, and that, nlow on Railways, durirîg theSession of 1886, telegraphed,[think,
it is before the Hlouse, with the force imparted to it by te the Legîslaturoe Manitoba, telling thornthe Govorner ii

the bon gentleman, in making his motion, I shall deem it Council would incorporate a good eompany to build tho
my duty to draw the attention of the Government thereto, road. Well, what bas happened? The old company made
and perhaps the Supplementary Estimates will make mani- default. The Governrent without much delay incorporated
fold tbe intentions of the Government. a company by letters patent, on the 22nd of July,

Mr. AUIFÀ. I rus tht th bo. Mnistr o Pulie1886) and gave it the land gi ant, and as somcth ing appearsi
Mr. LXAURIER. I trust that the hon. Minister of Publictohv bencsirdwon oriouptoith

Works will persist in the intention w hih ho bas just ex- orila ter, therpphicn eo orrîentte
pressed, of some day visiting St. Hyacinthe. I am quito me nd tat he, which ws pompthe do enby to
persuaded that, if he doos not find there as many political erument in Auguat of the same year. 1 do not complain
friends as in other portions of the country, ho will meet cf delay on the part of the Government up te that time;
adversaries who will be glad to see him, under any circum- but what bas been doue sinco thon? We bear
stances, and when ho does make this visit it will not be, I tnat the company have orgarized and bave paid
hope, to ascertain whether St. Hyacinthe should have the in 850)000 te the Governmont as evidence of good faith;
public buildings so long asked for-for, according to the but whon there was sncb great urgency, aï;everybedy ad-
remarks jast made, this matter must be about settled, es- mitted there was in 1886, for the construction of this rail-
pecially in the mind of the hon. Minister of Public Works way, why bas there been dol iy? It was only recently,
-but to choose the site where they are to stand. I amwhen we saw a Bil presented to this fouse by the Great
happy to be agreed, for this once, with my hon. friend North-West Cempany te cenflrm their letters patent, that
the Minir.ter of Public Works and the hon. member for w discovered what ray perbaps account for tho dolay. Lt
Baget (Mr. Dupont), on the subject of the need of theseappoars that there was a mistake in the letters patent
buildings at St. Hyacinthe, but there is one point, however, granted te this company by the Uovernment in July, 1886,
on which I am not at one with them, and that is, that the tho charter net being i conformity with the Act ef Parlia-
improvement of St. Hyacinthe is due to the National ment which anthorised it. That admission was made the
Policy. That is most certainly not the opinion of the St. other day by the Minister of Justice, wben ho statod te the
Hyacinthe people. On the contrary, what is now asked Railway Committee that ho had suggested te the incorpor-
for at St. Hyacinthe is not the National Policy, but aters that they would require to getlegisîstion. What 1
Reciprocity. complain cf is that the Government granted a charter in-

Motion adopted.consistet with the lAct authorieSing i. If the Act wa net
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what they wished it to be, why did they not come to the
Hlouse last Session and get the necessary legislation to put
it right ? There can be no excuse for this delay. It can-
not be altogether blamed on the incorporators either, for
when the Minister of Justice advised them to get legislation
to confirm their charter, I cannot be surprised that they
did not or would not go on under the chrter as it stood.
It does seem to me that a great deal of explanation will be
required from the Government as to why they allowed such
an important measure of railway construction to lie abso-
lutely dormant for two years. The enterprise is no further
ahead now than it was in July, 1886. There is no need of dis-
cussing in what way the charter was not in accordance with
the Act; but I may briefly say that the Act required that
the charter sbould provide for the payment of all the legal
obligations of the former company, and the charter nuder.
took to interpret what that meant by defining certain obli.
gations which the new company was to be bound by. I do
not know what Parliament would have stated had it been
asked to define the obligations more distinctly in the Act;
but the Govcrnment defined them by letters patent, and
they have to admit that that part of the charter requires
confirmation by an Act of Parliament. I move for these
papers, and I think they will show that the (Government are
responsible for the delay in the construction of this railway
through that rich portion of the North- West Everything,
apparently, was ready for the work two years ago. The
Minister of Public Works annoanced that everything was
ready; and yet the Government allowed the whole of last
Session to pass without asking this flouse to rectify mat-
ters. Although they have come now for legirlation, we do
not know that the people of that part of the country may
not have to wait two years more before the work of con-
struction is commenced.

Motion agreed to.

MILITARY CHAPLAIN, ST. JOHN, P.Q.

Mr. AMYOT moved for:
Copies of all correspondence between the Government and certain

residents of St John's, P.Q , respecting remuneration for the services
of Rev. M. Aubry, in attendance on, or as Chaplain to the Military
School at St. John's, P.Q.
He said : If the information I have received is correct, the
]Rev. Mr. Aubry, who bas acted as the chaplain of the
school of St. John since the Government bas had charge of
that school, has never received a cent for his services, and
bas besides to pay for driving there and back. The Imperial
Government used to grant $300 a year for the same service.
As I understand, the Rev. Mr. Aubry claims $2 a week, and
that amount has been refused to h. I do not know person-
ally the facts of the case, but I state them as they have
been given to me; and if they are correct, I think it is
unfair to ask for the services of a chaplain and thon to
refuse to pay for them. The chaplain is as well entitled
to remuneration as any other individual, and I think the
Government should not begrudge the small amount he
claims. I hope it will be sufficient to draw the attention of
the Minister of Militia to this injustice to have it remedied.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. I think it would be very much
more convenient to discuss this matter when the papers are
brought down. The hon. gentleman bas referred to infor-
mation which was conveyed to him. In the face of that
declaration, I should not like to contradict any of the
statements ho bas made, without having the papers, which
must speak for themselves, before me. I must, however,
draw the attention of the bon. gentleman to the fact that
under the regulations, which are the law under which the
department must act, no provision is made, and no authority
is given, to the department to pay a chaplain. The report
made to me is that the School of Infantry at St. John

Mr. RDGAE.

attend the religions exercises in the parish church, like
everybody else, and that no extra religious services are
rendered, such as were rendered when the Imperial forces
were stationed in Q iebec. Then there was a special ser-
vice for the force, and naturally such service was remuner-
ated. This is a matter, however, in which I would have
been very happy indeed to have seen my way clear to
authorise the payment of remuneration, if, under the law,
which is above me, as it is above everybody else, I could
have given it. When the papers are brought down, the
correspondence will disclose the action which the depart-
ment has taken in the matter.

Mr. A UYOT. I would have had no objection to wait
until the papers are brought down. but we never know
when they will be brought down. They may take one year
or two years to corne down. I asked for papers last year ;
they are not before the House yet. I will only say that if
no services have been rendered by the Rev. Mr. Aubry,
he is not entitled to remuneration, but if he has rendered
services he certainly is entitled to be paid for them ; and if
the law does not allow it, the hon. the Minister of Militia,
who has power to change the by-laws and regulations of the
Militia, should have them -hanged. It is absurd to pass
by laws which work injustice, and then say that the by-
laws will not allow justice to be done. Let us make the
by-laws in such a way that justice will be done to every
one.

Motion agreed to.

WATER FOR THE M[LITARY DR[LL SEIED AT
QUE BEC.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) moved for:
Oopy of correspondence exchanged between the Government and the

Quebec Oorporation in regard to the water required for the drill shed of
the City of Quebee.
Some time ago, Mr. Speaker, I had inserted in the Orders of
the Day a question, and the hon. the Minister of Militia
did not seem to understand what I wanted. It had refer-
ence to water for the drill shed at Quebec, and he tbought
there was reference to a school of navigation. I meant to
speak of the water necessary for soldiers when on parade.
They require this water from time to time, as is allowed by
the regulations in force, and they mast have water likewise
to wet the earth, so as to prevent the dust from soiling the
uniforms. That was the use of the water I had reference
to. Since that time, the troops have no longer need of
paying for the water which they require, the Government
having been good enough to supply them. My motion,
therefore, is of no avail and I withdraw it.

Motion withdrawn.

DISMISSAL OF GEORGE OLIVIER.

Mr. RINF RET (Translation) moved for:
Copy of ail correspondence, petitions and papers of ail descriptions,

having reference to the dismissal of George Olivier, as postmaster of the
parish of St Agapit, in the Oounty of Lotbinière.
He said: At the last Session, I made precisely the same
motion before the House as I present to-day; the motion
was carried by the House, but no return was made, or at
least none was made to my knowledge. If I revert to the
question again this year, it is because the dismissal of Mr.
Olivier took place under very peculiar circumstances; at
the conclusion of an election for the Local House, in the
County of Lotbinière, wherein Mr. Beaudet opposed Mr.
Laliberté. This election was held almost immediately after
Riel's execution and, from what we could gather, the Gov-
ernment meant to make it a test case. Ani, indeed,
although only a local election, a crowd of agents and friends
of the Government worked in this election, employing every
means to ensure the return of the Conservative candidate,

654



COMMONS DEBATES.

Mr. Beaudet. Not only did they resort to corruption, but
they descended to the most shameful intimidation. Thus
every party in any way depended on the Federal Govern-
ment, such as lighthouse guardians and parties in the
employ of the Montreal Harbour Commission, for the
deepening of Lake St. Peter, were threatened with dismissal
if they voted for Mr. Laliberté. The postmaster of St.
Agapit did not belong to the Conservative party, his views
in favor of the Liberal party being well-known, but all the
same he is a man who busied himself with politics only in
a quiet way, although working his share for his party.
Now, almost immediately after the election, this man was
dismîssed. The protext was, at the time, that the Govern-
ment wanted to shift the post office from St. Agapit. But
this reason was idle, especially if one takes into account the
fact that the charge did not meet the views of the residents
of the parish. It is true that the office was placed nearer
the church of St. Agapit, but this is further from the centre
of business and trade, and the citizens of the parish con-
plain both of the change and the dismissal.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I thought that
my colleague, the Postmaster General, was in his seat, but
I see that ho is not. I am not in a position to reply to what
the hon. member has just said, but still the papers will be
brought down and I am convinced that when the hon.
gentleman will have examined them, ho will find that
what he was told about this dismissal was exaggerated, and
if that gentleman was relieved of his functions it must
have been for good reasons.

Motion agreed to.

FIELD EXERCISE-TRANSLATION LNTO FRENOH

Mr. AMIYOT (Translation) moved for:

Copy of correspondence relating to the translation into French of
the Field Exercise, from the 23rd July, 1879, exchanged both between
the Militia Department and Lieutenant Colonel Audet, and between
one of them and the manager of the Compagnie d'imprimerie Canadienne
of Montreal, and Benjamin Sulte, Esq., and Gilbert Berthiaume, and
any other in regard to this translation.

The documents to which allusion is made in this motion
are as follows:

23rd July, 1879.-Letter of the Deputy Minister of
Militia to A. Audet, offering him, in the name of the
Minister of Militia, the translation of the Field Exercise.

28th July, 1879.-Reply of A. Audet accepting the con-
ditions.

29th July, 1879-Letter of Colonel Panet, authorisin g A.
Audet, in the name of the Minister of Militia, to begin the
translation at once.

16th March, 1880.-A memorandum from the Minister of
Militia to Colonel Audet, instructing him to have the
French translation of the Field Exercise printed by the
Compagnie d'imprimerie Canadienne of Montreal, on cer-
tain conditions.

20th March, 1880.-Letter of Colonel Panet to the
manager of the Compagnie d'imprimerie Canadienne, of
Montreal, proposing the printing of the translation of the
Field Exercise

1st April, 1880.-Letter of Mr. Thibault, manager of the
Compagnie d'imprimerie Canadienne of Montreal, accept-
ing the conditions proposed by the department for the
printing of the Field Exercise.

2nd April, 1880.-Letter of the department to Mr. Thi-
bault, authorising the printing of the translation and in-
forming him that the copy would be furnished by Mr.
Audet.

25th November, 1880.-Letter of Mr. Thibanît to the
department, stating that the Compagnie d'imprimerie had
received fifty pages of the translation of the Pield Exercise.

ilth February, 1881.-Letter of Mr. Audet to Colonel
Panet, stating that the translation was made and sent in at
the end of November or the first days of Docember.

26th March, 1881.-Letter of Mr. Audet to Mr. Benjamin
Sulte.

29th April, 18.-Letter of Mr. Thibault, in the name
of Mr. Desjardins, M. P.

14th May, 188.-Lettcr of Mr. Audet to Mr. SuIte.
24th May, 1881. -Letter of Mr. Thibault to the Depart-

ment.
10th June, 1881.-Letter of Mr. Audet to Col. Panet, in

reply to a letter from the latter, requesting himu to deliver
the whole copy of the translation.

7th July, 1881.-Note of Mr. Benjamin Sulte to the effect
that he had corrected the proofs of the French original as
far as the foot of page 102 in the English.

19th March, 1>85.-Letter of Gebhardt & Berthiaume,
successors of the Compagnie d'imprimerie Canadienne.

These are the chief documents which I requiro. There
are others coming in between, but I trust that they will alt
be brought down.

Sir ADOLPHE CARZON. (Translation.) I understand
that the hon.gentleman produces a list of papers whiuh he
is desirous of having.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I simply read the titles of
the documents in ordor that tbey might appear in Hansard,
but I might send a copy to the department.

Sir ADOLPHE CARON. (Translation.) My reason
is that I do not know which aie the papers forming the
docket.

Mr. AMYOT. (Translation.) I will send to the de.
partment a list of the documents which I rcquire.

Motion agreed to.

CLAIM OF DR. J. A. MORIN.

Mr. AMYOT (Translation) moved for:

Copy of the claim of Dr. J. A. Morin, of St Charles, Bellechasse,
for medical services rendered to Odilon Fournier, brakesman on the
Intercolonial Railway, wounded at st. Charles aforesaid, in the per-
formance of his duties as brakesman, on lhe 28th March, 1885, the ser-
vices lasting from the 28th March, 18m5, to 8th June, 1885, and the
correspondence exchanged on the Bubject.

He said : I make this motion to call the atention of
the Government to a grievous injustice which is just now
being committed. The Intercolonial, which is Federal
Government property, is often the cause of serious acci-
dents. In this case one of the employé-s was bad [y wounded
in the hand; a physician of the neighborhood was called
in; and the services lasted, as I have already said in my
motion, about two months and a half. The doctor had to
amputate three fingers and one thumb, under very difficult
circumstances, and bestowed prolonged attention to the
case, and for ail that he is offered $25. I do not besitate
in saying that if the officials of the Department-for I do
not impute that to the Department itself-were serious
they would not act in that way. Why, $100 would not be
an adequate return for the services rendered by the doctor.
Ilere are the facts as reported to me by the physician him-
self :

"The accident toek place on the 28th March, 1885. The aforesaid
Odilon Fournier had bis hand crusbed in the wheels of a train, and it
became necessary to amputate three fiagers and th- thumb, and treat
the little finger for a compound fracture. In order to save certain
useful portions of the hand, I had to amputate the fingers where they
were halt crushed, and exposed to complications and a long treatment,
a matter of smail importance if compared with the use to which the
stump of a finger may be for a man no infirm. In fact there was in-
flammation and gangrene of the obreds, but, by dint of care, I succeeded
in saving aill the parts preserved ait the amputation. The treatment
lasted to the 8th June, 1885. Then T sent in my aecount for $94.75. It
was returned with a copy of the tariff I maie up the account again,
as much as possible on tle linos of the tariff and figured $110,50. But
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this tariff allowed only $5 for each amputat on of a finger until after
cure I could not, therefore, accept this amount, and was refused more
than $25 The amount might have been sufficient for an amputation
in sound flesh, but not in bruised flesh, where serious complications were
bound te take place and taking long to heal. You will see by the
letters written and the accounts what amount of work I did. I hold
that the company have no right to impose their tarif[ on me. I was
asked to do the work, by the agents ofthe road, -without any conditions,
and hence I deem that they cannot refuse to pay my account as it is,
if not extravagant. I should certainly not have undertaken to do the
work for the price offered me to-day. My account is not exorbitant."

And ho adds the reason wby be fancies ho was not paid,
There is no need only saying it to the House, as it will
probably be guessed at. But I particularly draw the
attention of the Government to the facts. I think that the
physicians employed by Government should be treated
justly, wherever they may be and whatever may b their
views. Ali that should be done is to find out what they
have and pay them accordingly. If the Government refuse
this justice, doctors will decline attending to such cases,
and the public service will suffer thereby.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. (Translation.) In reply
to the hon. member I may say that the information receiv-
ed in regard to the subject comprised in his motion, is that
given by himself, viz,, that Dr. lorin was called to attend
a brakesman named Odilon Fournier, wounded on the
Intercolonial, the 28th March, 1885; that for his services
ho was offered $25, which is said to be in accordance
with the Intercolonial tariff. I do not know what this
tariff is, but at all events Mr. Morin claims $110.50. It goes
without saying that Mr. Morin cannot get the sum of his
account, which ho deerns reasonable, from the department,
and he will have to do, like everybody else in such cases,
put bis demand before the courts. As to the tariff, I cannot
say whether it tallies with that of the medical faculty, or
whether it is a tariff special to the Intercolonial. At any
rate the papers will be brought down.

Motion agreed to.

BAY FORTUNE BREAKWATER, P.E I.

Mr. McINTYRE moved for:
Copy of report of engineer who recently ~examined the breakwater at

Bay Fortune, King's County, Prince Edward Island, with a view to its
extension ; together with copies of all petitions. letters, &e , in relation
thereto.

Ho said: The construction of the breakwater at Bay Fortune
is the result of the voluntary exertions and contributions
of the people there, as it bas not yet received a cent from
the public chest. ln the summer of 1b86, an engineer went
down to the locality and examined the work, bnt there bas
been no report of that examination published, as in ail
similar cases. Why, I do not know. In 1887, last winter,
the people of that section of the country sent a large peti-
tion to the Department of Public Works asking for aid to
finish the breakwater. Thoir means had ail been ex-
hausted, and they thonght that, as they had given so much
of avoluntary kind, the least the Government could do would
be to give them a slight amount of assistance. As I under-
stand, at present, for want of the work being constructed out
to the bar, the water is digging a false channel, but if they
had sufficient means to push the work out to the bar, it
would save the barbor and make a complete work of it. In
connection with the manner in which the water is acting
just now L will read an extract from a letter I received a
few days ago, which will more fully explain it. Thu writer
says :

" Were it not for the promises held out to us by the Government
party we would never have expended so large an amount of labor upon
it, knowing well that it was too heavy an undertaking te accomplish
without some assistance from the Government. The great misfortune
about it is that, not being able to carry the work out to the bar, as we
intended, the cnrrent is aow cutting a faise channel around the outer
end of the breastwork, and, if not stopped, will most certainly ruin the
harbor, if not already destroyed.>"

Mr. ÂAyoT.

The section of the country is a large agricultural and fish-
ing section. It is a wealthy part of the country, and
the people are very far distant from thoir market.
In the fall of the year, the roads leading to that mar-
Ret, which is the town of Souris, are extremely bad.
With a little assistance from the Government, they
could complete the work, which would make the harbor
a good one for the exportation of their produce and
for fishing purposes. I think the public spirit which has
been displayed by those people deserves some consideration
trom the Government, and I trust the Minister of Public
Works, in his Supplementary Estimates, will not forget the
action these people have taken in their own behalf. The
work must be of great importance to them or they would
never have undertaken it. I trust the Minister will see the
necessity of giving these people some slight assistance. It
would not take a large amount now to finish the work,
seeing that, in the winters of 1886 and 1887, the people by
their own voluntary labor constructed no less than 460 feet
of it, and a very short addition would make the harbDr
complete.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I have no objection to the
motion of the hon. gentleman, with this exception, that,
instead of saying "the report of the engineer who recently
examined " this work, it should ho the report of the chief
engineer in connection with it, because the engineers on
the works make thoir reports to the chief engineer, who
repoits to the Government. If the hon. gentleman will
consent to that change, without a formal motion, I have
no objection to its passing. I may say that the examina-
tion was made, and the chief engineer reported upon it,
but, though there was an expression of opinion or wish in
the petition that was sent in, the hope that at no distant
date assistance might be obtained from the Government,
there was no special application for a grant of money. So
the matter bas stood there, but now that the hon, gentleman
has called my attention to it, I will see what the report
says.

Motion, as amonded, agreed to.

SQUATTER'S CLAIM IN THE NORTH-WEST.

Mr. McMULLEN moved for:
Retu.n containing copies of ail letters, correspondence, affidavits,

&c , connected with the location and sale or settlement of N. J, section
16, Township 24, Range 29 West, 4th Meridian, North-West Territory.

H1e said: I desire to bring before the notice of the House
a matter connected with a piece of property in the North-
West, the north half of section 16, township 24, range 29
west of the 4th meridian. It appears that a person named
Topping was a squatter on this land, and a person of the
name of McLeod bought out the squatter's rights, went into
possession of the land, and made some improvements.
The land at this time was not in the market for sale.
When it came into the market, Mr. McLeod went to make
his entry, but to his surprise ho found that a man named
Walker had made the entry and made some payment on it.
He complained to the land agent that Walker had been
permitted to make his entry while ho was virtually in pos-
session of the property; and I believe, according to the
Land Regulations, it became necessary for Walker to file a
declaration stating that there was no one in possession and
that no improvements had been made before ho could be
permitted to enter. If Walker made that declaration, it
was a very improper declaration for him to make, because
it is clear that McLeod was in possession of the lot and had
bought the right of the man I have narned. Mr. McLeod
applied to have Walker's entry cancelled, and to have his
own name inserted as the owner of the property. The
board refused to do that, and McLeod was virtually cheat-
ed out of his property. Re had to give up possession and
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leave the lot. He lived close by for twelve months, and
during all that time Walkernoither went into possession nor
made any improvements. At the end of the twelve months,
McLeod made an application to the land agent to be
permitted to become the possessor of the propeity, paid bis
money and filed the declaration that there was no improve-
ments whatever made by Walker on the property. lIe
waited the full time of twelve months to give Walker all
the opportunity ho could reasonably expect to make im-
provements, but Walker made none. McLeod's applia-
tion was sent forward, but, to his surprise, it was refused.
The Land Board would not consent to give him the lot after
ihe twelve months, during which he had waited, though
Walker had had that time to make the necessary improve-
monts under the statute. These are the statements he
made to me; i am not in a position to say whether they are
all truc or not, but, if they are truc, it evidently shows that
advantage has been taken of this man for some reason. I
cannot say what the reason is, but it is quite clear, if the
s; atements are true-and ho puts them in such a shape that
I am disposed to think they are true-that, although ho
was an ictial settler on that lot, by some influence, which
may have been improper influence, ho was removed from.
that property and it was givcn to Walker, was was put into
possession, but nover made any improvements for a year.
The reason the Land Board refased to give the right
to McLeod was said to be that Walker had stated ho had let
a contract to a man named Campbell to do somo breaking.
Mr. Campbell did nothing, however. He had the whole
year, but there was not a sod turned. Of course Mr.
McLeod expected fully at the end of the year, under those
circumstances, that the privileges would be granted to him.
that were ordinarly granted to any party seeking to become
a regular settler. Still, within twenty-four hours, ho says,
after ho bad made application to become possessor, there
were some four or five teams put on the property for plongh-
ing. Walker pretended to comply with the Land Board
regulations. He claimed that ho had lot this man, Camp-
bell, the contract for breaking, and Campbell had not
carried out the contract, and owing to that fact improve-
monts were not made. Well, if a man simply requires to
prosent a statement of this kind in every ca'e, and that
excuse is accepted, and the actual settler, the inan who has
been in possession, according to the statement ho has made
to me, is virtually turned out-although ho still offers to
preempt and do the work afterward s-I think that is
rather a singular state of affairs. Now, we find that all the
papers have been sent to the Minister of the Interior, and I
say if there is any truth in these statementsit is a very un-
fortunate thing that men who are disposed to become
actual settlers should be hustled around in that kind of a
way. I think if there is any class in the world who should
rective the earnest considerate attention of the Land Board
there, or of the Minister here, it is the men who are pre-
pared to go in as actual settlers and perform the improve-
ments. Now, in moving for the papers which I believe
are in the possession of the Minister of the Interior, I may be
met with the statement that it would be botter to wait
until the papers are brought down in this case. Well, I
have noticed that in many cases, where orders of this
House have been passed, it is very late in the Session, and
sometimes not until the following Session, that we get the
papers. I felt it my duty to draw the attention of the
Minister to this matter now, lest we might not get the
papers during the present Session.

Mr. WHIpE (Cardwell). There is no objection to the
papers coming down, and I have no objection whatever to
the statement the hon, gentleman has made. I think when
the papers come down ho will find that he has been misin-
formed on one or two rather important points. As he has
put bis statement before the House, I may as well state the
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j actual facts as they exist with regard to this lot. Major
James Walker obtained entry for this half section as a
homestead and pre-emption in the spring of 1886. He was
then residing upon the north-west quarter of section 12, in
township 24, range 1, west of the 5th meridian, and, being
w iihin two miles of his homestoad, he obtained the ontry
under the provisions of sub-clause 6 of clause 38 of the
Dominion Lands Act, commonly known as the two miles
radius clause. Subsequently, application was made by one
J. R. McLeod, on whose behalf, I tbink, the hon. gentle-
man makes bis motion really worse, as to those three or
four acres, than if the prairie had never been broken at
all. To obtain homestead and pre-emption entries for the
same land, on the ground that in 1'84 ho had purehased
the squatter's claim of one Richard Jiffing, whoi was allegoed
to have built a house and dine mome p'loughing on the
north-east quarter, McL.od stated that ne had himself also
done some ploughing. The records of the surveys branch
give no indication of these improvoments at the time of
survey, and an examination of the land by the homestead
inspector sbowed that prior to Walker's entry threo and a
half acres would appear to have beon brokeri, but by that
time, not having been cultivated, the area brokon was
overgrown with weeds, and the so-called improvements
were valueless. The land was open for entry in May,
1885, and botween that time and the spring of
1886, when Walker got his entry, a period of
nearly 2 years, McLeod neither rcsided upon the land, nor
applied for entry. There was, thorefore, neither residence
nor cultivation of th'i land at t he timo Major Walker got
h- ently. Tlie land was opencd for entry iu 1885, and if
McLood desired, as a squatter, to obtain any rignt, it was
his duty under the Act to make his application within three
months of the opening of the land for entry ; but betwoen
that time and the spring of 18R6, when Walker got hisentry,
a period of nearly a year, McLeod neuither' resided upon the
land nor applied for entry. T£ho law requires squatters in
advance of survey to apply for entry within six months of
the date when the township is open. In the spring of 1887
McLeod applied to cancel Walker's ertry on the ground
that the latter had failed to break and prepare for
crop the precribed area of ih hlion d qiurter sction

within the first year. 'he in 1 ury inmsaîtuted by t ho Land
Board showed tuat Walkcer had made a contract, just as the
h n. gentleman has stated, with one Campbull, to boak the
land for him in the autumn of 1886, but early frost pro-
vented him from performing it ; and although the pro-
scribed area was not actually broken within the year, a
greater area than the law required was prepared for crop
before the date of inspection, and the Board sustaimed
Walker's entry. The decision was appealed against, but
was finally confirmned by the departmont, after conidoration
cf al] the evidence. 'hese are the facts which will be
shown when the papers come down.

Motion agreed to.

THE QUARANTINE SYSTE q OF CANADA.

Mr. FIS ET. (Translation) I rise to move for the appoint-
ment of a special committee to enquire into the manner in
which the quarantine service of Canada is conducted, as
also into the best means to ho adopted to prevent contagi-
ous diseases from entering into the country, with power to
hear, before the committee, porsons expert in the matter,
the said committee having to make a report. Mr.
Speaker, the motion which I have the hon or of making
is one of the most important on the Orders of the Day.
There is no quiesion in it of money matters, but o the
public weal. Salus populi suprema lex. I may say at once
that, by this motion, I have no mind to blame cither the

quarantine administration or the Department of Agriculture.
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I miy add, on the contrary, that in my estimation, our
quarantine system is second perhaps to only one other in
America for efficacy. Still, it is far from perfert. If I have
undertaken to make this motion, it is because I have been
powerfully encouraged thereto by distinguisbed men of the
medical profession and sanitary bodies, such as the Quebec
and Ontario Boards of Health. I have with me several
letters of eminent physicians approving the scheme, which
I ask leave to read to the House. Here is part, that of Dr.
Lachapelle, of Montreal, Chairman of the Provincial Board
of Health :

PEovINcIAL BoARD OF HALTH,

Da. FIsT, M.P., Ottawa.

PROvINcE OF QUEBZe,
MONTREAL, 14th March, 1888.

DEAn SI,-I whol1j approve of the appointment of a committee of
the medical mon of th e ouse to study the important question of our
quarantine. I am convinced that the information thus obtained will be
uit. important, and I j uige it is the duty of the Legislature to over-

o1ok nothing that would place our quarantine on the most perfect
possible footi The experience supplied by the New York quarantine
ast fail is sufficient to make us appreciate the importance of this

matter.
Your very obedient servant,

E. P. LACHAPELLE.
Chairman.

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, last autumn, when we apprehended
that contagious disease might come to us by way of New
York, Boston or Portland, cholera broke out at New York,
brought by the steamers, we were quite deceived, laboring
under the impression that their quarantine system wue
efficacious, when, on the contrary, it revealed a thorough
disorganization, in fact the New York quarantine is far
being as serviceable as ours. I shall now read a letter from
a dis'inguished practitioner of Quebec, Dr. Catellier, who
is quite experienced in quarantine matters:

QuEBEc, llth March, 1888.
liT D»an DoCvoR,-I cannot do otherwise than applaud your plan

of improving, within possible bounds, our quarantine system. Indeed
l the face of the dangers by which we are threatened, chiefly cholera,
it is quite opportune to busy ourselves with the public healtb, and eu-
quire whether contagious disease may come by wiy of the St. Lawrence,
on steamers transporting passengers aud emigratnts tyour committee
is a serious onu, it will su:ely render service te the pub!ic and to the
Government, ever auxious to divert contagious aisease from the public.

Ever yours,
L. CATELLIER, M.D.

I am happy to add that Dr. Catellier is one of those who
prompted to me the idea of asking for this committee. We
shall next take the letter of Dr. Robillard, of Ottawa, chair.
man of the Board of Health of this city:

Dn. A. K. FIsET, K. P. OTTAWA, 20th March, 1888.

DEAn 8m,-Every measure within the meaning of the motion which
you propose making, asking for a special committee to enqîre into our
quarantîne system and ite administration in our ports, ought to fetch
you the approval ut every sensible person. A question so important to
the velfare of Canadian people, and so full of actual interest, in view
of the gradual encroachment of cholera on the continent, demands the
special attention:of the Federal Parliament, while we ought te establish
measures on such a fuoting as to f restall aIl doubt of their efflcacy.

Your devoted servant,
C. A. ROBILLARD, M.D.

I have a letter from Dr. Montizmbert, the quarantine
medical offoer of Grosse Isle, a distinguished man, who
fully appreciates the importance of sueh a committee as we
shalL see:

71, ST. URsLE ST,
Qualnc, 23rd March, 1888.

DNÂR DR FIeUT,-Pray accept my grateful acknowledgments for your
letter dated the 21st inst.enelosag copy of your notice of motion, and
prparin me for a possible summons to aopear before the committee.

1 need hardly answer you that if so required, it will be a pleasure as
well as a duty for me to give such aid a. I can to secure the best pre-
cantions to prevent Cases Of contagious diseases from entering into the
country.

Mr. FISZT.

It is a mattei, the importance of which ean, in my opinion, hardly be
over.estimated.

"Salus populi suprema lez."
With kind regards,

Yours ever sincerely,
FREDK. MONTIZAMBERT, I.D, F.R.0.8.

I shall now submit a resolution passed by the Provincial
Board of Ilealth of the Province of Quebec, at a meeting
held last month:

PROVINCIAL BOARD OF EALTH,
PROVINCE OF QUEBRE,

76 St. Gabriel Street, S.0.
MONTREAL, 24th Karch, 1888.

Extraet from the minutes of the meeting of March 24, 1888.
Resolved : That the Provincial Board of Health of Quebec, after taking

cognisance of a notice of motion of Dr. Fiset, hi P. for Rimouski, before
the House of Commons, for Monday next, relative to the important ques-
tion of Canadian quarantine, take advantage of this opportunity to cer-
tify their gratitude to the mover for this act of philanthrophy, and to
reiterate to the Government what he bas already communicated to them,
pry ing that they will take euch action as they will deem proper to
shield our people efficaciously, on the receipt of the report of the con-
mittee whieb, we trust, will be appointed to that end.

(Certified,)
ELZÉAR PELLETIER,

Secretary.

As you see, Mr. Speaker, this resolution of the Quebec
Provincal Board of Health is a thorough approval of the
motion now before the louse. The Ontario Board of
Elcalth does the same thing. On the 27th March, 1888, the
secretary addreesed the chairman of the Quebec Provincial
Board of lealth, Dr. Lachapelle, as follows:-

PROVINCIAL BOARD OF EALTH,
TORONTO, ONT., 27th March, 1888.

My DEAR SIn,-You will not have failed to have noticed that at the
last meeting of this Board a report from the committee on epidemics was
adopted, urging this BonId to unite with your Board in pressing upon
the Dominion authorities the urgert necessity there is for having
Grosse Isle equipped, so that the good regulations of 1887 may be made
practicable. 1 underatand that there is danger of there being no grant
made this year for a deep water wharf for making the work of disinfection
possible; and a this is a sine quâ non to rapid and effective work, wilh-
out unuecesqar5 delay, it is desirable that any influence that oui united
efforts can bring to bear, will be brought now, before the supplementary
estimates are published. Wili you have the matter brought before the
'hairn at and your Board, and let me know by telegraph what you will

do, and if a deputation would meetus at Ottawa, and if so, at what date.
Trusting that your Board is meeting with encouraging success in its

work,I 
have, &c ,

PETER H. BRYCE.

Dr. Lachapelle communicated the substance of the present
motion tu Mr. Bryce, on the 29th March, 1888:

CONsEIL PRovINcIAL D'HYGIÈNE,
PROVINCE DU Quianc,

76 rue St. Gabriel,
MONTEEAL, 29th March, 1888.

Pr'rns H. Barcu, Esq.,
Provincial Board of Health,

Toronto.
Are you aware of Dr. Fiset's motion, in the Bouse of Commons, for

special cboumittee to enquire into quarantine service and best preeau-
taons to be taken, with power to examine persons of experience ? Will It
not be better to wait for action of that committee. Willing to join your
efforts.

E. P. LACAPELLE,
Chairman.

Mr. Bryce answered by wire:

E. P. LOiaiRELLE,
Chairman,

Provincial Board of Health,
Montreal.

Tono»To, 29th March, 1888.

Delighted ast cooperation. Learned to.day of Fiset's motion for
committee. Agree that it may be well to wait for a few days for deve-
lepinentsESTER 

H. BRYCE.

I have also the proval of the hon. Senstor, Dr. Ptquet,
member of the Quebec Provincial Board of 'lHealth. The
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newspapers of the Diminion have likewise signified their
approval. Le Canadien, of Quebec, bas a powerful article
in eupport. With the leave of the House I shall read from
the Toronto Mail, of 2nd April, the following article, a little
long, but full of interest:-

"fST. LAWRENO E QUARANTINE

'' That the protection of the country against the introduction of conta-
gious diseases through emigrants from Europe is a matter of the utmost
importance needs no demonstration ; and that the people of our ocan
ports are fully alive to the great necessity which exists for taking every
possible precaution against contagion is shown by the motion of which
notice has been given in the House of Gommons by Mr. Fiser, M P. for
Rimouski. His motion is as follows : 'That a special committee be
'appointed to enquire into the manner in which the quarautine service
'of Canada is carried on ; and also into the best precautions to be taken
'to prevent cases of contagions diseases from entering the countryi,
'with power to examine persons of experience in these matters. The
' said special commitee to report to the flouse.' We are glad that this
matter bas been brought up in Parliament, and have no doubt that the
committee will be granted. It will afford an opportunity for bringing
prominently before the House varions matters which have been from
time to time reterred to in the press, and for directing the attention of
our legislators to views which in Ontario have been frequently expres-
sed in re solutions of the Provincial Board of Bealth, and in the neigh-
boring Province in memorials adopted by the Boards of Trade of
both Montreal and Quebec.

"The reasons why the people of the West should be as anxious about
this matter as those of the bt. Lawrence ports are apparent. In these
days of 'ocean greyhounds ' and short passages, it may very easily
happen that a person exposed in some Liverpool lodging louse or on
shipboard to smallpox, will have reached Manitoba or the Western
étates before the disease, with its incubative period of two weeks, will
have appeared. Our readers will nothave torgotten the case referred to
in the report of the Provincial Board for 1886, in which one batch of Rus-
sian immigrants caused outbreaks of smallpox on the Canadian Pacifie
steamers, at Sault Sainte-Marie, in Michigan, in Manitoba, and in
Dakota apparently by means of their elothing, which had been exposed
on shipboard to the infection from companions left sick at Grosse Isle
quarantine. The strong representations made that year to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture resulted in new quarantine regulations, which were
put into force in large measure in 1887. These demand inspection of
every vessel entering the St. Lawrence; and the Grosse Isle station,
thirty miles below Qnebec, is admirably situated for the performance of
this work. According to the resolutions passed by the Provincial
Board of Ontario at ire last meeting, and which appeared in the Mail
at the time, it would appear, however, that for performing the work of
inspection thoroughly, without a long delay of the steamers, it is neces-
sary that the present wharf be extended into water deep enough at low
tide te allow vessels of the largest tonnage to run alongside, instead of
as at present, either having to be inspected by means ofa steam-lsunch
which runs out to them, or by their auchoring in mid-stream until high
tide This latter delay they cannot be expected to endure, while it appears
that grave dangers, as well as difficulties, attend any attempt to fami-
gate large steamers by the sulphur-blast apparatus as at present operated
from the deck of the steam-launch. If the wharf were extendel the
disinfectant batteries would be stationary upon it, while a rag-disin-
fector and Troy laundry for disinfecting baggage and personal effects
might be conveniently situated for prompt ana effective use. Remem-
bering the lamentable exhibition of want of preparation at the New
York guarantine lest year wheu a choiera ship made its appearance-
which, had it occurred early in the season instead of in autumn, would
almoet certainly have resulted in au epidemic in that port and perhaps
beyond it-we cannot afford to wait until either small-pox or choiera
makes its appearance in the St. Lawrence to test the appliances at
Grosse Isle for handling the hundreds of ships which annually come up
the river. By al imeans let the-enquiry be held, and, if defects still
exist, we trust that, in the interests of national safety, they will be
remedied, and every possible precaution taken to protect the cities and
towns inland, along the lines of immigrant travel, as well as the
Atlantie uandSt. Lawrence ports, from the introduction of epidemic
disease, destructive of life and business alike."

" The Board urges that the quarantines tation of the St. Lawrence be
equipped with the modern appliances now recognized to be essential for
the protection ot the country. These are, to quote from their report :
' Requisite buildings plaeed at th) extreme en4 of the extended wharf
for (a) Fumigating furnace, reservoir and exhaust fan; (b) For locating
superheating chamber to 2300 Fabr; (c) Boiler and steam connection
therewith ; (d) Troy laundry for disinfecting bedding, ahip linen, mat-
tresses, fige, curtains, carpets, rugs, aIl personal baggage and wearing
apparel, which shall be removed from ahips to this building for purposes
of thorough disinfection."

" Before the Quarantine Station an be equipped with these essential
appliances, the wharf must be extended into deep water s as to receive
them, and to enable vessels to come to it to discharge their passengers,
&c., whbn necessary, and to be disinfected. The imperative necessity
for this extension of the quarantine wharf to meet the altered require-
ments of the present we have already urged upon the Government.

" This matter bas also been the subject of strong memorials from the
Boards of Trade of both Quebec and Montreal, based upon the represen-
tations of the shipping interest of thoe ports, which dreads the extra
delay and demurrage from landing everything in ships' boats.

" Cholera is still threatening us from Europe and South America. Its
sudden advent to New York last autumn is fresh in the mem >ry of ail,
and has led to the thorough overhauling of the quarantine station there.

" With al these warniugs pressing uipon their atrent on the Dominion
Government will indieed be utterly without excuse if caught unprepared.
Ana we therefore cal[ upon them to place an amount in the supplemen-
tary estimates for the extension of the quarantine whart' into deep water,
so that as quickly as posýible it may be able to receive steïmships when
necessary and se that those disinfecting appliances may be placed upon
it which are se essential for the protection of the country from epidemic
disease."

This makes three leading journals, Le Canadien, the Mail
and the Chronicle, agreeing to the motion which I have the
honor of making.

A fter Recess.

Mr. FISET, Mr. Speaker, when I closed my observa-
tions at six o'clock, I statod that I had no mind to blame
the Departmnent of Agriculture. This is not a resolution of
censure that I propose ; just the contrary. But we, the
medical men of this House, are of opinion that matters can
always be mended and improved. Neither have I aid that
our quarantine system was defective. I stated, raher, that
it was the second in America, but still far from perfect. I
quoted soveral authorities to show the importance of the
committee which I ask for. I shall make still one more
citation, which will probably determine the Government to
appoint the committee that I solicit. Here is what the
Chronicle, of the lst February, 1888, says. It expresses,
first, the need of being wary this year, and quotes the reso-
lutions of the Ontario Board of Health. Before the citation
the paper says :

" At the last meeting of the board, Dr. Covernton, who like our own
Dr. Montizambert, at this port, is au authority on sanitation and que-
rantine, read the reptrt of committee on epidemic, which at this time,
has an especial significance for us. The report deals is an ample manner,
with the question of additional apparatus required for the more affectual
exclusion of epidemic eiseases at the gate of our Dominion vizs: Grosse
lie Quarantine Station. As the question is one in which every man,
woman and child in our city and province are immediatuly interested,
we republieh it here. It reade thus :

It would, perhaps, take too long to read the whole report;
here is the conclusion :

The reort was ado ted as re.ad and the following series of resolutions

This is what the Quebec Chronicle says, a paper that has were proposed by Or. Ooveruton aud seconded by Dr. Oaaidy.
IWlerea8 the Provincial Board of Heaith of Ontario have rosion for

been strict on quarantine matters: belief that the quarantine station at GrosseIle wonld have great addi-

" We are glad to see by the telegraphic reporte from Ottawa that tional power lu the work cf protecting the inhabitants of our Dominion
there is a notice of motion now before the House of Commons for the adirabe roinesdiu o ertinaho itionved that tii.
appointment of a ' special committee to enquira into the manner in amrbepoiin led noeain ei eovdta h

appontmet cfa 'socia comitte toenqura lto te maner l eowing additionai enforcements ho urged upon the Dominion Goveru-
which the luarantine service of Oanada is carried on ; and, also, into ment, viz
the best precautions t be taken to prevent cases of contagions disses lt. A stam lancli or tug boat cfsufficient sze, streugth sud
from entering into the country; with power to examine persons Of expe- herse power for beardiug lu ail weather, day sud ulght, vessols lu the
rience in these matters. The said special committee to report to the cffing waiting for clearance.
House,' 11nd. Repair sud extension cf the western wharf mnffcient fer per-

" We trust this committee will be acc arded. And that they will, mitting vessels, on heard cf which during the voyage chelers or emali-
amongit other things, report te the House in favor of the strong pex had eccurred, te ride St anchor st low ide during the preua'cf
recommeadations recently made by the Provincial Board of Health of disinfection cf sud slips.
Ontario, which appeared in our columna on the first of last month." I3rd. Requisite buildings bo placed at the extreme end cf the exteuded

wharf fer (a) Fumiegtlng furuace, reserveir sud exhanît fan; (b) For
LwilL have occasion to read the report of the Ontario Board bocaing ènperhuatu>g ehamber to 230 Fahreneit -c) aiwf Te ne proposebr. Gove (d)erronandrsecod D sudy. eam

ol feafh. he hroicl cotine.:oobeloa therquarantine sttoynd ore IleCuld haedga addi-
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linen, mattresses, flqgs, curtains, carpets, rugs, all personal baggage
and wearing apparf, which sball be removed from ehips to this building
for purposes of thorough disinfection.

"4th. That asthe present service is a day and night one for eight
months in the year, and thus the medical superintendent and his assis-
tant are debarred from practice, the salary of the superintendent should
be an adequate one, as also that of his assistant

" 5th. That at the meeting of the Association of Executive Health Offi-
cers of Ontario, convened for the 5th February next, the Members of
this Provincial Board, or a committee thereof, shall bring this subject
before said meeting and suggest th propriety of concerted action on
this matter of guarding against epidemic disease.

" 6th. That the Uhairman be authorized to appoint a cornmittee from
this board to interview the Department of Agriculture at Ottawa during
the coming session of the House of Commons regarding the questions
involved in the above resolutions, and that the Quebec Provincial Board
of HeAlth be invited to join with the committee of Ibis board in the pro.
posed interview."
Thus you see, Mr. Speaker, it is not a simple member of
Parliament who asks cf the Goverrment the formation of a
committee to inquire into the working of our quarantines,
but it is the general public, the most distiuguished physi.
cians of Ontario and Quebec, who ask for it. The Govern-
ment have doubtless doue their duty, but they should
remember that we have at present a perfect system of dis-
infection. The process is quite new, and I arn willing to
believe that the Government have knowledge of these
improved metbods. It is not so long ago, in 1825, that the
efficacy of quarantines was denied. They bad not in those
days the perfected means which we row possess, and the
quarantines of that epoch could not give such good results
as in our day. All is altered now. The system devised
by the renowued Joseph Holt, of Louisiana, is unquesticn-
ably the most perfect in existence. The State of Loiiaria
and the city of New Orleans were looked upon as places
where strangers could not venture withont taking the yel-
low fever, but since the introduction of the Hol system,
New Orleans is no longer a hotbed of epidemie, and, in-
deed, for the past five years, there has been no yellow
fover there,, nor in the neighborhood. This sanitary resuit
is due do the great precautionary measures that were
employed. I may perhaps ae allowed to explain the New
Orleans system. Dr Holt established three quarantine
stations one at 110 miles from New Orleans ; the other, at
103 miles, and the third, at 70 miles When a vessel
reaches a port, the doctor in charge of the quarantine at
the first station goes aboard to examine the vessel care-
fully. If he discovers no contagious disease, or if the vessel
does not hail from an infected port, be at once issues his
certificate, and the vessel goes up to New Orleans. If the
vessel comes from an infected port, but has no sickness on
board, and if its record is good, then it is sent to the third
station, that is, the one that is 70 miles from New
Orleans, although there is no sickness on board. The
vessel is kept in quarantine for a few days, but not beyond
five days, and during that time, it is put through a through
process of disinfection. If, on the other hand, the vessel
is infected, a despateh is at once sent to the principal
station and thence a boat is sent to take the vessel and lead
it to the station that is 103 miles from New Orleans, where
it is thoroughly dieinfectcd. The sick are separated from
the well and they are sent to the next station, that
is at that what lies 70 miles from New Orleans. There,
again it is submitted to disinfection, without, however,
undue detention. Then, finally, a certificate is issued
allowing the vessel to go off the Mississippi.
Owing to these precautions, New Orleans is
today a very healthy city, where there is less sick-
ness than in our Canadian towns. It is worthy of
remark, Mr. Speaker, that all these quarantine expenses,
which are undoubtedly heavy, are borne by the State of
Louisiana. lere it is quite different. Our quarantines are
kept at the expense of the Dominion, and it is that whieh
gives them their superiority over those of the United States.

hle Government of Canada are charged with the quaran.
Mr. FET.

lines of ail the Provinces, the expenses being borne by ail
the Provinces. The burden is much less for each, and less
considerable on the whole. I must say at once, in justice
to the quarantine staff of Grosse Isle and especially to its
chief, who is a personal friend of mine, and whom I deeply
esteem, that they are a Lody of superior officials. I think
that the superintendent of Grosse Isle Quarantine would be
happy to share bis responsibility with a Board of Health.
The Provinces of Ontario and Quebec have already their
respective Boards of Health. Why should not the Dom-
inion have its Board of Health which would divide its
responsibility with the medical superintendent of Grosse
Isle? It isb ardly just that the resporsibility of preventing
contagious diseases from entering that country should bear
exclusively on the shouiders of the latter officer. I am
convinced that Dr. Montizambert would view with favor the
establishment of such a board. Mr. Speaker, I an aware
that the steamers carrying the mails are obliged to
stop at Rimouski for a first inspection. If there are
contagious diseases on board, they are sent to quaran-
tine, but I beg you to notice that this applies only to
the mail steamers. I doubt whether we have sufficient
guarantees at Rimouski. There is an inspector, but he
is alone. ie goes on board ofb is little tugboat, to meet
the steamers from England, loaded with immigrants.
Of course there are none arriving that way at present, but
tbey come to New York in larger numbers than ever. Our
officer at Rimouski performs bis inspection, but the man
mnust return to shore and with the small salary which he
Seceives, can be able to do lis work as he should ? And
even if he were able, lie bas not at Rimouski the means of
disinfection. This is another point to which I call the
attention of the Government, becaue there are not only the
mail steamers, but several lines of steamers on the St, Law-
rence. Now if, as in Louisiana, we had not three stations but
two, we should have a much more perfect system. True, that
this would entail expense, but in the matter of public
bealth the question of expenditure must be met, to estab-
lish a quarantine as perfect as possible. I have been in-
lormed that, this year, the Government purposed making
some outlay for the improvement of the quarantine system.
While going to any expense, why not organize our system
on a perfect footiîg at once? 1 do not know yet whether
the Government share my views. Nor do I know whether
they will grant my motion. At all events, I shall have
performed my duty, and 1 state that if the Government
substitute themselves to the committee, which we ask, I
think they will be making a mistake. After al], since the
American States and the Provincial Administrations take
the trouble of clearing themselves of such responsibility,
by placing it on the shoulders of the Boards of Hlealth in
each Province, why should the Federal Government re-
fuse to be enlightened by men of experience who might
be heard before the conmittee ? The question of expendi-
ture need not deter the Government. The number of' per-
sons before the committee will not be large, but the public
and this louse have certainly the right to be informed
with respect to the guarantees affordeu by our quarantines,
for the prevention of the entrance of contagious diseases
into the country. The public surely have the right of being
enlightened as to the means that are employed to screen
them from contagion. When the public shall have been
thoroughly reassnred; when they teel confident that the
Government are doing all that lies in their power, taking
every measure requisite to prevent the introduction of
contagious disease into the Dominion, one-half Ut the battle
will be won. A patient having imphcit faith in bis physi-
cian is already half saved. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker,
I trust that the Government, in view of my good intentions
and of the benefit which the public wili derive therefrom,
will grant the motion which I propose.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, the hon,

gentleman has introduccd the subject in a very proper way
before this House, and I have no doubt he has presented a
good deal of information to hon. members as well as to the
Minister of Agriculture. I think the hon. gentleman should
rest satisfied with the statement he bas made and withdraw
the motion, because the proposition is really oasting a
censure upon the quarantine system which now prevails.
I think the bon, gentleman does not pretend to flnd special
fault in regard to the quarantine system as it now obtains
in Canada. I believe it is very well managed, very skil.
fully managed and carefully looked after, and the immunity
from disease bas resulted from the watchful manner in
which it has been carried out and shows that the system has
worked well. Like every human organisation it may
be improved, and the Government, especially the Minister
at the head of this branch, will consider well the statements
made by the hon. gentleman, and perhaps it may be that
some of the suggestions made by the hon, gentleman will,
on full examination, meet the approbation and thanks of
the government and the head of that special department.
If this should be the case the Government will, of course,
adopt them. l the meantime I ask the hon, gentleman to
be satisfied with the statement he las made, and with
having submitted information to the House and to the
Government and the country, and not press his motion
further.

Mr. LAURIER. I am sure my hon friend hias no inten-
tion of censuring the Government by making this motion
or in any statements he bas made; but if he bas done noth-
ing more than draw the attention of the Governmont to
this very important subject, the House wilil be indebted to
him for the statements he bas made. I must, with justice to
the Minister of Agriculture, say that ho is doing his very
best, I am sure, to dischargo the important duties of this
branch of his department, but at the same time the system
is perbaps capable of improvement, as my hon. friend has
already stated. I agree with the First Minister that perhaps
my hon friend will allow the matter to rest here and leave
the matter with the Government, and if there is any re-
sponsibility the Government must assume it.

Motion withdrawn.

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS SUBWAY.

Mr. PERRY moved for:

Copy of report of engineers and surveyors appointed to survey the
Straits of Northamberland from Carleton Point, Prince Edward Io-
land, to Cape Jourimaia, New Brunswick, during the summer of 1887,
with the view of ascertaining the practicability of building a subway
across the Straits.

fie said: I desire to direct the attention of the House to
the fact that this question has been brought before Parlia-
ment on previous occasions, I am sorry to say with the
same results each time, and that is the adoption of a do-
nothing policy. Nothing tangible has yet been done, and
no attempt has yet been made to carry out the arrange-
ment made between Canada and Prince Edward Island, at
tho timetof Confederation. It is well known that years ago
this question engaged the attention of the Local Legislature
of Prince Edward Island, and as far back as two years ago
a deputation composed of the leading members of the Island
Government were sent to England with these complaints,
and with an address to Her Majesty, praying that Her
Majesty would interfere and compel the terme entered into
at Confederation to b carried out by Canada. Nothing so
far has been done. Yet the summer following, I be-
lieve, surveys were made for a subway from Cape Traverse
on the island side to Cape Tormentine, and the report of
the surveyors and engineers is rather favorable to the
praoticability of building a subway aoroes the straits. From'

. my place lat Session I had the privilege of asking the Gov-
ernment if it was their intention to cause further surveys

à to be made, and the First Minister who loads this House
3 answered simply no, that it was not the intention to cause

any further survey. This question was asked iii view of the let-
ter which the right hon.gentleman had written about a week
and a balf before the general election to Sonator Howlan,
of Prince Edward lsland, no doubt with a view to inflaenee
the elections at that time. The hon. gentleman in his
place stated that ho really wrote that lotter in answer to a
letter from Senator Howian, but tho face of the letter it-
self conveys a contradictory view, becatuso it is in answer
to our conversation. I believedi tbo hon, gentleman at the
time when he wrote that lotter wasi in earnest, but I now
find ho is not in oarnest. that ho has no fixo policy with
regard to carrying out the ternis of Coniederation with the
island any more than the (iovernnient of the day have in
regard to roeiprocity betwcon Canada and tlhe United
States. At one tine the righlt on. gontlenan said we
shall not have further survey s made, and yet lait summer
we were told there were surv'eys noýdo tom Carleton Point
on the island, about two miles west of Capo Traverse, to
Cape Jourimain, in No Br'unswick, about oneand three.
quarters or two miles west of Capo Tormentine. I am
told that this report is a very favorablo one. I have not
seen it, but I have seen a skotch of it in the Conservative
press, in the Summerside Journal and the Daily Examiner
of Charlottetown, papers which are no doubt in the con-
fidence of the Goverurnent and papers which support the
Government. But nothing has yet bicn done; the Govern-
ment have not decided in the iatter. On going a little
further into this question I t' d tlîîiaho the dolk gion sent
from Prince Edward Idland to IIer Majesty hal to face the
opposition of the in, Finance Minister, at that time
Canada's H1igh Commissioner in England. He grve the
delegate of the island ail the opposition that his eloquence
could give on that occasion. But, Sir, I think he is bound
down by his own statement of the policy with regard to
this subway and that he is bound to carry it out. Now,
Sir, here are the words of the bon, gentleman on that
occasion :

''Messrs. Sullivan and Ferguson admit in a subsequent paragraph
that the island bas prospered as they put it ' notwithstanding the in-
action of the Dominion Government. This statement, in view of what
has already been stated, may be left to take care of itselt; but the object
of their representation appears to be to secure the laying of a metallic
subway across the atraits of Northumberland, through which the rail.
way communication could be effected, 'the cost of which undertaking'
Messre. Bullivan and Ferguson say, 'would not exceed a sum which
it would not be unreasonable to ask the Government of Van ada to ex-
pend.' If it can be shown that such a work is practicable, that it can
be constructed for a resonable outlay and main tained without a large
expense, the matter seems to be one that may fairly be placed before
the Canadian Government for consideration."

I do say that the island bas prospered notwithstanding ail
the obstacles thrown in the way of its prosperity by the
Dominion Government not carrying out the agreement. I
am not bore prepared to say that the imland did not prosper.
We do not come bore to beg from the Goverunment, but we
simply want what is due the people of our Province and
what the Government by solemn contract bas promised. I
suppose they are waiting for the isiland people to threaten
rebellion and I suppose it is the only practical way we can
get our rights. Are we to have instances of this kind from
day to day and from week to week ? Iere in this extract
which I have read we have the High Commissioner binding
himeclf and binding the Goverument of the day to carry
out their promise and I want the Government to pronounce
upon this question. Now I would like to ask the Govern-
ment how far they have gone in the consideration
of this matter ? I suppose they will tell as that they
had a survey in 1886, that they have had another
survey in 1887 and that they had au Act before Par.
liament two years ago inoorporating a oompany to
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build this subway. I am told, and I have reason to~know
that a Oompany has offered the Government te build that
subway provided the Government gives th-em a certain
amount of subsidy, That subsidy is asked for Prince
Edward Island in order to enable the Government to carry
out the terms of Confederation, but yet we are told that
Prince Edward Island bas no subsidy to get. When a
subsidy is required in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Quebec
or Ontario, there is any amount of money te be got for
subsidies in these Provinces, but there is nothing for Prince
Edward Island, even though it is to enable the Government
te carry out a sacred compact made with the people of
Prince Edward Island at the time of Confederation. They
tell us, when we ask our just rights, that there is no money
for a work of great magnitude that is necessary te enable
the Government to carry ouL the terms of Confederation
with that Province. We heard a great deal about loyaity
the other day, and let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, and let me
tell this House, and lot me tell the Goverrnment more par-
ticularly, that the people of Prince Edward Island are
loyal subjects to Her Majesty Queen Victoria. They are
loyal subjects, but I am sorry to say I would not vouch
much for their loyalty to the present Government until
they carry out the promises made at Confederation. Sir,
in another little corner of this document, when the Righ
Commissioner on that occasion is introducing the delegates
from Prince Edward Island to Earl Granville, he bays:

"l esors. Sullivan and Ferguson conclude their rejoinder by saying:
'With regard to the claim for compensation by reason of the non-
fulfilment of the terms of Confederation the undersigned submit that a
review of the facts adduced will conclusively show 1hat the island has
suffered great loss, and is therefore entitled to indemnity. " it the first
place it is incorrect to say that the terme of Confederation have not

een complied with. "

I would like te ask this louse if the terms of Confeder-
ation have been complied with in this case ? Sir Charles
Tupper, the High Commissioner, says that the terms of
Oonfeaeration have been applied in every other case. That
is doubtful. It is an assertion which may admit of argu.
ment, but the faot remains that the terms of Confederation
have not been complied with seo far as Prince Edward
Island is concerned, and that the Government bas not made
even a decent effort to carry out the terms of Confederation
with that Province is an establisbed fact. It is a fact that
since 1873 the terms of Confederation have not been fu!-
filled on the part of the (overnment of Canada to the people
of Prince Edw ard Island. Sir, I contend that the people of
Prince Edward Island are not in a position to keep up with
the progress of the rest of the Dominion; that they are net
in direct communication with the Dominion, that we are now
for three monthe without baving steam communication from
the island te the mainland, and we have to drag our bodies
the best way we can in those open boats. The Govern-
ment have net half the requirements necessary te carry
pasengers across the straits and we have to use half a
dozen boats exclusive of the Government boats in order to
carry those paseengers f rom one aide tIo the other. Is that
what the people of that Province ought te expect ? Is that
what the people of New Brunswick ought to expect from
the Government which renders it impossibe for them te
visit their neighbors across the straits of Northumberland ?
Is that what the travelling agents of the manufacturera of
Ontario ought te expect from the Government that they
are net able te cross the straits and offer their samples to
their good customers of Prince Edward Island ? la this the
way the Government intend te redeenmand carry out their
solemu pledge te the people of Prince IEdward lWand? If
there wàs one tbing more than another that induced the peo
pie of the island to enter Confederation it was upon the
solemn promise that the Government had their right hand
held out to sist them. They entered Confederation because
they rlied upo thepromiseinUd.ty the ovenment *t

IL4 aMT.

tbey were to have continuons communication between the
island and the-mainland. This was the promise that induced
them partitularly tojoin Confederation. What has the result
been ? Up to this day the people of the island have been
neglected and the promises made them have not been
carried out. Up to this day when they ask the Govern-
ment to carry out the terms of Confederation they are told
" we have no money." I am here to state to hon, gentle-
men on the other side of the House, to the Government, and
particularly to the Minister of Marine and Fisheries-and no
one knows better than he does, if he knows anything at all
-that the terms of Confederation have not been carried
out, and that not even an attempt has been made in this
direction. The Minister of Marine and Fisheries appears to
know very little about the navigation between the island
and the mainland. He appears to not even know how
many trips the steamers make there in the year. When I
found fault with the Government for having paid a large
amount of money to the steamer Neptune, and when I asked
them about the matter in Parliament last year that gentle-
man defended the action of the Government and stated that
the steamer Neptune had plied aeroes the straits two and a-
half months. What does the return of his own Department
show ? It shows that that steamer commenced to cross on
the 20th December and made her first trip, and that she
made her last trip on the 4th of February. Yet the hon.
gentleman said that the steamer crossed for two months
and a-half. Does he call that two months and a-half? His
words are in black and white in the liansard. It is a good
thing we have a ffansard in this Parliament in order to
hold the hon. gentleman to his words. This shows all the
hon, gentleman knows about his department, but I suppose
he will not deny his own return, which shows that his
statement was not correct, but that he was astray one
month. Well, Sir, the Earl of Granville was aware that
the people of the Island desired to induce the Dominion
Government to carry out the terms with Prince Edward
lsland. On that subject Earl Granville said:

"I explained to them that the Queen had no power, either by statute
or otherwise under the Constitution of Canada, to give any direction in
this matter, and that, therefore, I should not be able to advise Her
Majesty (who has been pleased to receive the Address very graciously)
to take any action upon it, but that it would give me much satisfaction
if, by the exercise of any friendly offices which I could tender, I should
be able to contribute to the settlement of a question in which the Pro.
vincial Government were so much interested, I added that I had con-
fidence in the friendly spirit in. which the matter at issue would ýbe dealt
with on both sides, and this led me to hope that some acceptable
arrangement might be come to"

I would like to ask the Government if they have made one
decent attempt toe carry out these suggestions ? Earl Gran-
ville winds up by saying:

" It would reflect great credit on the Dominion Goverument If, after
connecting British Columbia with the Eastern Provinces by the Oana-
dian Pacifc Railway, it should now be able to complete its system of
railway communication by an extension to Prince Edward Island."

But, Sir, all these good offices on the part of Jarl Granville
have been disregarded by the present Government. I sup-
pose we may b. told that they will do something to-mor-
row; but to-morrow never cornes with these gentlemen so
far as Prince Edward Island is coneerned, and I am afraid
it is not going to come for some years yet. Now, if the
Dominion Government intend to carry out the terms of
Confederation, I hope they will take steps to do so without
any further delay. They have bad two surveys across the
stiraits, and we know that an effort has been made by a
company to bildhthat sabway'provided a subsidy is given.
D tnng the last Parliament one of the 8anators, I think
iemndorowlan, stated-in the Senate Chamber that not a
memberfrom tite ianid had said anything in hie place in
favorofthatanbway. I am here to contradiet that state-
msnt. Te Bamard wili prove thbat every member from
Pnoes dwrd hilandowho spokeaon the -question spoke
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forcibly in favor of the terms being carried out by the
building of the subway if it was practicable. I say that
was a wrong statement to make; it was done, I suppose,
with the view of making it appear that the members from
Prince Edward Island, because they belonged to the Grit
party, were not favorable to the welfare of the island.
We find that on nomination day the hon. Minister of
Finance telegraphed to Hon. Donald Ferguson, who was a
candidate in the interest of the Government, to say that the
Government were desirous of carrying out the work of the
subway. What does that mean ? Does it mean anything
or nothing ? There was one thing it meant, that was, to
defeat the Liberal candidate. It had not the effect of doing
that, but it had the effect of showing that the Government
failed to carry out the solomn promises they had made.
The hon. Minister of Finance furthor telegraphed to Mr.
Ferguson as follows:-

" On the platform on nomination day I came 'out very strongly in
support of connecting Prince Edward Island with the rest of the Dom-
inion.''

I suppose ho meant by stearm. Ho left out the word steam,
but I do not see any other way of making the connection.
The climax was his last telegram, as follows :-

" It i necessary, in the interest of the Government, that the island
should send a united phalanx to support the Government."

No doubt, in the interest of the Government, but not in the
interest of Prince Edward Island. Taking all these things
into consideration, I think the peoplo of Prince Edward
Island had a right to expect that the (Government were
sincere and were determined to carry out the terms ot Col.-
federation with respect to the island. No doubt they are
very comfortable on the Treasury benches, because they are
not so unfortunate as the poor farmers and the poor fisher-
men, because they get their $8,000 a year without having
to pay a single cent of taxation. I can tell them that if
they expect the people of the island to be contented and
bappy, and to consider themselves as part and parcel of-the
Dominion of Canada, they must carry out the terms of Con-
federation. The people of Prince Edward Island, although
they are only few in numbers, are not to be despised. They
are Britih subjectes; they are descendants of people who
have fought for their rights and liberty ; they are descend-
ants of people who have exterminated the landlords who
had no right to the soil; and the Government are almost
tempting the people of the island to go back to their previous
positIon. I am here to state what the people of the island
have a right to get and what they have not got, and I state
it above board. I hope the Government will lose no time
in laying upon the Table this report of the surveyers, com-
missioners and engineers, and I believe it will warrant
the Government to commence operations, and subeidise that
company to build the subway with as little delay as possible.
I am told that a company is now exploring the straits
between West Point, P. E. L, and Richibuoto Head, with a
view of establishing continnous steam navigation there. Io
the Government not cognisant of this fact ? Are tliey so
ignorant of the condition and welfare of the people of
Prince Edward Island as not to know that this is gôing on ?
I suppose I will be answered one of those days that they
know nothing about it and care just as little. But, as I
snid before, I hope the Government will take warning; I
hope that they will go to work and that there wilL be no
to-morrow policy in this matter, but a policy of immediate
advance. I hope they will show by their action that
they are in earnest, for they have had sufficient surveys
made there to know whether it is possible to build. a sub-
way or not; and if the reports are such that the Govern-
ment will be warranted in building the subway, if the!
sobeme is practicable, and the cost is not beyond a reason-1
able figure-and according to Messrs. Ferguron anl Sulli-,
van the island was entitled years ago to 85,000,000 for the

neglect of the Government in carrying ont the terms
of Confederation-the Government should not lose
any more time. There is nothing now to cross the
straits with. The Northern Light has been fast in
the ice for over three months, and is not fit to
make a trip when the ice is in any way strong. The
Government know this, and yet they have the audacity
to tell us she is the best boat they can get. Years ago,
when she was new they ran her down, but now, when she
is wrecked like their own policy, she is the best they can
get for the work. I suppose we will ho told that the people
of Prince Edward Island are not ontitled to any consider-
ation because they have sent hore six mon in Opposition.
Well, the six mon are British subjects and white mon, mon
who have a right to be here, mn who wero sent hero by
well-to-lo constituents, and constituenfts who .re not of the
character which the hon. member for Annapolis gave to his
constituents. I was amued to hear him say the other day
that to his constituents books ad papors were a luxnry;
and I dare Ray if they rend more than they do, they would
sond somebody elso bore to represent then bsoides that
hon. gentleman. The people of the island are a roading
people, and what is better they have common sense and a
good spirit as to their rights. Their rights they must get,
if not from this G-overnment, T hope from the next, and I
trust the time will not bo lonig before we have another
Governmont.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I thoutght the hon. Minister of
Public Works might have taken advantage of the occasion
to state to the louse and the country wh'ýthr any other
arrangements have been made for carrying on the construe-
tion of a public wharf at Cape Tormentine, a contract for
which the hon. gentleman entered into some years ago. The
hon. gentleman knows that three or four years ago a sum
of money was voted for the construction of a railway from
Cape Traverse to conneet with the main trunk line on the
island, with the object of building a very long pier or wharf
there, and another on the New Brunswick side, in order
finally to have a steam ferry there in the summer monthe,
and, when possible, in the winter months. The wharf was
built on the island side. I dare say the hon, gentleman has
some report on the work and is aware it requires exten-
sion. On the New Brunswick side a contract was entered
into some years ago, and the work was commenced, but after
a hundred yards was partially constructed the contractors
abandoned the work altogether, and it is now lying in a
dilapidated condition which is really pitiable and humiliat-
ing. Is it ths intention of the Government to prosecute
vigorously that work the coming summer, or have they made
up their minds to abandon it altogether ? I thought it was
possible, in view of the important promises which the hon.
the Minister of Finance made just previous to the last
elections, that ho would consider most favorably the con-
struction of a subway, and in view of the letter which the
leader of the Government wrote to the people, saying that
a survey would be made of the straits to ascertain whether
the construction of a subway was practicable, that the hon.
gentleman might have abandoned the construction of this
pier for the larger scheme. Of course, if ho has, from
information that the work is practicable, come to that
conclusion, I will only be too glad to support him, but if
not, £ will ho glad to learn that the old scheme is to be
carried out and prosecuted vigorously. I can only express
my regret that the hon. t be Minister of Marine is not in his
place, because I would like very much, after the speech of
my hon. friend w*ith refererce to the communication be-
tween Prince Edward Island and the mainland, to have
hoard from him what action the department has taken with
the view of constructing another boat to supplement the
Northern Liçht. I heard it casually stated that they were
going to spend a large sum of money on the steamer
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Alert, snd was very glad to hear that contradicted by
somebody who professee to know, because I wish to express
as strongly as I eau my disapprobation of such a course.
I have hoard it rumored since that the department
are about to cail for tenders for the construction of a larger
and better boat to supplement the Northern Light. I hope
that rumor is true. I was in hopes we would have had an
official statement made to night by the hon. the Minister
of Marine, because after the plain, practical and convincing
statements made by rmy han. friend, based as they are upon
historical facts and upon the declaration made by the High
Commissioner to Earl Granville as to the intention of the
Government, and upon the suggestion which Earl Granville
made to this Government, I hopel we would have heard
tonight what the poîicy of the Government is. I think
my bon. friend bas made out a complete case, and has put
the House in full possession of the facts, and I do think
our long.suffering people are entitled to have their griev-
ances in this very serious matter removed. We have been
year after ytar pressing this matter, and I am sure the
House does not want me to go over the old story, and I am
not going to do it agan to-night, because my hon. friend
has anticipated me ani has put, the points better than I
could, but 1 do hope to bave some assurance trom the Min-
ister in reference to that wharf, and, if he can give itin
the absence of the Ministor of Marine, some information as
to the action of the D 'partmcnt of' Marine in reference to
the construction of an:other steamboat.

Sir RIECTOR LANUEVIN. I was about to rise juet now,
when I saw the hon gentleman wished to say a few words,
and I taougLt it better he should speak tirst so that I
might answer both gentlemen-the mover of the resolu-
tion (Mr. Perry) and the member for Queen's (Ur. Davies)
-at the same time. In answer to the last question of the
hon, gentleman, I may say that the contract for the wharf
or pier at Cape Tormentine was broken by the Govern-
ment because the contractor did not proceed with the work
quickly and evidently could not go on. Under those cir-
cumstances we called for new tenders, and have given a
new eontract. The contract has been signed, and I under-
stand that the contractors are men who are quite able to
perform the work, which will be proceeded with with all
due vigor.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E I.) Will the hon. gentleman state
who they are ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I do not remember now.
When the Estimates come on, I shall be able to give the
names. As to the boat, I cannot positively say, but, as far
as I recollect, the intention of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries is to provide a new boat. In reference to the
remarks of the mover of the motion, I may say, first, that
there will be no objection to bring down the papers, and
second, that the survey made in 1886 was communicated to
the flouse and hon. gentlemen know what was the result
of that survey. The hon. gentleman complains that no
work hu been done in the direction of constructing a sub-
way. I do not suppose he expected that we woulJ pro-
ceed in that way. He knew, and I think the hon. gentle-
man who spoke last stated, that the Minister of Finance had
made a statement that we would give our attention to that
work, and that we would have new explorations made to
see whether the work was a feasible one or not. Well, I
arm glad to say that the last survey, which was made in
July and August, 1887, bas given a much botter result than
the first survey of 1886, ard, if we go on in that way,
improving all the time, we shall find the distance very
emall.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) By the next election.
Sir HECTOR LANGEVIT. I did not esay that. The

hon. gentleman says so, and I arn glad to hear him fix a
Mr. .DÂvIs (P.E.I.)

date, because the Government of course will thus know the
wishes of hon. gentlemen on the other side. The engineer
in the month of August took a series of borings in a line
from Carleton Point to a point in New Brunswick, I think
Munsey Point. The greatestdepth of water found is ninety-
one feet, the bottom is more favorable than on the line of
soundings taken in 1886, and the distance is six and a half
miles, which is one and a half miles less than on the line of
borings takea in 1886. This shows that, as I said, if we go
on in that way, we shall find the distance very small, and I
think that in any case this result is much more favorable
and must please hon. gentlemen so far, at all events,
as the survey goes, as it shows that, if the matter has ben
left over for a year to obtain new scundings and new
measurements, the time has not been lost in vain, that we
have obtained a much botter line by this survey than we
had in 1886. I have no objection to the granting of the
motion.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I would like to be permitted to ask
the hon.gentleman whether the resuit of the survey has been
so satisfactory as to induce him to believe it to be right and
proper that he should propose a subsidy or a vote to the
House to carry the work out, either by means of a company
or by Government contract ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am afraid that is a ques-
tion which I cannot answer immediately. I think it is one
of those questions that must be left to the cornsideration of
the Government, and the hon. gentleman may be sure,
after the surveys which we have made, that the Govern-
ment will give to the matter their bost consideration.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I fear we cannot hope for any-
thing in the supplementaries ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. That is a pleasure left for
the hon. gentleman to discover.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Have the Government any offers
from any company to build a subway for any particular
sum?

Sir HlECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not aware. There
may have been some offer of that kind in the Railway
Department, but I am not in a position to answer that
defiri ely.

Motion agreed to.

NEWFOUNDLAND AND CONFEDERATION.

Mr. LAURIER moved for:
Oopies of aIl correspondence exchanged between the Government of

Canada and the Government of Newfoundland concerning the admission
of Newfoundland into the Confederation.

He said: 1 have no intention to comment on the subjeet
at this moment. My only object is to have as soon as
possible before the House the papers on that important
question.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I hope the hon. gentleman
will not insist upon his motion after what I shall say. This
matter is now engaging the attention of the Government,
and, as the hon. gentleman will see from the newspapers
that a delegation is coming to Carada about this matter,
we think the public interest would not allow us to lay this
correspondence now before Parliament.

Mr. LAURIER. If I understand from the hon.
gentleman that the correspondence is still going on,
that it js not yet in a fit condition to be published, I will not
press my motion.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. It is not.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGUIT. The Minister, I sup-
pose, has no objections to inform us whon he expects the
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delegation to arrive, and perhaps ho might give ns the
names of the gentlemen, if ho has been made acquainte
with them in advance.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I arm not able to give the
names of the gentlemen who will form the delegation, nor
the precise date of their coming to Canada, but I suppose it
wili be about the end of this month.

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps the hon. gentleman could
tell us whether the Parliament of Newfoundland has
authorised the delegation, or whether their Parliament has
given any authority to a delegation to come here.

Sir HECTOR LINGEVIN. I am not able to give that
information.

Motion withdrawn.

MERBER INTRODUCED.

The following member, having previously taken the oath
according to law, and subscribed the Roll containing the
same, took his seat in the louse:

DATt BISRoP MEIGs, Esq., Member for the Electoral District of Missis-
quoi, introduced by Hon. Mr. Laurier and &Ir. Fiader.

ASSISTANCE TO WRECKING VESSELS.

Mr. EDGAR moved for :
Copies of all papers, &c., with reference to : 1. The refusal of the

United States authorities to allow Canadian wrecking vessels and ma-
chinery to assist Canadian vessels while in distress in United 8tates
waters. 2. The refusal of the Canadian authorities to allow United
States wrecking vessels and maclinery to assist United States vessels
while in distress in Canadian waters.

He said: There is a Bill before the flouse standing, I
think, for its second reading, introduced by the hon. mem-
ber for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), which relates closely
to this subject, and I sincerely hope the hon. member will
press his Bill, and that it will receive the support of both
sides of this House. is Bill is to permit American vessels
to aid vessels which are wrecked or disabled in Canadian
waters. I suppose that that Bill would not have been ir-
troduced by that hon. gentleman unless the Canadian au-
thorities had hitherto prevented Amerioan vessels from
aiding wrecked or disabled vessels in Canadian waters. I
have no doubt, however, that the reason why the Canadian
authorities took this exceeding harsh lino was because the
American Government prevented Canadian vessels from
assisting vessels which were wrecked in American waters.
I think it wili be of considerable advantage to this
House, in the consideration of the Bill to wbich I have
referred, if these papers are biought down, 0 mUch, at
least, as the Government feel at liberty to brîng down,
and I hope they will bring them all down. The
motion refers not only to correspondence and Orders in
Council with reference to the refusal of the United
States authorities to allow Canadian wrecking vessels
and machinery to assist vessels in Amerfcan waters,
but also as to the refusal of the Canadian authorities
to allow Americans to do so, so that we will have both
features of the case before us when we have these papers.
i have no doubt, as I said before, that the Canadian author-
ities could not have adopted the harsh measures which they
have in this matter, and which are to be cured by this Bill,
unless the Americans had done the same, but I find in the
United States Congres they do not take exactly that view
of the case. They seem to think that the Canadian Govern.
ment has acted much more harshly towards them than they
have acted towards the Canadian Government. lowever,
the papers will-show how that is. But in order to show
the House the view that is taken of the matter on the other
aide, I will refer to a resolution whieh waa introduced into
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the House of Representatives by Mr. Nutting, early in the
month of February. In that resolution it is recited:

" Whereas, it 1a alleged that the Canadian authorities for years have
refused, and now refuse to allow American wrecking vessels and ma-
chinery to assist American ressels while in distress in Canadian canals
and waters."

So far, I take it, ho must be eorrect, or else the Bill of
the hon. member for Frontenac would not be necessary.
le thon goes on to make an allegation, which I confess, I
very much doubt, but he says:

"And it is alleged further that Oanadian wrecking vessels and ma-
chinery have beea, and now are allowed to some into American waters
and assist any vessel there in distress."

Now, whether that is so or not, we will perhaps find ount
when this correspondence is brought down. But ho quotas
a couple of letters from American vessol owners and cap-
tains which show certainly the great hardship to them of
the practice of the two Governments. One is a letter from
Oswego, dated Lst February, 1888, by Mr. John K. Pope.
lHe says:

"On or about the 3oth day of September, 1881, 1. being controlling
owner of steam-barge 'hompson Kingsford, was notified that she was
uhore at Wellington, Ont., and immed=ate assistance was needed. I
informed our wrecker, Kr. Allan, who expressed himself ready to start,
providing the Canadian authorities would give him permission to work
in their waters. I therefore applied by wire to the hon. Minister of
Marine at Ottawa, and after a long defav was informed that the assist-
ance needed could be procured at Kingston, and the applioasen was
denied I thought the treatment was severe, especially as my tugs were
all ready to go, and we could bave got the barge out of danger in 24
hours. As it wqe, during h, delay, or rather by the dely, in waiting
for an answer, she was subjected to a severe gale, causing great damage
and eventually costing us about $1,200 more than it would if we could
have doue the work ourselves. A gain, about the 19th day of August
1882, the same barge was sunk in the Bay of Quintô by collision, and I
again made application to go to her relief with my own appliances,
and was again refused."

Thon another letter was quoted by Mr. Nutting, which was
sent to him by Albert Quonce, also of Oswego, dated lst
February, 1888, in which Mr. Quonce stated:

" At the suggestion of Mr. Allan I make the following statement:
On or about the 3rd day of November, 1882, the schooner Camanche, of
which I was controlling ow ner, was sunk in the Welland Canal, near
Port Colborne. Altiough Bluffalo was but twenty miles from her and
assistance could have been secured in six hours, we were told that Am-
erican assistance would not be permitted, although at that moment the
steami pumps were loaded and ready to come. The result was we had
to wait for assistance from Amherstburg, nearly three bundret miles
distant, and causing a delay of three days. Owing to the delay the
vessel's cargi swelled and sprung ber entire deck up, and almoat ruined
the vessel."

These statements will show the view taken on the other
side, of our harsh law, and I am sure if we can do anything
to secure an improvement for the sake of common human-
ity as well as for the sake of commercial friendship with
the United States, the Government will hasten to bring
down these returns so that, if possible, we may have ther
before us when considering the Bill of the hon. member for
Frontenac (Kr. Kirkpatrick).

Mr. BOWELL. I would suggest that in the flrst para-
graph the words " not already brought down," be inserted
after the words "departmental orders." Some years ago
a large amount of correspondence was laid before the
House, and I do not suppose it is necessary to duplicate the
return.

Sir RICHARD CA RTWRIGHT. Was the return printed ?

Mr. BOWELL. I think it was; I know it was, because
I have a copy of the printed return on the table in my
office.

Mr. EDGAR. When was the return made?

Mr. BOWELL. I am not sure, I cannot say the year,
but I can furnish the information. lowever, ail the oor-
respondence and orders made in regard to this subject will
be brought down, other than those which have already bean
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laid before the House. I might state in connection with
this subject that much of the complaint made by bon. gen-
tlemen in Congress and also made in the Ameuican news-
papers by those engaged in the wrecking and tugging basi-
ness in the United States, is not based altogether
upon facts. I may add that the first order that was
issued, refusing to allow American tugs and wreckers to
operate in our waters, was issued by my predecessor when
Mr. Mackenzie was leading the Government of the country;
and further that instead of the present ýiovernment having
adopted, in the language of the hon. gentlemen opposite,
harsih and almost inhuman measures and enforced them,
the orders have been materially modified since I have had
the honor of being at the head of the Customs Department.
In no case in my recollection where a vessel has been
what is termed in actual distress have Axmerican vessels or
American appliances, whether pumps, tugs or wrecking
appliances, been refused, it bas been done only in cases
where there have been absolute wrecks or beyond imme-
diate danger of destruction, such as those referred to by the
hon. gentleman and by Mr. Pope, of Oswego, where a vessel
was reported to be in a position that very little dam-
age would acrue to the hull or any portion of it until Cana-
dian assistance could be procured. Take for instance the
case to whicb the hon. gentleman has referred and to which
Mr. Pope, of Oswego, referred. That case was one in which
the appliances, which were ready to go to the aid of that
orow from Kingston, could have reachel the vessel jast as
soon as appliances which were in Oswego, and in fact much
sooner, because the vessel was on our shore ; but the fact
was that the vessel that had been wrecked belonged to
parties in Oswego who have their own applianuces and who
wished to save the expense attending the employment of a
Canadian wrecker. Whether reciprocity in wreeking should
be adopted is a subject which will com more pertinently
before the House when the Bill presented by the hon.
member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) is under discuý-
sion. If the hon. gentleman who has taken the trouble to
read the charges made against the Canadian Goverament,
had read the correspondeoce which was lately laid
before Congress, which occurred between the authorities
there and the owners of the Algoma, which was wrehokd on
Isle Royale, at the heaad of Lake Superior, he would then
have ascertained clearly what the policy aînd what the con-
duct of the Ameiican Government were when application
was made by Canadians to use their own wrecking appli-
ances in order to save life and property. It would place
quite a different view upon the statements made by the hon.
gentleman who spoke in Congress on the subject lately. I
do not desire at present to discuss this subject any further.
The papers will be brought down, and it will be found that
whenever applications have been made on behalf of Ameri-
can owners of vessels in distress, where there was even a
probability, by the immediate use of American appliances,
of saving either life or property, or of preventing a vessel
on shore going to pieces, they have inevitably been granted,
and in no insiance where application bas been made bas
any other answer beeu givo than that if Canadian applk-
ances cannot be procured, then Americatn appliances may
be used. I am sorry to say the same course has not
been pursued in ail cases by the American Government
towards this country. I might mention, further, that the
Amoricans, after the issue of the Order in Council pre-
venting Americans from wrecking and tugging in connection
with wrecked vessels in Canada by the late Government-a
few years-and enforced by the present Government, the
United States passed an Act offering reciprocity in wreck-
ing and tugging, so far as wrecking is concerned, in Cana-
diau and American waters. Tha,, I frankly state, bas
not been accepted up to the present day; whether it should
be accepted now is a question for the louse to decide when
the subject is brought before it.

Ur. BOWELL.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think there is one feature of
this matter that has been to some extent lost sight of. I am
spesking subject to correction, because I have not looked the
point up for some time, but my recollection is that under the
Treaty of 1842, fixing the boundary between Canada and
the United States, at the lakes, each country has the right
to navigate the waters of the other, that is from shore to
shore. I think that is the provision contained in the
treaty, and that being the case, the same rule which ap-
plies to the coast waters of the sea should apply to the
waters in the lakes I have no doubt, looking at the
decision in the Franconia case, the right of navigation is a
right possessed under the law of nations, that each State
can exercise that right, even though the waters should be
under the sovereiguty of another and different community.
If I am right in that view, then it is quite clear that
legislation either oh the part of the Congress of the
United States or of the Parliament of Canada is an
interference with the right of navigation, and is
a violation of the right secured by treaty. Now,
the right of navigation also implies the right to relieve
a vessel in distress. If an Americau vessel coming upon
the coast of Canada should be stranded upon our coast and
has not gone to pieces, she is still in a condition capable of
being navigated. It is undoubtedly the right of the people
of the United States urnder the treaty that is subsisting
between the two countries to corne to the relief of that
vessel because that is the right of navigation, and to assist
he- from the perilous condition in which she is placed. A
like right may pertain to a shipowner in casc a vessel be-
longing to a Canadian was stranded upon the American
coast. Of course our country would have the right to
regulate the matter of wrecks, but a vessel that is simply
stranded is not a wreek, and it seems to me clear from my
recollection of the provisions of that treaty that neither the
G vernment of Canada nor the Congreps of the United
States have any right to interfere or legislate with the
freedom of navigation. It is in derogation of the
rights secured to each by the treaty, and it is
not in the power of the Parliament of Canada to legialate
away the right of the people of the United States secured
by 1hat treaty, nor is it the power of Cengress to legiQlate
away tbe rights secured to us. If they choose to denounce
the treaty and it comes to an end then the question as to
how far each shall navigate the portion of the waters
within the sovereignty of the other, is in a wholly different
position. As long as that treaty exists it seems to me that
neither the Congress of the United States nor the Parliament
of Canada have any right whatever to legislate in the way
they have done by interfering with the rights of shipping.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman has
raised rather a nice point, and I really cannot supply any
information from my own recollection about the terme of
the treaty of 1842. I take it in that treaty for the navi-
gation of inland waters and the laying down of the boundary,
that in fact inland waters are treated in the same way as
if they were on the open sea and that the general principle
would apply to those lakes as to the open seas.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Quit. so.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. With regard to the right

of assisting in saving wrecks at all events in respect to
such wreck as would involve the raising of vessels which
are wrecked on shore, either nation has aut hority to legis-
late. They prevented formally our vessels going to the
rescue ot Canadian vessels straudedi on their shores and we
have doue the same thing.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The courts took a different
view.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. At all events they
thought their right to do so was cear and they passed an
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Act of Congresa altering their law in that regard so as to
induce us to make the same alteration in our law. If they
censidered that our right existed to the extent that the
hon. gentleman mentioned there would have been no neces-
sity for that Act of Congress, and no necessity for any Act
on our part. The hon, gentleman bas referred to the matter
in a manner which exhibited a great deal of legal acumen.
It is a very important question and I shall look into it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The First Minister will remem-
ber the decision of the courts in the Franconia case. Their
argument was that the right of navigation was not inter-
fered with by the sovereignty of a country on the sea coast.
It is provided in the treaty that we should have the right
of the navigation of the lakes from shore to shore. The
rule that applies to a wreck does not apply to a stranded
vessel that has not yet become a wreck.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not know how far
that may be extended. If articles and other manner of
appliances are required for raising the vessel, I should say
that it must be donc in reference to the law of the land in
respect to tne customs regulation. I fancy that if a vessel
strande:, and that when the tide in the lake rises again
she could get off, that that is not a wreck. When a vessel
is stranded and artificial means or any such other means
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hundreds of vessels along our coasts and the coasta of other
countries that get stranded, but they are taken off again
and they are not wrecked. It appears to me, there.
fore, that this neasure has arisen out of a re-
taliatory 'Act passed by the Canadian Government.
I speak from memory and I think I am correct
in saying that some years ago, when the late member for
Kent, Mr. Rufus Stevenson, was in this louse, I think he
instigated the presentation of a Bill which subsequently
passed into law to prevent the Americans from sending
their wrecking vessels over to operate in our waters. The
reason being, as alleged at the time, if my mnemory serves
me right, that the Americans refused to allow Canadian
wrecking vessels to oporate in American waters. Hence
the present law which has led to those remarks in the
Congress of the United States. I thought at the time that
this law passed that it was not a prudent measure, still it
was passed as a work of necessity, and I bolieve as a work
of retaliation. I think the Governmont should take the
matter in hand with a view to getting some common under-
standing on the wrecking of vessels between the countries,
so that each country should be permitted to operate in the
waters of the other, on the St. Lawrence and the lakes. It
seems to me there ought to be no great difficulty in accom-
plishing that purpose.

are obliged to be used, tat is i V he trites sensetrem aet ine Mr. CHARLTON. It would boa nice point to determine
term a wreck. the difference between a stranded vessel and a wrecked

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I fancy, Mr. Speaker, vessel. Whatever may have been the treaty rights of the
there are very few precedents for this in the case of our Americans with regard to the navigation of the greatlakes,
inland waters. it does not seem that they chose to take advantage of those

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. None at all. rights or to interpret them as my hon. friend from Bothwell

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Unless it might be in does. The restrictive m pasares were initiatedib the
tho case of the Black Sea and similar European waters, a American Govrument. Tey passed a regutation or an
part of which were held by one power and a part by the order from the Treasur Department, prohibiting Canadian
other, but I hardly think that this even would fit exactl>'. vessels frorn assisting vessels wrecked on the American

I do bot think that venk t the Black Sea there are many shores of the great lakes. That order was rigilly enforced,

precedets toie found i and to my personal knowledge the course taken by the
customs authorities in Canada with regard to wrecked ves-

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. There are plenty of sels has been much more liberal and humane than the course
wrecks there. taken by the American authorities. The American author-

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). If the treaty makes the water ities have found when their order was put into operation,

navigable from shore to shore, we stand exactly in the posi- that while the greater part of the tonnage of the great lakes

tion of a vessel on the high seas. was aunder the American flag, the majority of the wrecks
were on the Canadian coasts, and the order they passed

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. When a vessel gots on shore she worked to their own disadvantage. It is on that account that
is not in navigable waters and she is not in the high seas. they are so anxious now to have a humane system adopted.
She is on the shore of the country where she is stranded. If they were deriving the greatest advantage from the
It is that fact which requires legislation to enable wrecking present system, I do not suppose we should hear of any agi-
vessels and appliances to come to ber assistance without tation in Congress for a change. It would be to the advantage
reporting at the customs bouse or without paying duty. of American vessel owners to employ their own appliances
Under the treaty of 1842 they have a right to navigate for recovering wrecked vessels, and were the demand of
waters on Lake Superior, Lake Ontario and the other lakes. the American Government acceded to by Canada, the result
Those are the navigable waters, so if a vessel gets stranded would be that the entire wrecking business would pass into
on the beach she is not in the navigable waters. It is a American bards; and unuless the arrangement can be made

question as to how the treaty would affect ber. I think the to extend further, unless our tags can get the privilege of
matter will come more fully before the louse when the the American coasting trade by our extending to thoir tugs
Bill on this subject is brought before the attention of Parlia- the same privilege on our side, I think the American de-

ment. mand is one that the Parliament of Canada should not listen

Mr. MITCEELL. I differ with my bon. friend from to. We are simpy following the policy the Americans
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) in that view. One vessel thmsolves inaugiratd. Tat policy is working o their

may get stranded iu a certsin place, yet the waters msy be disadvantage, ad I do not know but it would be wise ho let
navigable for another vessel of less capacity and lighter draft it remain as it is.u1 ha testify to tin truth of what the
of water, and therefore she is in navigable waters. I also hon. Minister of Castonagaid, thatom al r cases w oere
ditter fron the statements made by the right hon. gentle. proprty or life is rndangered, the cnstoms authorities of
man who leads this Government in relation to bis descrip- Canada do grant permits; bat where cirauostances of that
tion of a wreck. A vessel may be stranded from a variete kind do sot govern the case, they naturali> look after-the
of causes. She may be stranded from the fact of the tide interests of our own wrecking companies, and ln the opera-
falling, or the fact that she is driven ashore by a fierce tion of the regulations of the Department, great car e
wind, but she may be quite susceptible of being taken off. ibeleve, has ioeu taken to give proper attention to tue
It may be possible to lighten that vessel so as to float her exigenhies of the case, where theexigenies have arisen.

of again. Therefore that is not a wreck. There are I rpeat that the Americans have inaugurated this syslem,
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and as it would be to their advantage and not ours, I think
we should refuse them reciprocity in the wrecking business.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Would it not be a breach
of faith ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not think so. At all events, this
question will come up under the Bill of the hon. member
for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick), thon I think it will be
seen that the demand of the American Government dees
not rest on as good ground as it seems to.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would suggest that the hon.
leader of the Government get the Minister of Justice to
make a report on the subject, and, if the question is a ques-
tion of right under the treaty, that our right should be
raised by correspondence with the authorities at Washing-
ton,

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman that if there is a right to navigate the
waters, there is a right to an easement over the whole water
to the shore, and it must follow that the vessel of either
nation can help the other in distress, no matter what coast
it may be upon. When a vessel is stranded, in the more
sense of being beached, from the lowness of the water or
other cause, so that it can be taken off, either by the exer-
tion of its own crew, or by relief, that is one thing; but
where the vesset is sunk, so that it cannot be raised again
and brought to the top of the water and made a living thing
without artificial aid, that is a downright wreck, and must
be governed by other principles than those applicable to
stranded vessels.

Mr. EDGAR. Whatever may be the refinements of the
definitions relating to treaty rights on this subject, the Par.
liament of Canada bas taken a pretty clear ground on the
subject of dealing with wreocks, outside of the three-mile
limit and anywhere in the waters of Canada. By the
Wreoks and Salvage Act it is provided that receivers of
wrecks may be appointed by the Governor in Council, and
that when any British or foreign vessel is wrecked, or
stranded, or i distress at any place within the limits of
Canada, the receiver shali take possession of it, and hold
possession of it for a time, and if anyone ventures to dispute
his authority he is subject to severe penalties. I take it
that the Bill of the hon. member for Frontenac, if it passes,
will be read along with this old Act, and will apply to all
cases covered by the Wrecks and Salvage Act, that is, to
ail cases of wrecks or of stranded or distressed vessels in
any part of Canada within the central lines of the lakes. I
suppose that is the view the ho.n member will take of it.

Motion agreed to.

SUPERVISION OF BANKS.

Mr. CASGRAIN moved:
That it is expedient to provide for a better supervision by the Govern-

ment of aIl the banks of the Dominion.
HRe said: 1 desire to invite the attention of the louse, and
particularly the Government, to a question that appears to
me to be rather an important one, that is, the desirability
of a botter supervision of all the banks of the Dominion. It
is a matter of notoriety that during the past few years a
number of the banks in the Dominion have fallen into liqui-
dation or bankruptcy. There must be some cause for that
state of things. Perhaps it is their mismanagement. per-
haps it is due to the trade policy of the Dominion or it may
be due to other causes, but one preventive, I thinrk, would
be a better supervision of these banks by the Government.
It is true, at present the banks furnish monthly returns to
the Govern ment, but I am sorry to say that in some instances t
these returns are not altogether reliable. If they were t
made in such a way as to be perfectly acourate, the publio t

ir, OuARrz&oN.

confidence in the banks would be botter maintained. I hold
in my hand a return, partly taken from the Government
blue-book, and partly obtained from the Department of
Finance, from which it appears that no less than nine banks
have become bankrupt within the last few years. They are
the Meohanies' IBank, the Consolidated Bank, the Metropoli-
tan Bank, the Bank of Upper Canada, the Liverpool Bank of
Nova Sotia, the Commercial Bank of New Brunswick, the
Bank of Prince Edward Island, the Exchange Bank, and the
Acadian Bank of Nova Scotia. Ont of all our banks, there are
ten which, of late years, have become insolvent. It may be
said that those banks are private institutions, end I will
grant that they are, in so far as their shareholders and
directors are concerned. But they partake more of the
character of public institutions towards the state. They
get their charters from the state, they do business and
attract the confidence of the people under the provisionbi o
their charters; they invite depositors to make deposits; they
invite public confidence in their stock, and they must be
considered more as public than as private institutions. It
is in their char acter of publie institutions that the Govern-
ment have made certain regulations forcing the banks to
make returns to the Government. If these returns were
made so as to prevent the public from forming false im-
pressions, I would consider them sufficient, but they
are not sufficient. If one would compare the returns
of these banks which suspended payments with the
last returns they made to the Govern ment, you would
certainly not have much confidence in the statements
made by the directors. I consider it, therefore, my
duty to bring before the House this question, in which a
great number of the people of this Dominion take an in-
terest. So many people have dealings constantly with the
banks that this is a question which interests the public at
large. One reason why the Government should proceed in
this matter, is that they have already proeeded in regu-
lating, to a certain extent, the management of banks. Take
what is done with regard to insurance companies. The
Government have appointed a Superintendent of Insurance,
whose duty it is to ascertain the value of the assets of
insurance companies and decide whether they are sufficient
to meet the liabilities or not. There is a perfect analogy
between the two. If, in the case of the insurance com-
panies, the Government has thought fit to appoint a Super.
intendent, it ought certainly to appoint one in the case of
the bank. I can see very well the objection that can be raised
to the appointment of a bank superintendent. The objection
will be that, considering the banks to be private institutions,
we have no business to enquire into the management of
their affairs which should be lett exclusively in the hands of
the shareholders and direcors. But this is not a suffiient
reason for depriving the Government of some direct
control over the management of the banks, so that the
publie confidence in them will not be misplaced. I, therefore,
am of opinion that this is a wise suggestion, though I do not
believe that, coming as it does, from this side of the House,
the Government will adopt it. I hope the Government
will take it into their serious consideration. I make it in
view of the sad list of insolvent banks which we have lad
within the past ten or fifteen years. Not only have I upon this
list the number of banks that have fallen into bankruptcy,
but also the number of banks which have been obliged to
reduce their capital-whether from mismanagement, or
misfortune, or bad supervision. But it is clear that the
shareholders have very little to do in supervising the
action of their directors, The supervision is done about
once a year, and the .shareholders cannot go to the
vaulta of the bank and count the specie or look at the
different assets. Now, the banks that have reduced
their capital are twelve in number, and it will be seen
that the dates of their misfortunes are not very far
back. They are the Standard Bank, the Ontario Bank, the
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Jacques Carier, the Banque du Peuple, the Banque de,
Tille Marie, the Union Bank of Lowi. Oabad, the Mari.-
time Bank of New Brunswiek, the Bank of N w Branse.
wick the Bank of Nova Sootia, the Bank of Yarmouth and
the tnion Bank of Halifez, and the Banque Nationale la
now coming before this House and asking fer a reduotion
of capital. I hope the Banque Nationale wiWl b. the last of
the number. Besides these banke that have reduced their
capital, there are many other banks which have not for
some yeaie paid dividend. They are the Banque de St.
Jean, the St. Hyacinthe, the Union Bank of Lower Canada,
La Banque Nationale, La Banque du Peuple, the Union
Bank of Hefalifax and the Maritime Bank of New Brunswick.
These eight banks for a lon g time paid no dividende. It
appears to me that at particular periode the bank superin-
tendents should be empowered to ascertain the results of the
operations of each bank, and that is all the public oare for.
By appointing a proper and trustworthy person who would
b. intended not to dive into the private affaire of the bank
for the mere pleasure of looking int.o them and trying to
find out the private business of B. 0. or D., but a trustworthy,
discreet, reliable and honest person, we should have an
officer of the utmost utility to the public, and many of the
shareholders of the banka would be grateful to thei Govern
ment for oreating such an office, which would certainly pre-
vent a good deal of bad management ; and the me#e fact of
having a superintendent over these banks who go At a
moment's notice to examine their affaire would put thse
men on their gaard, and they would bealwaysready to give
a true and faithful account to the public of what waa goaing
on behind their counter. I would euggest tat, in addition
to the returns made by the bank to the Government, there
ought to b. a special return made showin how lar the
directors become liable to the banks on their private secounts
and how far some of the directors in some of the banks go
to accommodate their friends, not as mere truelees of the
bank but as themselves doing the banking business
on their own account, that is to eay, endorsing as
directors for their friends and getting a little
douceur for doing it. That is one of the causes
of the troubles in many instances into which the banks
fall. It would be well aiso to discover whether the direc
tors borrow much more from the banks than the value of
their stocke. I think, if a directorb a any states in trade,
be ought not to be allowed to borrow from the bank of
which h. is director to any large extent. If he bas any
credit, he should go to another bank and borrow, but should
not borrow of the bank of which he is a mere trustee. There
is one point also in regard to which the superintendent
would b. very useful, and that is to ascertain the real assets
of the bank. These assets are very often mnade at a much
greater valuation than they ought to be, and we ee Overy-
day that, when a bank goes into liquidation, tis eAsetsof
the bank, which have been said to be of a gd tmount,
have dwindled to about one-third of their suppene velue,
Therefore, if this valuation was made and was wll known,
the Government and the public would net be deeived asto
the real assets of the bank. The responsibility of the
directors of the bank ought to be botter determinea by
the law. la the Province of Quebeo it ie true they are
considered merely as mandataires and they have that
responsibility alone, but they ought to be considered as
having a much greater responsibility. They have the
responsibility, for instance, of the" tok of poor widowa
and orphans. In that light, they should be onsidered
as mueh responsible as tutors and darators are. They
are to take care that the property of those widows and
orphans is proteoted against faise specuiation and they
ubould be resposuible for its management so far. It is very
certain that, if the Goverament or the publie had been
informed two, three or four months beOtre the baniks
whose ames I have, gives f ll into bsakrup if th0

enmient had had a oorrect statement of the affairs of these
bainks, certainly some of these banks would have suspended
before they did. These banks would not, up to the last
mment, have had the confidenoe of the people because of
the returns of the Goverument, and therefore I say that,
under these circumstances, the appointment of a superin-
tendent and good complete returns made to the G>vernment
would give security to the public and also more satisfaction
to the shareholders. With this in view, and being moved
only in the interests of the people of this Dominion, I move
the resolution of which I have given notice.

Mr. INNES. I willingly second the motion just pro-
posed by the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr. Casgrain),
because 1consider the subject one of very great-importance
indeed, and worthy the attention of the Bouse and of the
Government. I do not intend to go into the matter at any
length, but simply to refer to one or two cases which I feel
sure will afford very strong reasons indeed for some action
being taken by the Government on this question. I think
the Committee on Banking and Commerce to-day recom-
mended the passing of an Act for the winding up of the
Federal Bank. We know that that institution, by inju.
dicious management, was very greatly weakened some time
ago, so much so indeed that it has been forced to wind up.
Ont its position so far is very good, because I believe that
not only the depositors but the shareholders will receive
nearly everything they have put in. How very different
will it be in the case of the Central Bank I I would recall
to the attention of the House some facts in connection with
the history of that short-lived institution-short-lived,
indeed, but, during the time it was in existence, charaiter-
ised, I suppose, by wortie management and more rasccaliLy
than we ever knew in the history of any banking institution
in Canada. I think it was during the Session of 18d4 that the
sharter was granted to this bank. It commenced business in
the spring of 1883, and in two and a half short years it
collapeed-on the 15th of November last. Scarcely any one
interested in the institution, except those who were guilty
of wrecking it, knew anything of its actual position. In
fact, one or two or more of the directors did not really
know its actual position till within a day or so of the time
it closed its doors. How then could the general public, the
shareholders throughout the country, and the large number
of depositors know anything of ils condition ? It was
impossible that they could do so when the directors, who
should have been interested, who ought to have known the
actual position of the bank, were ignorent of that position.
Why, the return made by the bank on the 3 lst October
shows it to be in a bealthy position. It will be of interest
to give the figures just to show how they were afterwards
faimed. I may premise ihat the capital of the bank was one
million dollars, and that there was half a million paid up.
The following statement, made to the Government, shows
the afairs of the bank to 3list October, 1887:

Reern (nid.4 ... ............ 1..... ........... . .-.. $ 5.....
Notélu eulation .......... ..... 4.2,.5.
other deposit. payable on demaid .................. 977,506
Other deposiln p. bie after notice...... ............ 1,147,534
Due teorther.. ................. ............ .. ....... . 18,482

Total 1abilities................. ....... ....... $2,831,878

Specie on band-......... ..... ... 54,073
Dominion notes ....................... 1.............. ...... 120,068
Notes and cheques of other banks ............ 138,454
Balances due from other banks,. .. ,.. . . .... ..t.......... . ....... s2
Bahse due from agencies. .................... .... 9,218
Goverument debenturea or stock ..........- *........... 29,710
Loeus or discounts secured by bonds, debentures or other

seourities................ ....................................... 73,967
[oana to mni.paties.-.-- .. ,94
Loans or deposta necuMired in other banks............. ..... 21,49
Ourrent iqan, discounts and advances to the public....... ,

et*sr bille iinbuutue s not sePuly ore ;... ... It
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Notes or bille overdue and secured by mortgage, te........... 28,799
Other assets not included in above........................18,058

Total asuets.s» .......... $3,231,518
Total liabilities...........................2,631,378

S 600,140

Remember that this return was made to the Government
and sworn to, I suppose, by the president and cashier on
the 31st October, 15 days before the bank closed its doors.
Not only that, but early in the month the board of directors
met and declared the usual dividend of 6 per cent. Now,
what was the actual position of the bank at that timeo? We
find from the report of the liquidator, four months after-
wards, that the actual position, at the very time the false
returns were male, swrn to and sent to Ottawa, was this :
elaims proved against the bank, $1,d62,9.20 ; claims not
proved, $351,420 ; filed since 28th February, $34,824 ;
amounts unclaimed, $57,155 ; naking tho liabilitios of the
bank, $1,856,319. As one of the liquidators rearked, the
bank had been wrecked to the amount of about $leOO,000,
the actua capital for which it was charteied. And not
only that, Mr. Speaker, in the same roturn, the amount
that the directors had borrowod, oither by themsolves
or for their firms or partrnerships, is placed at $73,690.
This return was also sworn to, of course, in accordance
with the Act. But we find that the actuai state of affairs
was very different indeed, for the Master in Chancery,
after he got fairly into the investigation of the affairs
of the bank, found ihey bad actually exceeded that sum,
and had deliberately broken the law in borrowing more
than the law allowed; and, in addition, they had issued
$70,000 of notes in direct contravention of the statute. It
was found in evidence before the Master that the presi-
dent, by himself, had borrowed $16,000 ; that ho, in com-
pany with one of the directors, had borrowed 8.1,000,
making $37,000; and that this director, J. Mitchell Mac-
donald, for himuseif owed the bank $138,000; that another
director owed $23,000, another $24,00, and still another
86,000, in all 6202,000, in addition to the $73,000 which were
returned and sworn to by the bank officials on October the
3lst. Whon the statement was laid before the Master in
Chancery, about the time that hoecommenced his investi-
gation, on the 22nd January, he said :

"« e bad the duly certifind return made by the said Central Bank, of
9th November, six days before the suspension, in which it was reported
te the Government that on the 31st October, there was not ouly a surplus
of $600,000, actually over and above ail liabilities, but sufficieut
securities on current loans to cover all liabilities. He took this state-
ment as true, and the directors and officials of the bank would be
required to give an account of what disposition of this large surplus
they made between the 31st October and 15th November, when the bank
suspended. The law called on them, as custodians of the trust placed
in their hande, to give a rigid account to the lat cent. The criminal
law held them accountable if the returne were fictitions. Under the
provisions of the Winding-up Act, not only the sharebolders but the
creditors had the right to examine minutely all directors and officials,
and to scrutinise their dealinge. If false returna were made, the officials
making such returns were criminally liable, they might be imprisoned,
and compelled to pay ail deficient amounts with interest. Presidents,
and directora, and officials cf banks should know, and the sooner they
realised their responsibility, the more it will be to their advantage, that
they could not shelter themselves under a mere pretence. The returns
they make muet be true in figure and in fact, the truth, the whole truth,
and nothing but the truth He would call upon the liquidators to make
a most minute and searching investigation. The tribunal possessed
large inquisitorial powers; they would have to exercise these to the
utmost, and it was a duty that they owed to public justice and to those
whose property and means of livelihood were imperilled."

Sch was the opinion given by the Master in Chancery at
that time. It was supposed when this announcement was
•made that the parties who were thought to be guilty,
would be brought up for examination, but we find that
they very soon made themselves scarce. The first one that
left, whose extraordinary transactions with the bank, I
suppose, have been unparalleled in the history of any bank-
I refer to Cox, the broker-he was the first one who left,
oonsidering, I suppose, that it was unsafe for him to romain,

Mr. INNzB.

The next one who left was the cashier. Be also owed the
bank from 830,000 to $50,000. Then followed the director
whom I mentioned. He owed 8138,000 to the bank. Then
the president, partly on account of ill health, and no doubt
afraid that he would be subjected to a rigid examination,
or, perhaps, something worse, found it convenient to
go acrose to the other side. The resuit has been that
not one single individual connected with this institu-
tion, not one of the parties who had anything to do
in wrecking the bank, has yet been arrested. And what
is to follow ? The shareholders will be called upon for
the double liability, and the depositors will have to lose a
portion of their hard-earned money. This is the actual state
of affairs. [do not think it necessary for me to go into
details in connection with soe of the transactions. How
it was that this man Cox obtained his connection with the
bank, how he was able to get so much out of the bank, the
amount due by him being $170,000; how it was that D.
Mitchell Macdonald obtained such a large sum out of the
bank-it is not necessary for me now to explain, as the
whole matter has been ventilated through the newspapers
during the course of the investigation. It is not neces-
sary to call attention as to how Barnett obtained about
$130,000 on the more security of some trumpery diamonds,
or what were said to be diamonds; it is not necessary to
refer to Baxter's connection with the bank or the case
of Allen, the cashier and manager, who was doubly
responsible, being entrusted with the management of the
bank, but who left it a debtor to the extent of from 830,000
to $50,000. These men, or at least the directors and the
cashier, were directly responsible to the shareholders, and
they were untrue to their trust; and not only so but they
rendered themselves liable under the law, if they had
been arrested, to imprisonment and punishment. It is
calculated that these directors and the parties I have men-
tioned are owing the bank about $500,000, being the
actual amount that was paid up as capital. Any one
knowing these facts can readily realise the amount of
suffering and privation that will be caused throughout the
country whorever there was a branch of the institution. I
suppose that Toronto, where the head office was situated,
suffers to the largest extent; I think the city in the riding
which I have the honor to represent, perhaps, suffers next.
The inhabitants of Guelph, business mon and depositors in the
city and throughout the riding, had deposits in the bank to
the extent of $382,000, and I believe they held from $60,000
to $70,000 in stock. Such a large sum being locked up one
would think would be apt to cripple business. I am very
happy to say that it was scarcely felt to any appreciable
extent, and business mon and others were able to tide over
the temporary difficulty, and there was scarcely any
difference noticeable, finanuially, from so munh money being
locked up. But, no doubt, there were cases of privation
and of suffering not only there but also in other places, and
even if the amount expected shall be realised the depositors
will lose about 25 per cent. of their hard earned savings,
and some people had their ail deposited in the institution.
There is no doubt that the shareholders will be called on
for their double liability. No wonder Chancellor Boyd, in
removing one of the liquidators, in giving his opinion con-
cerning the bank, said :

"The revelations of the bank's transactions showed an alarming
state ùf affaire. When we consider the history of this bank, the posi-
tion of the men in connection with it, and the total terrifie wreck
wnich has occurred, one is obliged to say that there has not only ben
gross incompetency, but I might almost say idiotic mismanagement and
dishonesty in the conduet of its affair."

Now, Mr. Speaker, when we have such a revelation, surely it
is high time for the Government to take hold of this matter
and so amend the Banking Act as will secure us a botter
guarantee of safety than seeme to ho given atpresent by the
exiting Aot. The directors should be oomp.lied to make a
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clear and full statement of the bank's affairs. That is one
clause of the Banking Aet as it stands at present ; but we
know, and I have shown to you, that the directors and cash-
iers are capable of making false returns, and are capable of
swearing to them. The Banking Act provides that no divi-
dend shall be declared which will impair the capital of the
bank. We have seen that this clause of the Act was also
disregarded. The Act provides a penalty for the over-issue of
bills. In the case of the Central Bank there was an over-issue
of bills; but the bills have been destroyed, and, strange to
say, and unaccountable as it seems to me, the authorities that
should take hold of these matters have not brought the
directors to task for a direct infringement of the Act. The
law is in some respects deficient, and in one principal
respect it is defective. The provisions of the law are in-
adequate to secure the evidence of bank officers. The law
provides for the examination by the court into the conduct
of the officers who are supposed to have been guilty of a
breechof trust, but a liquidator can do this only under the
authority of the court. It is provided that notice must be
given to the directors or the officers, and that simply serves
as a notice and warming to them. In that respect I think
the Banking Act requires amendment, for there should be
more stringent provisions and a botter and quicker process
of bringing defaulting directors and officers to justice than
we have at present. Thon there is a lack of proper inspec.
tion. There should be a provision for better security
for the depositors. We want a more stringent enforcement
of the provision for the punishment of directors borrowing
money from the bank. We want heavier penalties for mak-
ing false returns. There are many other amendments
which might be suggested and incorporated in a Bill when
the subject is before the Committee on Banking and Com-
merce, and when they take the whole question into con-
sideration, and I trust we shall ere long have a measure
which will define more clearly the dutics of the directors,
which will make then more responsible in every respect
in regard to the management of the banks, and which will
secure more effectually the depositors and those who entrust
their money to the bank, and also the shareholders who
give their money to start the institution. A measure of
that kind which would accomplish the object desired would,
I am sure, secure the cordial support of both sides of the
House.

Mr. LISTER. I shall only trouble the House for a few
moments on this very important question which my hon.
friend bas brought before the attention of the Government
and the House. There can be no doubt that the recent
disastrous and disgraceful bank failures which have taken
place within the last few years in this country will force
the Government to take some action for the purpose of
protecting those interested in the banks as well as the bill-
holders. I have given this question some httle investiga-
tion, and I think I can safely say that there is no country
in the world to-day that has a worse banking system than
we have in Canada. By the Act under wbich these banks
are acting they have a right to issue bills to the amount of
the paid up capital. I -hold that no Government should
give a bank power to issue anything to circulate as money;
our bills should be issued by the Government of the coun-
try through banks upon proper security furnished by the
bank. So far as the banks of this country are con-
coerned, there is absolntely no security whatever for
the billholders or any person interested in the bank,
except the honesty of the officials of those banks,
and it is to be regretted that during the last few
years the public have learned that so far as honesty is
concerned there is little, if any, security. There are many
reasons why the bills should not be issued by the banks
but should be issued by the Government itself. You take
the whole Dominion of Canada, and we aIl know that bills
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issued in one Province are not current in another,
except at a discount. This is not as it ought to be. The
bills issued by a bank in this country should be current aIl
over the Dominion. If you go to Nova Scotia, New Bruns-
wick, Prince Edward Island or British Columbia, the bills
issued in the Province of Ontario or the Province of Quebec
are not taken as current money, and the people holding
those bills are obliged to submit to a discount, although the
bills themselves may be beyond question. There is a want
of confidence in the banks of the country, and we know that
runs upon banks are caused by people hlding bills in small
sums. They become timid, and their timidity extends to
other persons who hold the bills, and the consequence is a
run upon the banks. Now, Sir, I think there is no system
of banking so completely successful or so completely sure
to every person interested as the American system. The
national banking system of the United States to my mind
is the most perfect system of banking in the world. It is a
system that has been taken up and largely adopted now by
the several nations of the world, and this country possesses
unusual facilities for introducing that system of banking.
Why, Sir, we have to-day a debt of something like $300,-
000,000, and we are paying interest to the En glish people
upon this money. That debt can be paid off if the system
adopted by the United States is adopted bore. The interest
could be paid to our own people by compelling the banks to
accept from the Government, bank bills socured by the bnds
of the Government. In that way the money received for
that issue may be applied in paymont of the debt which we
owe to foreign countries and the interest which we pay to
those people might be paid to our own poople. As my hon.
friend who has just spoken, properly stated, there is no
proper system of bank inspection in this country. I saidi a
few moments ago it depends up the honesty of the officials
who have the management of t h banks, and the experienco
of the past few years has been such as to prove to us con-
clusively that this is not much security for people interested
in those banks. In the United States they have a complote
system of inspection. There is a Government inspector
whose duty it is, upon the slightest complaint made of
irregularities in the management of a bank, to at once take
complete possession and control of the bank. He takes the
keys of the institution and ho makes a thorough and com-
p lte investigation, and if it is found that the directors are

borrowing beyond what the law allows, or that there are
any irregularities in the management of the bank, that has
to be aecounted for and made right before the bank can
p roceed. The result of that bas been, Sir, in the United

tates, to make their system, as nearly as may be, a com-
plately successful system. In looking over the returns
from the Financial Department at Washington it is remark-
able to soe the very small percentage of the National Banks
in the United States that bave failed, and what large
dividends have been paid to the creditors of those banks in
cases where they have failed. There is another thing I
think that the Government should take into consideration-
because the time will shortly come when thoy will have to
consider this question, and when it will be necessary to
introduce a new Banking Act as the one which now exists
will expire in a couple of years-and that is as to the ques-
tion of allowing banking institutions to commence business
with a smaller capital than they now do. Our banks
now start with a large capital, they have a head office
in some of the cities of the country and thon branch
out into the smaller towns. They are merely recept-
acles for the purpose of receiving the surplus earnings
of the people, and that money is sent to the money centres
and is used for the pu-pose of speculating in stocks and so
on. There is no community in this country that has not
over half a million dollars in surplus cash, and that money
finds investment in the agencies established in those differ-
eat points. It can find investment in the building associ-
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ions started in the different towns throughout the country,
but whatever money is invested or deposited with the
ebartered banks of the country is, as I said before, not used
for the purpose of helping on the business men of the par-
ticular community, but it is sent to those large money cen-
tres,and there it is used for speculating purposes. I think I am
safe in saying that not more than half the deposits through-
out this country are used for the purpose of accommo-
dating the business men of the particular section in which
it is deposited. Now, Sir, the building associations of the
country have proved to be a marvellous success. Wher-
ever they have been started they have been successful.
They have been the means of giving the people, who had
surplus money in particular communities, an opportunity
of investing that money, and I say tilat this is the best evi-
dence that if the Government would permit banks to be
established with smaller capital throughout the country, it
wolud destroy, to some extent, the system of banks and
agencies which now exist, and local banks would take
the place of those large institutions. By doing this
the surplus money of the community would be
invested by people who understood the business
wants of the several communities. The investment would
be perfectly safe, and the public would run no risk what-
ever, if the Government undertook the duty of issuing tho
money themselves. It is said that this system would not
be sufficiently elastic and in timeswhen money was required
to be plentiful it might not supply the demand. The ex-
perience of the United States has negatived any such
statement as that, money has been sufficiently plentiful
there for all the commercial wants of that great country,
and I do not think there would be the slightest difficulty
in this country upon that score. The Government, as I
stated a moment ago, should be in a better position as
regards the debt of the country. Ali that it would require
was to change the creditors from bondholders in England
to the Canadian people themselves. A scheme of that kind
would give complete security to billholders, it would save
this constant run upon banks, because as i said those who
start a run upon the banks of the country are those who
are holding the bills, and when a failure takes place it is
generally found that the people who suffered most are
the poorer class of the community who are the hold-
ers of those bills. lu the case of a failure they have
to wait months and sometimes years before those bills
are redeemed, or the holders of them have to pass
them away at a very heavy discount, and at a very
great loas to themselves. As my hon. friend says, they
sometimes lose them altogether. Mr. Speaker, this is a
question on which some action should be taken by tbis
Parliament. lt is a question which the people and the
press of the country have been agitating for some time. It
has been urged upon the Government by the press, and we
ail know that it is incumbent upon the Government to do
something to give better security to the people than bas
been the case in the paat At present there is no difficulty
whatever for a dishonest bank manager to completely
wreck a bank before the public are aware of it. That is
not as it should be. If it i not thought tbat the system
which is in force in the United States would not suit the
wants of this country, at all events we have a right to ask
the Government to have a complete system of investigation
and inspection, so that as far as it is possible the billholders
and the people interested in the banks of the country sbould
have proper security. As the matter stands now our system
in the very loosest one that can be found in any of the com-
mercial countries of the world. It is old fashioned,
it has passed its day. The function of issuing money be.
longs exclusively to the Government, and if that is secured
by Government bonds bought by the bank, thon, Sir, it is
of little consequence whether the bank under such circum-

Mr. LIsTa.

stances bas failed or not, Everyone knows that the bills
will be redeemed when they are presented at the Receiver
General's office or at such other place as may be appointed,
just as is the case in the United States. Thore one never
thinks of examining a bill to see whether the bank bas
failed or not. It is suffiient to krow that it is a National
Bank bil, and that on presentation at Washington it will be
redeemed. This is an important question, and I hope it
will engage the attention of the Government at no distant
day.

Mr. CASEY. I did not expect that this motion would be
reached this evening or that the discussion 'would take the
wide range it bas done, or I would have been better pre-
pared to speak on the subject.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Movo the adjournment
of the debate ?

Mr. CASEY moved the adjourument of the debate.
Mr. ELLIS. I would like to make a remark with re.

ference to a statement made by the hon. gentleman who
made this motion. He bas included in the list of wrecked
banks the Bank of New Brunswick. That is a mistake, be-
cause that bank is not in the position of the others at all. It is
quite true it has reduced its capital, but it bas done that to
return it to its shareholders, because it was not able to use
the capital so returned. At present its stock is selling above
par.

Mr. CASGRAIN. It was the Commercial Bank of New
Brunswick which I stated had failed. The statement I read
from is an official statement coming from the Department
of Finance.

Mr. LOVITT. The hon, gentleman mentioned that the
Bank of Yarmouth had reduced its capital. It did that
because it had more money than it could lend out to ad-
vantage, and it asked Parliament to grant permission to
pay it back to its shareholders, which was donc. I con-
sider that an evidence of good management, and not of
bad management.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I wish also to state that the
bank of which I have the honor to be president, bas been
mentioned in the same category, but no bank is in a better
position in this country.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of the instructions given to the Chairman and members of the
Royal Oommission on Labor, and of ail correspondence between the
Government and the Chairman or any member of the said Commission.
-(Mr. Beausoleil.)

Copies of the petition of the Reverend Ch arlesN Hallé, Priest, and
several other citizens of St. Pierre, on the Island of Orleans, County of
Montmorency, dated the 18th October, 1887, asking the Minister of
Militia and Defence to take care that they be protected from harm during
the artillery practice which is carried on each year at the end of the
Island of Orlean s.-(Mr. Langelier, Montmorency.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Governments of the
Dominion and Ontario in reference to a claim of the Six Nation Indians
for compensation for lands flooded by the construction of a dam across
the Grand River, at Dunnville, by the Welland Canal Company, in or
about the year 1833 ; also, ail Orders in Council and Departmental
reports bearing upon auch claim or the payment thereof.-(Kr. Somer-
ville.)

Return showing the time the steamer Northern Light commenced
running between Prince Edward Island and Nova Scotia for the winter
of 1887-88; the number of trips made ; the number of passengers crossed;
the date of last trip made up to date.-(Xr. Perry.)

Correspondence exchanged with the Imperial Government concerning
the disallowance of the Railway Acts of Manitoba.-(Mr. Laurier.)

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

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11 p.m.
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TuzsDAT, 10th April, 1888.

The SPîAMR took the Chair at Three o'clock.

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER moved the second reading of
Bill (No. 65) reapecting a certain treaty between Her
Britannie Majety and the President of the United States.
le said: Mr. Speaker, in rising to move the second reading
of this Bill, I desire to say that if I had not on se many
past occasions experienced the kind indulgence of both
sides of the House, I should hesitate to undertake, in the
present state of my health, bringing forward the vory
important subject it iow becomes my duty to lay before
the House. I am glad to know, Sir, that the question
of the protection of our fisheries, and of the rosuits that
have f»ollowed the course that was adopted by the GoverL-
ment and Parliarnent of Canada, has not been a party
question. I am glad to know, Sir, that in approaching the
very important subject that I am now submitting to the
iouse, I ean rely on the patriotic consideration of this

question by gentlemen on both sides of the flouse to whom
it is thoroughly familiar, and who on various occasions and
in various capacities have been called on in the past to deal
with it. For more than a hundred years this question bas
been a source of irritation between the Imperial Goverr-
ment of Great Britain, the Government of the United
States, and the people and Governments of Briti-h North
Amorica. So long ago as 1783 a treaty was made between
the Government of Great Britain and the Govornment of
the United States at Paris. Article 3 of that treaty pro.
vided:

"l It is agreed that the people of the United States shall continue to
enjoy, unmolested, the right to take fish of every kind on the Grand
Bank, and on ail other bauks of Newfoundland; also in the Gulf of
St. Lawrence, and at all other places lu the sea where the inhabitants
of both countries used at any time heretofore to fish ; and also, that the
inhabitants of the United States shall have the liberty to take fish of
every kind on such part of the coast of Newfoundland as British fiher-
men shall use (bat not to dry or cure the same on that Island), and also
on the cosats, baye and creeks of all other of His Britannic Majesty's
dominions in America ; and that the Americau fishermen shall have
liberty to dry and cure flh in any of the unsettled baya, harbors and
creeka of Nova Scotis, Magdalen Islands and Labrador, so long as the
me shall remain unsettled ; but so soon as the same, or either of
them shall be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to

dry or cure fish at such settlement, without a previous agreement for

that purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors or possessors of the

groand."

NoW, I need not say to the House that the concession
made to the people of the United States to enjoy in
cornon with British subjects the fisheries of this country,
was a treaty of a very extraordinary and abnormal char.
acter. I neo i not remind the flouse that the Treaty of
Ghent, wbich was made between Great Britain and the
United States at the termination of the War (,f 18 L2, is
found to be entirely silent upon this subject, for the
reason that the Government of Great Britain had arrived
at the conclusion that it was impossible to permit the
continuance of such an unwarranted interference with the
rights of the people of British North America as had been
enjoyed by the people of the United States under the Treaty
of 1798. The Government of the United States took the
ground that the treaty was not affooted by the war. That

position, however, was strongly controverted by Her
Majesty's Government, and as the representatives of the
United States Uovernment had been instructed not to con-
cede on the question of the fisheries, and the Government
of Great Britain were equally inexorable on that
point, the only course that could be adoptod was
to give the question the entire go by. It therefore
found no place in the Treaty of 1812. The Government of
Great Britain, however, acting upon the principle that they
had maintained-the principle which has corne to be recog-
nised throughout the world-that a war abrogates all
treaties, and especially treaties of that character, asserted
their rights in these territorial waters of British North
America, and proceeded to seize fishermen of the United
States for trespassing in these waters. The result of that
course was the Treaty of 1818, in which this question was
again considered by the two Cravernments, and I may call
attention to the terms of the principal article of that treaty,
so far as the fisherios are concorned :

" Whereas differences have arisen respecting the liberty claimed by the
United States for the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry and cure fish on
certain coasts, baya, harbars and creeks of Ris Br itannic Majesty's do-
minions in America, it is agreed between the high contracting parties
that the inhabitants of the said United States shall have, forever, in
commoa with the subjects of Ris Britannic Majesty, the liberty to take
fiuh of every kind on that part of the southern coast of Newfoundland
which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on the western and
northern coast of Newfoundland ; from the said Cape Ray to the Quir-
pon Islands, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands ; and also on the
coasta, bays, harbors and creeki, from Mount Joly, on the southern
coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits of Belleisie, and thence
northward, indefiaitely, along the coast, without prejudice, however, to
any of the exclusive rights of the Hudson's Bay Company ; and that the
American fishermen shall also have liberty, forever, to dry and cure
fish in any of the unsettled biys, harbors, and creeku of the southern
part of thc coast of Newfoundland hereabove described, and of the
coast of Labrador; but so soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shal 1
be settled, it shall not be lawful for the said fishermen to dry or cure
fish at such portion so settled, without previous agreement for such
purpose with the inhabitants, proprietors, or possessors of the ground ;
and the United States hereby renounce, forever, any liberty heretofore
enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof, to take, dry or cure fish
on or within three marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, creeks or
harbors of His Britannie Majesty's dominions in America not included
within the above mentioned limits: ProviHfed, h)Oever, That th Ameri-
can fishermen shall be admitted to enter such bays or harbor3 fur the
purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasiag wood,
and of obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. But they
shal be under such restrictions as may be necessary to preveut their
taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other manner whatever
abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them."

Now, Sir, that treaty which was made botween the Gov-
ernment of Great Britain and the Government of the United
States, seventy years age, bas been the cause of constantiy
recurring irritation and diffleulty between the two couL-
tries; and I need not remind the flouse that no portions of
Her Majesty's dominions have been so vitally and deeply
interested in that question as those now known as the
Dominion of Canada and the Province of Newfoundland.
This treaty is very striking in two particulars. It gives
the same territorial advantages, but to a very limited
extent, over a certain portion of the Island of New.
foundiand and what is now known as Canada, to the
Government of the United States as were given under
the Tresty of 1793, and in return-for that unpar-
alleled concession by any Government of one country to
another-was secured the forn:al renunciation, on the
part of the Government Of the United States, of
the liberty for their fishermen to enter any other
portion of the jurisdictional waters of what was then
known as British North America, except for four epeci.
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fied purposes. Even the privileges enjoyed unier those
four specified purposes were distinctly declared to be
subject to their use in such a manner as in no way
to abuse the privileges thus granted. The adoption of this
treaty was followed by the passage of laws on the part of
the Imperial Parliament and aiso of the British North
American Provinces for the purpose of giving it effect. Of
course, although the treaty distinctly laid down the inter-
national law as between the two countries, special legisla-
tion was requisite in order to provide a means for carrying
that treaty out and for enforcing its provisions on the part
of Great Britain and on the part of British North America.
The exclusion of the United States fishermen from the fish-
ing grounds of British North America led again to collision
and difficulty. Seizures wero made. The old difficul-
ties that bad existed before the formation of the
treaty were again called into activity by the presence
of United States fishermen in our waters, and by the
measures which were taken, especially by Great Britain,
for the purpose of protecting the rights of the inhabitants
of British North America. The result of these difficulties was
the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. The firm stand taken by ler
Majesty's Government, the firm position taken to protect
the undoubted rights of her subjects in British North
America, led to the adoption, in 1854, of what is known as
the Reciprocity Treaty, a treaty which for twelve years re-
moved all difficulties in connection with this question. On
that occasion there was no attempt to limit, define, or inter-
pret the points that had been raised in the controversy be-
tween the two countries, but they received their quietus, and
all these difficulties were removed for the time, by the adop-
tion of a policy cf giving to the Provinces of British North
America and Newfoundland certain commercial privileges
by which the trade between this conntry and the United
States was extended.

I may say that I took the opportunity, when deliver-
ing my speech on the financial condition of the country
a year ago, to draw the attention of the House to the
results of that treaty, and I will jut call the attention of
the House again for one moment to a single extract in
that speech, in which I referred to the trade results of
what is known as the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. It
will be found that the United States during those twelve
years, from 1854 to 1866, exported to British North
America home products to the extent of $300,808,370 and
foreign products to the extent of $62,379,718, the total
exporte to British North America being $363,1b8,088. The
imports from the British Provinces into the United States
during that period amounted to $267,612,131, showing a
balance during the twelve years in favor of the United
States of $95,55,957. That is to say, that they sent under
the operation of that treaty into the British North Ameri-
can Provinces over $95,000,000 more than we sent into taat
country. I have often been at a loss to know how any
person in the United States, and much less how any person
in Canada could disparage that treaty, or could speak of
it as a onc-sided treaty, altogether in favor of British
North America, and not equally in favor of the United
States.

Mr. CH A RLTON. Would not the excess include goods
passing through the country in bond and in transit, such as
the exportation of wheat through the western canals ?

Sir CIARLES TUPPER. I think not. I think the
hon, gentleman will find that these are the legitimate
figures connected with the trade of the two countries, and
1 noticed, shortly alter the delivery of that speech, Lhat the
lon. T. F. Bayard, the Secretary of State of the United

States, was interviewed in relation to this question, and, so
far as the account of that interview went, 1 understood him
to confirm the accuracy of the figures which I had used on
that occasion. I say I have been greatly at a loss to know

Sir CUaanzs TuprzRa.

how, under the circumstances, any person can be found,
especially in this country, to treat this as a one-sided meas-
ure in the interosts of Canada. So far as what is known
as Canada is concerned, we know that the trade of our
country took a very great bourd, and that the result of the
Reciprocity Treaty was to give a very sudden and great
and steadily continued impetus to our trade with the
United States; but, as I said before, the result was to give
a still greater expansion of trade to the «United States in
relation to British North America. I am glad, after spend-
ing some three months in Washington, to be able to say
that I had very intimate intercourse with gentlemen of
different politics holding high positions in the Senate
and House of Representatives, that I took many oppor-
tunities of discussing this question with them, and that
the result is that I did not find one statesman in the
United States who expressed his satisfaction with the
termination of that treatv. I believe the general expres-
sion in that country is that commercially it was a
mistake to have terminated that treaty, and that it
would have been infinitely better for the United States
and for Canada if it had been continued. That treaty
was not abrogated on commercial grounds. It was not in
consequence of any commercial reasons that the abrogation
took place, but it was, as is well known, in consequence of
an unhappy sentiment which grew up in the United States,
that, during the lime of the Civil War which rent that
c>untry asunder, tho sympathies of the British North
American Provinces were very strongly with the South. I
think there is very great reason to question the soundness
of that opinion. Although from the nature and the
position of our country, being neutral territory, ad.
vantage was taken of it by the Southernere, by those who
were engaged in carrying on that war from the South, to
make Canada a basis of operations, the Government of
Canada never showed the slightest favor, but took every
means in their power to prevent British North America
being made use of in that struggle. I think, if the records
of the United States were examined, it would be found that
ten Canadians, or ten British North Americans, fought in
the ranks of the Northern side for every one who fought
on the Southern side.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Twenty.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am inclined to think
that my right hon. friend is nearer the mark than
I am when he says they were twenty to one. I scarcely
know of any aid being given to the South, while we
know that at this moment the Government of the United
States are paying a large sum of money to persons
who were British subjects then and are British subjects
now, in Canada, for their services during that war. Taking
that as the best test that the country can show as to where
its sympathies were, as far as the most substantial and im-
portant kind of aid could be found, it will be seen that
British North America rendered a great deal more sup-
port and assistance to the North than to the South. Now,
I may say that the Treaty of 1854 removed for twelve
years all these difficulties, but, unfortunately, from the
causes to which I have alluded 1 believe to a large extent,
a misapprehension of the true facts of ·the case led to
that treaty being abrogated. Both parties in this country,
both parties in the varions Provinces-because it was before
the Union of Canada-regretted that abrogation. I believe
ihere was not a Province in what is now the Dominion
of C.nada that did not make every exertion firet of all to
avoid the abrogation of that treaty, and, after it was abro-
gated, to endeavor to have it or something equivalent
to it restored at as early a period as possible. But those
efforts were unsuccessful, and then, and while these efforts
were being continued, as hon. gentlemen opposite know,
Canada resorted to a system of licenses to prevent too
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sharp an interference with the long accustomed habit of
United States fishermen of fishing in the waters of British
North America. We adopted a mode of endeavoring to
prevent collision and difflculty. While there might be any
hope of our being able to settle this question by a recur-
ronce to something like the Treaty of 1854, every effort was
made by the adoption of licenses to remove irritation and
prevent collision of every kind, in order to favor, as far as
possible, the soluLion of the question in that way; but ulti-
mately we were obliged te fall back on the principle of
protecting our fisheries; we were obliged to adopt sncb
measures as the fishermen had a right to expect at our
hande; being excluded from the American market by high
duties, having their calling very seriously interfered witb,
they had a right to demand at the hands of the Governmont
and the Parliament of Canada that measures should be
taken for the protection of the rights which they undoubt-
edly enjoyed and which, under the Treaty of' 1818,
had been settled in what one would suppose was
as clear and concise and emphatic a manner as
it was possible for any question to be settled. The
result was that seizures were again made, and the Ameri
can fishermen, encroaching upon the waters of British
North America, found themselves again in difficultios.
The consequence was, as you all know, that in 1871 a new
treaty was made,and I have often thought of the old adage,
that " everything comes to him who waits," when I havo
thought of the manner in which my right hon. friend on
my left was attacked in this House and out of it, in connec-
tion with the Washington Treaty, and the satisfaction he
must have experienced when, atter the treaty had been in
operation for ten years, there was not a single public man
in Canada but was ready to do everything possible to main-
tain and to continue that very treaty. On that occasion,
as hon. gentlemen know, my right hon. friend made the
same effort to settle this question upon the lines that had
been adopted in 1854; the effort was to obtain from the
United States, instead of a money payment for the privi-
leges which their fishormen were anxious to enjoy in the
waters of Canada, such an expansion of commercial inter-
course between the two countries, as would meet the
wishes of the people of Canada, and be a seulement
that would commend itself to the judgment and approval
of everybody. That effort, however, was not successful;
and when tbe treaty was presented for consideration to
this flouse 1 remember well when hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House felt it their duty to criticise
very severely that treaty, and we were compelled, in self-
defence, to say something in its support-I remember very
well appealing to hon. gentlemen opposite, as I shall appeal
to themr to-day, not to press the Government unduly to show
to Parliament and to show to the country the advantages
that were obtained by the Washington Treaty of 1871. One
of the conditions of the treaty was that an international
arbitration should take plaee at Halifax for the purpose of
ascertaining the greater value of the fisheries of Canada
to the people of the United States over and above the remis-
sion of the duty on fish and the corresponding right to fish
in their waters, so as to arrive at the amount that should
be paid by the United States to Canada. I appealed to bon.
gentlemen opposite on that occasion not to compel us, in
self-defonce, to show that the treaty which had been signed
was one advantageous to Canada, not to compel us to take
such strong grounds as would be used against us when
that arbitration, at a subsequent time, should take
place. Well, Sir, I am sorry to say that my appeal on that
occasion was not as successf al as I trust it will be on this
occasion; I am sorry to say thit we were forced to make
some very strong and very clear statoments to the House
in justification of my right hon. friend for putting his name
tb the Washington Treaty of 1871. Well, just as I ex-

pected, and nobody knows botter than the hon. member for

Halifax (Mr. Jones), who site opposite-for this arbitra-
tion took place in the city where ho lives-no person knows
botter than himself, that one main element of the United
States case was the production of the very speeches which
we had been compelled to make on the floor of this House
in defence of that treaty. Every word that we uttered on
that occasion was used to our disadvantage and to our de.
triment. I will not say that it was very successfully used,
because I do not think that Canada has any great right to
complain of the amouDt that was awarded on that occasion-
$5,500,000 for the period during which the treaty was to
last, for the benefits dorived by the people of the
United States over and above those which were con-
ceded by removing the duties on fish. Many persons
have said, Sir, that we were not only successful in that
arbitration, but that we were too successful, that, in
fact, the award that was made was the main reason why
the United States took the earliest possible moment to
denounce that treaty and to torminate it. I do not believe,
myself, that the award was too great. I believe it is
almost impossible to over-estimate the advantages of
enjoying the fisheries that, fortunately for us, are con-
tained in the jurisdictional waters of Canada. But,
unfortunately, that treaty was abrogated. And, Sir, I
murt, in passing, pay my tribute to the hon. momber for
East York (gr. Mackenzie), who at that period led the
Government of this country. It is well known that that
hon. gentleman, in the discharge of what ho conceived to
be, and what undoubtedly was, the duty that ho owed
to Canada in the higb position he occupied, adopted
measures to prevent that question of money ever being
considered. The hon. gentleman sent one of his colleagues,
or if not one of bis colleagues at the time, a gentleman
belonging to his party, of great ability and of great
attainments, the late lon. George Brown,-he sent him
to Washington to co-operate with the British Minister at
Washington, and once more a strenuous effort was made to
settle this question of the greater value of our fishories over
those of the United States, and over the advantages to be
derived from having an opportunity of entoring our fish
free in the American market ; I say, ho obtained the ap-
pointment by Her Majesty's Government of the Hon.
George Brown as a plenipotentiary, and that gentleman
exhausted every effort in his power to carry out the views
of the hon. member for East York, and again revive the
Reciprocity Treaty of 1854. As that treaty had been
refused on a former occasion, ho went further than the linos
of that treaty, and by introducing a certain number of
articles to be passed free between the two countries, as well
as the natural products of the two countries, ho endeavored
to enlarge and expand what had been obtained by the Treaty
of 1854. I believe there was not a single item that was
free under the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, that the Hon.
Mr. Brown did not embody in the treaty which ho signed
as to be made free between Canada and the United States,
under the Treaty of 1874, which draft treaty was arrived at
between the two Governmonts. As I said before, and as J
said the other day, I feel it is only right, in passing,
to say, that the effort to obtain the freest possible
commercial intercourse botween Canada and the
United States, consistent with the rights and in-
terests of the two Governments, is a policy that
does not belong to one party only, but it is the property of
both parties in this country. The hon. member for East
York showed his bearty appreciation of the value of such a
policy, when ho was leading his Administration, just as
much as my right hon. friend showed it on the occasion of
going to Washington in 1871, and on all and every occasion
when that question bas come up for consideration. But the
Senate rejected that treaty, or, at all events, did not take it
up, and consequently we were thrown back upon arbitra-
tion ; and I think it is a matter of sincere gratification, and
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alwYa will be to the people of Canada, to know that after upon the only means of protecting the rights and inte-
the Most careful and painstaking examination, after taking rests of Canada. I may say that a very mistaken apprehension
all the sworn testimony that could be addueed on the side has arisen from the continuons exortions of all parties and
of the United States, and by Canada, and after the most classes in this country to obtain reciprocal trade relations
oareful consideration of that testimony, and the fullest con. with the United States. The policy of obtaining the free
sideration of the whole question, that international com. interchange of the natural products of the two countries,
mission awarded no less than $5,500,000, or something the products of the sea, of the forest, of the farm and of the
approaching 8500,000 per annum, as the value of the mine, as I have said, has been continuously the policy of
fieheries of Canada over and above those of the United both parties in this country, and they have pressed that in
States and the additional advantage of a free market season and out of season upon our great neighbors to the
in the United States for the fish of Canada. Now, south of us. And that, unfortunately, has led to a very
Sir, under these circumstanees, that Treaty of 1871 was erroneous impression. When my hon. friend the Minister
abrogated on lst July, 1885. But I must do the Govern. of Marine and Fisheries was compelled to adopt the same
ment of the United States the credit to say that they policy that had been adopted by the hon. member for
seemed to be equally impressed with the Government of Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), who organised that depart-
Canada as to the importance of avoiding the difficulties and ment with great ability and who filled the position of
collisions that were likely to arise ont of the abrogation Minister of Marine and Fisheries with equally great ability
of that treaty, and as those difficulties were likely to again during a considerable time; I say, when the Minister of
present themselves a measure was arranged jointly between Marine and Fisheries fell back upon the same policy his
the Government of the United States and the Government predecessor had adopted under like circumstances and took
of Great Britain, on behalf of the Goverument of Canada, sncb measures as were absolutely necessary and indispen-
for the purpose of endeavoring to prevent those difficulties sible for the protection of the rights and interests
again presenting themselves. Past experience had shown of the fishermen of Canada, the United States com-
both countries how exceedingly undesirable it was to have plained bitterly. Difficulties again took place. Fisher-
men like the fishermen of the two countries, who were away men, perhaps, are the most intractable and uncontrollable
from home, who were not under sch easy control as persons people in the world, and when a fisherman gets on board
on land are, earrying out measures the end of which it might his little smack h. thinks ho is monarch of all he surveys,
be very difficult to foresee; and at the suggestion of the Brit- and he can go where he pleases, and do what he pleases. The
ish Minister, Mr. Bayard, thon and now the distinguished Sec. result was that, as before, collisions occurred. Those parties
retary of State of the United States, entered into a temporary brought themselves under the operation of the law, and it was
arrangement whereby American fishermen were allowed the absolitely necessary, as I have said, in the defence of the
privileges of the treaty during the remainder of the season- rights of Canadian fishermen, to make examples of those
that is, the season of 1885-with the understanding that the parties who showed that disregard for law. The result was,
President should bring the question before Congress at its an entirely erroneous impression grew up throughout the
next session, and recommend a joint commission by the United States. It was shared by the Government-by the
Governments of the United States and Great Britain to con. Sonate, by the ouse of Representatives. It was accepted by
aider the question "in the interest of good neighborhood and the great body of the people; and the press and the people
friendly intereourse between the two countries, thus afford. of the United States, almost without exception, came to the
ing a prospect of negotiating for the development and ex- conclusion, without a particle of ground to justify it, that
tension of trade between the United States and British Canada was enforcing a most harsh, ungenerous and un-
North America." I use Mr. Bayard's words. The Govern- warrantable construction of the terms of the Treaty of 1818,
ment of Canada most readily assented to this view, and for the purpose of forcing reciprocal trade relations
true to the policy that had been invariably pursued on upon the United States. Hou. gentlemen opposite
both aides of this House, that of doing everything possible know that this became a universal sentiment in that
to promote trade relations between the two countries and country. One can understand the mass of the people
to remove difficulties connected with the fisheries, the in the United States sharing such an impression.
Government at once agreed that if the President would People said, and at the outset it seems a reasonable propo-
send to Congress a recommendation for the appointment of sition : " Why is it that the fishermen of the United States
a commission having such objects in view, they would allow of America cannot obtain the same consideration in a
the American fishermen to have the same free access to the Canadian port that a Canadian fisherman obtains in the
fisheries of Canada, as they had enjoyed during the con- United States ports ?" Well, Sir, the answer is obvious.
tinuance of the treaty. President Cleveland, keeping good The American Government renounced the right to enter
faith with the Governments of Great Britain and Canada, our waters, as England and Canada never did renounce the
sent a message to Congress on 5th December, 1885, promis- right to enter the waters of the United States of America.
ing that: The United States, in consideration of certain territorial

"In lthe Interests of good neighborhood and of the commeroial inter- rights over a portion of our country, in a part of Newfound-
oourse of an adjaent eommunity, the question of the North American land and Labrador, and the Magdaltn lilpnds, and in con-

eheaies is one of muoh importance." sideration of obtaining such territorial rights as I believe
Ho recommended a commission: are unparalleled in the world in any other country, re-

" Charged with the consideration and uettlement, upon a just, equi- nonnced forever the right of their fishing vessels of any kind
table and honorable buais, of the entire questios of the flahing rights of whatever to come into the jurisdictional waters of Canada
the two Governments.' or British North America, as it was then ealled. except for
Unfortunately, the Senate did not approve the recommenda- specified purposes, and then under such terms and condi-
tion. The fishermen of Gloucester, who, naturally I sup- tions as would prevent tbem abusing the exceptional privi-
pose, confined their attention to their own intereats, and loges which the treaty allowed. This is obvions, but you can-
regardless of the effects of the course they proposed to pur- not make the mass of the people understand it, and itis
au, at once petitioned Congress in the most earcest manner astonishing how many men of standing and position
against any such proposal. They declared they did not in the United States seem never to have grasped the
want to have anything to do with the fishing grounds or fact that the fishermen of the' United States occupy
waters of Canada, and they induced the Sonate to rejeet the an entirely differeut position in the waters of Canada
propmal by a vote of thirty to ton, ud the proposal ware- from that which the fishermen of Canada occupy in the
jected accordingly. We were then thrown back, neoessarily, waters of the United States. This was not done by any act
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of the Government of this country, but one can se, Sir, how
easy it is that the masa of the people, not understanding
those terme, not understanding the character of this treaty,
and not understanding the obligations whioh the Govern-
ment of the United States had taken in regard to this ques-
tion, should be misled. Then, Sir, another difficulty arose,
and that was with reference to the rights that those fishing
vessels should enjoy when in our waters. It was claimed by
the Goverument of the United States, in 1818, that as no com-
mercial vessel could come into the waters of British North
America from the United States, that there was no inter.
course, that those were privileges given to the fishing ves-
sels by that treaty beyond anything that was enjoyed by
any other class of vessels. And when a changed condition
of things came about; when the commercial arrangement
of 1830 had, as they contended, entirely changed the status
of their fishing vessels in our waters-since, as they said,
under that commercial arrangement it was provided that
their trading vessels could enter freely the porta of British
North America and our trading vessels could enter their
ports-as there was no exemption or exclusion of fishing
vessels, they claimed that rights had been acquired by
the fishing vessels that entirely took them out of the
category of the Treaty of 1818, under which they were
restricted from going into our waters for any but the four
purposes. I think, Sir, that that contention, upon examin-
ation, proves to be entirely unfounded. I do not think it
would be possible for any constitutional lawyer to maintain
that proposition for a single moment. The arrangement
of 1831) was a commercial arrangement, founded upon an
Act of Congress, on the one side, authorising the Goverr-
ment of the United States whenever the King in Council
would admit United States vessels to the Bermudas, the
Caicos and the British West Indies; that whenever the
King in Council would, by proclamation, admit their
vessels to these ports, they would admit our vessels in the
same way to theirs. It was, therefore, a bilateral arrange-
ment entered into and based upon an Act of Congress, on
proclamation made by the President and upon the Order
in Council made by the King. Now, Sir, the treaty is a
superior instrument to that Order in Couneil, and that
Order in Conncil is silent as to fishing vessels. The
treaty solemnly declared that the people of the United
States renounced forever the right to claim for a
fishing vessel any such commercial privileges whatever.
And under those circumstances it is a principle in law,
constitutional as well as general law, and I believe accepted
by all couniries, that you cannot repeal and change and
alter a specifie provision by a general one unless some
arrangement had been subsequently provided as to such
specifie provision. The general terms as to vessels in the
commercial arrangement of 1830 and the absence of any
reference to fishing vessels, left fishing vessels exactly in
the same position a% they were before. But, Sir, that was
not the only ground. It was also claimed that in the Wash-
ington Treaty of 1871, to which my right hon. friend was a
party, there was a bonding clause, and that this bonding
clause provided that the United States vessels were author.
ised to tranship tieir cargoes in bond in the same way that
Canadian vessels were allowed to tranship their eargoSe i
bond through the United States. But again, Sir, not only
was there no reference made to fishing vessels being relieved
from the renunciations of the Government of the United
States under the Treaty of 1818, but there was the fact -as
hon. gentlemen opposite, many of whom watched this
matter at Halitax, well know-that when this question
ws raised and the representative of Canada said: "You
are enjoying privileges here in the transhipment of
fish under the treaty, and you are enpying the advan-
tage of buying bait and supplies of al kindo for your
fishermen under this treaty, and you must consider
what is due to the Goverment of Canada for those

privileges which you enjoy "-I say, Sir, there was the fact
that Mr. Foster, acting as the Agent of the Government of
the United States, moved a resolution declaring that under
the Washington Treaty, the Government of the United
States had no sncb right and no sncb privilege to tranship
a cargo of fish or buy bait or supplies of any kind whatever.
Although during the Reciprocity Treaty of 1851 it had
been freely permitted by the Governmeut of Canada during
the 12 years that Treaty was in force, they declared that
under elause 29 of the Washington Treaty, as it stands there
to-day, and under which this right ii claimed, that they had
no such privileges before the flshery clause was removed
from that tresty, as it was by its abrogation. Thereibro I
say that when this matter comes to be examined, the loiuse
will see the position we occupy; the House will also see the
difficult position we were in, with the public mind of the
United States inflamed by a misapprehension on this ques.-
tion. When we had the Government and Congress of the
United States acting as one man in relation to this ques-
tion, it will be at once appreciated how difficult and how
serions this matter had become. Although we were not
giving an ungenerous or au extreme interpretation to the
treaty at all, but were simply doing that which my hoa.
friend opposite found it necessary to do, as did his successor,
that is, to defend the just rights of the fishermen of Canada
-and no Government would be worthy of the name who
would shrink for a single moment from that duty-the result
was that because we took this action the sentiment of pub-
lic men in the United States became inflamed, and instead
of thinking of anything like increased freedom of commer-
cial intercourse or of anything that was calculated to be
of advantage or benefit to tne two countries, they had
recourse to the passage of what was called a Retaliatory
Act. It was not a Retaliatory Act, but it was a Non-inter-
course Act based upon au entire misapprehension of the posi-
tion of the two countries and of the questions in relation to
them. And as I said a year ago when standing here,
it was an Act that was entirely uncalled for. Well,
Sir, 1 then took the opportunity of drawing the attention
of this House at some little length to the position
in which we stood in relation to that Non-intercourse
Act. I said that it was the only cloud on the commercial
horizon of Canada, and I pointed out the unwarrantable
character, as I consIdered it, of the Act. I pointed out that
it seemed to be founded on an entire mnisapprebension of
what the position of Canada was in relation to this ques-
tion. I was very severely criticised-if not by bon. gentle-
men opposite, who are always extremely indulgent to me-
by the press representing them, for that speech. It was
stated to be a very offensive speech, and to have a toue that
was calculated to be extremely irritating to the Goverc-
ment of the United States, and two or three leading and
prominent newspapers in this country have from that day
to this asserted that here in my place in Parliament I
declared that non-intercourse would be a very good thing
for Canada. Well, Sir, as I dare say you know, I do not
often correct statements made in the press. however much
they may misrepresent what I say or do; but I may here
take the opportunity of saying that no man can read the
speech I delivered on that occasion and find any foundation
whatever for any such statement. I did state that it would
become the imperative duty of the Government oft anada,
in vindication of the rights of our fishermen, to adopt the
policy of protecting our fisheries. I stated that there was
no warrant for such an Act as had been passed in the United
States ; and as the best means of protecting ourselves
against the effects of a policy so unjust and so injurious to
everybody-so detrimental to the interests both of the
United States and Canada-I pointed out that, fortunately
for Canada, we had attained a position that did not lave
us so entirely at the mercy of our neighbors to the south of
us as we should otherwise have been. I pointed out that
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the construction of the Canadian Pacific and of the Inter-
colonial Railways had given the people of Canada means
for the free intercourse of one Province and one part of our
people with another, without their being forced to go
through the United States of America. I used language as
strong, I think, as could be used to show the opinion I had
of suoh an Act, when I said:

" Deeply as we would deplore so mad and so unjustifiable an act
on the part of a great country like this great Republic of the United
States adopting such a barbarous poliey as that of non-intercourse with
a friendly power, we stand in the proud position of knowing that if that
pollcy were adopted to-morrow, we have perfected our own lines of
communication and have the most complete means of communiestion
from the furthest and most remote section of our country down to the
sea "

I think, Sir, that that was calculated to show that we had
to a certain extent protected ourselves from the ruinous
position we should have been placed in if we had not those
means of inter-communication ; and I do not think that was
inviting non-intercourse or intimating that it was a policy
of which I approved. I said further :

"Non-intercourse would not be an unmixed evil. I would deeply de-
plore it ; every member of the Roue and every intelligent Canadian
would deeply deplore any interruption of the commercial relations
which exist between this country and the United States, but I cannot
forget that, if the policy of non-intercourse were adopted, it would lead
to the development of th ose channels of communication between our-
selves. I

l another place I said:

" While I mot earnestly hope no such policy will be adopted."

I thus call attention for a moment in passing to the ]an-
guage I then used in order to show that I was not guilty of
the supreme folly that I would have been guilty of if I had
spoken of non-intercourse between 60,000,000 of people
of the United States of America and 5,000,000 on this
side of the lino as anything but what every intelligent
Canadian would deplore, as I think every intelligent Ameri-
eau ought to deplore it. But, Sir, I will just say that this
speech does not seem to have been attended with the very
unpleasant results that some people in th.s country feared,
who thoughtit adopted too defiant a tone for a small
people like the people of Canada, and was calculated to
exasperate our neighbors and bring about those unforturiate
results. All l can say is that those remarks receivod a very
considerable amount of attention in the press of the United
States. Some portions of them appeared in leadingjournais
in the United States ; and the result was, Sir, that instead
of having any reason to suppose that I had been guilty of
an indiscreet act in making the references which I feit, as
a member of this House, I was bound to make in dealing
with the position in which the country stood, the only
result, so far as I am aware, was this. I do not know that
the speech had any connection with it; but I know this,
that a mutual friend-I have no objection to mentioning
that it was Mr. Wiman-at an early day after this
speech was delivered, intimated to me that he bad
had a long conversation with the Se-retary of State
of the United States, Mr. Bayard, and that that gentle-
man had said that he would be very glad to have an
opportunity of discussing the mutual relations of Canada
and the United States with either my right hou. friend
the Premier of Canada or myself. I brought that state-
ment under the notice of His Excellency the Governor-
General and my right lon. friend; and as it was quite im-
possible for him to leave hie place in Parliament at that
time, I took advantage of the Baster holidays to accept
this informal invitation. I went down to Washington, and
was presented to Mr. Bayard by Her Majesty's Minister
there. Our conversation on that occasion, as you are
aware, was personal and private, but th be House will be able
to gather what the effect of that conversaticn was, when I
refer to the result. It was on the 21st of May that I had
that interview with Mr. Bayard, and I can only say that it

Sir CHAanL Tuppya.

was a very gratifying one in every possible respect. That
distinguished gentleman seemed fully to appreciate what
ho owed to the great country in which he filled the high
function of Secretary of State, and hoe showed also hie ap-
preciation of the importance of maintaining the most
friendly commercial relations with Canada. I am relieved,
however, from any violation of secrecy in regard to that
interview in view of the correspendemce whieh occurred.
Mr. Bayard told me that lie would repeat our conversation
to the President of the United States, and would sommuni-
cate to me the result at an early day. On the 31st of May,
I received a letter with which hon. gentlemen are all
familiar. I will not trouble the House with reading the
whole of it; but it is necessary, in order to give a proper
view of the basis of the conference from which this
treaty has resulted, that I should draw the atten-
tion of the House to some of the remarks made by
Mr. Bayard in that letter. In his letter to me ho said :

" The immediste difficulty to be settled is fonnd In the Treaty of 1818
between the United States and Great Britain, which has been questio
vezata ever since it was concluded, and to-day la uffered to interfere
with and seriously embarrass the good understanding of both countries
in the important.commercial relations and interestu which have come
into being since its ratification, and for the adjustment of which it is
wholly inadequate, as has been unhappily proved by the events of the
past two years. I am confident we both seek to attain a just and per-
manent settlement-and there is but one way to procure it-and that is
by a straightforward treatment on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of
the entire commercial relations of the two countries. I ay commercial,
because I do not propose to include, however indirectly, or by any in-
tendmient, however partial or oblique, the political relations of Canada
and the United States, nor to effectthe legislative independenoe of either
country."

I am glad to know that Mr. Bayard had too much respect
for the people of Canada-and ho has since learned, in the
mest conclusive manner, that his views were well founded-
to corne to any other conclusion than that no Canadian
would ever consent to be legislated for by any other country
in the world.

.'When you were here I prepared to send my reply to the 'observa-
tions ' upon my proposal for the settlement (o November 15 last),
which were communicated to Mr. Phelps by Lord Salisbury on March
24, and al"e to express my views of hie lordship's alternative proposi-
tion. Your visit and invitation to negotiate her@ was entirely welcome,
and of this I endeavored to impress you. Conversation with the
President has confirmed these views and now it remains to give
them practical effect. Great Britain being the ouly treasy-making
party to deal with the United States, the envoys of that Goverument
alone are authorised to speak in er behalf and create ber obligations.
[ preaume you will be personally constituted a Plenipotentiary of Great
Britain to arrange here, with whomsoever may be seleeted to repre-
sent the United States' terme of agreement, for a moda vivendi to meet
the present emergencies and also a permanent plan te avoid all future
disputes. It appears to me that as matters now stand the colony of
Newfoundland ought to be represented and included, for a single ar-
rangement should suffice to regulate all the joiat and several interesto
involved. I should, therefore, be informet speedily through the proper
channel as to the authorisation and appointment by the Imperial Gov-
ernment of such representatives.

" The gravity of the present condition of affairs batween our two
countriesdemand entire frankness. I feel we stand at 'the parting of
the ways. Iu one direetion I can use a well assured, steady, health-
ful relationship, devoid of petty jealousies, and filled with tii fruits of a
prosperity arising out of a frienaship eemented by mutual interests, and
enduring because based upon justice; on the other, a career of embit-
tered rivalry, staining our long frontier with the hues of hostility, in which
victory means the destrnction of an adjacent prosperity without gain to
the prevalent party-a mutual, physical and moral deterioration which
ought to be abhorrent to patriots on both sides, and which I am sure
ne two men will exert themuelves more to prevent than the parties to
this unofficiai correspondeuce."

I replied on the 10th June to Mr. Bayard in the following
terms. I will not trouble the House by reading the whole of
the letter, but only such parts that wil show the basis of
this conference :

" Mv DaN Ma. BAYARD,-I had great plessure in reoeiving your letter
of May 3t, evincing as it does the importance which you attach to
an amicable adj istment of the fisheries question and the maintenance of
the coraial commercial relations between the United States and canada,
under which such vast and mutually beneficial results have grown up.
I entirely concur in your statement that we both seek to attain a j nst
and permanent settlement-and that there is but one way to procure it
-mnd that is by a straightforward tratent o4 a libers4 and utasmeai
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lke plan of the entire commercial relations of the two countries. I note
particularly your suggestions that as the interesta of Canada are so
immediately concerned, Her Majesty's Governmeat should be invited to
depute a Canadian statesman to negotiate with you a 'modus vivendi
to meet present emergencies and also a permanent plan to avoid al
disputes,' and I feel no doubt that a negotiation thus undertaken would
greatly increase the prospects of a satisfactory solution."

I concluded by saying :
"I have thought it my duty and also the most effectual manner of

giving effect to your suggestion, to make knowa to Lord Lansdowne
the purport of my correspondence with you. He is strongly deuirous of
fatilitating a settlement, and will at once bring the matter before the
Secretary of State, with an expression of hie hope that no time will be
lost in taking steps for establishing, by means of personal communica-
tions with your iovernment, a modus vivendi such as yon have described,
and also for arriving at an understanding in regard to a lasting adjust-
ment of our commercial relations. ý"

The result you know. I will read, in order to place the
House in full possession of the exact state of affairs, an
extract from Mr. Bayard's letter to Mr. Phelps, the Ameri-
can Minister in London :

"The visit here of Sir Charles Tupper, on behalf of the Canadian
Government, wa reeived with coraiality, and expressions were ex-
chan ged of a mutual desire for the settlement of all existing difficulties,
and for the increaed freedom of commercial intercourse between the
United States and Canada. In consequence of the statement made by
Sir Charles Tupper on the oceasion referred to, I wrote him a personal
and unofficial letter on 3lst May, and received on 10th June his reply,
and copies of this correspondence were duly sent to you. Yesterday, 8ir
Lionel West handed me, without comment, the following copy of a tele-
gram to him from Lord Salisbury:

'If the Secretary of State will formally propose the appointment of a
Commission as suggested by him in his correspondence with Sir Oharles
Tupper, Her Majesty's Government will agree with great pleasure.

'8ALISBU RY.'
"And I have just telegraphed you to the following effect:-

"PHLPS, Minister, London.
"'Sir Lionel West handed me yesterday a telegram from Lord Salis-

bary agreeing to the negotiation suggested by him informally in corres-
pondence with Bir Charles Tupper after his visit to this capital, and
requesting me to make a formal proposal which will be forwarded to
you at once. 

' BAYARD.'''

I intend to read but two other extracts as the only other
parts of this correspondence which are pertinent to the sub-
ject:

"The number of plenipotentiaries te be employed on either aide does
not seem to be immaterial to the object in view. The Treaty of 1854
comprehended the sane clase of questions substantially, and as I have
before remarked in my correspondence with you, was negotiated by the
Earl of Elgin, at that time Governor General of Canada, and Mr. Wm
L. Marcy, then the 8ecretary of State for the United States. By refer-
ring also to our prior treaties with Great Britain, it will be founi that
the number of plenipotentiaries employed on either aide varied, and
was frequently unequal."

He further said:
e 0" It is regarded by the President as of the highest importance that a
distinct and friendly understanding should without delay be arrived at
between the United States and Great Britain touching the question of
the righte whieh belong respectively to the citizens of the United States
and the subjects of Her Britannie Majesty in relation to the fisheries on
the coasts of the British possessions in North America, and as to any
other questions which affect the trade and commercial relations between
the United States and those possessions. You are, therefore,instructed
to propose to Her Majesty's Principal Secretary of 8tate for Foreign
Affairs, the appointment of an Envoy Extraordinary and Miniuter
Plenipotentiary, to meet in the city of Washington a Minister Pleni-
petentiary of the Government of the United States, duly authorized
bythe rspective Governments to treat and discuse the mode of settling
all questions which have arisen out of the fisheries on the coasts of
Britiah North America, and all other questions affecting the relations be-
tween the United States and Her Britannic Majesty's possessions in,
British North America."

The House having heard those extracts, will at once under-
staaid the circumstances under which this conferense was
brought about and plenipotentiaries appointed on both sides.
Her Majesty's Govern ment appointed the Right Hon. Joseph
Chamberlain as leader of the conference on the British ide;
they appointed Her Majesty's Minister at Washington, Sir
Lionel Sackville West, ai the second plenipotentiary. The
Colonial Minister sent a despatch to Lord Lansdowne, the
Governor General of Canada, to say that the British Gov-

ernment wished the Government of Canada to say who
would be acceptable as representing the Government of
Canada at this conference, and it is only right to my right
hon. friend (Sir John A. Macdonald) that I should say that
they intimated, as it was very naturally to be expected they
would, that the appointment to that position of the same
distinguished gentleman, who had aotel as a Joint High
Commissioner in 1871 with such ability and success would
be entirely acceptable to fHer Majesty's Government. I came
out to Canada without the slightest idea whatever that I
would be appointed in connection with this commission. I
returned hère after having discharged in London the duties
which were incumbent on me and which I had been called
upon to perform. Immediately, my right hon. friend told
me that he was anxious that I should go to Washington as
the third plenipotentiary. Lord Lansdowne was good
enough to join in expremsing his desire that I should fill that
position. I daresay, if the truth were known, my right
hon. friend here thought that having had so much to do
with the negotiation of this conférence, and representing,
as I had the honor of representing in the Gcovernment of
Canada, the interests of one of the most important of the
Maritime Provinces, the Province of Nova Scotia, there was
a certain fitness in my being called upon to discharge this
duty. I thought that, under the circumstances, I could not
decline, but 1 made it a condition that I should have the
able and invaluable assistance of my colleague, the Minister
of Justice, as the legal adviser of the British side at this
conference, as I knew that matters of the greatest impor-
tance would arise in which the opinions and the advice and
the legal and constitutional knowledge of that hon. gen-
tleman would be invaluable. With the utmost readi-
ness, that hon. gentleman at once consented to associate
himeelf with me in that capacity; and I must at
the same time tender my heartfelt thanks to the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, whose province I was to a
certain extent apparently invading, for the very zealous
and hearty and valuable co-operation which his intimate
knowledge of that subject enabled him to give us. I take
this opportunity of saying that a statement which has been
made by leading publie journals in this country in refer-
ence to my own position on that occasion is erroneous.
A good deal of sympathy has been expressed for me.
I have already mentioned the great kindness which
I have received even from my opponents, but an amount
of sympathy has been extended to me wbich I must
disavow having any occasion f r. A great deal has been said
and a great deal of sympathy bas been expressed, as to the
unfortunate position in which Sir Charles Tupper found
himself in Washington in battling on the one side for the
rights of Canada, and fluding the pressure of Her Majesty's
Government on the other sido; and that in fact I was com-
pelled, by the strong lino which was taken by Her Majesty's
representative, Mr. Chamberlain, to yield and surrender
what it muet have cost me a great deal of pain and
suffering to do. I would be unworthy of the position
I occupy in this House if I did not at once disavow
anything of the kind. I do not think it would have been pos.
sible for Her Majesty's Government to have made a better
or a more judicions selection than they did in Mr. Cham-
berlain, as the leader of the Britisha ide in that conférence.
That hon. gentleman is one of the foremost statesmen in
England; that right hon. gentleman, as the House very
well knows, as the leader of the Radical party in Great
Britain, was perhaps especially qualified, by the position he
occupied in Imperial politice, to be an acceptable envoy to
the United States of America; and, after three months of
very intimate intercourse and association in the city of
Washington, I have no hésitation in saying that I do not
believe it would have been possible for Her Majesty's
Government to select any gentleman who would have
been more acceptable to all parties in that gre$a
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capital. In regard te my own position in that conference,
I iavealready ehown the House how largely I am respon-
sible for what has taken place. The conference was initi-
ated from the interview which took place between myself
and Mr. Bayard. I was subsequently asked to serve as one
of Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries on that important mis-
sion; but I am bound to say that if, instead of the Right
Blon. Joseph Chamberlain and Sir Lionel Sackville West, I
had had as my colleagues two of the foremost statesmen of
Canada, taken from either aide of the House, it would have
been impossible to have had the contentions of Canada
more uniformly supported than they were from the begin-
ning to the end. If there is any mistake, if this treaty is
not what Canada had a right to expect it should be, I am
bound to say that there is no man more responsible for that
than myself. These hon. gentlemen, from the beginning
to the end, stood by the interests of Canada in the most
unflinching way. I have heard, in this House and out of
this House, that it was desirable that the time should come
when Canada could appoint her own plenipotentiaries and
envoys to deal with the negotiation of treaties, but I speak
from experience and fron a knowledge of the facts when 1
say that a greater mistake it would be impossible to con.
ceive. In the position which Canada occupies, great and
important as it is, and with the great future we have un-
doubtedly before us in the development of the enormous
resources of this country, while the time may come when
we will be in a position which will enable us to go into an
international conference with that power and influence
which alone will qualify a plenipotentiary to negotiate
effectively with other countries, until that time comes
it is impossible to overrate the value of having the
Empire of Great Britain behind us. A plenipotentiary
is able to command, when ho is fighting a keen and
hard battle for his country, just that amount of in-
:fuence and power which that country commands among
the States of the world ; and I say that, until we obtain
that influence and that power, nothing would be more
detrimental or suicidal to the best interests of Canada
than to divest ourselves of the potent influence of standing
under the Sgis of the mightiest Empire in the world. Now,
I must say a single word with reference to my colleagues
representing the Government of the United States. I have
already given you a tolerable insight into the views of 51r.
Bayard. That hon. gentleman, as the House knows, is the
worthy representative of a long lino of the most eminent
statesmen in the United States, and no person in the Gov-
ernment of that country commands more uniformly or more
deservedly the respect and confidence of the United
8tates than the Hon. T. F. Bayard, the Secretary of State.
In the Hon. W. L, Putnam, we had opposed to us a gentle-
man occupying so distinguisbed a legal position in New
England that his name has been frequently heard within the
last fortnight as the probable successor of that eminentjurist,
the late Bon. Chief Justice of the United States ; we had
in him a gentleman more intimately acquainted with the
fishing interests of the United States than almost any other
gentleman who could be suggested, and whose legal stand-
ing and position are calculated to obtain the confidence and
respect of aIl who know him. In the third plenipotentiary re-
presenting the United States, we had Mr. Angell, President
of the Michigan University at Anu Arbor, a gentleman
who, although a supporter of the Republican party, was
selected in consequence of his great knowledge of inter-
national law, and the fact that ho had been chosen by
a Republican Government in the United States to dis-
charge most important duties as a Commissioner to China,
in thie arrangement of a treaty. 1 do not believe, Sir, that
it would be possible for any Government in the United
&ates to select three gentlemen more eminently patriotic,
more heartily devoted to the interests of their country,
than the thre. gntlemen I have named; and hftar

sir NaAuIES T m,

sitting face to face with them for three months in keen
and sharp controversy, the only result of our communica-
tion has bee to leave upon my mind the very highest
respect for the charaeter, standing and ability of those
gentlemen, and a desire not only of continuing the acquaint-
ance which I had the pleasure of making with them, but
that it should perpetuate a genuine and thorough friend-
ship. I can only say, Sir, that when I came to meet them
in conference, I was greatly surprised, and you will not be
surpriied to learn that such was the case after hearing the
papers I shall resd with reference to commercial inter-
course. After the statement of the President of the United
States in his Message of 1885, asking for a commission, after
the lttet *'hich passed between Mr. Bayard and myself,
you will readily understand that I went there expecting and
looking forward to a settlement of this question on very
much the sane lines as those upon which it had been
settled in 1851, and to some extent, in 1871. I am
right in saying that the instructions with which I was
eharged by this Government were to obtain, if it was pos-
sible, as near an approach to the Reciprocity Treaty of
1854 as I conld obtain, that is, the policy of carrying out
free exchange in the natural products of the two countries.
I was to urge that policy, and I think you will have no
doubt as to the course pursued by me after reading the
proposition that I made in the conference on the 3rd
December, 1887:

"Sir Charles Tupper begged leave to submit a note containing the
lollowing proposal from the British plenipotentiaries. That with a
view of removing aIl causes of differeuce in connection with the fisheries,
it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries that the fishermen of
both countries shall have ail the privileges enjoyed during the existence
of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Washin gton, in consideration
of mutual arrangement providing for greater freedom of commercial in-
tereourse between the United States and Newfoundland."

It has been suggested that this is very vague. Well, I
confess I am unable to see it. I considered that in formula-
ting that proposal, I was bound to ascertain if the Govern-
ment of the United States were prepared to accept any
greater freedom of commercial intercourse, to ascertain to
what extent they were prepared to meet Canada in order
to secure for thoir fishermen the enjoyment of the advant-
age wbich they had under the Treaty of 1854, and under the
Treaty of 1871. If that proposal does not formulate as
broad and as general an invitation to the Government of
the Ubited 8tates, as cond be made, provided they were
willing to deal upon a commercial basis at all, I should be
very happy if any hon. gentleman wili point out to me
wherein the proposition is wanting. And what did Mr.
Angell say ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The offer is unrestricted.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says

the offer is unrestricted, and I intended it should be so.
I intended to give the Government of the United
States the fullest opportunity of stating just how far they
were prepared to go in reciprocal trade with Canada. I
knew, Sir, that the air was fuil of theories of commer-
cial nuÈion, full of proposals of unrestricted intercourse, and I
thought I could not do a botter service to Canada, under
these circumstances, than to ascertain at the very outset
what *as the position of the United States as to that ques-
tion. I do not hesitate to tell you what that position is. I
do not intend to make reference to a past debate, in which
I regret very deeply I was not able to participate, akhough
as a large number of gentlemen dealt with that question on
both sides of the House I think you were rather fortunate
in not having another speech inflicted upon you on that
occasion by myself; but I am bound to take this oppor-
tunity of saying that yon may go to Washington, as I did ;
you may mingle for three months, as I did, with the lead-
ing men of ail parties and aIl classes; you may go through
the House of Representatives from beginning to end, and
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canvass every man, and you may go to the Senate of the
United States and canvass every man, and I say you will,
not find a single. man who will talk to you on the subject-of;
unrestricted reciprocity, as I did not find one at the time
when publie attention was being turned to it in this country7

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). There are two Bills before
Congress.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Was it not desirable that we
should know what thP views and sentiments of the United
States were upon thei subject? Talk to them, Sir, of coin-.
mercial:union-I tell you that I did not meet a man of any
party, I did not meet an American statesman who would
not hold up both hands for commercial union with Canada.
Why, Sir? Becausehe knows thatit would give Canada to the
United States, he knows that you would never occupy the
degrading position of having a neighboring country make
your tarif, and impose taxes upon you. I say, Sir, that
it is a condition of things from which the most craven.
Canadian would recoil. This proposition of unrestricted re-
ciprocity, of free trade with the United States, with liberty,
to make our own tariff with the rest of the world, I say I did
not m .t a man-I discussed this question fully and freely
from day to day with scores of leading public men in the
United States-I did not meet a man that would talk about
such a thing for a single moment. Why, Sir, they treated fthe,
very proposition with scorn. They said: "Do you auppoue
that we intend to make a free trade arrangement with Cap-
ada, that would involve free trade with England, and destroy
the position that we occupy in relation to all the vast in-
dustries of this country? I say, Sir, that under these cir.
cumstances I did a service to Canada. And you have got
the answer. Yon did not get from Mr. Bayard the state-
ment: "If you will go the whole length of unrestricted
reciprocity with us, if you will make everything free,
then we will talk with you." Nothing of the kind.
lere is the answer, coming from the leader of the Admin-

istration of the United States, which conclusively shows,
that-I was going to say, but, after the interesting and
animated discussion we had in this House, I will not say,
that it was a waste of time to take up a fortnight of thA
time of Payliament in discussing that which it is jeut as
rational as to have ben discussing how to construct a rail.
way from Canada to the moon. The answer is here:

" While continuing their proposa heretofore eubmitted-on the 30th
ultimo-and fully sharing the desire of Her Britannie Majesty'spleni-
potentiaries to remove al causes of difference in connectio with the

sheries, the American plenipotentiaries are constrained, after careful
consideration, to decline to sk from the President authority requisite
to consider the proposal conveyed to them on the 3rd instant as a
means to the desired end, because the greater freedom of commercial
intercourse so proposed would necessitate an adj ustment of the present
tariff of -the United States by congressional action, which adjustment
the American pleaipotentiaries consider to be manifeetly impracticable
of accomplishment throngh the medium of a treaty under the cJrcum-
stances now eiisting. Nor could the American plenipotentiaries admit
that such a mutual arrangement as i proposel by Her Britannie
Majesty's pleipotentiaries eould be accepted as constituting a suitable
basin of negotiation concerning the rightasand privileges claimed for
American fishing vessels. It still appears to the American plenipo-
tentiaries to be possible to finden adjustment of differenees by agreemsg
ou an interpretation or modifiestion of the Treaty of 1818, wbich will
be honorable to both pArties and remove the present causes of complai>t
to which end they are now-as they have been from the beginning of
this conferee-ready to devote themselves."

Mr. Bayard gives a further illustration of the position in
his letter to the Senate. It is dated Washington, 22nd
March, and in it he says:

"In conformity with the invariable course pursued in previous
negotiations, when the conference met it was agreed that an honorable
eonfidence should be maintained in its deliberations, and that only
resuls should be announeed and such other matter as the joint proto-
eolists should sign under the direction of the plenipotentiaries. With
this understanding, whicb was strictly kept, the discussions of the con-
ference proceeded, through its numerous and prolonged session, with
that fzeedom andinformality in the exchange of viewn which tie nature
o! the negot àtons required ad without which its progres would hTe
ho.. materially hampered and any agreement renderea very difficult ofi
attainment.

"Upon the eenclusiounof thetreatW some meubers of the conferenOe
"t one lof tih city under theapressrr of otler d ities, sad lt. la tki

able ti.t some atatements were excluded that otberwis. might hayq
placed in the joint prot ocols. '

I have explained to the House my great surprise at finding,
they did not give what I assumed that the purely formal
protocole to which I assented would give, that is to say,
all the pro sals made, and the counter-propoaies. anid thq
replies on both sides. I assumed that the protocols wQuld
contain those. Mr. Bayard has explained how it was tai
this was not done.

"After the conference had finally adjourned and Sir Charles T
had returned to Ottawa, a requeut was recmved through the Brllash
Minister tht ausent be given to tepubliestion of sanertain prepodsi
which had been submitted by theBritish plenipotentiaries and de.iIae
by the American. The qousten as eid was gf, and Ieaqlosa
herewith a copy of the papers so referre to. Every point anbutpd-
t0 theconference is covered by the papens now in the possesuion of
tdenats."1
I wish the House to note that. Although we have not
given any proposais and oounter-proposale, here is the state.
ment, which I confirm as being thoroughly and entirely
accurate, that the papers submitted to the Senate, as thé
papers submitted to you give all the information neeessary
for the consideration of this question.

" Excepting the question of damagea sustained by our Ao4mnmn,
which, be.ng met by the counter-elaim for damages to British veuel in
Behring's Ses, was left for future settlement."

President Angell, who was one of the commissioners, after
he returned home, made the following observatona,:-

" We were a long time getting down to the reai work of the commis.
sion, all the parties iaterested were so vAried. The Britiah and ,Ua-
dian commissioners were especiall7 ainious to make a roci procal free
trade treaty a part of the treaty balore they would oettle on tl. flhery
question. More than onehalt the time was occupied in this meaanr,
The real work han been doue within the lsasmonh. We tpld themover
and over that the tariff was a matter whiei muet be settled by Oongr.us,
and that we could do nothing about it. lmut say if this treaty l not
ratified by the Senate they will make a great mistake."

I give you President Angell's statement, and I will now
give the House a stili more authoritative statement, bear-
ing on the same subject. I have here the report ofthe Ju-
dioial Committee of the House of Representatives, to whom
was referred, in 1885, the question as to the power of thp
President to negotiate treaties with foreign.governments.
This report is No. 2680, 48 dongress, 2nd Session.:

" Mr. Tucker, from the Comimittee on the Judiciary, aubmitta ti
following report:

" The Gom.mittee on the Judielary, to whom was referred the .esd-
tion of the House of Representatives embodied in this report, respo*t-
fully submit their report thereon."

"dT e resolution i in these words
" Resolved, That the Judiciary Committe. be directed to-report to

the lorise,whether the Presideh by and wi. t he. advie and couafft
of th Senate, can negotiate treaties with foreigu Goverameats bywhieh
the duties levied by Oongreu on importations can be «dhapged or abro-
gated.

"The question thus referred to the Committe. ls,one of greatimpor.
tance inA s relations to our foreigu intercourse aid our inta;nal Gov-
ernment,I* * *

"Your ommittee have thus considered the questien ou the true in-
terpretation. of the language of the constitution; upon the construction
of the Government itself; on the histori dpvelopmeahu.of t 29ssletu"
tion from its British original through the articles of Confedération 0o
its present form; on analogy to the British prototype; on pre'ents
sudthe authoriVt; and.hav conme to the concluion expresei4nths
tollowing resolution, which, though the disonWac h aq 4oe a 1Sy
rang, is confined to the question ubmitted by the resoluton refrwed

totecomimtle
"R eelvâdl hat the President, by and with the advife and osent

of the Senate, cannot negotiste treaties with efoýMga p.rnuents by
whiéh the' duties levied by Congreus can .be eor abrogated,
and such treaties to be operative as law muet hvthe anctio of
au Act of Congres&.
I have therefore shown the grounde on which the
United States plenipotentiaries refused in the most posi-
tive manner, as they have stated in their reply, over
and over again, to take up the question of trade relations.
You may ask me then what Kr. 1ýayard meant by using
the words "Ithese commercial questions and this commer-
cial intercourse between the two eountries." I confes I
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was misled. I confess frankly I took the same view as " That whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied
hon. gentlemen would take, I think, on reading his letter to that pmerican fishermen are visiting or beinr in the waters or at any

me ad m leter o hm ad hi intrution toMr.ports or places of the British Dominions of North America, are or then
me and My letter to him and his instructions to Mr. jately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights
Phelps, and I was not prepared to be met by an absolute re- secured to them by treaty or law, or are or they lately have been

fusal on the part of the United States plenipotentiaries to unjustly vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected
to unreasonable restrictions, regulations or requirements in respect to

take up and consider the question of commercial intercsurse such rights; or otherwise unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters,
at all. But the explanation was this, and I think it is right ports or places, or whenever the President of the United States shall be

and fair that in his absence I should give it. Mr. Bayard satisfied that any such fishing vessels or fishermen having a permit
under the laws of the United States to- touch and trade at any port or

states now, and has stated throughout, bis great desire to ports, place or places, in the British Dominions of North America, are
have the freest commercial intercourse between us con- or then lately have been denied the privilege of entering such port or
sistent with the position and interest of the two coun- ports, place or places, in the same manner and under the same regula-

tries. etions as may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most
tries.He says, if you want to sehave t policy of the favored nations, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect
Government of the United States you have it in the Presi- thereof, or otherwise be unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall
dent's Message to Congress ; there is our policy. Our be prevented from purchasing such supplies as may there be lawfnlly

olicy is to meet this enormous surplus revenue in the sold to trading vessels of the most favored nation ; or whenever the
pohye1 Stateet tsnotarmctiousich suplsrie at thePresident of the United States shall be satisfied that any other vessels
United States, not by a reduction which will strike at the o the United States, their masters or crews so arriving at or being in
labor and capital of the country by reducing the duty on such British waters or ports or places in the British Dominions of North
manufactured articles simply and purely, but it is to meet America are or then lately have been denied any of the privilege therein

.b m g .i taccorded to the vessels, their masters or crews of the most favored nation
it by two courses-by maki n g, everything that operatives or unjustly vexed or harassed in respect of the same, or unjustly vexed
use cheap, by making it free, by making the natural pro- or harassed therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all
ducts of the two countries free; in other words, by remov- of such cases it shall be lawful and it shall be the duty of t!e President

- of the United States in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to
ing the duties from the food and things that are used by deny vessels, their masters and crews of the British Dominioos of N1orth
operatives, and by removing the duties from raw materials, America, any entrance into the waters, ports or places of or within the
which instead of injuring the manufacturing industries is a United States (with such exceptions in regard to vessels in distress, stress

.r of weather or needing supplies as to the President shall seem proper)
protective policy. I say, Sir, that after studymng the policy whether such vessels shall have come directly from said dominions on
of the United States, of the Democratic Party-the free such destined voyage or by way of some port or place in such destined
trade party of the United States as they are very impro- voyage elsewhere;--"
perly called, for there is no free trade party in the United And this point, covering complete non-intercourse with the
States, they have got beyond that long ago-after examin- entire country,
ing their policy, after reading the President's message, -"and also to deny entry into any port or place of the United States
after reading the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, of fresh fish or salt fish or any other product of said dominions or other
after reading the speech of Mr. Carlisle, the Speaker of the goods coming from said dominions to the United States."

House of Representatives on taking the chair, I have come That was the law placed upon the Statute-book of the United
to the conclusion that their policy is just as close to the States by the unanimous vote I believe of both the House
policy of the Government of Canada as any two things of Representatives and the Senate of the United States,
possibly can be. Our policy is to make natural products If there was a " no " at all it was a single one. That ex.
free ; our policy is to make raw materials free; our policy is pressed the sentiments and the feeling in the United States
to make the country as cheap a country as we eau for the of America, and our friends the plenipotentiaries represent-
artisan, and at the same time to give his labor a full ing the United States, said: "If we make a treaty with you
return, by such protection of the manufacturing industries affecting the tariff, howeversmall the inducement you might
of the country as will build up those manutactures and be willing to accept, it is certain of absolute rejection by
give employment to the people. Now, Sir, that is the Senate, because the Congress of the United States have
our policy. Mr. Bayard and those other gentlemen stated their position firmly, and they will not permit any
said that " there is only one way to reach this interference on the part of the Administration of the
(for Congress alone can take the duty off any article), United States by treaty, with anything that involves
and on account of the exasperation that has been a change in the fiscal laws of the United States.
excited in this country by those fishery difficulties you They said, secondly, that not only was that the case
have an unanimous Bill passed by the House of Repre- but such was the hostility of public men in regard to
sentatives and passed by the Senate and assented to by the Canada and the treatment by Canada of their fishermen,
President, you have to meet what they hold was the that if tomorrow any relaxation of the tariff of the
inhospitable conduct (they used good deal stronger terms United States was made by an Act of Congress it would
in some of their State papers I am very sorry to say), contain a clause excepting Canada from its operations so as
of Canada in reference to the treatment of their fisher. to deny us its advantage. But they said our policy is pro-
men, our representatives have said that they would never claimed to the world; you will read it in the President's
purchase from Canada any immunity for their fishermen by speech; you will see it everywhere: our policy is as far as
reciprocal trade arrangements " imbued, as their minds we can to make the natural products that come into the
were, with the idea that we had adopted that policy to force country free and what lies in the way of that policy is this
reciprocity upon them. They imagined we did it for this irritation connected with the fishery question. If we can
purpose, instead of doing it as we did it to protect our rights. solve that, if we can take that out of the way you will find
While we were ready to have the freest commercial inter- at once that our own independent policy-the pobcy of the
course in the natural products of the two countries we never United States on this questien of commercial intercourse-
attempted to use that as a means or as a lever by which to will be such as to produce the most intimate commercial
coerce the people of the United States. We were simply and relations again with the Dominion of Canada." And, Sir,
wholly animated by a desire to protect as we were bound to under those circumstances, denied as we were the free consi-
do the fishermen of this country who are engaged in one of deration of the question, of which fact I have given you
our greatest and most important industries. abundant evidence, we turned our attention to the only

Well, Sir, what was this Non-Intercourse Bill? It not means by which we could avert what everybody would feel
only provided for shutting Canadian fishing vessels of all would be the greatest disaster that could befall this country.
descriptions out of their ports but it contained a provision We turned our attention to the means by which it could be
against all interchange of trade. Here is one of the pro- averted and those were the removal of the causes of
visions: irritation between the United States and Canada (for it was
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Canada rather than Great Britain that was referred to) and
by removing those causes of irritation, and giving free
soope to this policy to which they were committed, we
believed that it would at a very early day give us everything
that we could desire in the way of greater freedom of com-
mercial intercourse. Now, Sir, I am in somewhat a similar
position in explaining this treaty, which I have now reachod,
to that in which I was in 1871 when defending the treaty
of my right hon. friend under somewhat different circum-
stances. Then I said: "Every word that you force us to say
in support of this treaty will be used against us at Halifax
in diminution of the payment that we are entitled to for
the greater value of our fisheries." To-day I am in a some-
what similar position. For, every word that I say in de-
fence of the treaty to which I have put my hand and to
which I ask the sanction of this House with the utmost
confidence, every word that I say in support of it may be
used to-morrow in the Sonate of the United States, where
support to the treaty may be more difficult to obtain
than it is in the louse ofOCommons of Canada. The flouse
will, therefore, understand that on this occasion it cannot
be expected from me that I shall point out very elaborately
the advantages accruing to Canada under the treaty to
which we have placed our hands, What I say is this--I say,
Sir, that the course that has been adopted in reference to this
treaty has been adopted with a view te secure in the only
way that was found practicable, the best interests ofCanada.
I am told, in fact I received a message, that the hon. leader
of the Opposition wished me to lay on the Table of the
House a map showing what Canada claimed under the
Treaty of 1818 in regard to the headland question, and
another map to show what the resuit of this treaty was-
how much we had surrendered, or how much we had
secured. I eau only say that I am not able to respond to
that invitation, for this reason, that this treaty provides, in
regard te the delimitation, that the work shall be doue by
commissioners, two appointed on each side, eminent mcn
of high qualifications, who shall mark on British admiralty
charts the lines as they are laid down and agreed to in the
treaty. My hon. friend the leader of the Opposition will
at onee see that it would not do for me to anticipate the
action of that court of delimitation, or to undertake in
advance to set aside the important duties with which they
are charged, and give exactly my view of it.

Mr. LAURIER. I have seen it done.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He has seon it done, and ho

has seen it done in this very case. I have seen in the New
York Berald-I do not know who gave it to them-the de-
limitation marked ; and I have seen in the Globe newspaper
that very enterprising journal which gives so much atten-
tion to these important questions-this question of delimit-
ation deait with, and a map published showing the results
of the delimitation, both as to Newfoundland and as to
Canada. Now, I do not intend to endorse the letter-press
of this article, which declares that there has been a
complote surrender of Canadian interests by myseif; but
I will say this much, that this is a very good effort
on the part of an enterprising journal te put before
the eoantry the results of the delimitation as described in
the treaty. It is very specifically described in the treaty,
and those who study this map attentively, will, 1 think,
be able to form a very fair idea of the results-quite as
good as they would from any unauthorised map which I
could have constructed, and which I would have no right
to lay before the House. I do not think it was a complote
surrender, and I will briefiy tell the louse why. But be-
fore proceeding to that matter, I may say that there was
one subject on which I was glad to find that the American
plenipotentiaries, and myself especially were entirely ut
one. They expressed no wish to acquire the right to fish
in the jurisdictional waters of Canada. With that expres-

sion of opinion on their part I heartily concurred. I be-
lieve, Sir, it would have beon difficult to obtain any pos-
sible treaty that could repay Canada for having her inesti.
mable fishing grounds thrown open again to United States
fishermen. With the rocent modes of catching fish
by means of purse seines, my fear would bo that if
our fishing grounds were thrown open to our neigh-
bors to the south of us, in ton or fifteen years we
should have very little better fisheries than they have. I
believe such an event would lead to their destruction, and,
therefore, I was very glad to find that there was no desire
on the part of the United States to acquire the right to fiash
in the inshore fishing grounds of Canada; and I want it to be
kept steadily in view that in all the arrangements provided
by this treaty, Canada holds for Canadians her fishing
grounds for thoir own exclusive use and benefit ; and, Sir,
with the intelligence, the industry, and the enterprise of
our people, I am quito certain that they will be able under
the provisions of this treaty to hold their own auywhere.
I will now, Sir, proceed to deal with the subject of the
treaty itself, and I take up first the most important ques-
tion, that of delimitation. I need not tell you that that is
a question in controversy. It is a question, as my hon. friend
from N3rthumberland (Mr. Mitchell) knows, has been a
most fertile cause of discussion betweon the United States
and Great Britain and Canada. The Americans have main-
tained that what wo termed our exclusive right to shut
Lhem out of ail bays was not well founded in the treaty.
They have maintained that they had an indefeasible right
under that treaty to approach within three miles of the
shore of any àay or indentation. My hon. friend shakes his
hoad ; but I hold in my hand autiorities, and I could give
tho to him by the score, in which they have again and
again maintained that position, and demanded that right.

Mr. MITCHELL. Did not Great Britain for forty years
enforce her construction of that Treaty of 1818 ?

Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. I can only say that nobody
knows botter than my hon. friend that Great Britain in-
duced hin to recall his regulations and instructions, after
ho had issued thom, and restricted his jurisdiction to within
three miles of the shore.

Mr. MITCIELL. And why ? Because Great Britain
could control the Government of this country, and I had to
do it; that is why.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Never mind. My hou, friend's
enquiry was as to the position of Great Britain, and I give
it to him. Great Britain has always contended, and has
rightly contended, for technical exclusion from any bay,
and the Crown officers of England have sustained that con-
tention. But my hon. friend knows that it is one thing to
hold a technical construction, and it is another to under-
take to enforce it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the hon. gentleman lot me put
one question to him? He states that Great Britain has beld
a technical construction of the Treaty of 1818. I would
say that Great Britain has actually enforced her tchnical
construction for forty years. And with reference to what
the hon. gentleman says about exclusion from bays, the
first decision was given in reference to the Bay of Fundy,
where the heudland on one side was Americun and the
head[and on the other was Canadian or Nova Scotian. That
was the first give-away of our trcaty rights.

Sir CIIARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend thon means
that for the first forty years Great Britain held a particular
view which she has abandoned for the last forty years.

Mr. MITOHELL. I do not mean that. I will say what
I mean if the hon, gentleman will lot me. I say that for
the first forty years Great Britain legitimatoly enforced
that contention and the Americans recognised it. Under

1888. 683
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the decision in the case of the Bay of Fundy, one Ride of
whichwas American and the other side Nova Scotian, it
was held that that bay was not exclusively an English bay,
and aipon the decision in that case our rights were given
away and suapended by England, and were not enforced as
strictly as they had been before.

Sir'CHARLES TUPPER. WelI, I do nôt intend to be
dhawn i'nto ýa discussion by my hon. friend, bectuse I do
not questian very numh his statement; but I want to ask
lium whother he thinke ,a right which is technically claimed

bat practically abandoned for forty years, is gaining in
sfrength. I take a different view. But perhaps my hon.
friend will allow me to prooeed, and reserve his remarks
for a future period. On the 17th September, 1845, Lord
Standey wrote to Lord Falkland-

"Her Majesty's Government have attentively considered the repre-
oente;tionu contained in yor despatches, respecting the policy of grant-
ag *emisson to the ishermen of the United States to lish in the Bay

of Of lurs,.and other large baye of a similar character on the coast of
New Brunswick and Nova Sootia ; and apprehending, from your state-
miW, that any dtich general concession would be injurions to the inte-
rdts 1f t'e riftibh North American Provinces, we have abandoned the
lntentiön we bad:entertained on the subject, and shall adhere to the
stict,etter of the tieaties which exist between Great Britain and the
UEtted Stastes, relative to the ffiheries in. North America, except in so
fer -M 'heyfaag Wilte to the Bay of Fundy, which bas been thrown open
to thee6rth Ameridans under certain -restrictions."

Ob that ?erd Stanley, intiinated practically that what was
ftfe in the eBay'of Fundy *as to be the rule.

Kfr. ]IITCHELL. No.
Mr. MNLisS (Bothwell). The very opposite,

Sir ÚflI LES TUPPER. He says in so many words
that this was what they had intended but that they had
abandèned the idea upon représentation.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Let the hon, gentleman read
it again.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER:-

"Nr. ve'ettthoght that the negotiations were now in; . moet
favorable stat-r-"

That is, after the Ba'y of F'nndy was given up.
"-for a full and satisfactory adjustment of the dispute.

He bld the falleut assurance that the British Governament contem-
plabeda further extension of the saine policy by the adoption. of a
g 1n 1i egulation that Aneïican fishermen should be allowed frèely
to enter all bays of which the mouths were not moie than six miles in
width."

Ia May, 1845, Lord Stanley oommunicated this intention
te .Lord Falkland, who immediately replied. Thon Nova
Scotis came forward, and Canada came forward, and the
rèalt of their firm remenstrances, based on this conetitu-
tional -ight, was that ho receded from the intention to allow
the Americanç to go within throe miles of the shore, and
decided to maintain the original contention.

n -MIILLS (Bethwell). Heur, hear.
fOt UtfA!MAS TtYPPER. That is *hat I said ezaotly.

I tMe to this questiò,; and, ab I said before, no publie
&te, in ÉMy jtdgent, ne Minister, *ver exhIbited more
Mel ot ability iu the management of his department than

did my hon. friend.
Mr. MITfIÉfLL. Never mind that.

Sir CHIAILES TUÉPER. From the time it was organ-
ised under his charge ho showed the greatest possible
disermination to hold on to all that hé had. and te get as
muéh s ho eould in the interesta of Canada. N*>, I will
draw the attention of my hon. friend and the House tW the
faet that, actuated by that motive, in 1870, ho sent out the
follewinginstructions:

"l sh anthisk ty or *-nrisdiOtion mluit be stïletly conhfdéd Ithin
the Edit of three main. miles of hay ft the eoatl ban, e'seka, or bar.

Sir COxataI Tmupra,

bors of Canada, with respect to any action you may take aainpt.AnMr-
ican'fshing vessels and the Unite States citizens engage in iiing.!

Mr. MITCHELL. Under instructions fron ingland.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No. This is before the piës-

sure, as the hon. gentleman will see, but ho went'on trying
to get in the thun end of another wedge, and I comnfnd
his attempt. He said,:

"Where any of the bays, creeks, or harbors, shall not eiceed ten
geographical miles in width, yen will consider that the line of deinarca-
tion extends from headiand to headland, either at the entrance of -uch
bay, creek, or harbor, or from and between given points on both sides
thereof, at any place nearest the mouth, where the shores are lesi than
ten miles apart i and may exclude foreign fishermen and fishing vessels
therefrom, or seize, if found within three marine miles of the coast."
Then ho went on to give the jurisdiction and the action that
should be taken under it; and the baye from which ho in-
structed his officers to exclude American fishing vesels are
those ten miles in width. What fôllowed ? We hâve a
despatch from Lord Granville to the Governor General:

"F er Majesty's Government hopes that the United States fishermen
will not be for the present prevented from fishing except within tiree
miles from land or in baye which are less than six miles broad at the
mouth."

That is the answer to the instructions. My hon. friend, I
grant yon, was under compulsion; ho was, I grant you,
under pressure from Her Majesty's Government; but that
only makes the case stronger from my standpoint, and my
standpoint is that in the position we occupy, dependent
upon er Majesty's Government for that right arm, and
strength, and power, which will enforce a regard for the
interests of the people of this country, we muet pay some
deference to Her Majesty's Government. Considering the
fostering care which fHer Majesty's Government have at all
times given the intereste of Canada, we are boun i to reci-
procate by meeting any just claim for considération from
the party which is mainly involved in our contentions.
Therefore, I say my hon. friend was right, but he did with-
draw that instruction, and hé issued in its place the follow-
ing instructions, as contained in a report of Council :-

" The Council is aware ihat when the British Government in 1845
opened the Bay of Fundy to American fishermen, as an amicable relaxa-
tion of treaty rights, the act was officially regarded as a practical
abandonment by American authorities of the British construction of the
Convention of 1818. It was immediately followed by a demand for
general application to all intends exceeding six miles in width."

So that I say to my hon. friend that I gave his own
terms, as sustaining the statement that I made of the
demand of the Government of the United States to have
accusa to our waters within three miles of the shore,
wh-ether in baye or out of baya.

Mr. MITCHELL. I promised not to interrupt the hon.
gentleman, and I will not; but i will simply say that I
have a complote answer to that.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No doubt the hon. gentle-
men is ao ingenious that he could anmwer himself over and
over again.

Mr. MITCHELL. He is so careful in his public capa-
ofty that ho can do it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have no fault to find with
my hon. friend in hi publié capacity as a Minister. I
have a great deal more fault to find with him in his private
capacity, as sitting on the other side of the Hoube.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you think there is mach difference
between us.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Here is a despatch from
Downing Street, dated 6th June 1870:

" Her Majesty's Government are fnlly aware that no step should be
taken which should prejudge the question."

I want to draw the attention of the House to the fact
that this was not a settied or concluded question, that it was
not a question upon which the Governments of Great
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Britain and the U.tited Stateq had agreed or on which they
bai arni ved at a common interpretation; and I wan to
draw yrv hon friid's att.etion to the doubt that Her
Mlajesty'e Governrment had nion the subject. What do they
say ?

" Eer Majesty's Gvernment are full 7 aware that no step. ehould be
taken which ehould prejudge the question-what are enadian waters?
Or should admit the right of United States dahermen to fish within
those waters except within the limite prescribéd by the Convention of
1818."1

.Bnt they do not abandon the hope that the question of abttract
right mAy yet be avo ded by some arrangement betwee Canada and
the United States, or that the limits may be defiaitely settled by arbi-
tration or ether'ise; and while any expeetation of this kind exists,
they desire to avoiiall occasions of dispute, so far as this is possible,
consistently with the substantial protection of the Canadian fsheries
With those ôbjects, they think it advisable that United States fishermen
should n'ot b excluded from any waters except wlthin three miles from
the shore, or in the unusual case ot a bay wkich in lesthan usix miles
wide at its mouth but spreade to a greater wdth within. It will, of
course, be understood and explained to the United States Government,
that this liberty is conceded temporarily and without prejudice to the
right of Groat Britain to fàll back on her treaty rights, if the prospect of
an arrangement lessens, or if the concession is found to interfere prao-
tically with the protedtion of the Canadian fisheries."

That was also a despatch from Lord Granville, Jane 6th,
1870. Now, under the pressure of this, as my hon. friend
has stated, he changed hns instructions in reference to the
ton miles and put in six miles, and forbade bis offlcers to
interfere with the American fishermen, not as in the first
instructions he gave, if they were within three miles of the
mouth of the bay, but only if they were within three miles
of the shore, and he says:

" Until further instructed, therefore, you wil not interfere with any
American fiahermen unless found within three miles of the shore, or
within three miles of a line drawn across the mouth of a bay or creek,
which, thongh ifi parts more than six miles wide, is les than six geo-
graphical miles in width at its mouth. In the ease of any other bay,
as Baie dis Chaleurs, for erample -- "

The very bay he excluded tbem from wu more than teb
miles wide.

" you wili not interfere with any UnIted States fishing vesl or boat
or any American fiuhermen, unless they are found within thre miles
of the shore."

Mr. MITCHELL. Under positive instructions from
England, against my representations and everything else

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think I have satisfied my
lion. friend that, as far as ier Majesty's Government were
concerned, while they maintained the abstract right under
the treaty, they were unwilling to raise the question of
ba1ys, and the result is, as my hon. friend knows, that for
the liàt thirty-four years, certainly sisé 1854-and 1 will
not go furthetr baek than 1854-there bas been ne practical
interféeénbe with American fishing vessels unloss they were
within three miles of the shore, in bays or elsewhere.

Mr. MITCHELL. Will his honor allow me to ask him
one question ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man not t d it now. I was in hopes to finish by 6 o'clock
and 1 ain enreé the House will sympathise with me in that
desirer. This Gvoernment instead of considering this as a
questiôn passèd bèyond controversy, did what ? The hon.
geràtletiaàh wýs a member of the Government at the time,
and the Goe iment deputed Mr., now Sir Alexander Camap-
bell to td JLird Kimberley and ask for the appointment
of a corhinifion on which England and the United States
and Cànada Would be represented, to settle what was the
correct vie* in reference to the British baye, to settle this
very questi h cf delimitation.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, no, not that.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. MITCHELL. For the purpose of maintaining 1
clonial rights to the fisheries as claimed by England. 1

fr CH&RLES TUPPER.
sent by Lord Kimberley:

I will read from a despatch

"M. Campbell broxghi under my consideration the follovlng sub-
jete -The first vas the protertion of tbe Canadiân ileberles from
eneroachments by foreign filhing vessels. On this point I concur with
your Ministers, that, it would be desirable that the questions which
ave been so long in dispute with the United States, as to the geo-
,raphleal limits of the exclusive fishing rights of Canada under the
reaty c f1818, should be settled, by a joint British and American com-

mission, on which the Dominion shQuld be repreaented. Eer Majosty's
Gvernment yul propose tuthe United States G overnment the appoint-
mont of such a commission."

I give that to the House as the proof that, so far from this
being regarded as a matter upon which no question could
arise, it was not se treated. Lord Kimberley, in a despatch
of the 10th October, 1870, eaid:

" The object of Her Majest 's Government is, as you will observe, to
give effect to the wishes o your Goverameùt, by appolting a jofnt
commission, on which Great Britain, the United States and Canada are
to be represented, with the object of' et)iaing what ought to be. th
geographical limitos f the exclusive fiherí.s of the Brittsh &orth
American colonies. In accordasice with the understood des1ré of 7Tbr
advisers, it iu proposed that the enquiry should b held In Anaerioa.
And then there is a memorandum from th'e Foreign Offile
giving the reasons for the appointment of that commiseî6à',
and from that I will read a singie sentence:

C" The right of Great Britain to exclude Aerboan fishermea from
waters withla three miles of the eoast lu urambignous, and, it la
believed, nncontested. But there appears to be some doubt What axe
the waters desoribed as within three miles of bays, cre.ks, and harbors.
When a bay is les than six miles broad, its waters are within the
miles limit, and therefore clearly within the meaning of the tré ti;
but, when It il more than that breadth, the luestion arises whéther1t fi
a bhy of Her Britannic Majesty's dominions.
I hope I have satisfied the House that, so far from the ques.
tion of delimitation, when we toor it up at Washington,
being one on which no question could be raised, it was an
open question in which Canada and Great Britain on the one
side maintairied an extreme contention, and the United
States Government maintained the very reverse, whieh was
also an extreme contention.

Mr. MITCHELL. Nothing of the kind.
Sir CHARL ES TUPPER. If I have not made it olear

to the hon. gentleman, I am sure I have not been se unfor-
tunate with the rest of' the louse. Now, what more? The
bon. gentleman knows that, in the first place, the Govgrn-
ment of Canada had agreed to a oemmisslon to ascrtain
what these righ . were. Would we agiree to a commission
to ascertain whether a foot of land in Canadia territóry
was ours or belonged to some one else ? The bon, gentle-
man knows that we would not. But we did agrée to thib
commission. My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Milfe)
seemed a little while ago to be somewhat restive aeto
whether there was any doubt at all on this sub'ct.
A great many members in this Hoeé *11 ebI
that, when the Treaty of Washington had been
arranged, that bon, gentleman moved in this Ionne
that, before the Halifax Com mission Èhouid dit, tft%
doubts respecting our geographicail limits should Arst
be settled. I am not saying that I did not agree with
him, but I say that at that time thé question was
not raised properly, and I opposed him, and I gaire
my ressensf for seo oppoeing hum. If yen look at t1be
debates of that date, yo wil find, in the statements made
by my right hon. friend the leader of the Government and
those of bon. gentlemen on both sides of the House, that the
desire was expressed that these doubt, which undoubtedly
did exist, should b. set at rest, but we did not thnk the time
opportune before the sitting of that Halifax Commission.
Wheu we changed sides, and the hon. member for Bothwell
(lir. Mills) sat on this side of the louse, with the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Blake) who, I regret to know, is no longer able tg
lead that Bide of the House, after having pressed upon us
thea vital importånoe of hbaving this question settled befor.

1«8&.
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the Balifax Commission sat, they forgot all about it. When I said: You do not propose by that ton-mile arrangement
they had to deal with the responsibilities of office, and to te enter a bay that you could fot enter under the six-mile
discharge the duties which rest upon Ministers of the Crown, arrangement, do yon? Certainly Dot. Thon I gave them tus
they agreed with us that it was not desirable to raise the delineation, and that clause was put in the treaty for the pur-
question before the sitting of the Halifax Commission, and pose of giving effect toit, and to prevent giving any possible
they have allowed it to sleep until now. I am frank to say uncertainty. Now, Sir, as I said before, w. were met in a
that the plenipotentiaries now have made concessions on broad and liberal spirit, and I think the sentiment that
this question. animated us on both aides was that we owed it te each other

Mr. MITCHELL. Hear, hear. aud te the countries w. represented, mot to quarrel overpoints that could be aatisfaotorily adjusted, and that if it
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gentleman says were possible to find a solution that would b. equitable te

"hear, hear," but did he ever hear of any two nations, or both countries and advantageous te ail, it was our duty to
of any two individuals, who had a difficulty or controversy find that solution, and te agre. upon terms that w. eould
between them, going into an arrangement to have it amic- honorably ask Great Britain on the on. aide, aud the
ably settled and adjusted without both sides giving way in United States on the other, and Canada, te acoept, as a great
some degree or other ? I think the very spirit and policy improvement upon the existing condition of things. There-
of this Commission which was proposed, was to ascertain, te fore, as I said, we made the concession, net of any thing that
settle and to remove these doubts, and I say, when w. met has been enforced practically by Canada, but the abstract
these gentlemen and they proposed to us this ten mile right te exelude frem baya that were more than six miles
limit, and said: If yon give up the extreme contention that wide.
no bay, however broad its mouth, can be entered by an
American fisherman, we will agree to take the ten mile
limit, and when they met us further and said that, in addi-
tion to that they would take up and consider the question
of any special bays we thought onght not to be open to Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before assing awsy entirely
foreigners, then we took this question up, as we were from the subject cf delimitation, te which 1 drew tho atten-
bound to take it up, and fouud a solution by mutual con- tion cf the House for some time, I would like to say that
cession. Instead of giving into their contention that iu addition te the doubta which have been admitted on aII
they could go into the Baie des Chaleurs within sidos te exist sud reqnired te b. set at reat, the Government
three miks of the shore., we made a treaty by which ef the United States had a very streng standing ground, a
they cannot enter the Baie des Chaleurs at ail. And very strong position, in the delimitation whioh waa adopted
the hon. gentleman knows that the Miramichi Bay, and a num- by what was calted the North Sea convention, a convention
ber of other bays that we consider of vital importance to be between fer Britannic Majesty, the German Emperor, the
kept free from any kind of intrusion, have been conceded to King of Prussia, the King of the ]elgians, the King of
us. We met them in a spirit of mutual concession. I havene Denmark, the President of the Frenoh Republie, aud the
hesitation in saying that I believe that when we parted, and King of the Netheranda, regulatiug the North Ses fisierles.
long before we parted, we were animated by the conviction This cenvention was signed at Tii Hague on the 6th May,
that we owed it to the countries we represented, by mutual ; nd if, upon s deliberate review of the baya frem
concessions, as far as could possibly be done, to find such a which foreign vessels sheuld b. excluded, these powera
salution as would settle these questions that have disturbed adepted the prmnciple cf limiting that exelusion te baya that
the intercourse and threatened the peace of the two great- were lees than ten miles in width, you can readlly aee thé
est English-speaking nations of the world, on the beat strong position the Governmeut ef the United States wculd
terms thait w. could poaibly td. have lu claimin that the delimitation should have sme

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Will the hon. gentleman tell
us the meaning of article 5 ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gentleman will
possess his soul in patience for a little while, I will try to
do so. What is article 5 ? If the hon. gentleman bas it in
his hands, perhaps h. will read it.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).-
" Article V.-Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include

within the common waters any such "interior portions of any bays,
ereeka, or harbors as caanot be reached from the sea without passing
within the three marine miles mentioned in Article I of the Convention
of Ostober 20, 1818."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER, I am obliged to my hon.
friend for his question, and I will give him a most ex-
plicit and, I am quite sure, a satisfactory answer. I hold
the delineation of a bay in my hands. It i imaginary,
it is true, but it is none the lesu juast what yon may meet
with at the mouth of any bay. This bay is fifteen miles
from mainland to mainland, and yet under the instructions
of my hon, friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) not
to go within three miles of the shore, they could not get
into that bay. Why ? Because there are islands in the mouth
of the bay, and the island carries its three miles of marine
jurisdiction stretched around it, the same as the mainland. I
will send it over to my hon. friend to show him just what
that article means, and the reason why it was necessary, in
order to provide for a possible contingency by which a bay
being fifteen miles wide, they could not get into it now.

eir CIA&LE TurMa.

regard to the international policy of these great countries
that had been dealing with a precisely similar question.
Article 2 of the convention says :

" The fishermen ot each country shall enjoy the exclusive right to fish
within a distance of three miles from low water mark.

" The three marine miles mentioned in Article I of the Convention of
October 20, 1818, shall be measured seaward from low water mark; but
at every bay, creek or harbor, not otherwise specially provided for in
this treaty, such three marine miles shall be measured seaward from a
straight une drawn aeross the bay, creek or harbor in the part nearest
the entrance at the first point where the width does not exoeed ton
marine miles."

As I have said before, to accept the delimitation, to accept
as the jurisdictional waters of Canada from which foreigners
shall be excluded, the ten-mile limit as proposed by the
Government of the United States, was to stand not only
upon the ground that a good deal of doubt and hesitation
seem to have been exhibited by ier Majesty's Government
and the Government of Canada in dealing with that sub-
ject, but they had in addition the precedent of the Hague
convention, where all the great powers to which I have
referred, after careful examination and deliberation, de-
cided that the fishermen of all countries should be at liberty
to come into any waters where the bay was more than ton-
miles wide at the mouth. When we accepted thia ten
mile delimitation, which was all that appears to have been
aimed at by any Canadian Government, the extreme limit
that any person had proposed as a matter of delimitation,
we made it a condition of the acceptance of that restriction
that oertain baya should be exempt from its operation, an4
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although I have not furnished hon. gentlemen opposite with
a chart on which those delimitations are marked by myself,
as I thought it would hardly do to do that, it will be seen
by the examination of such representations as have been
given on this subjeet, that the exceptions whieh the
plenipotentiaries of the United States were willing to
concede have left us very small ground for complaint,
although I frankly state it was a concession made by the
plenipotentiaries of Her Majesty for the purpose of arriving
at a common ground on which we could solve the difficulties
with which this question was surrounded. Our concessions
did not stop there. I am quite ready to admit, and I think
it might as well be stated in the outeet, that the Canadian
Government would find it, I would find it, quite as difficult
as our friends the plenipotentiaries of the United States
would find it, to justify this treaty if it was to be examined
in the light of the extreme contentions maintained on both
sides previously. I need not inform the House that in
diplomatie intercourse it is customary, it is right
for the representatives of a Government to state the
strongest and most advanced ground that they possibly
can sustain in relation to every question, and I would not
like, I confess, to be tried before the House by the ground
taken by my hon. friend the Minister of Justice and by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. The ground they took
was quite right; they were authorised by the strict terms
of the treaty in taking the strong ground they did ; they
would have failed in their duty to this House and to this
country if, called upon to deai with this question as a mat-
ter of diplomatie intercourse and discussion between the
Government of the United States and of Canada, they had
not taken the extreme coatention that the literai terms of
the Treaty of 1818 would warrant. They did their duty in
adopting that course; but when it comes to a question of
conference, to a question of international discussion for the
purpose of ascertaining whether between the extreme con-
tention on the one side and the extreme contention on the
other, any standing ground may be found on which the two
parties may meet and settle a dispute of great international
difficulty by mutual concession, the case is entirely altered,
and the responsibility resting upon the plenipotentiaries of
any country would be very great if they refused to consider
fair and reasonable concessions on the one side and to meet
them by fair and reasonable concessions on the other. So
that I have no hesitation in saying that, dealing with this
great question in that spirit, dealing with a question that
is of vital importance to the British Empire, of vital
importance to the Government of Great Britain, who were
constantly threatened with embarrassment and serions
difficulties and collision with the great country to the south
of us, a question, too, of great magnitude to the United States
of America, a question cf stil greater magnitude,in my judg-
ment, to the pcople of Canada, one on which we had more at
stake and more to lose in a great struggle of that kind than
either of the great countries to which I have referred-I
say looking at the question in that broad and national spirit,
looking at it with a desire to remove the possibility of what
I consider would be the greatest miafortune that could hap.
pen te the eivilised world-a collision between the two
great English-speaking nations-looking at it from that
broad standpoint, it would bave been criminal on my part
and on the part of those who represented Her Majesty's
Government and the interests of the people of Canada,
if they had not endeavored, by making fair and reason-
able concessions, to find a common ground that would
present a solution of those important and serious questions,
that might enable a treaty to be formulated and accepted
as a just and equitable settlement upon both sides. As
i have said, our concessions did not rest at the delimita.
tion. We come now to the next portion of the treaty, and
that jis the treatment of American fishermen within our
waters. I trust I have explained article 5 to the satisfaction

of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills), and the othe'.
, articles immediately following refer to the mode of delimi-

tation and do not require avy special remarks from me.
n Article 9 says :

" Nothing ln this treaty shall interrupt or affect the f ree navigation
of the strait of Canso by fishing vessels of the United States."

I may explain to the House that that was not a surrender
of British interests or Canadian intereste at the dictation
or at the request of the plenipotentiaries of the United
States. Tbat clause was inserted in the treaty by ourselves,
and for this reason : That the rule for the delimitation
which was adopted, the ten-mile rule, would have necessarily
excluded, if we took in Chedabucto Bay, which we did take
in by making the delimitation, as bon. gentlemen will see,
not from one side of the main land of the bay to the other,
which would have opened it to the United States, but frorn
the island between ; by that delimitation the United States
would have been shut out altogether from passing through
the Strait of Canso because they could not have gone into
Chedabucto Bay, and therefore they asked that Chedabucto
Bay should be excluded from the delimitation, which made
it an exclusive bay, in order to prevent their being shut out
of the navigation of the Straits of Canso. Well, Sir, under
those circumstances we met that by providing nothing new.
We provided simply that mothing in this treaty should in-
terrupt the free navigation of the Straits of Canso, as pre.
viously enjrIed by fishing vessels to which we confined it,
and in that way we avoided making an exception of Cheda
bucto Bay, which is the entrance from the Atlantic aide to
the Straits of Canso. Article 10 provides:

" That United States fishing vessels entering the baya or harbors
referred to in Article I of this treaty shall conform to harbor regula-
tions common to them and to fishing vessels of Canada or Newfound-
land."

I do not think that roquires any reference on my part
because it speaks for itself, and it simply provides that
whatever harbor regulations there are in force the fishing
vessels shall b. obbged to conform to them. Article 10
further provides:

" They need not report, enter, or clear, when puttiag into such b ay
or harbors for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting into the
same, outside the limita of establshed ports of entry, for the purpose of
purchasing wood or of obtaining water ; except that any such vessel
remaining more than twenty.four hours, exclusive of Sunday sand legal
holidays, within any such port, or communicating with the shore there-
in, may be required to report, enter, or clear and no vessel shall be
excused hereby froin giving due information to Loarding offleers."

I may say, Sir, with reference to this, that a great deal was
made of the apparent injustice of subjecting fishing vessels
obliged to put in for humane purposes, such as vessels in
distress and vessels under stress of weather to rigor-
ous restrictions. A great deal was made of the difficul-
ties that were thrown in their way, and the obstructions
that were placed apparently by Canada, in the wav of their
exercising and enjoying those privileges that the Treaty of
1818 clearly and distinctly provided they should enjoy. I
think, Sir, that this House and the people of this country
will agree with me that it was not undesirable in the
interests of good neighborhood, in the interests of the good
reputation of Canada for humane and friendly considera.
tion to fishing vessels obliged to put iLto our ports for
ehelter, and especially where they had under the treaty a
right to come in under such circumstances, that we should
remove any obstructions or hindrances that lay in their way.
It was urged, on the other hand, that in the United States
our fishing vessels were not treated with the sume strin-
gency that those vessels were which under treaty right are
permitted to core into our waters for those four purposes,
and evidence was placed before the conference to show
that in the port of Portland the course pursued was a more
liberal course than the stringent regulations which had
been used in Canada. The collector of that port who had
been collector for 80 years was examined and gave hie tes.
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timony as to the treatment of the Dominion vessels in the
Uited States waters. He was asked:

"During the time you have been deputy collector, whether or not,
there have been aumerous cases of Dominion veseels, ineluding vessela
eng&.ed in fishing in that port, and if they faiied to report, though
1 ghore thaû twenty-fbur hours, have pnlties been imposed or
such failure dùring the term'of your semce

His, anjwer was, as I remember;
"If there were any instances of Dominion vessels failing to report

wIlen lying reorp than twenty.four hours, their presence has been over-
loed by the Port officers. I do not recall from memnory a single
irrtance when or where a penalty was imposed, and I find no record of
any such payments in the ecoounts of this office."

Under those circumstances we felt that we might fairly
allow vessels that had no connection with the shore fishing
vessels coining,,in distress, or vessels coming in under stress
of weather té ,'ake shelter on our coast, that we might fairly
exempt them fron reporting for a period of 24 hours
provided they did not touch the shore. It was represented
tiat in many cases the previous regulations had involved
great hardship and difficulty, that the custom bouses were
r'jnote froin the outlying portions of the harbor where the
shelter was obtained, and that to remain long enough to go
up to tbe cnstom house officer and to make the *necessary
réport would involve a very serions delay and might prevent
thein getting to sea at ail at the time they would desire. I
do not conceive that 4py very great injury to our interests
is likely to result where these privileges are only extended
to vessels which are not permitted at ail to communicate
with' the shore. The moment tbey have a communi-
cation with the shore, that moment it is incumbent upon
them to report, or they are liable to the pains and penalties

ouvid by this Act if they do not do so. I think this
ouse will agree with me and I believe the people of this

cqwutry wili agree with me that it was a wise provision to
relieve thQm of' what they found to be a great hardship,
and so aid in, effecting the removal of a very false impres-
sion abroad where poople did not understand how stringent
the neoessity was lor guarding our coasts.

"'Theyshall notbe liable ia snch bays or harbers for compulsory
pactage."
It was reprcsented that a fisherman coming in by distress
or by stress of weather was compelled to take a pilot or
wAs subject to the chrge for a' pilot and that, tlis wpfelt
to be very onerous while the fact ia that our own fishermen
wgro praetically free from any such pilo4age regulatipns
apd it ws therefore a concession to remove the pilotage
dues. I dmit it was a concession to relieye them from the,
charge of'pilotage. It was a case ip 'which in myjudgmentI
"the play was not worththe candle," and the mpney.that.
wolâk be obtained for p4otsge was very si4ll, while it
would create a most unpleasant impression abroad if lt were
understood that while giving then the shelter the treaty
compelled us to give them, we took the opportunity to force
upop them a charge for pilotage that they did not require
and whiich they thought unnecessary.

Mr. MITCHELL. Are not vessels under a certain siEe
exempted from pilotage, Sir Charles ?

Sir CRARLES T UPPER. Under 80 tons they areex.empt.
As roy hon. friend knows our fishermen are pilota them-
sely,e, and they do not require to pay, and this was practi-
cally patting their fisherme.n upon the same fogting as our.
ow;p fishermen in regard.to this charge.

Mr. MITCHELL. Certilnly.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And the same regulation', we

wpre informed, ws the practice in the ports of the United
Sates. At all events we believed that that was not a vry
gua c ession to make.

Kr. KIEUGELL. bis not much.
Sir O âiLIs TVPPz.

S:r CMARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend is right; it is
not much. I think he will quite agree with me it was too
small a matter tp quarrel over-too small a matter to be a
question of a breach between two nations.

Mr. MITOBEiLà. If you did notbing more than that we
would be satigfied.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. At the same time it was a
contention, and it was a concession for the purpose of meet-
ing them' half way as far as we were able, and which we
were glad to he able to do. The article further says:-

"They shal not be iable na such bays or harbors for compulsory
pilota e nor, when therein for the purpose cf shelter, of repairing
danpa ,ofpurcha ing wood, or of obtaining water, shal they be iable
for harbor dues, thanage dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar
dues4 t this ennmeration shal not permit other harges inconsistent
with thee °r of the liberties reserved or secured by the couven-

l'On of cor' 2 hn, 1818.,' 0

The truth is that although there appears to be a consider-
able concession in that, it does not amount to much from
the fact that we have no light dues. In Newfoundland
where they have rather heavy light dues it is a much more
serions 6oncession than it is in Canada, but Mr. Winter, the
able Attorney General of Newfoundland, whose advice and
assistance we had throughout these negotiations, folt that
that was a concession which the island of Newfoundland
would not object to although they would lose something in
the way of hght dues. Now, Sir, article Il provides:

"United States, Aihilg vessele entering the ports, bays and harbors of
the eastern and north-eastern coasts of Canada or of the coasts of
Newfoundlan'd tnder.stress of weather or other easualty may unload,
reload, tranship or sell, subject toe customs laws and regulations, all
ieh on board, when such unloading transhipment, or sale is made
necessary as incidental to repaira, and may rep enish outfits, provisions
and eupplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in case of death or sick-
ness shall be allowed ail needful facilities, ineluding the shipping of
crews."

I do not think, Sir, I shall have to take much time in satis-
fying this House that, although this is a very considerable
and important concession, and although we were not com-
pelled, in my judgment, under a strict literal interpretation of
the Treaty of 1818 to make it, yet it was a wise and judicious
concession to make. What would be thought of Canada if
an American, or a United States fishing vessel-I do not
like to use the word American, because I think it is a term
we have as much right to as our neighbors; I prefer to
speak of them as the people of the United States, and our-
selves as Canadians, and when I speak of the whole
continent of America, I do not hesitate to apply the term
American to the people of both Canada and the United
States-but what would be thought of Canada if a vessel of
the United States, loaded with fresh mackerel or fish of any
other description, were driven by stress of weather, and
perhaps in a sinking condition ani compelled to resort to
a Canadian port, and If, instead of allowing her to tranship
her cargo or sell it on paying the duty and go upon a marine
slip for repaire, we said: No, you must throw overboard
the wbole of your cargo, because we find you are not
allowed to bring your fih into Canada ?

Mr. MITCHELL. Do you not refuse a vessel that
privilege ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say that under the Treaty ot
1818, we could refuse. Under the strict interpretation of
that treaty, they had no right to unload their cargo and
tranship or sell it; but what I say is that in making this
concession-it is an undoubted concession-we were orly
acting from the dictates of humanity and with a due regard
to the credit and reputation of our country all over the
world.

Mr. MITCHELL. But I ask the question, did you not
refuse it in one case?

&ir. AR&f 8 TUPPBB.&No, I did not refuse.
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Mr. MITCHELL. Yoi would net, I know; yon are too

warm-hearted.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If my hon. friend really
wants a frank answer-and he knows how frank I desire to
be on all these occasions-I wili tell him. We said: Under
this treaty you have no right to do it, but we will allow
you to do it when the application was made; but, we said
i must not be regarded as a precedent, but it is a conces-

sion, and in attempting to reach a settlement cf these
questions there must he concessions on both sides. Article
il further provides:

"Licenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid
coasts of Canada or ot Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such
provisions and supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels, shall
be granted to United States fishing vessels in such ports promptly upon
application and without charge, and such vessels, having obtained
licenses in the manner aforesad, sha also be aceorded upon ail occa-
sions snob facilitieis for the purchase of casual or nleedful provisions and
supplies as are ordinarily granted to trading vessels; but provi-
sions or su plies shall not be obtained by barter, nor purchased for re-
sale or trafc."

That was another concession. There is no doubt at all, Sir,
that these were rights which under the strict terms of the
Treaty of 1818 they could net demand, nor could they insist
upon them being granted; but at the same time I think I
am within the judgment of the House on both sides, when I
say that in the case of a vessel which is homeward bound
and requires provisions or r eedful supplies to take ber home,
if, for instance, she has some of her rigging carried away,
or some of her sait washed overboard, and is obliged to lose
her voyage in going back to a distant port to refit, a provi-
sion that she may obtain casual and needful supplies of that
kind was demanded in the interests of good neighborhood,
and it was not going too far to say that we would allow
them to enjoy those advantages. Therefore, Sir, I am glad
to believe that article 11 will meet with the hearty
approval of the House and the country, and that they will
feel that we have only acted with a wise judgment, and with
due regard to the best interests of Canada for the sake of
removing an international unpleasantness, in putting these
provisions into this treaty. Article 12 provides:

" Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the
Atlantic coass of the United States ail the privileges reserved and
et cured by this treaty to the United States fishing vessels in the aforesai:
waters of Canada and Newfoundiand."

I do not pretend that this is accomplishing a great deal,
because, as is well known, Canadian fishing vessels do not
require to resort to any great extent to the waters of the
United States ; but at the same tim it is a reciprocal
arrangement, and it shows that we are not grantinig any-
thing te the fishermen of the United States that they are
not prepared to grant in express terme to the fishermen of
Canada. Article 13 provides :

" The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall make
regulations providing for the conspicuous exhibition by every United
States fishing vessel, of its official number on each bow ; and any such
vessel, required by law to have an officiai number, and failing to con-
ply with such regulations, shall not be entitled to the licenses provided
for in this treaty. Such regulations shall be communicated to Her
Mlajesty's Government previously to their taking effeet."

The object of that is obvious. U nder the arrangements of
the Government of the United States every vessel has an
official number, and it will save a great deal of trouble if
that officiai number is required to be exhibited in such a
conspicuous form that the moment yen see the vessel you
will know that it is an American fishing vessel. That will
enable you to investigate ter character and position and
everything about her. Although I have seen the Govern-
ment of the United States very severely criticised for sub-
jeeting these vessels to such an indignity, I do net regard
it in'that light at ail. It is purely a matter of business
between the two oeuntries for the purpose of facilitating
the reoognition of vemsels, and thus making it much easier
to deai with any question that my aris in. relation to heri
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and as you will know every vesel te which you have given
a license, the moment you see a vessel, yon wili know whe-
ther she has a license or not. This moasure gives you an
opportunity of identifying a vessel, and protecting your
fishing grounds much more effectually than you could
do without it. Article 14 provides:

" The penalties for unlawfully fishing in the waters, baye, ereeks,
and harbors, referred to in article 1 of this treaty, may extend to for-
foiture of the boat or vessel and appurtenances, and alse of the supplies
and cargo aboard when the offrnce was committed; and for preparing
in such waters to unlawfully fish therein, penalties shal be fixed by the
court, not to exceed those for unlawfully fiubing."

That is to say, if you are able to establish a charge
against the vessel of unlawfully preparing to fish, the
court may in its judgment forfuit the vessel, but a
discretion is left with the court, which it had not before, of
imposing a comparatively much lighter penalty than the
forfoiture of the vessel. I do not think anybody will ques-
tion the wisdom of dealing with this question as we have
done. We have left the penalty for unlawfully fishing to
estend to the forfeiture of the vessel and everything apper-
taning to ber. I think the Honse will agree with me that
the penalty for the lighter offence may be lighter, and
that the efficiency of the law is likely te be much greater
with the lighter penalty than with the extreme ones that
existed before.

" And for any other violation of the laws of Great Britain, Canada or
Newfoundland relating to the right of fishery in such waters, bayo,
creeks, or harbors, penalties shal be fixed by the eourt, not exceeding
in ail tbree dollars for every ton of the boat or vessel concerned. The
boat or vessel may be holden for such penalties and forfeitures."

That penalty docs not apply to unlawful fishing or pre-
paring to fish, but it applies to the lighter offences, such as
attempting to purchase bait or anything of that kind. The
penalty is reduced to a reasonable one, 83.00 a ton, but yet
sufficient, in my judgment, to seeure probably a more
prompt and effective administration of the law than would
be secured if you made the penalty a great deal higher.

" The procedings shall be summary and as inexpensive as practicable."

I do not know that anybody but the judges in the courte of
Vice-Admiralty could complain of that. The objeot of
every civilieed country should be to have the laws adminis-
tered in as inexpensive and summary a mode as prac-
ticable.

" The trial (except on appeal) shall be at the place of detention,
unless the judge shall, on request of the defence, order it to be held at
some other place adjudged by him more convenient."
That is to say, it is proposed that instead of bringing these
cases to the Court ot Vice-Admiralty at Halifax, or St. John,
N. B., or Quebec, as the case may be, it is proposed that a
judge shall be sent to deai with the case in a summary
manner, that the trial shall take place immediately at the
place where the witnesses are ahl present and the facto eau
be ascertained, and thus save the cost and inconvenienqe
occasioned by laying up a vessel for a year or two while
awaiting judgment.

Mr. MITCHELL. Such as occurred in the Adams case.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are two sides te that

case. The delay did not rest altogether with us, but a
very long delay took place at the instance of the owners of
the Adams.

security for costs shal not be required of the defenoe, except when
bail i offered. Reasonable bail shal be accepted. There shall be pro-
per appeals available to the defence only ; and the evidence at the
trial may be used on appeal."

That is, we do not propose to appeai against the judgments
of our own judges, but we allow an appeal te foreigners
who are affected by the judgments of our own judges and
who have not the same confidence in their judgmente that
we have. Ail this is doue for the purpose of saving timO
and osts, thus avoiding endless irritation through dOlay.
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"Judgments of forfeiture shall be reviewed by the Governor General

of Canada in Council, or the Governor in Council of Newfoundland,
before the same are executed. ''
Thus i.- a case in which, for unlawfully fishing or for un.
lawfully preparing to fish, thejudge forfeits the vessel, that
decision shall not b carried into execution until the
Governor General in Council shall have had the opportunity
of deliberately examining the evidence upon which that
judgment was founded, so as to remedy the judgment if they
thirk there is any ground for the exorcise of greater lenity
than the judge bas fett himself able to use.

Article 15 is, of course, a contingent article. As I have
al-eady informed the House, the plenipotentiaries cf the
United States stated they were quite unable to put anything
in the treaty that would necessarily touch the fiscal policy
of their country. They said that to do so would be simply
to invite rejection of the treaty, on the ground that they
had infringed the jurisdiction which Congress possessed,
the United States Congress baving, as I have shown the
Iouse, adopted, in the most emphatic form, the policy not

to allow any cbanges in their tariff except by the act of
Congress itself. We therefore put this in the contingent
clause. We provido absolutely for the concessions that have
been made with reference to delimitation, and with reference
to the treatment of United States fishing vessels, when com-
pelled to resort to our ports in distress or in need of casual
supplies or for a homeward voyage. All these were made
absolu.e by the treaty; but when it came to that which is of
great value to tho United States fisbermen, when it came te
that which enables the United States fishermen to m:. ke Can-
ada a basis of supplies for the purpose of better com peting with
our own fishermen, we thon toit that we had a right to take
our stand, and if Her Majesty's plenipotentia'ies have not
been able to support the extreme contention of the Canadian
Government hon.gentlemen will find that, on the other hand,
the plenipotentiauies of the United States, who had, as a
matter of diplomatic intercourse, taken a very strong
ground as to the indefeasible rights of American fishing
vessels to obtain, in our ports, as commercial vessels, what-
ever supplies they required for carrying on their fishing-
to be able to purchase bait, to be able to purchase supplies
of every kind and to be able to tranship their fish-they
will find that our friends on the other side had, in the same
way, to concede a great deal as compared with the extreme
contention that they had made. lere it is provided, as a
just and proper security to the interests of the fishermen of
Canada, who bave the right, while excluded by heavy duties
from the mai kets of the United States, to such protection
as the Treaty of 1818 has provided for them, that whenever
the question arises as to Canada being made the basis of
supply for the American deep sea fishing vessels-ecause the
question of fishing is not in controversy at ail, the Americans
having given up the right to catch fish in the inshore water s
of Canada-that only can be done for a sufficient quid pro
quo. We have, therefore, provided in article 15:

"Whenever the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil,
whale-oil, seal oil, and fish of all kinds (except fish preserved in oil),
being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and
of Newfoundland, including Labrador, as well as from the usual and
necesFary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, and other usual necessary coverinigs
containing the products above mentioned, the like products, being the
produce of fisheries carried on by the fishermen ot the United States, as
well as the usual and necessary coverings of the same, as above described
et ail be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of Canada and New-
foundland."

& And upon such removal of duties, and while the aforesaid articles
are allowed to be brought into the United States by Britib subjects,
without duty being reimposed thereon, the privilege of ent-ring the ports,
baya and harbors of tbe aforeaaid coasts of Canada and of Newfoundland
shall be accorded to United States fishing vessels by annual licenses, free
of char ge, for the foitowing purpoaca, nauieiy:

Ilf reurchase of provisionsba el eines, lines, and all other
supplies and outfits;a

2. Transhipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance;
"B. Shipping of crewa.
Supplie shall not be obtainedby barter, but bait may beso obtained.

"The lhke privileges shall be continued or given to sahing venls of
Mir CBABLIa TtoepPl

Oanada and of Newfoundland on the Atlantic coasts of the United
dtates.''
I think that is a measure which will meet with the hearty
approval of the flouse. I think that wilL be regarded
as a fair and reasonable proposition, that, if fishing
vessels of the United States are allowed to make
Canada a base for obtaining their supplies and furnish-
ing ail the materials necessary for the outfit of a fish-
ing voyage, for the transhipment of their catch, and
making our harboi s and ports the means of carrying on
their industry, the fishermen of Canada, with whom they
are in that case better able to compote than they could
otherwise, are entitled to have their fish entered free in the
ports of the United States. While the plenipotentiaries of
the United States were not able to make this an absoluté pro-
vision, I do not hesitate to say that I look confidently to
the period in the not remote future when fish will be made
free and the fishermen of the United States will be able to
obtain ail the advantages in our ports which are here given
to them. It will be observed that we have made this much
larger in its provisions than either the Reciprocity Treaty
of 1854 or the Washington Treaty of 1871, inasmuch
as we have made it cover many places which weie
not covered by either of those treaties, and not only
that, but we have taken care to guard against what
might be callel the rather sharp practice, if such a term
were admissible in regard to a neighboring country, that,
while allowing our fish to corne in free, they should impose
a duty upon the cans or tins or coverings in which the fish
were included. More than that, we have made this cover
all the inland waters of Canada, as well as !he sea coast, and
have made this provision as to the entry ot free tib,
provided they take advantage of this clause and make
Canada the base of their supplies, apply to the fish of
British Columbia, that is, to the whole of Canada, the same
as it does to the Atlantic coast. I think I have now dealt
with the treaty in its entirety as it stands, and I have only
to refer to the modus vivendi in Sehedule B, which provides
that, while this treaty is sub judice, before it can be ratified
by the Senate of the United States, the Parliament of
Canada and the Legislature of Newfoundland, during two
years or pending that ratification, until these privileges to
which the American fishermen would be ectitled if our fish
is made free, those privileges shall be enjoyed by the
American fishermen on the payment of $1.50 per ton. I
need not tell you that, on the eve of the ratification of a
treaty of this kind by the Sonate of the United States, a
collision between the fishermen of the two countries or
anything which would incite bad blood or become a
cause of prejudie would probably prevent the ratification
of a treaty which would be otherwise xatified, and
to prevent that we offered in this modus vivendi for
two years the privilege to these United States fishermen of
obtaining these various benefits which are provided for in
the treaty by the payinent of 81.50 per ton. I do not think
this will be regarded as an excessive iate, and 1 think it
will greatly conduce to good neighborhood between the
Jnited States and Canada. This modus vivendi was accepted

by the United States plenipotentiaries in the most kindly
spirit. They recommended the President to submit it
to the Sonate for their information, and I think I may
say that it carries on the face of it the approval of
the Governments of both countries. Now, having referred
to the various provisions of the treaty, 1 am happy
to say that I shail have to detain the flouse but a lew
minutes longer, but 1 would like to draw the attention
of the flouse to what has been accomplished by this treaty.
I have told you what position Canada stood in with regard
to the United States of America before the initiation of
these proceedings. I have told you that we stood face to
face with an enactment which had been put on the Statute.-
book by a uanimous vote of Çangresa, raified by the
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President. providing for non-intercourse between the United
States and Canada. I need not tell yon that that Bill meant
commercial war, that it meant not only the ordinary sus-
pension of frieudly feeling and intercourse between two
countries, but that it involved much more than that. Il
that till had been brought into operation by the procla
mation of the President of the United States, I have no
hesitation in saying that we stood in the relation to that
great country of commercial war, and the lino is very
uarrow which separates a commercial war between two
countries from an actual war. Speaking a year ago, I
pointed out in rny remarks, with a view to prevent the pos-
sibility of such an Act going into force, all the advantages
that in our present position we could avail ourselves of to
proect ourselves against such an unfriendly aet on the part
of the United States. I said thon that it would be a mad act.
I say so now No man who knows anything of the intimate
commercial relations which exist.between Canala and the
United States could contemplate such an Act going into
operation without feeling that it would tear up from tbe
foundation those intimate social and commercial relations
which exist between these two coantries, which, in friendly
commercial rivalry, are making rapid progress which has
attracted the attention of the civilised world. It would
produce a condition of things the end of wbioh no
man could foresee. If that Act had been adopted,
we had no means of looking to any increased com
mercial intercourse between that great country and
the Dominion of Canada. Under those circumstances, it
behoved the Government of Canada to adopt any means in
its power to avert such a disaster, which, great as it would
have been to Canada, would have been still grester to
the United States. But it would be a very poor compen-
sation for the injury which we would sustain, to know that
we had a companion in misfortune suffering more than we
suffered ourselves. We found Congress putting on the
Statute book a direction to the President that, on the first
United States vossel being seized or harassed, or refused
the advantages which they said they were entitled to,
ho, as the Executive of that country, should put that
Non-intercourse Act into force. That was the condition
of ihings when I went down last Baster to see Mr. Bayard
at Washington. If you compare the condition of things
to-day with the condition of things that existed thon, there
is no man, I care not how partisan ho may be, how
unfriendly to this Government ho may be, who can
judicially look at the position of this question then
and now, without coming to the conclusion that we
have emerged from midnight darkness into the light
of day under the auspices of this treaty. It may
be said : Suppose that the treaty is rejected by
the United States Senate-a not impossible contin-
gency-I need not. tell the House that one of the
advantages we enjoy under British institutions, is that we
are saved from the extreme and violent antagonisms of
party that every fourth year the Presidential election
brings about in the United States. Now any man who
knows anything of the politics of the United States, knows
that however good a measure is, however valuable, however
much it commends itself to the judgment of every intelli-
gent statesman in that country, it is a matter almost of
honor on the part of the party in opposition to prevent the
Government of tbe day from doing anything that would
give them any credit or strengthen their bands in the
countiy; that on the eve of a Presidential election, it
is next to impossible to induce a Republican majority
in the Senate to sanction anything that a Pemocratic
Administration has carried through, however valuable
that may be. But, Sir, take the very worst contingency,i
suppose this treaty is rejected by the Senate, what
thon ? Will we be relegated back to the position we
stood in a year ago ? Not at all. If our efforts, byf

mutual conciliation, by concessions on both sides, to find a
t common ground, that we conld piesent to all the parties

to this treaty, as an honorable and equitable agreement
that might ho fairly accepted-if these efforts had failed,

f if, after three months' negotiations, we hal broken up
with embittered relations, because we fourd that it was
impracticablo to get any common ground of' meeting on
which the Governments of the two eountuies could a-ree,
there is no question that matters would have stood in a
worse position than that in which they stood when we ur-
dertook these negotiations. But, Sir, that is not the posi-
tion. Lot the Senate of the United Statos to morrow reject
tbis tre9ty, I trust they will not do so; I have a hope that
there is independent stntesmanship onough in the gret
Republican party of the United States wlho have the power
at their disposal to day in the United Staotes Sonate, to
allow that sentiment of' patriotism to ovenveigh the party
advantages they might hope to obtain by preventing the
present Administration from settling this vexed question-
but when they remember that for 70 years, those questions
have been agitated which are now disposod of, they may
see that if they should come into powor hliernselves at any
early date it would bo an advantage to have this veed
question between the two great English-speaking nations
of the world set at rest, that there may bo rie ienewal of
the diffleulties which have existed so long a time. But lot
me take the veryworst contingency, thatofthe rejection of
this treaty, and how do wo stand ? Why, Sir, lot me read
from a letter of the Secretary of State of the United States,
written to the citizens of Boston, who invited him to go
there to deliver a speech upon the treaty. Jn Mr. Bayard's
letter, of 26th March, hoesays:

" I am convinced that the welfare and true interest of our country
and a just and wise treatment of the British American population on
our northern frontier alike counsel the adoption of the treaty. lu its
initiation, negotiation and conclusion.I can truly say for my assocites.
and myself, no views but those of a single minued patriotic intent have
bden allowed place or expres3ion, nor can a trace or suggestion of parti-
eanship be justly alleged. The sole and difficuit question to which the
treaty relates, the fishery rights, of one nation in the jurisdictional
waters of another, began with the first dawn of our recognised indepen-
dent existence as a nation and ever since has conspicuously presented
itself at intervais excitinR bitter controversy, and never been satisfac-
tory or pre-eminently diqpised of. Meanwhbil the surrounding circums-
tances have importantly ehang-d in ad1 vancie with rijo uand vaut
growth The Treatv of i88 remains unitfected in ite terms by Peventy
years of such material progress and development on this continent, as
we of to-day are the witnesses. Unless the Treaty of 1818 shall be wholly
ab®og&tedand recurrenceanecesarily had t the dangerous status that
John Quiucy Adamssos, ably but unavRilahly discugsed with the Hanl
of Bathurst, in 1815, and which had resisted ail efforts of negotiation
and at Ghent in the year previDus, it is manifest that ajoint and equitable
construction in consonance with their existing relations and mutual
needs must be agreed upon between Great Britain and the United States
and this, I affirm, is done by the present treaty."
Again ho says:

" Oonciliation and mutual neighborly concessions have togetherdone
their honorable and honest work in this treaty, paved the way for the
relations of enmity and mutual advantage."

Now, Sir, I ask yon whether all the time, all the trouble
expended in this matter is not amply compensated for by
the declaration of the Secretary of State of the United
States bearing his tribute and his testimony to this Treaty
as a fair, equitable and just interpretation of the Treaty of
18t-. And what more, Sir ? Let me read from the
Message of the President of the United States :

" As a resuit of such negotistions, a treaty has been agreed upon
between Her Britannie Majesty and the United States, concluded and
signed in this capital, under my direction and authority, on the 15th of
this Febrcary inst, and which I now have the honor to submit te the
Seate, with the recommendation that it sball receive the consent of
that body, as provided in the constitution, in order that the ratifications
thereof, may be duly exchar gel and the treaty carried into effect. The
treaty meets mny approval, because I believe that it supplies a satisfac-
tory, practical, and final adjustment, upon a basis honorable and just to
both parties, of the difficult and vexed question to wlhich it relates. A
review of the history of this question will show that aH formalattempts
te arrive at a common iaterpretation, satisfactory to both parties, of the
first article of the Treaty of Outober 20, 1818, have been unsuccessful
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and with the lapse of time the difficulty and obscnrity have only in-
creasod.

Ir Negotiations in 1854, sud again in 1871, ended in both cases in
temporary reciprocal arrangement of the tariffs of Canada and New-
foundland sud of the United States, and ot the payment of tbe money
award by the United States. Under which the real questions in differ-
ence remain unsettled, in abeyance, and ready to present themselves
anew just as soon as the conventional arrangements were abr.)gated.

" The situation, therefore, remained unimproved by the results of the
Treaty of 1871, and a grave condition of affeirs, presenting almost iden-
tically the same features and causes of complaint by the United States
against Oanadian action and British default in its correction, confronted
us in May, 1886, and bas continued until the present time.

" The four purposes for which our fishermen under the Treaty of 1818
were allowed to enter the bays and harbors of Canada snd Newfound-
land within the belt of three marine miles are placed under a fair and
liberal construction, and their enjoyment secured without such con-
ditions and restrictions as in the past have embarrassed sud obstructed
them o0 seriously.

theThe enforcement of penalties for fishing or preparing to fish within
the inshore and exelusive waters of Canada and Newfoundland is to be
accomplished under safeguards against oppressive or arbitrary action,
thus protecting the defendant fisherman from puniphment in advance of
trial, delays, and inconvenience and unnecessary expense,

" The hospitality secured for our vessels in all cases ofactual distress,
with liberty to unload and sell and tranehip their cargoes, is full and
liberal.

lbese provisions will secure the substantial enjoyment of the treaty
rights for our fishermen under the Treaty of 1818, for the contention hs
been steadily made in the correspondence of the Department of $tate,

snd by our ainister at London, and by the American negotiators of the
present treaty.

" The treaty now submitted to you has been framed in a spirit of
liberal equity and reciprocal benefits, in the conviction that mutual1
advantage and onvenionce are the only permanent foundation of peace1
and friendship between States, and that with the adoption of the treatynow placed before the ienate, a beneficial and satisfactory intercourse
between the two countries will be established so as to procure perpetual1
poseeandharmony.

"In connection wiuh the treaty herewith submitted I deem it is also
my duty to transmit to the Sonate a written offer or arrangement, in the
nature of a modus vwendi, tendered on the conclusion of the treaty on
the part of the Britibh plenipotentiaries, to secure kindly and peaceful
relations during the period that may be reqnired for the consirleration of
the treaty by the respective Governments and for the enactment of the
necessary legislation to carry its provisions into effect if approved.

" This paper, freely and on their own motion, signed by the British
conferees, not only extend advantages te our fishermen, pending the
ratifigstion of the treaty, but appears to have been dictated by a
friendjy sud amicable spirit.''l
I ask you to contrast that -language with the position we
occupied a year ago in regard to the great Republie to thet
south of us. Let the Senate reject the treaty to-morrow t
and I ask what is the changed position of Canada ? Ye' 
terday we stood face to face with a Non-intercourse Bill,
austained by the united action of the Senate and House of
Representatives, sustained by almost tbe whole press,
Republican and Democratic, of the United States, sustaino
with few exceptions by a prejudiced, irritated and exasper-
ated people of t>0,000,0 lying on our boider. What,
I repeat, is our position to-day ? If that treaty wer0
rejeeted by the Sonate to-morrow. we have gained this
vantage ground, that we stand in the position of having iL
declared by the SeoretarV ofState of the United States and
by the President of the United States that Canada bas been
ready to make, and that Her Majesty's Government on b -
half of Canada, through her plenipotentiaries, have made an
arrangement with tho plenipotentiaries of the Unitedn
States that is fair, just and equitab:e, and that leaves
that country no possible cause of complaint. What is tb i
result? The resuit will be this : that lut a fisherman com-
plain to-morrow of our interpretation of the treaty, of the
enforcement of our most extreme construction of the treaty,
the answer to him is this: Nobody is to blame for the in. -
convuience you suffer except the Senate of the United
States. Your President, the Executive of your country; the
Democratic party from end to end of the United States, de.
clared it was a fair settlement. They represent an undoubted t
majority, in my judgment, of the people of the United I
States to-day, and I believethey will represent it to-morrow. a
We stand in the position that instead of being alone with a
the -who1 United States, President, Government and people U
all against us, all denouncing us as adopting a harsh and i
barbarous interpretation of an old, antiquated treaty for the t]

Sir CHARLES TupPra.

purpose of forcing reciprocity upon them, we occupy the
vantage ground of baving ihese men out of their own
mouths declaring that notbing bas been wanting on the
part of the Government of Her Majesty, or on the part of
the Dominion of Canada to place this question on a fair
and equitable basis such as might honorably be accepted
by the United States. I hold we have accomplished that
without injuring in the slightest degree the fish-
eries of Canada, -without irjuring Canadian interests
to any extent whatever. We have made conces-
sions, as 1 have said, but we have made them
with the avowed object of placing all our people, not only
the fishermen, but the agriculturist, the lumberman, every
man in this country in a botter relation with the United
States than he was before. What is the result ? As I have
said Mr. Bayard told us, the American plenipotentiaries
told us that there was but one way of obtaining what we
wished. You want greater freedom of commercial inte course.
You want relaxation in our tariff arrangements with re-
spect to natural products in which you aie so rich and
abundant. There is but one way to obtain it. Let us
by common concession be able to meet on common
ground and remove this irritating cause of difficaly be-
tween the two countries ont of the way, and you will find
that the policy of this Government, the policy of the Pre-
sident and of theI House of Representatives, the policy of
the great Democratic party of the United States, will at
once take an onward march in the direction you pro-
pose, and accomplish steadily that which you would
desire, is the only way by which it can ever be attained.
Those were not empty words, those were the sober
utterances of distinguished statesmen, who pointed to
the avowed poliey of the Government of the United States
as the best evidence of the sincerity of what they said. What
bas happened already ? Already we have action by the
financial exponent of the Administration of the United
States, I mean Mr. Milis,--the gentleman who in the United
States Congress represents the Government of the day, and
stands in the position most analogous in the United States
to the Finance Minister in this House, the Chairman of
the Committee on Ways and Means, who propounds
the policy of the Administration in the House. Iow
is ho selected ? The Democratic party sustaining the
Government selects a man as Speaker of the House of
Representatives, who is in accord with the policy of the
Administration for the time being, and Mr. Carlisle, the Spea-
ker of the House of Representatives, nominates the Chair-
man of the Committee of Ways and Means and all the mem-
bers of the committec, and therefoýc the Chairman of that
committee occupies the position of representing the Govern-
mient in bringing forward such Bills as wili represent the
views and sentiments oi the Democratic party in the United
Staies supporting the Administration. What have we seen ?
The ink is barely dry upon this treaty before he, as the
representative of the Government and Chairrman of the Com-
mittee of Ways and Means, brings forward a measure to do
what ? Why, to make free articles that Canada sen-'s
nto the United States, and upon which last year $1,EOO,000
of duty was paid.

Some hon. MEMBERS. We paid ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I ask, Sir, if that is nothing.
Some hon. ME MBERS. Who paid ?
Sir CILRLES TUPPER. I do not intend to insult both

he great political parties of this country who have sinca
854 and long before maintained that the interests of Can-
da-the intere4ts of British North America-were intim-
tely bound up in obtaining free intercourse with :he
Jnited States for our natural products-l do not intend t>
nisuit the two great parties in this wountry by tel!ing them
hat they were fools, that they did nôt know what they
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were doing. Down to the present hour we have adopted the
policy on both sides of the House, and we have pledged
ourselves to the people to do everything that lay in our
power to obtain a free market for the natural products
of our country with the United States, and I say you
must answer me the question as to whether that was
an act of supreme folly or whether it was wise states-
manship on the part of both parties in this country
to adopt that policy, before you ask me such a
question as " who pays the duty ?" I say that under
this Bill which las been introduced and which, I believe,
will pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Sonate
where the Republican majority is only one in the whole
House to pass this Bill, it requires a majority of one
only and I am very sanguine that this Bill will pass
during the present session. Modified it may be, but I am
inclined to think the amendments will be still more in the
interests of Canada than as the Bill stands to-day. If this
is the case I think we may congratulate ourselves upon
securing the free admission of our lumber, upon which
was paid during the last year no less than $I,315,450.
On copper ore made free by the Mills' Bill we paid.
or there was paid-to make it meet the views of
the hon. gentlemen opposite more correctly-896,945.
On salt 821,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the
Mills' Bil, I am sorry to find as I hoped would be the case
from the first copy of the Bill that came to me that pota-
toes were not included amongst vegetables. I am sorry to find
there is a doubt, as to whether the term " vegetables not
specially enumerated " will not exclude potatoes. In
grappling with this policy of making the natural products
of the two countries free, you do notexpect any person who
wants to carry a Bill to put a heavier load upon his shoulders
than ho is able to carry, lest ho may break down and do
nothing. Yo expect him to take it in detail, and as
I believe, you will find the policy contained in
this Bill of making those natural products of Canada free,
carried out until yeu have perfect freedom of intercourse
between the natural products of Canada and the United'
States of America. Of wool we sent last year 1,319,309
Ibs. of one kind, and a variety of other kinds, upon which a
duty was paid to the extent of $183,85-2. Now as I say on
articles of prime importance and interest to Canada the
removal of duty by the Mills' Bill amounts to no less than
$l,800,193. Yon will be glad to hear that I do not intend
to detain the House any longer. In discharge of the duties
-the very onerous and important duties-of one of Her
Majesty's plenipotentiaries at that conference, I have stead-
ily kept in view what in my heart and judgment I believed
were the best interests of Canada. In the measure which I
have the honor to submit to this House I believe will be
found embodied a Bill which it is of the most vital impor-
tance to Canada to pass. As it stands to-day the Govern-
ment of the United States have only my signature to sustain
the course that las been taken. I was not there as the repre-
sontative of the Government of Canada, nor can my signature
to the Treaty necessarily imply the approval and support of
even the Government of Canada. I occupied on that occa
sion the position of one of Her Majesty's. plenipotentia-
ries, charged not only with the responsibility of what I owed
to Canada, but also the responsibility of my duty to the
Empire. I can only say, Sir, that I felt I woulcd best dis-
charge my duty to the Empire by steadily keeping in view
the interest of Canada. I bolieve, Sir, that there is no way
in which any public man in this country can promote the
interests of the great Empite of which we form a part,
botter, or as well, as by taking such a course of public
action as will build up a great British community on this
northern portion of the continent of Amorica. I beliove,
Sir, that we owe it to the Empire as well as to our:ýeles, I
steadily to keep in view every measure that will conduce
to the rapid progress of Canada, the deveiopment of our

inexhaustible resources and the building up of a great and
powerful British Dominion on this side of the Atlantic.
I say, Sir, that in the discharge of my dnty I have steadily
kept that conviction in view, and I bolieve the course
which has been pursued will not only commend itself to
the jadgment and the support of the great majority in this
House, but that the great majority of the people in this
country will feel that in the adoption of this treaty we are
taking a step that is calculated to conduce to the progress
and greatness and best interests of Canada.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Mr. Speaker, the Government
have had the advantage of having the treaty submitted to
this House for ratification, by a gentleman who is very
well versed in the negotiations by which that treaty
was brough: about, and tho Il >uo had the advantage of
hearing froin an old patri tinoitar'y hand in his most elo.
qutnt and I may say soph tiea ical manner the reasons which
in his opinion would justify it in as4enting to this treatyé
The hou. gentlernan mu;t have been painfully conscions
during his speeh-which in many parts was more than
usuallv cloquent even for him-that he was not carrying
with him the hearty assent of those who are accustomed to
cheer his utterances. The hon. gentleman, Sir, must have
painfuill folt the absence of those cheors which generally
greet tho utterance of any policy whon propounded by
himself, and ho must have felt, Sir, that it was only when
he induliged in that cloquent pororation which had nothing
to do with the treaty whatever, and in which ho referred to
tho consolidation of British power as sonething antagonistic
to the Uvited States that ho found a hoarty cheer from
those bohind him. The hon. gentleman's speech may,
I think, be fairly divided into four parts. The firest
part was an historical resurné of fishery matters. With
a great deal of the history ho stated, I have no fault to
find; with the omission of a large part of that history
I bave some fault to find. The second part of hie speech,
Sir, may be called the landatory part. The hon. gen-
tlemen paid compliments with a profuse band to every-
body who was associated with him in the construction of
this treaty. I have no objeation to make to these compli-
ments; 1 have no roason to doubt that they may have been
to a large extent deserved. From the Right Hon. Mr.
Chamberlain down to the meanest associato ho had with
him, ho told the House that there never was such a collec.
tion of mon congregated together at the negotiation of any
treaty. Well, Sir, we are not going to jiin issue with him
on that part of his speech. The hon. gentleman then pro-
coeded to the third part of his speech, and that was his
confessions. He confessed to the House that the treaty was
not what bis party might have been led to expect. Ho con-
fessed that it was one continuous series of concessions from
Canada, without one concession made to Canada by the
party with which wo were treating. After exhausting bis
confessions, honest confessions I hope they were, the hon.
gentleman thon, in the fourth part of his speech, made an
appeal for absolution to his followers in the House, basing
that appeal on the groat benefits that wore to flow to the
Empire from the ratification of this treaty. Well, Sir,
I shall have something to say about parts of the treaty.
I was amused, Sir, at the hon. gentleman's statement of the
only concession that Canada was going to roceive as the
result of this treaty. The hon. gentleman told ns that as a
result of this treaty the Chairman of the Ways and Means
Comrmmittee of the louse of Ropresentatives at Washington
had introduced a Tariff Bill, into Congress, which would
have the effect of relioving Canadians from the payment of
over a million dolars of dutio, which they had boon acn-
toned to pay on their r.atural products sont to the United
8:ea. Sir, thre are two staternents of fact in that alle.
pation of the hn. gentleman to which E wiih to take oxoep-
tion. if nu had been in this House during the last thrue
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weeks, ho would have heard, not one or two, but dozens of
his most prominent supporters prove to a demonstration
that that duty was not paid by the people of Canada, but
by the United States people themselves; and if the argu-
ments that those gentlemen advanced so eloquently and ably
are worth anything at all, the result, according to the state-
ment made by the hon. gentleman to-uight, is simply to
relieve the consumer in the United States from the payment
of a million dollars of duties which they have been paying
under their tariff. The other exception which I wish to take
to in the bon. gontleman's allegation is this: I dony that there
is any analogy whatever between the position of the Chair-
man of the Ways and Mearas Committee in the United States
and that of the Minister of Finance in this country. The
hon. gentleman knows that the two systems of Government
are entirely differeut. He knows that the Minister of
Finance in this country speaks as the mouthpiece of the
Cabinet, which is chosen to represent the majority in Par-
liament ; and ho knows-no one knows better-that the
Chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the filouse
of Representatives may be a gentleman entirely opposed
to the policy of the Cabinet ; and if the Chairman of that
Committue in the present instance supports the policy of
the Cleveland Administration, it is an accident, and not a
necessity following from their system of Government. But
it does not at all follow, because that Tariff Bal has been
introduced as a sequence to the treaty, that itis a necessary
consequence of th treaty. That tariff was introduced in
pursuance of the policy laid down by President
Cleveland in his message to Congress, a policy which
ho advocated in dealog with that enormous surplus
which the hion. gentleman stated weighed like an
incubus on the people of the United States; and in
pursuance of that policy, before the treaty was ever
entered into at all, the Chairman of the Ways and Means
Committee introduced that Tarif Bill. Sir, I hope that Bill
will pass in a more enlarged sense even than it bas been
introduCed. I hope that the article the hon, gentleman men-
tioned will also be inserted in that Bill, and that the people
of the Maritime Provinces and Ontario may have the
advantage of the free admission of their potatoes as well as
their other natural products into the markets of the United
States. I hope that the policy they have begun will go on
until the policy developed on this side of the House and
formulated in the rclutiun of the hon. member for South
Oxford is accepted in its entirety, and then the hon. gentle-
man will be able to use with some effect the eloquent lan-
guage ho used to-day about prosperity and about the Domi-
nion of Canada becoming a stroog arm of a united empire.
Now, Sir, it must have struck every hon, gentleman who
listened to the speech of the hon. Finance Minister, as a
most extraordinary thing, if this policy of conciliation, of
compromise, of fair play was to produce the tremendous and
beneficial results which ho predicted it would produce, that
that hon. gentleman, as a member of the Government should
be bre defending it to-day, when we know that for the paat
two or t hree years ho has been one of the strongest and most
eloquent advocates of a policy directly the oontrary. Why,
Sir, is it not known that the hon. gentleman is the most pro-
minent member ofanAdministration whosepolicy was utterly
opposed to the policy of conciliation embodied in that treaty-
an Administration, Sir, that adopted a policy which, to use
his own words,drove a nation of 65,000,000 of people almost to
the verge of war with us-a policy which, to use bis own
words consolidated for the first time in history, 65,000,000 of
people and the entire press in opposition to it-a policy
which they proclaimed to be cruel and brutal and ungene.
rous and unchristian ? Yet, two years have not elapsed
since the hon. gentleman's colleagues-I am not sure
whether ho himself did not indulge in the same strain-
announced in this House that such was their love of Cana-
dian interests, and their determination to stand by the flag-

Mr. Divis (P.E.I.)

which, after taking off their coats, they waved aloft-that
they were not going to bend the knee to the United States
by adopting a policy of conciliation, but were going to
show the United States that this great Canada of ours
would bring them down on their marrow brnes. The policy
of reciprocity of tarifs was carried one stop farther, and the
manner in which the Government administered the Treaty
of 1818, as they construed it, was openly proclaimed to be a
defiance of the United States and a determination on their
part to make the people of that country conform to
their construction of that treaty, whether they would
willingly or not. Sir, the old policy bas been disavowed
to-night, and we have heard the bon. gentleman Lay
with all his p>wer and ability that ho was not able
to support to-day the policy of the hon. Minister of
Jastice and the hon. Minister of Marine. But, Sir, he is
responsible for that policy with those hon. gentlemen, and
I hold him more responsible than anybody else, and I will
tell him why. Because he alone has the power to change
the policy of the Government; and if he had chosen one
year ago to apply his mind to the work and put down his
foot and say that he would not for one be a party to that
policy of anti-civilisation, the Government would have been
obliged to change it, as they have done since, and adopt
the policy of conciliation to-night announced by the
hon. gentleman. One month has not passed over our
heads since we heard the Government announcing a policy
in this House, not of conciliation, but of deflance to
the United States, and the hon. gentleman had not re.
turned to his place a day before he made them eat their
words and adopt the policy which the Minister of Justice
said would be a betrayal of the best interests of Canada.
I say it there is a man in the Government who is more re-
sponsible than another for this unfortunate policy, which
the Government have pursued so persibtently for the past
two or three years, it i the hon. the Finance Minister him-
self. Now, the hon, gentleman openel his speech with the
expression of the hope that members on this side, in dis-
cussing the treaty, would not indulge in any language which
might be nsed by the opponents of the treaty in the United
States for the purpose of defeating the Bill. I hope no such
language will b) used, and, so far as I am coucerned, it is
not my intention to u e such language. BuL the hoa. gen-
tleman himself, under similar circumstances, when it suited
his party purposes, did not scrupule to use language for
which this country suffered very severely afterwards. The
hon, gentleman anticipated a charge which ho knew
would be brought against him, and, referring to
the Washington Treaty, ho said that when that
treaty was passing through this House, ho appealed
to hon. gentlemen not to make statements which might
afterwaids be used to our prejudice. But, ho said, he
was obliged to make such statements, and ho did make
them to our prejudice. At that time the treaty contained
a provision referring to the commission, which afterwards
sat at Ralifax, the question of settling what damages should
be paid to Canada for the fishery concessions she had made
to the United States, and the hon. gentleman, in hiesanxiety
to support for the time a Government measure then before
the House, did not scruple to make statements discounting,
so far as words could, any chance we might have of obtain-
ing an award from the people of the United States. He
declared in so many words that the concessions we had
received from the United States ought, without the
payment of a dollar of damage. to be considered the equi-
valent of the concessions we had made. While the hon.
gentleman was speaking to-night I turned up the speech
which he delivered on that occasion. He was preceded by
the right hon. gentleman who is at the head of the Govern-
ment, and I would ask the Rouse to liiten to the language
which these hon. gentlemen made use of when the Washing-
ton Treaty waa before the House. The right hon. gentle-
man said ;
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"In looking at the treaty from a commercial point of view, and look-

ing at the question whether it is right to accept the articles, we have
to consider mainly that interest which is most peculiarly afeted. Now,
unless I am greatly misinformed, the fishing interests of Nova Seotia,
wi h one or two exceptions for local reasonu, are altogether in favor of
the treaty. They are soaniions to get free admission for their fish into
the American market that they would view with great sorrow any
action of this House which would exclude them from that market, and
they look forward with increasing confidence to a large development of
their trade, and of that great industry;i and I say that, that being the
case, if it be to the interest of the fishermen and to the advantage of
that branch of the national industry, setting aside all other reasons, we
ought not wilfully to injure that interest. Why, 8ir, what is the fact of
the case as it stands ? The only market for Canadian No. 1 mackerel in
the world is the United States. That is our only market, and we are
practically excluded from it by the present duty. The consequence of
that duty is that our fishermen are at the mercy of the American fisher-
men-they are made hewers of wood and drawers of water for the
Americans; they are obliged to sell their fish at the Americans' own
prices T he American fishermen purchase their fish at a nominal value,
and control the American market. The great profits of the trade are
handed over to the American fishermen or A merican merchants engaged
in the trade, and they profit to the loss of our own industry and our own
people."
Sir, the hon. gentleman proved conclusively that the one
great desideratum for the fisbermen of the Maritime Pro
vinces was the remission of the duty, which they were
obliged to pay to the United States, and ho said if they got
that great concession, everything else did not amount to a
row of pins. They should, ho said, accept it most willingly
and cheerfully, and now the hon. gentleman comes here
with a treaty, in which ho bas not obtained for the fisher-
men of the Maritime Provinces one single concession, a
treaty which leaves them bound to continue paying that
duty in the future, as they have had to pay it in the past,
and ho declares this treaty is a wonderful outcome of abihty
on his part and on the part of his colleagues. On that
occasion what did the hon. the Finance Minister say :

" Instead cf the treaty surrendering our fiihermen and fisheries to the
destructive competition of the foreigner, the result would be-"

The hon. gentleman was a prophet thon as hoeis to-night.
"-that the American fishermen who employed their industry ln the
waters of Canada would become like the American lumbermen who
engaged in that trade in the valley of the Ottawa. They would settle
upon Canadian soil, bringing with them their character for enterprise
and energy, and would become equally good subjects of Her Majesty
and give this country the benefits of their talents, and their enterprise
and their capital. Was there anybody who could doubt as to the effect
of removing the duty which was now levied of $3 a barrel on macke-el
and *ion herring, ofYtaking off this enormous bounty in favor of the
American fishermen and leaving our fishermen free and unrestricted
access to the best market for then in the world ? Was there anyone who
could doubt the practical result would be to leave the Canadians, in a
very short time, almost without any competition at all."

That was the view the hon. gentleman held in 172, when
ho asked this House to assent to the Washingtôn reaty,
and he was prepared to go so far then, to advance party
interests, that ho declared, in so many words, that we had
received in the remission of duty more than an equivalent of
the concession we had made, and that we were not en-i
titled to a dollar of award. The Americans were not slow
to take advantage of these statements made by two of the
most prominent members of the Canadian Cabinet, and in
their answer put before the Washington Commission, the
most prominent statements are those which I have quoted,
made by those hon. gentlemen. The American plenipoten.
tiaries said : These gentlemen tell you, ontheirresponsibility
as members of th e Canadian Government, that you have got
already more than you are entitled to, and how, therefore
can yon ask for more'? Unpatriotic as those hon. gentle men
were on that occasion, much as they did to discount the
right of the country to receive a large suini compensation,
I trust their want of patriotism on that occasion will not be
emulated by any body on this side. I hope we shall be now,
as we have tried, whether successfully or not, for years
back to be. The hon. gentleman bas talked a good deal
about a change of policy. Two years ago we had a policy
propounded as the one necessary for the salvation of Canada,
a polioy diametrioally oppoed to the one proposed to.day,

Thon their policy was one of defiance; to-day their policy
is one of conciliation. I do not object to the change, but I
say that when the Government of a great country like this
change their policy on one of the most important mattera
which can come before them their duty, as hon. gentlemen,
is to step down from their positions and give them to those
who are in favor of the new policy and who pronounced in its
favor years ago. That would have been an honorable
course for them to take. Then the language of the bon,
gentlemen would have been rcecived with credit and re-
spect. The hon. gentleman laughs, and ho nay woll laugh,
hecause ho bas lived to see within the past fortnight one of
his principal Ministers declare that polley to be a botrayal
of Canada which was adopted a week later and yot accepted
by the hon. gentleman who remained in otlie. I want to call
the hon. gentleman's attention to a few historical facts which
he very carefully omitted fron his historical staternents.
The hon. gentleman gave us ahistory of the Treaty of 1818,
and ho stated, and stated very fairly, that the renunciation
clause, as it has been called in that treaty, which was signed
by the American plenipotentiaries, under whiclh they re-
nounced certain rights or priviloges - whichever you like to
call them in our waters-was not made without, compensa-
tion, that they received ample compensation for that re-
nunciation. 1am prepared to agree with hin in reference
to that. I think bis statement of the Treaty of 1818 was not
inaccurate, but, after passing over the Washington Treaty
of 1871, hoestepped down to 1885, when a mo.dus vivendi was
agreed upon for that year ; but ho forgot t) stato that,
for years before the modus vivendi of 1885 was agreed upon,
the attention of bis Government had been ca led by tho
party with whieh I have the honor to be coiiocted to the
serions resulte which would follow from the cessation of the
fishery articles of the Washington Treaty, and that we
would be face to face with a state of facts requiring the
firmest and the most conciliatory action. lI 1a83, on the
28th March, when the United States gave a notice abrogat-
ing the fishery clauses of the Washington Treaty, Lord
Derby sont a despatch to the Canadian Government advis.
ing them that that notice had been given, calling their
attention to it, and asking them to formulate their views
on the question. On the 3rd May, 1883, Lord Derby wrote
another despatch again calling upon them for their views,
bat no answer wtas vouchsafed. Tho hon. gentlemî nwas
adopting the policy of "to-morrow." 1i the face of com-
plications as grave as those which the Finance Minister
has pointed out to-day, in the face of tbe fact that ho must
have known the gravity of the position, and that ho had
received a warning from Lord Derby that it was time to
make up his mind, the hon. gentleman, true to his policy
of never doing to-day what eau be done tc-morrow, remained
silent. Then, on the 30th January, 184, Lord Derby again
called for the policy of this Government. In the despatch
which I have referred to just now, dated the 3rd May,
Lord Derby says :

" er Majesty's Government will be glad if your Ministers will favor
them with your view in the matter as soon as tey may be in a position
to do so."

On the 30th January, 1884, nearly twelve months after the
notice had been given, and the attention of the Government
had beon officially called to the state of the facte, Lord
Derby writes to the Marquis of Lanedowne :

" Mr LoRD,-With reference to my despatches of the 3rd of May, and
of the 28th December lait, I have the honor to request that you will
move your Government to take an early opportunity of placing me in
possession cf their views as to the course to be pursued in consequence
of the approaching termination of the fishery articles of the Treaty of
Washington.

ais Lordship is getting slightly more nervous and more
anxious, and urges Lord Lansdowne to move hie Govern-
ment to make some declaration of their policy in this mat-
ter, but the hon, gentIOman remained silent. Nothig is
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done, and nearly a whole year goes by, and on the 4th of4
December, 1884, nearly two years after the notice has beeni
given by the United States abrogaticg those fishery arti-
cles, Lord Derby is compelled to write another despatch,
and at last he evokes an answer. In that despatch ho says:

" In view of the fact that the fishëry articles of the Treaty of Wash-
ington will expite on the lt of July next, I have the honor to inform
you that Ber Majesty's Government are desirous of obtaining, atas earlyi
a date au possible, some expression of the views of the Government of
the Dominion of Canada as to the courEe that they may wish pursued in
negotiation with the Government of the United States, with the object
of arriving at some satisfactory arrangement with that Government, in
order to avoid the risks and complications which might arise from the
fishery question being left in an unsettled and undecided state. You
will therefore be so good as to lay this despatch before your Ministers,
and to request them to favor me, at their earliest convenience, with such
an expression of their views upon this important subject, as they may
be in a position to supply."
The hon. gentleman had let matters slide for nearly two
years, ho had done nothing, but ho had not only been
prompted by Lord Derby, but in this House tho upposition
had brought the matter to bis attention, and in March, 1884,
one year afier the notice abrogating the fishery articles had
been given, and nine months before Lord Derby wrote the
despatch to which I have just referred, the Opposition
brought this matter up, and used the arguments, not so ably
or so eloquently, it is true, but as well as they were able to
use them, in favor of peace and of the promotion of good-
will between the two countries which the Finance Minister
has urged to-night in support of his treaty. We urged that,
in order to meet the state of facts which we would have to
meet when the treaty expired, it was necessary to do some-
thing, to enter into negotiation with our friends across the
border. The resolution which 1 had myself the honor to
move on that occasion was as follows: -

" In view of the notice of the teimination cf the fishery articles of the
Treaty of Washington, given by the United States to the British Gov-
ernment, and the consequent expiration, on the Ist July, 1885, of the
reciprocal privileges and exemptions of that Treaty, this House is of
opinion that steps should be taken at an early day by the Government
of Canada, with the object of bringing about negotiations for a new
treaty providing for the citizens of Uanada and the United States the
reciprocal privileges of fishing and freedom from duties now enjoyed,
together with additional reciprocal freedom in the trade relations of the
two countries; and that, in any such negotiations, Canada should be
directly represented by some one nominated by its Government."

We did not lay down any positive lino cf action for
the hon. gentleman to adopt ; wo did not Fay, this
you must do, and this you ought to do, but wesaid, you are
coming face to faeo with serious matters, and it is your
duty as First Ministcr of this country to enter into nego.
tiations with the United States, and to see if you cannot
agree to some arrangement which will be profitable and
honorable to both countries in order to meut those diffieul-
ties. There was another reason. Not only was the Foreign
Minister of England urging thern to do something, but
the President of the United States himself had come down
in bis massage to Congress and opened the door for us to
enter, had held out, as it were, the right hand of fellowship
to us, and in bis message to Congress in the December pre-
cedirg the March when this resolution was moved by the
Opposition, said :

" Notice of the termination of the fishery articles of the Treaty of
Washington was duly given to the British Government, and the reci-
procal privileges and exemptions of the treaty will accordingly cease
on lst July, 1885. The fisheries industries, pursued by a numerous
class of our citisens on the nortbern coasts both of the Atlantic and
Pacific Oceans, are worthy of the fostering care of Congress. Whenever
brought into competition with the like industries of other countries,
our fishermen, as well as our manufactures of fishing appliances and
preparers of fish products, have maintained a foremost place. I suggest
that Congress create a commission to consider the general question of
our rights in the fisheries, and the means of opening to our citizens,
under just and enduring conditions, the richly stocked fishing waters
and sealing grounds of British North America."

Sir JOHN A. MAODONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. gAVIES (P.E.I.) The recognition of the worth and
välue of our fisheries is embraced in a recommendatiôn to

Mr. DAVIuI (221..)

Congressthat stops should be taken for the purpose of open-
ing up those fisheries to American citizens, and an invitation
was made to the hon. gentleman, if ho was disposed to adopt
a policy of oonciliation, to hold out his hand to the hand of
the President of the United States. But what did the hon.
gentleman do ? The hon. gentleman treated the invitation
of the President, and the urgent request of Lord Derby-I
will not say with contempt ; ho is too much of a diplomatist
to do that-but certainly with eilence; and when he did come
to speak it was too late. Jnst a fow months before the treaty
expired ho found there was not time to enter upon negotia-
tions at all, and ho suggested a modus vivendi, that free fish
should be given to us, and free fishing to them; but the hon.
gentleman accompanied that with the declaration that used
to be rcceived with such cheers by hon. gentlemen who sit
behind him, that ho was not going to bow the knee and ast
for any favors from the United States or any other person.
In a dispatch written by Lord Lansdowne, no doubt at the
hon. gentleman's instance, I road :

" In the face of these circums tances my Government does not consider
that it would be consistent with the respect which it owea to itself, to
appear as a suitor for concessions at the andi of the United States."

Sir JOIIN A. MACDONALD. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Too high and mighty thon. The
hon. gentleman does not cheer to day. Ho was not prepared
to ask concessions then, ho was not prepared even, so high
and mighty was ho, to stand upon an even plane with the
President of the United States, to grasp the hand of friend-
ship which, metaphorically, had been extended across the
border to him. O, no, ho says, I cannot demean mysoif by
asking any concessions from this great sixty millions of
people, but I would suggest a modus vivendi to tide over the
difficulty for a season. Well, Sir, they did not accept
the suggestion, but they acoepted a modification et it
by which they got free fishing and we did not get free
fish, and the hon. gentleman accepted that. That
was the history of the transaction, and that was
the policy which the hon. gentleman pursued. Sir,
I denounced that policy before as inimical to the
best interests of Canada, as a policy, under the cir-
cumstances, not maintaining our dignity, but derogatory to
our dignity. I say it would have been much more digni-
tied on our part if, wben the President of the greatost
Republic on the face of the earth had made the declaration
to his Congress that I have just read, we had come forward
in a manly way and said: Yes, we recognise the great
complications which will ensue when these fishery articles
will expire, wo recognize the truth of the statement that
we posese the richest fishing ground, and the most richly
stocked waters in the world, and we are prepared to deal
with you as honest men, on an even footing, as one nation
with another. Bat no, Sir, the hon. gentleman lost his
opportunity, ho lot it go by, as ho has lost many other
opportunities; and to-day ho is in the humiliating position
of having to swallow a treaty not half as favorable as I have
no doubt hoecould thon have obtained. Well, thon, when
the season of 1885 was at end, what did the hon. gentleman
do? Sir, we spoke great words in this building at the
time. Hon. gentlemen took their coats off, as it were, and
the Canadian flag was swung round their heads, and we
heard a great deal of talk bore, and à great deal of cheer-
ing about a vigorous foreign policy. Why, Sir, they entered
upon this foreign policy like Olivier, the Prime Minister of
Napoleon III, whon ho went to war with Germany with a
light beart. They were prepared to fight the Americans
and if the Americans did not give them what they wanted,
they would bring themr down to their marrow bones. We
will get out our navy, we will man our cutters, we will put
our captains on board, we will seize American ships and
drive American milors to desperation, we will soon teach
them that *e are the groat OanWliaù people. The hon.
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gentleman went on at that time, not standing by the con.
struction of the treaty, which, as Isaid then, and as I repeat
now, in itself might be technically correct, but adopting an
administration of that treaty which was hurtful and harmful
in the extreme, a policy which was arbitrary and capricious ;
at one moment, in 1885, giving them ail they wanted, giving
them our fisheries for nothing, and the next year not even
admitting American fishermen to enter our harbors without
being obliged to enter at the custom house and pay fees.
Sir, the Americans did not so much complain of the con.
struction we put upon the treaty in 1866 as of the vexatious
and harassing and unnecessary conditions that we attached
to the execution of that treaty. That was what
was stated by them, and i will read soon a short
extract from the declaration made by them after the
season was over, bitterly complaining and denouncing
our policy as inhospitable, as anti-Christian, as opposed to
the principles on which the commercial relations of the two
countries had been based for years previous. They say now,
as they did then, that the construction we put upon the
treaty was not a false construction, but that the manner in
which we administered that treaty was calculated to irritate
the fishermen themselves, and to destroy any confidence
that the people or Gov'ernment of the United States might
have in the good-will and friendship of the Dominion of
Canada. Well, Sir, we were not satisfied with the Treaty
of 1818, and with the Imperials Acts, and the Canadian Acts,
which were passed to put that treaty in force. The hon.
gentleman, in pursuance of his vigorous policy, introduced
an amondment to the Fishery Act, declaring that any Ame-
rican fishing vessel that entered within the prohibited
ports-mark you, that crossed the lines-was liable
to seizure and forfeiture. Mind you, from the year
1818 te the year 1886, we had gone on enforcing that
treaty in pursuance of the Imperial and Canadian statutes.
The hon. gentleman spoke of the vigorous Administration of
my hon. friend from Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell). He
did net require such an Act as this; he enforced the treaty
of 1818 firmly and with vigor; but his Administration was
not a capricions one; ho laid down certain linos and kept
to them, But these gentlemen were not satisfied with the
law of the land, and for the purpose-I won't say for the
purpose of irritating the Americans still more, because I do
not believe that could have been their intention-but car-
ried away with the improper belief in the greatness of this
Dominion, in our power to make the great nation to the
south of us bend the knee, we passed this Act of 1886, de-
claring that any vossel that entored into the prohibited
waters should be subject to seizure and forfoiture. Weil,
Sir, that Act did net receive the royal assent at once; it
was reserved by the Governor General and received the
royal assent on the 26th November, 1886, after the season had
closed. And, Sir, we know what the policy of the Govern-
ment then was. The Finance Minister has taken pains to-
night to dieavow any sympathy with that policy. I hope
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries and the Minister of
Justice felt very comfortable when ho told them to-night
that he could not endorse the linos of action they had laid
down. He was net responsible except in an indirect way,
I suppose, and ho wanted to wash his hands clear of it
altogether. That policy was one inimical to the main-
tenance of good relations between the United States and,
Canada, and the hon. gentleman is now boiling over with
love and affection for his American cousins; and, therefore, I
not even by implication, would ho endorse the reporte which
were afterwards made Minutes of Council, signed by the
hon. Ministor of Marine and Fisheries and by the hon.
Minister of Justice. He washes his hands clear of them,
ho did as has often been done by a leading member of the
Cabinet when one of his juniors does net please him-he
sat upon them and disavowed the policy altogether. But
these hon, gentlemen have got to take it ail the same. Lot

es

us see what that policy was, because it is very important in
determining whether we should accept the new policy of
the Administration to find out how far that policy differs
from the one they recommended to this House a few years
ago, and which they said should twelve months ago be
acoepted as neoessary for the maintenance of our dignity.
The Minister of Marine and Fisheries made a report
to Council in which he laid down the policy of the Govern-
ment. With much of the report I have no fault to find, and
I may say in passing that I do not find fault with the con-
struction they put upon the treaty, that I agree very largely,
if not altogether, with the legal arguments by which the
Minister of Marine, and especially the Minister of Justice,
supported the construction they put upon the treaty. I
think in the legal controversy the Minister of Justice had
with the other side he came out the victor-that is my
opinion; but I complain that they were not satisfied with
putting a construetion upon the treaty and then carrying
out that construction in a firm and reasonable way, but they
were determined that the oustoms law of this country should
be dragged in to harass, to irritate, to worry and drive to
desperation the American fishermen, as it did drive them to
desperation. The hon. gentleman in that report says:

"It is not however the case that the convention of 1818 affected only
the inshore fisheries of the British Provinces' ;It was framed with the
object of affording a complete and exclusive definition of the rights and
liberties which the fishermen of the United States were theneeforth to
enjoy in following their vocation as far as these rights would be affected
by fasilities for accues to the shores or waters of the British Provinces
or for intercourse with their people. It is theretore no undue expansion
of the scope of that convention to interpret strictly those of its provi-
sions by which ep cp accesa denied, except to the vessels requiring it
for tii. purposes specifîca1lý described.

" duch an undue expansion would, upon the other hand, certainly
take place, if under cover ot its provisions, or of any agreements relating
to general commercial interocurse which may have since been made,

permission were accorded to the United States' fishermen to resort
habitually to the harbor of the Dominion, not for sake of seeking
safet for their veosel or for avoiding risk ofhuman life, but in order to
use lose hai berosas a general base of operations froni whioh te prose-
cute and organise with greater advantage to themoelves the lnduotry in
which they are engaged."

The hon. gentleman thon thought this would amount to a
practical repeal of the treaty ; that was his opinion thon.
But the hon. gentleman comes into court to.day and asks
us to accept a treaty in which all of these concessions have
been made, in which nearly every claim put forward by the
United States Goverument at that time bas substantially,
to use the words of President Cleveland, been conceded to
United States fishermen. They have told us it would be a
practical repeal of the treaty and monstrous to allow such
a thing. If the Government had voluntarily thon done
without compulsion, what they have done now at the point
of the bayonet and under compulsion, we would have occu-
pied a very much more honorable position and a much
stronger position than we do to-day. Then we had the
policy of the Government in this connection laid down by
the Minister of Justice. In a report which he made in
reply to some complaints furnished by the Minister at St.
James, Mr. Phelps, the Minister said:

'' But that which Mr. Phelps calls '1literal interpretation1' Io by no
means so preposterous as heo suggests when the purpose and o bjeet of
the treaty come to be considered. ?hile it was not desired to Interfere
with ordinary commercial intercourse between the people of the two
countries, thse deliberate and declared purpoo existed on the part et
Great Britain, and the willingness oxisted on the part of the United
States to secure, absolutely and free from the possibility of encroachment,
the fisheries of the British possessions in Amerlsa, to the people of those
possessions, excepting as te certain localities in respect te whieh
speciailprovisions were madle. Toeffrect this it was unot merel neessary
that there should be a joint declaration of the right which waato be
established, but that means should be taken to preserve that right. For
this purpose a distinction waa necessarily drawn between United States
vessels engaged in commerce and those engaged in fishing. While the
former had free access to our coasts the latter were placed under a strict
prohibition.

" The purpose was to prevent the flheries from being poached on,
and to preserve them to the subject oft His Britannic Majesty la North
America not only for the purpose of fishing within the waters adjacent
to the coast, whicho cau under the law of nations be dons by al country

1888. 697



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL le,

but as a base of supplies for the pursuit of fishing in the deep sea. For
this purpose it was necessary to keep out foreign fishing vessels,
excepting iu cases of dire necessity, no matter under what pretext they
might desire to come in. The fisheries could not be preserved to our
people if every one of the United States fishing vessels that were aceus-
tomed to swarm along our coasts could claim the right to enter our
harbors, to post a letter or send a telegram ornry a newspaper, to"
obtain a physielau ln case of illes or a surgeon in case of accident, to
land or bring off a passenger,or even to lend assistance tothe inhabitants
in fire, flood or pestilence or to buy medicine or to purchase a new rope."

To-day .the ,Minister of Finance comes back from Washing-
ton fresh with laurels as assistant to Her Majesty's pleni-
potentiary and loaded with compliments from that hon.'
gentleman, he sks us to accept a treaty which concedes
everything which he previously said would ruin our fish-
eries. I think the hon, gentleman might have done this :
He might have eaid that was my policy and I believo in it,
and if it turns out that the rest of the Governmont cannot
accept it, I am prepared to &top down and ont and let
another man come in and carry out an opposite policy. I
say it is not right for those hon. gentlemen having taken
the stand they did, having declared that it was essential for
the protection of our fisheries to prevent American fisher-
men entering our ports even to post a letter or to
purchase medicine, now, having adopted a treaty
which admits them for all these purposes to change
their policy and ask this House to assent to the new policy.
Then we had the policy laid down by the Minister of
Marine in stili stronger language. In a report ho
made to the Privy Council on lst February, 1887, ho said
as follows,-and I wish hon. gentlemen to follow me in the
quotations I am making from these rAports and to note the
fact that these dates are, June, July and lst Febraary, re-

t n i lt ThA dîiý% t ill hb i t lqt in q, t AI

are going to return that trust unsullied to the hands of
those who gave it. Sir, if the hon. gentleman, when he is
confronted with a new policy entirely at variance with that
which he said was a "deliberate'" policy, came before us
and said : "I cannot in conscience remain as a Member of
the Government and I shall lot new men carry out that
policy-" I would forgive him, I would say it showed a
t4pirit of manly independence. But I cannot conceive how
this gentleman, who laid down this policy in the strong
language that ha embodied in the state paper I have
quoted from, should come down and ask us to accept this
treaty as a fair and honorable treaty between both parties.
Every claim made by the United States has substantially,
althougLh not in words, been admitted, and today,
Sir, the Finance Minister, even with all his ingenuity, was
ngt able to tell this House of one concession-and I
watched him from beginning to end -which our American
neighbors had made to the great Canadian people. Now,
Sir, just at that time, just when the hon. gentleman was
nailing his colors to the mast in Canada here, the Minister
of the United States at the Court of St. James was formu.
lating in a state paper the complaints which the Americans
had against our administration of the law. Sir, I will ask
your attention to that for one moment, because unless we
see what they complained of, and what the hon. gentleman
refused to remedy, we cannot tell whether by this treaty
they have conceded all that the Americans claimed or net.
I find, Sir, that Mr. Phelps, in a despatch to the Marquis of
Salisbury on the 26th of January, 1887, formulated his
complaints against the administration of our fishery laws
in these terms:

ccuve>Y4V ÂIDU LI ML4L W111ÇD DLIL IV LWrLLIIL lit U jnoLu l" The United States Government is not able to concur in the favorable
ocause they will, in connection with the fact Iam going to view taken by Lord Iddlesleigh of the efforts of the canadian Govern-

mention, serve to show why these brave gentlemen changed ment 'to promote a friendly negotiation.' That the conduct of that
their policy so materially. The Minister of Marine and Government bas been directed to obtaining a revision of the existing
Fisherie say .in this .Minute, and mark you ailtho treaty is not to be doubted. But its efforts have been of such a charac-

s s i M a kt ter as to preclude the prospect of a suceesîful negotiation so long as
reports were adopted in their entirety by the Government they continue, and seriously to endanger the friendly relations between
of the hon. gentleman, approved in a Minute of Council and the United States and Great Britain.
forwarded to the Home Government." Aside from the question as to the right of American vessels to pur-

chase bait in Canadian ports, such a construction bas been given to the
"It is not to be expected that after having earnestly insisted upon treaty between the United States and Great Britain as amounts virtually

the necessityof a strict maintenance of these treaty rights, and upon to a declaration ot a ruost complete non intercourse with American
the respect due by foreign vessels, while in Janadian waters, the muni- vessels. The usual courtesy between friendly :nations bas been
cipal legislation by which all vessels resorting to those waters are refused in their case, and in one instance, at least, the ordinary offices
exuberantin the absence moreover of any decision of a legal tribunal ofhumanity. The treaty of friendship and amity which in return for
to show that there has been any straining of the law in those cases in the very important concessions by the United States to Great Britain
which it hae been put in operation, that the Canadian Government will reserve to American vessels certain specified privileges, bas been
suddenly and without the justification supplied by any new facts or construed to preclude them from all other intercourse common to civi-
arguients withdraw from a position taken up deliberately and by doing lised life and to umiversal maritime usage among nations not at war, as
so in effect plead guilty to the whole of the charges of oppression, iu- weil as from the right to touch and trade accorded to ali vessels.
humanity and bad faith, which in language wholly unwarranted by the " And quite aside from any question arising upon construction of
circumstances of the case, have been made against it by the public mea the treaty, the provisions of the Custom House Acts and Regulations
of the United States. have been systematically erforced against American ships for alleged

" duch a surrender on the part of Canada would involve the aban- petty and technical violations of legal requirements in a manner, so
donmentof avaluable portion of the national inheritance of the Cana- unreasonable, untriendly and so u3just as to render the privileges
dian peo ple, who would certainly visit with just reprobation those who accorded by the treaty practically nugatory.
were gui ty of so serious a neglect of the trusts committed to their -l"It is not for a moment contended by the United States Government
charge." that American vessels should be exempt from those reasonable port and

Custom House regulations which are in force in countries where sncb
Sir, these are the brave words which the hon. the Minister vessels have occasion to visit. If they choose to violate such require-
made use of in the month of February, 1887, but to-night ments, the Government will not attempt to screen them from the justo c h and legal consequence
he comnes in and be pleads guilty to the charge of oppre! But what the United States Government complain in these cases is
sion, to tbe charge of inhumaity, and to the charge of bad that the existing regulations have been construed with a technical
faith, o.e surrenders on the art of Canada he abandons strictness, and enforced with a severity inu cases of inadvertment andaccidentai violation where no harm was done, which is both unusual
the valuable portion of the national inheritance which ho and unnecessary, whereby the voyages of vessels had been broken up
said was necosary to our national exiistence, and the result and beavy penalties incurred. That the liberal and reasonable cons-
is if he is a good prophet, he will be VisNited with just truction of these laws that had prevailed for many years, sud to which

the fishermen have become accustomed, was changed without any
reprobataon by those who comhmitted this trust to his handes-notice given. On every opportunity of innecessary interterence with
Sir, it may'be asked what broughtbout this sudden change the American fishing vessels to the prejudice and destruction of their
of front ? Up to February they were hurling defianceoat business bas been availed of.'
the gentlemen across the border. They said: Yon tell us The hon. gentleman will see that while he complained of
that our policy is an inhuman policy, that it is a policy the construction of the treaty ho did not base the main
of bad faith, that it is a policy calculated to estrange ground of his complaint upon the severe construction ot the
the two countries. No matter the Minister of Marine treaty by the Dominion Government at all, but he based it
says it iý a doliberate policy and we would be craven (that upon the systematic enforcement, as he termed it, against
s themeaning fhis language) if we backed down from American ships of alleged petty and technical violations of
,he tw hic Jaieen committed to our hand and we the custom house regulations and acts. There is no doubt,
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as was afterwards stated by Mr. Bayard in his despatoh,
that the petty actions, trivial in themselves, against the
American flshing vessels which suffered from the attempt
to enforce customs regulations against them in every port,
did more than anything else that was doue by the Govern-
ment of the day to irritato the American nation, to
irritate the American fishermen and to bring about
that state of non-intercourse which the hon. gentleman
referred to and the Retaliatory Bill which was passed.
But, Sir, just at the very time when these hon. gentleman
were declaring that they eould not surrender one iota to
the Americans, we find that they agreed to give up the
whole case altogether. We find that on the 241h day of
February, the Secretary of State for the Colonies in
England telegraphed to the Governor General of Canada
as follows:-

" Her Majesty's Government, while endeavoring to procure this ad
inierim arrangement, feel it right to intimate to you that they are dis-
posed to think, after mach consideration of the entire subject, that the
best and simplest settlement of the present difficulties might be arrived
at if both parties would agree so as to permit the discussion of the
more extended commereial arrangements-to revive, fir time at least,
if not permanently, the condition of things which existed under the
Treaty of Washington, fish and fish productions being %gain recipro-
cally admitted duty free, and the fishery being once more reciprocally
thrown open."

On the 26th February the Government tolegraphed in
reply:

" Referring to your telegram of the 24th February, Canadian Govern-
ment is prepared to accept your suggestion of reverting temporarily the
condition of tbings existing under the Treaty of Washington without at
present raising the question of indemnity."
Pursuant to their telegram Lord Salisbury made the offer
to the Ametican Government, but nothing appears to have
come of it. Now, Sir, on the 3rd day of March, just a few
weeks after the bon. Minister of Marine had pennel the
report which I have just read, the United Stvtes Govern-
ment, pressed by the fishermen, and, as the hon. Minister
said, by a determined and united people ai d a united press,
and driven to deeperatioi by the way in which Canada had
carried out the treaty, iritroduced the RetaliatQry Bill ; and
that Bill, Sir, altered the whole circumstanices of the case.
The entire charaoter of cur protective service at once
changed. lion. gentlemen then saw that tbey had been
pushing this matter too fai. They saw that they could not
re-enact in 1887, as they were termed by the United States,
the tyrannical acts and the tyrannical construction of the
customs laws which they had enforced»in P1'86. They
saw, Sir, that the American Government and people
would not submit to dictation. The possible con-
sequences of that Retnliatory Bill wcre not overdrawn by
the hon. Finance Minister when ho said it wo-uld stop the
whole intercourse between the two people, and would bo
destructive of the trade and commerce of Canada. But
while the hon. gentleman put that construction on the
Retaliatory Bill to-:ay, what did ho do one short year ago ?
He was thon engaged in backing up the policy of the
Minister of Marine which ho disavows to.night, and ho then
told us that that Non intercourse Bill, as ho termed it, would
not be an unmixed evil. It would lead, ho said, to the
development of botter intercourse betwoen ourselves. To.
day he tells us it would produce a commercial disaster in
Canada the end of which no one eould foresee. Sir, ho was
prepared with a light heart to go into the war a year ago;
to-day ho tells us, and tells us I believe truly, that that
Retaliatory Bill, if it came into force, would paralyse the
prosperity of Canada; it wouli put an en to the prosperous
intercour. e which prevails betweOn us and our noghbors
in the United States; and it wou!d hurl the presontGovern-
ment fromn power-and that I believe was the motive that
cornpelled theso bon. geritlemen to ret rac taaiir e a5nd1
aipt a poliy antagonitid to the policy tiey pursued a y-ar
ago. B:it, Sir, what are we to say ? One year ago I heard the

hon. genteman challenge the Goverument of the United
States to put that Retaliatory Bill inte force. We were not
afraid of them, ho said: It will not beau unmixed evil;; we will
develop intercourse among ourselvos, and good will come out
of it in the long run; and the 120 gentlemen who sit behind
him cheered the sentiment to the echo. To day ho tells the
same gentleman that it would be the groatest disaster that
could happen to Canada, and they turn around and cheer
that sentiment. Sir, I do not know any sentiment the bon.
gentleman could utter with his grave face that his followers
behind him would not cheer. Then, Sir, shortly after the
hon. gentlemen made that warlike dectaration in the louse,
ho saw fit to change his mind. He lad a message from
Socrotary Iayard, and who was the modiator choson by
these two groat nations to carry a communication from the
Secretary of the United States to the Finance Minister of
Canada ? Who was the confidential onvoy entrusted with
the secret minds of those gentlemen ? No loss a porson
than Mr. Erastus Wiman, who has been denounced in this
louse by dozens of hon. gentlemen opposite as an apostate
to his country ; who is snoered at by the Conservative press
throughont this country as a man having a fadI. He is the
man who above all others is chosen by the Secretary of
State of the United States to convoy a confidential intima-
tion to the Finance Minister of Canada that it would be weil
for them to muet and have a confidential talk over this
matter. Wel, Sir, not only was he chosen by tho Secrotary
of Stute of the United States, but ho was accepted by the
Finance Minister of Canada, and the Finance Minister has
put the sign manual ot bis approval on him to-night; and I
would venture to say that there is not a man sitting on the
bonches behind him who will ever heroafter speak of Brastus
Wiman oxcept with respect-no more "rasses," and no
more "fads." I did not hoar the interruption of the hon.
Minister of the Luterior. But whon the bon. gentleman
who leads him, who leads the Government, and who can
force bis policy on them whon he likes, tells thom that Mr.
Erastus Wiman is a man to be trusted, I think the hon.
gentleman will accept the statoment. Now, Sir, the hon.
gentleman went to Washington, and he has given Us a frank
statement of the interchange of views that took place be-
tween him and Seretary Bayard. Sir, I never road anything
in my life with more pleasure than the communications
which passed betwee-i those two gentlemen; and if the hon.
gentleman would to-d;.y step out from the party that is tram-
melling and keoping him from doing what I believe his
own heart tells him should ho done-if ho would coma out
to-day and formulate in this House the policy which ho
favored in that letter, ho would not only draw from behind
him a larger following, but ho would rocoive from this
side of the House a most cordial support.

Mr. HICKIEY. That is too thin.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) And the hon. gentleman, I venture

to Pay, wo-uld be one of tbe first to follow him. Now, Sir, let
me refer to a thing which I endorse most cordially. Wo know
that the policy of conciliation and extended trade relations
was first advanced by the hon. Mr. Baird the Secretary of
the United States. That bon. gentleman, in some extra-
ordinary way, nominated the Finance Minister as the
Commissioner for Canada. Well, I amI not going te
take objection to the nomination of the hon. gentleman.
I am going to take objection to tho theory ho laid down to-
night that the right to negotiate our own commercial
treaties would be a suicidal policy, if we had it conceded
to us, but I am not ging to obje-ct, after bis having been
nominated by the S-crutary ot State, to that nomination
havin-g received the cord ma approval of Hier Graous Ma jeity.
I wonder if Mr. Wiman had nything te doe witb Fugestivg
th1e bo. gntteroan's name? What does ir. Bayard say :

"I am confi:lent we both seek to obtain a just and permanent settle-
ment-and there is but one way to procure it-and that is by astraight-
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forward treatment on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire haif of the Dominion? le it not true that every one con.
commercial relations of the two countries. I say commercial because I ceded that the management of the case by the nominee of
do not propose to include, however indirectly, or by any intendment,
however partial or oblique, the political relations of Canada and the the Caradian Government reffected the highost credit on
United States, nor to affect the legisiative independence of either lie ability, integrity and diplomacy, and on the Goverument
country." that appointed him ? Therefore, the hon. gentleman's state-
Well, the hon. the Minister of Finance to-night quoted with ment is not ee1 can endorse. Before I sit down, 1 wish te
approval that sentiment of Mr. Bayard. Mr. Bayard, ho say a few words about the treaty iteif. It is a record of
believed was sincere, and Mr. Bayard said there was but surrenders on our part; it te a record of concessions
one way to procure a just and permanent settlement, and on our part, and I arnsorry te say thera le ne record
that was by a liberal statesmanlike treatment of the entire of any concessions in retnrn on the part of the
commercial relations of the two countries, which did not Americans. Our fishermen have ne compensating cessions
involve, directly or indirectly our political independence. made te them. The hon. gentleman conld fot name one.
The hon. gentleman said he believed that Mr4 Bayard, in so Our fishermen to-day will fish in our waters, access into
saying, spoke the truth; but what have his followers been which las been given the American fishermen, and when
stating for the past three weeks ? They have been declaring the vessels of the twe nations bring the results of their
that Mr. Bayard did not tell the truth, and that a settlement season's work to Boston, our fishermen will be handicapped
upon a broad, liberal and statesmanlike plan of the entire te the extent of two dollars a barre]. I am not going te
commercial relations of the two countries necessarily in- use on this point my own language, but will quote again
volved the surrender of our political independence. That the language of the hon, gentleman hinseif, which I gave
is what not only one the hon. gentleman's followers said, lu the early part of my remarks, and the language of the
but it is what many of them repeated over in a parrot like First Minister when ho said that "under these circum-
manner. The have had their answer to.night from the stances Canadian fishermen would become the hewers of
Firet Minister who telle them they are all wrong, and that wood and drawers of water to the fishermen of the United
the proposition of Secretary Bayard, that a statesmanlike States!" That te the condition in which the bon. gentleman
settlement, on a broad, generous basis, of the entire com- has left them to-day. ýHis treaty je an unconditienal
mercial relations of the two countries does not involve, surrender on the part of Canada te ah that the Arericans
directly or indirectly, the surrender of one atom of our daim. What je the statement made by the President of the
political independence. I hope now that hon. gentlemen United States himself in respect te this treaty. Re sys:
opposite will cease shouting their senseless cry of disloyalty 4&The history of the events in the past two years shows thatunofeature
and accept the construction put upon the proposition by of Canadian administration was more harassing and injurions than the
their own leader the Finance Minister. Well, we had that compulsion upan aur fishing vessels ta make formai entry and clearance
offer, and I did not catch from the hon. gentleman why it on every occasion of their temporarily seeking shelter in Oanadian ports

was negotiations were not at once entered upon. I did not ane asngsp
hear him state why the matter remainded over from May
last until the following November, but we do know that treaty, because ho admits, and the American Scinate con-
while no negotiations were entered into, the entire policy of sented te admit, that the legal construction put by the
the Government with regard to the carrying out of our Goverument upen the words of the treaty is correct. But
fishery laws was remodelled and changed ; there were nohoesays:
more seizures, there were no more alleged breaches ofe us- I"Yau have harassed and injured our fishing vessels by compelling
tom laws. There were no more vexatious and harassing sei- them ta mske out entries and clearances in your ports."
zures and detention of American vessels, and although, And this tieaty relieves them from aIl that.
formally, the instructions remained as they were before, 91Such incenvenience is provided against in the prapased treaty and
practically and substantially, they had so entirely changed this most frequent and just cause of complaintis removed. Thearticles
that they were ne longer in force. The on. gentleman said, rittingur fishermen t obtain provisions and the ordinary spplies

thatthe wor nolongr i fore. he hnigntlean aid f trading vesseis on their honieward voyages, and under which they
and I was sorry to hear him say it, that he was proud are accorded the further and even more important privilege on ail occa-
Canada had not the right to negotiate her own commercial siens of purchasing such casual or needful provisions and supplies as
treaties. He was proud, he said, that we had not the nomi. are ordinarily granted ta trading vessels, are of great importance andvalue. The licenses which are ta, be granted without charge and on
nation of our own commissioners and plenipotentiaries. Sir, application, in order ta enjoy these privileges, are reasonablo and proper
I take issue with him. I submit, without fear of contradic- checks in the hands of local autherities ta identify the recipient and
tion, that the one arbitration which ever has been held ho prevent abuse, and can form na impediment t those who intend ta usethem fairly.
tween Canada and United States, which resulted honorably t"Te hospitality secured for ar vessels in ail cases of actual distress
to the people of Canada, in which we got a fair meed of with liberty ta unload and seli and tranahi their cargoes, is mil and
justice, was that arbitration in which we appointed our own liberal. These provisions will secure the substantial enjayment of theMinister. When the alifax Commissioner was bei treaty rights for our fishermen under the Treaty f 1818, fr which

Miniter Whn te Raifa Comisione wa bOlngcontention has been steadily made in the correspondence af the Depart-.
appointed, it was a matter of history that the Hon. Mr. ment of State and aur Minister at London and by the American nega-
Mackenzie, who led the Government, was pressed very tiaters of the present treaty."
strongly by the Imperial Government to accept the If Grever Cleveland la correct in hit construction, it las
nomination of an English gentleman to be nominated been an unconditional surreuder by the Goverument of
by them, and it is to his credit that he refused Canada te the demande of the people of the United States.
to bow to their dictation in that respect, and insisted I amnnt, just for the moment, contending that these con-
upon Canada's right to nominate the gentleman whol cessions are unjust in thenselves, but I amncentending that
should be appointed to represent her. It was a lucky day the mon wlo declared a year ago that they were unjuttand
for Canada when the hon. member for East York (Mr. that they could net poesibly concede tlem, sud that the
Mackenzie) had the pluck and the manliness to assert concession of then would prove ruinons te Canada, btand
Canadian dignity and the right of Canada to havea Canadian te.day in a position the meet unenviable that any statesmen
appointed to represent her on that commission. The hon. dan pusstbly eccnpy, when they ask us now te accept this
gentleman would lead us to imagine that forsooth if this treaty, which concedes everything which they said before
right was conceded to Canada, our interests would ho sacri- ceuld net posstbly ho conceded because it would ho ruinoue.
ficed, that we would not have the prestige which now They should stop down sud lot other mon make the con-
attaches to tie appointment made by Her Majesty at the cessions. That ta their duty, sud that ta the course any
dictation of her Minister, whoever he may be. Was that English statesmen would take; but they do net undertand
the case uin Halifax, when Sir Alexander Galt aoted on bo- that. What dos Scretary Bayard say about itHoegys:
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'' Th United States bave secured practically everything we have been

contending for. I do not hesitate to Bay that, if Canada had conceded
to the United States fiehe-rmen in 1818, one fourth of the rights that are
secured for them by thiq treaty, there would have been no trouble at
aIl. We would not have heard a sinzle complaint, because no grievance
would have been feit. Every difficulty that the American fiahermen
bas had to contend with has been removed by this treaty. Generally
it eau be stated that no fishinig ground of any value whatever to Amen-
eau fishermen has been conceded to Canada by this treaty."

That is the view Secretary Bayard takes of it. That view
is correct. We stand here to-day giving our assent to a
treaty of unconditional surrender on the part of the Cana-
dian people and the Canadian Government. We boasted of
what we could do, we talked about reciprocity of tarifs, we
spoke about bringing the Americans on their knees to us,
we talked about forcing them to do this and to do that ;
and to.day we are in the humiliating position that we have
to concede at the point of the bayonet what it would
have been manly and honorab'e and better for us to
have conceded voluntarily two years ago. The hon.
gentleman says that, when ho went there to Washing.
ton, his instructions were not limited, that ho was in-
structed by the Government to obtain as near an ap-
proach to the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 as he could get,
but it is perfectly evident, from the language he made use
of in reply to Secretary Bayard, that he was prepared to
go much further than that. What does ho tell ns to-night ?
fie says, I made an offer to the United States Government
on the 30th November :

" That with the view of removing aIl causes of difference in connec-
tion with the fisheries, it is proposed by Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries
that the fishe, men of both countries shall have ail the privileges enjoyed
during the existence of the fishery articles of the Treaty of Washing-
ton, in consideration of a mutual arrangement providing for greater
freedom of commercial intercourse between the United States and
Canada and Newfoundland. "

of the policy of the Government. That is perfectly evident.
Now, the hon. gentleman stated, with reference to the
treaty itself, that the delimitation clauses amounted to a
concession on the part of Canada to the United States. That
is true. They do amount to a concession. We formerly
contended for the headland theory, and that bas been
surrendered by this treaty, I am not going to waste much
lime on this, but I am sorry that the hon. gentleman made
the statement he did to-night to the effect that, for the past
forty years, Great Britain bas withdrawn its contention in
that respect. The British Government never withdrew its
contention on that point. Down to 1852--

Mr. MITCHELL. 1854.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I am coming to 1854 afterwards,
but I am referring to 185A3 at present. The British Govern-
ment down to 1852 consistently and persistently claimed
that to be the construction of the treaty, and in 1852 the
Secretary of State of the United States, the greatest Secore-
tary they ever had, Webster himself, declared that the con-
tention of the British Government was right and there
could be no doubt about it. In a state paper, dated 6th July,
1852, Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, although sontending
that the wording of the Convention of 1918 was not conform-
able to the intentions of the United States as one of the
contracting parties, says :

"It would appear that by a strict and rigid construction of thi.
article (first article of the Convention of 1818) fishing vessels of the
United States are preciuded from entering into the baye or harbors of
the British Provinces, except for the purposes of shelter, repairing
damages and obtaining wood and water. A bay, as is usually under-
stood, is an arm or recess of the sea entering from the ocean between
capes or headlands, and the term is applied E qually to small and large
tracts of water thus situated. It is common to speak of Hudson Bay,
or the bay of Biscay, although they are very large tracts of water.

The hon. gentleman did not confine that to natural pro- ITe Britsh aniforities iniist angtana ias ne rignt te draw aline from headland to headland, and to capture every fishermen who
ducts. He was challenged by my friend from Bothwell may follow their pursuits inside of that lin. It was undoubtedly an
(Mr. Mills) and was told, that means unrestricted recipro- oversight, in the Convention of 1818, to make so large a concession to

city. What was the answer the Finance Minister made ? Ingland, since the United States had usually oonsidered that those vast
omls, or recessea of the ocean, ought to be opened to American fisher-

My offer was unrestricted, and I intended that it should be men as freely as the sea itself, to within three miles of the hore."
so. ls that correct? If the hon. gentleman made an offer The Secretary of States there admits that under the proper
of unrestricted reciprocity, as he eays he did, he should construction of the treaty, the contention of the British
have been in this House for the past three weeks to hear the Government was correct. Senator Butler, the same year,denunciations heaped upon his unfortunate head by all his adopted the same construction ; Mr. Seward adopted the
followers, to hear their statements that sch an same, and a large number of others.
offer was disloyal, that is was striking at the foundation of
Canadian liberty and undermining the pillars upon whieh Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Everett the same.
Canadian independence rested. We hear to-day that we Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. No.
have been forestalled in our traitorous designs of having Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, in connection with Lord Aber-unrestricted reciprocity with the United Statesby the deen' correepondence.
Finance Minister himself, and yet the hon. the Premier
takes him back to his bosom, disloyal as ho is, and is per- Mr. DAV IES. Mr. Seward said on that occasion:
fectly satisfied with him, as long as he succeeds in main- " I cannot assent to the force of the argument of the hon. Senator
taining the hon. gentleman in power. That is the sum from Louisiana. I am more prepared to go against it, because I think
total of their efforts, apparently. But, although the Finance it ia getting pretty late in the day to find the Secretary of State wrong
Miniter telle us to-night that the offer wam an offer of un- in the technical and legal construction of an instrument. Let us test

the argument. The hon. Senator Bays, that where the Goverument
restricted reciprocity, that it was unrestricted in its terms, oceupies both sides of the coast, and where the strait through which the
a fortnight has not gone by since a Minister of the Crown waters of the bay fnows into the Ocean, is not more than six miles wide,

. . othen there is dominion over it.
stated in reply to a gentleman on this side who put the " Now, then, the Out of Canso is a most indispensable communication
same construction upon the offer, that it was a mistake, for our fishermen from the Atlantic Oeean to the Northumberland
that it was not so. I think that was the Minister who Straits, and to the Gulf of St. Lawrence, fer a reason which auy one
interrpted me who, on psge 542 of Hansard, made a wili very readily see by referring to the map; yet the Gut of Oauso la

only three-quarter of a mile wi e. I should be sorry to adopt au argu-
declaration that Sir Charles Tupper never made an offer of ment which Great Britain might turn against us to exclude us from that
reciprocity unrestricted in its character, and we have the important passage."
hon. Minister of Finance to-night stating that it was so and Again 1 recall the hon. Senator's argument, viz.:
that h. intended it should be so. There will b. some little " Two things unite to give a country dominion over an lnland sea.
curiosity on the part of the House and of the country to The first is, that the land on both aides mast be within the dominion of
see those hon. gentlemen reconcile their statements, but, in the Government elaiming jurindiction, and then, that the strait is no
view of what we have already seen, I have no doubt which more than six miles vide; but that if the strait is more than six miles

policy is going to govern in the long run, if the hon. vide, ne sncb juriadiction eau be claimed."
Minister remains here. The " boys " of the Cabinet, a they Upon which he commented:
were called a little while ago, will have to accept the policy " Now, Sir, this argument seemi to me to prove too much. I think
Pa lie dictates it. ee is the real leader to-day and the master it would divest the United sates of the barbor of Boston, aU he land

1888. 701



APRIL ,

arçund which belongs te Masachusetta or the United -trtes, while the
mouth of the bay ia six miles wide It would surren der our dominion
over Long Island Sound, a dominion which I think the Stat of New
York and the United itates would not willing give up, it would sur-
reuder Delaware Bay, it would surrenier, I think, Albermarle Sound,
and Uhesapeake Bay; and I believe it would surrender the Bay et
Monterey, and perbaps the Bay of8dan Francisco on the Pacifie coast."

Sir, not only have we here Rer Majesty's Government con-
tending for the extended construction put upon the word
et bay," known as the headland's construction, but we have
leading men of the United States, such as Mr, Webster and'
Mr. Seward, assenting to that construction, and enforcing
it with arguments which, in the United States Sonate, were
irresistible, showing that if they do not concede that, they
gave up their own chief and principal bays. Now the hon.
gentleman quoted from a declaration made by the British
Government, made in 1866, but ho omitted to quote the
preceding sentence which entirely modifies the quotation
he made. In 1866 the British Government stated:

"Her Ms.jesty's Government are clearly of opinion that by the Con.
ventien of 1818, the United States have renounced the right of fishing,
net only within three miles from the Colonial shores, but within three
miles of a line drawn across the mouth of a British bay or creek. But
the question 'What la a British bay or creekV a isona which has been an
occasion of difflculty in former times, It is, therefore, at present, the
wish of Her Majesty's.Government neither te concede, nor for the pre-
sent, to enforce any rights in this respect which are in their nature open
to any serions question."

They re-afirmed the doctrine of the headlands in its fallest
sense in 1870. but in view of the pendingrnegotiations for the
Waghington Treaty, they declined to give their consent to
thoir being enforced :t that time. They were willing to
make temporary concessions in order, if possible, that the
Washington Treaty might be consummated, but they never
yielded or conceded for one moment that the aiguments
they had advanced werc unsound. I am sorry the hon. gentle-
man went ont of this way for the purpose of putting into the
mouth of the British Goveriment an argument which they
never used with reference to this question. Now, Sir, I am
not disposed to find a great deal of fault with the articles
of this treaty, which refer to the delimitation of our waters.
They are concessions, as the hon. gentleman says, from us;
there are no concessions to us that I am awa'e of. The
hon. gentleman speaks of certain bays which are excepted.
'The hon. gentleman knows that some of those bays never
had a fisherman in them since the Treaty of 1818 was
enacted, Take Egmont Bay for instance. My hon. friend
from Prince County (Mr. Yeo) comes from that quarter,
and he knows it well, and my hon. friend in front of me
knows it well, and they know well that in the memory
of living man, an American fisherman lias never been seen
fishing in Egmont Bay. However, I am not here to cavil, I do
not wish to make objection merely for the purpose of object-
ing. Bo far as the question of delimiting the waters is con-
onened, I think the compromise is not one which we should
refuse to aceeopt-I do not think we ought to, although
we do give up, asthe hon. gentleman sys, a great deal we
o|Ic contended for ; we concede nine-tenths, I dare say, of
what our contention was previously, but I am satisfied. In
the matter of these baye we must remember that while they
may be very valuable one year, they may not be valuable
Another. Now, the Bay of Chaleurs at one time was the
chief reort for the mackerel that came into the Bay of St.
Lawrence. But to-day they do not cometo the Bay of Cha-
leurs, and hardly any fisbermen enter that bay. But in a
year or two the mackerel may return ; therefore the
exception made here of reserving the Bay of Chaleurs out
of the common waters, may one day prove to be a valuable
exceptop, and I am glad it was made But I do not agree
witl th ehon. gentleman that article 9 of the treaty should
be accepted in the same way. The treaty says:

sNotj*tbisatahalIl interupt or "eot the free navistion ofthi 74 oys ofIt e it h feßtea."

Practically, that amounte 0f a oppesjia to the United
States for all time of the right, mind you, to use the Straits
of Canso for fishing purposes. Heretdore they have not
enjoyed that right. That is a tremendous concession we
have given to them, and when the treaty is once assented
to the Straits of Canso become comnon water to the Amo-
ricans as well as to the anadians. I say it is a g'eat and
valuable concession which we have made to them, and in
return we have got nothing. But, Sir, I want to come to
articles 10 and 11. Now, article 10 concedes to the United
States that for which we have been contending, and that for
which the Minister of Marine and the Government strenu-
ously denied. American fishing vessels can now enter our
harbors, they need not report, they need not enter and need
not clear at the custom house when they come for shelter
or repair, nor when they come in-
" outide the limite of established porte of entry, for the purpose of
purchasing wood or obtaining water; except that any such vessel re-
maining more than 24 hours, exclusive of Saudays and legal holidays,
within any such port, or communicating with the shore therein-"

may be required to report, but they shall not be liable for
compulsory pilotage nor for any du s. These are the con-
cessions we make to the Americans. The hon. gentleman
says they are reasonable ooncessions; but if they are rea-
sonable concessions, why did the Government not make
them a year ago, why did they bring us to the verge of war
with our neighbors across the line by withholding those
concessions which to day he terms reasonable and which he
asks us to approve? Why not have conceded them in a
frank, honorable and manly way two years ago ? If that
had been done, the Government would have stood very
much higher in the estimation of the people than to-day,
and we would have been much nearer obtaining the boon
we all desire, freer commercial relations with the United
States. Now we come to article 11, a most important
article. That article provides :

'' United States fishing vessels entering the ports, baya and harbors
of the eaAtern and north-eastern coasta éf Canada or of the'coaits of
Newfoundland under stress cf weather or other casualty miy nnload,
reload, tranship or sell, subject to 0ustoms laws and regulations, all
fish on board, when such unloading, transhipment, or sale is made
necessary as incidentai to repairs, and may replenish outffts, provisions
and supplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in case of deatht or sick-
ness shall be allowed all needful facilitiep, including the shipping of
crews

The practical construction that will be put upon the article
will be this : An American captain can come into port, he
can declare that he comes in fron stress of weather-he
is the judge of the matter, you have to accept hise state-
ment. He can come in if he loses a jib-boom; he
may unload and tranship -the most valuable privilege and
that for which the Americans have been contending for
years, and which ruts them on an equal footing with our
fishermen, while our men are handicapped by a duty of $2
a barrel, Technically you may say that American vessels
cannot corne in unless under stress of weather or other
casualty. How are you to determine it? An American
comes in from stress of weather because he bas lost a hal-
yard, and while it is being repaired he unloads. I do not
see how yon can prevent it. Practically under this treaty
the Americans8 will ask for and claim and have a right to
tranship their fish in the manner they have been demanding
for many years. I must confess I fail to apprehend, even
after the explanation of the Finance Minister, the meaning
of the latter part of the section:

" Licensea to purchase ia established porta of entry of the aforesaid
coasts of Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, such
provisions and supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading veusels. shall
be granted to United States bshing vessels in sucb porta promptly
upon application and without charge, &ad such vessels, having obtaiued
licenses in the manner aforesaid, shal also be accorded upon all
occasions such facilities for the purchase of casual or needful provisions
and supplies as are ordinarily granted to trading vessels; but such
provision or supplies shall not be obtained by burter, nor purchaaed
fer rale or traffic."
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A mna nS once otais a license, jwhieh ho can obtain
gratis, bs a right on all occasions afterwards, not only for
the homeward vêYage, but for any other voyage, to be
accorded the sam"e facifities for the purpose of casual or
nee<iful provisions and, supplies as are given to trading
vessela. The hon. gen(leman seems to think that the oon-
struction of that lause was that it applied only to vessels
when on the homeward voyage ; but that is not the true
constriction. laying once obtained the license, they are en-
titled to use it on all opcasions afterwards. I suppose it was
assum:îed to mean. for the sine season ; but I do not know
as to that. An American vessel will ask for the license at
the first port at which she arrives, and she will be
entitred to obtain it and will be entitled after.
wards to the saine fácilities for purchasing supplies as
are granted to merchant vessels. What are supplies?
Who is going to put a constructionupon supplies ? The
words are "provisions and supplies." Supplies are not,
therefore, provisions, because both words are used. The
Americans will say this term embraces bait. You will say it
does not embrace bait. The treaty you have interpreted
was plain and clarly understood, but the interpretation
treaty we have now before us is difficult of interpretation
and there will be trouble in regard to it from the very start.
There are sure to be diferences of opinion between the cap-
tains of merchant vessels as to the right to purchase bait
and the Government which does not wish to furnish it-
Supplies must mean something, and it is clear they do not
mean provisions, and I do not know what a fishing vessel
requires except provisions and bait and things of that kind.
It will be found that this treaty has not been carefully
worded and is open to different interpretations, and if the
broader construction that I think the Americans will claim
is conceded to them, you will have given up everything
and the subsequent clause which was apparently intended
to give the Americans, the right to purchase provisions,
bait, ice, seines and transhipment of fisi when the duties
are removed, will be a dead letter, because they will claim
they have a right to all that under article 11. I do
not say they have the right, I say the treaty has
been so loosely drawn that it will take a dozen
Philadelphia lawyers to tell really what it does mean. I
have sen half a ozen lawyers considering it, three
favoring one interpretation, three another, and I have
never yet found two men with the same opinion in regard
to it. It is clear that difficulties wili arise between Canada
and the United 8tates as to the rights to which American
fishermen are entitled under section 11. I would say
nothing about themodus vivendi. If the treaty was good
in itself, if it was an honorable and fair treaty, I would not
object to a modus vivendi boing agreed upon for two years
such as was offered by the Commissioners from Great
Britain and is attached to the treaty here. dat there are not
only the concessions in the treaty, it appears as if the
Government were not able to give the Amoricans enough,
and as s.oon as they had given all they asked, the Govern-
ment then said that in good fellowship and with a wish to
promote good feeling we propose for the next two years for
a nomi oal soum to give them everything them can possiblyask
and ail that our fihermen enjoy on our shores. Ihe amount
of $1 50 a ton is a nominal sum, meaning as it does only
$120 on a fishing vessel of 80 tons. However, I maintain
that there will be much diffichlty arising from the construc-
tion of this treaty and from the interpretation put upon its
terms, very much more than on the interpretation of the
old treaty. The old treaty was so plain there could hardly
be two interpretations placéd upon it, and it was its admini-
tration that caused complaint to be made in regard to it
and the administration of the customs laws to the American1
fishing vessels which they thought sh.ud have not have
been applied. The uphot of the whqlp busindes is aI'
have Taid 'hiit te Americans kot al 'thiey ian ed,1ae

President said in his Message, and as Mr. Bayard said in the
interview which is published in his org'n The Post. And
we got what ? We have listened for three hours to the
Minister of Finance. Did he tell us one ihing we got, one
concession or one promise even from the Americans ?
We got absolutely nothing and we conceded everything,
The hon. gentleman talked about the Americans not want.
ing to come within the three-mile limit to fieh. fle knows
that, rightly or wrongly, their leading men have been on-
vinced that the fishing privilege within the three-mile
limit is valueless. I do not agree with their contention. I
noticed to.day in reading a report of the Sonate of the
United States that upon this point they make a full report
to the Sonate and to the people of the States. laving
examined a large number of witnesses upon the point, they
conclude as follows:

Ila view of aIl these facts well known to the great body of the citi-
zens of the United States engaged in fisheries and embracing every
variety of intereat connected therewith, from the wholesale dealer,
vessel owner and outfitter to that portion of the crew who recelve the
smallest share of the venture, it must be considered as conclusively
established that there would be no material value whatever la the grant
of the British Goverument to American fishermen of absolutely fre.
fishing; and in this conclusion it will be seen by a reference to th etes-
timony, that aIl these interests fully concur."

The reason, therefore, they did not get free fishing was be-
cause they did not ask it, and they did not ask it because
they thought it was valueless. I think they are mistaken.
I think, Sir, and I have always thought after listening to
alil the evidence given before the Halifax Fishery Commis-
sion, that the right to fish within the three-mile luit is a
most valuable right in this regard. It may not be o valu-
able as it once was when the Americans fished with hook
and line entirely. They thon had to come to the three.
mile limit almost entirely to catch fish, but I contend it is
valuable stili. Why, Sir, if a vessel goes down to the bay
of St. Lawrence to catch fish, the exclusion from the three-
mile hmit may mean the difference between a profitable
and an unprofitable voyage. The seventy, or eighty, or a
hundred barrels of fish, that might be caugbt within the
three-mile limit, and which by reason of the exclusion they
will fail to catch, may mean the profits, and large profits too
upon the whole voyage. The cost of going down is the same
and those gentlemen may say what they like, but I maintain
now and always have maintained that they are wrong in their
conclusion and that the fishing privilege within the three
mile limit is still a most valuable one, but as I said betore
they did not get it because they did not ask Por it, and they
did not ask for it because after considering the report of the
evidence they thought it was not worth asking for. Whon
they did ask for it in 1t54 and when we gave up our right to
the Americans we got reciprocal trade with that country in
return. In 1871 when we gave up our right under the
Washington Treaty we got not only a remission of the duties
upon our fish, but Sir, we got five and a half millions of
money compensation paid to us for the concessions we made.
In 1888 we gave thom up the privileges they have been con-
tending for and we got nothing whatever in return. What
I complain of is, that wo should never have attempted to
harass the Americans with those custom regulations which
they complained of as so arbitrary. They complained that
we denied them their rights and that we harassed them in
the enjoyment of their rights and harassed them by impos.
ing duties upon them that which ought not to have been im-
posed, and that we threw all the difflculties we possibly
could throw in the way of the exercise by them as they said
of their rights under the treaty. If we had volun-
tarily ceded to them those concessions which have been
wrung from us under this treaty we would to-day
be standing in a proud position. Bat, Sir, they have ob-
tained everything and we have got nothing in return. I
condemnthq policy of the Government because it has , been
an aibitrîrry~pòlicy, AYitrary'in soar as it applied to
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those American fishing vessels the Customs Acts and
regulations of the Dominion which never sbould have been
applied to them. I condemn it as a capricions policy be-
cause, while one year 1885 you gave them the fisheries
for nothing, the next year you prosecute and persecute
them with all the rigors of the law in the regulations of
the custom house and the farine and Fisheries Department,
and now capriciously you turn around and, after telling the
people of the country that the concessions they demanded
from yon would prove ruinous to the fishery interest and
could never be conceded without the loss of the whole fish-
eries, you adopt a treaty which conceds every demand to
them and which you now ask the House to asent to. Well,
Sir, if this does nothing more than to teach us that our
highest and best policy is not to irritate our friends by the
retaliatory policy which we have adopted in times gone
by, if it does nothing more than to teach us to cultivate the
friendly relationship which ought to exist between· that
great nation and this great nation of Canada, we
will not have paid too dearly for our lesson. I fear that
while the hon. gentleman romains in power bis policy
will consist of the same arbitrary and capricious changes
which have characterised it in this fishery muddle
from beginning to end and which does not deserve any
commendation at the hands of this Parliameat. The treaty
has been agreed upon, and I for one hope that no action
will be taken by this Parliament to throw it out. I am
willing, Sir, it should be accepted. The right hon. gentle-
man smiles. I say that many of the concessions he grants
to them by treaty should have been granted to them long
ago. They should have been granted voluntarily, and if
you bad done so, I repeat as 1 said once or twice already,
you would not now stand in the humiliating position you
are in, whereby your Minister of Marine and the Govern-
ment have been obliged to eat the brave words they have
spoken for seven years past, and the Minister of Finance
himself has been obliged to retract and withdraw the war.
like words he spoke in reference to the retaliatory policy
enacted by the United States, and has had to adopt a policy
the very opposite to that whieh he asked the House to adopt
only one short year ago.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I am quite unable to
agree with anything that has been said by the hon. gentle-
man who has just sat down. I am quite unable to believe
that hon. gentleman has been sincere in one utterance that
he has made in the course of the speech ho addressed to this
House. I am further unable to believe that the hon.
gentleman was ingenuous, either in the quotations or in the
arguments which ho presented to this House from the
beginning of his speech to the end of it. 1 am inclined to
give the hon. gentleman credit however for a large
degree of patriotism, but ho was not I am sure speaking
to this country at ail with regard to this treaty. ie knew
that this Hlouse was so well acquainted with ail the negoti.
ations that had taken place with regard to this question,
with ail the features of the Treaty of 1818, and with the bear-
ing of the customs laws, ho knew that the country was so
familiar with this question at least those portions of the
country in which the fishery question is understood at ail,
that I am sure ho did not intend to insult this House or to
insult Canada, by expecting either this House or any
portion of Canada to credit the arguments or to believe the
statements which he put before this flouse. But the
hon. gentleman evidently bad a very patriotic motive and
it apparently was this. Since the making of this treaty the
hon. gentleman knows that from one end of the United States
to the other a cry has gone up, not that the United States
plenipotentiaries have been captured by us, but that the in.
terests of the United States have been sacrificed in this treaty.
The hon. gentleman knows that from one end of the capitol
to the other, where the Congreus of the United States is
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now sitting, the enemies of the Administration, the enemies
of this treaty, the enemies of Canada, have been ringing
the changes which ho has reversed here to-night and asking
that Congress should reject this treaty as being too favor-
able to the Dominion of Canada. The hon, gentleman en-
tertained us for an hour and a half with a series of argu-
ments and statements not one of which we can credit and
not one of which I would insult the hon. gentleman by
supposing that ho believes himself, but ho gave them with a
view to furnish arguments to the friends of Canada in the
United States who desire to see this treaty adopted and
ratified there, and who will hear for the first time from
the Parliament of Canada that the interests of Canada have
been sacrificed by the treaty which this House is now asked
to adopt. I do not remember, Sir, any more ludicrous feature
in this debate than the hon. gentleman's censure on the
speech of the hon. Minister of Finance in vindicating the
Treaty of 1871. What did the hon. gentleman say ?
Hle said it was exceedingly unpatriotie of the hon.
Finance Minister in 1871 to defond the treaty, by showing
that British subjects had acquired advantageous conces-
sions under that treaty, which wore probably equal to those
which had been given to the citizens of the United States,
thereby, this. said the hon. gentleman, jeopardizing ail our
chances of getting a large money award from the arbi-
tration at Halifax; and the hon. gentleman etill thinks
that ho made a great point on that question; and ho
has the courage to ridicule and condemn the hon. Minister
of Finance for having defended the Treaty of 1871 in this
House. That treaty, recognised as it is now from one end
of the country to the other as having been a most benoficial
and salutary arrangement, and one that we were pressed
to continue on even more liberal terms than we made
in 1871, was bitterly opposed by that hon. gentleman's
companions, who actually divided this House on the ques.
tion whether it should be ratitied or not ; and the
hon. Minister of Finance, in defending the Treaty of
1871 by every argument ho could address to the flouse,
was speaking not only for the life of his Government
but for the life of that treaty itself, which these hon. gentle-
men have many times condemned us up and down the coun.
try for not having solicited the United States to renew after
it had expired. Now, Sir, I want to make one comment,
before I go into the hon. gentleman's argument, upon a
statement which he put into the mouth of the hon. Minister
of Finance, and which was as different from the
statement the lion. Minister made as night is from
day. Tne hon. Minister of Finance, referring to the argu-
ments and contentions wbich had been put forward by my
colleague, the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries and
myself with regard to the interpretation of the Treaty of 1818
and with regard to the rights of Canada under that treaty,
and referring to what had been adopted eventually as a
settlement of the whole question by thetreaty, admitted that
ho had not been able to carry out our fuli contentions.
Who expected that ho would ? Who evor sat down to make
a bargain expecting that ho and his adversary would agree
to the extreme points they both had made, or expecting to
insibt on ail the arguments that both had put forward?
What kind of a treaty would it have been if the strongest
contentions of the United States and the strorgest conten.
tions of Canada had been struggled for to the bitter end ?
The hon. Minister of Finance would have como to Canada
with no treaty at all, but with that state of hostility which
the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies) professes to de-
plore, bitterly intensified and every prospect of s>lving this
question, which was producing so much irritation between
the two countries, lost, pechaps, forever. The hon. Minister
of Finance stated frankly that there we-o concessions on both
sides-that ho did not profess that by this Treaty we were
carrying out our contentions to the fullest extent; and yet
the hon. member for Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Daviee) half an
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hour afterwards cited the hon. gentleman again and again as
having used these words: ''"that ho was not able to support
the policy of the Minister of Justice and the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries." Now, I ask hon. gentlemen on
both sides of the louse whether that was a fair quotation of
the language of the hon. Minister of Finance; I ask
any man within these walls if ho thinks the hon. member
for Queen's, Prince Edward Island, believes it was. Now,
Sir, the hon. gentleman has done me to the honor to refer
two or three times to an expression which I made use of in
a debate which casually arose not very long ago; ani I
must ask the indulgence of the House, notwithstanding the
rule, in referring to it for a single moment to correct the
hon. gentleman's memory. The hon, gentleman has cited
me three times, twice to-night and once a little while ago,
as having said that if a certain policy were adopted, a policy
which was subsequently adopted, it would be a betrayal of
the interests of Canada, Now, as that subject is germane to
the one under discussion, I may perhaps, without further
apology be allowed to state what I did say on that occasion,
wbat I adhere to to-night,and what is not in the toast degrec
inconsistent with the action the Government sibsequently
took. There had been a discussion between the hon. member
for Queen's and myself across the floor as to the true interpre-
tation of a clause of the Act relating to the duties of cus-
toms. He and I differed as to whether the clause was
compulsory and obligatory on the Government, or whether
it was merely optional. The statement I made was not that
to put green fruits, seeds, bu-hes, and plants on the free list
would be a betrayal of the interests of Canada, but it was
this, that the clause was optional, that it vested a discretion
in us, and that for us to admit that it did not vest a discre-
tion in us, but bound us to submit to the dictation of
another power, friendly or unfriendly, would be a
betrayal of the interests of Canada. Now, the hon.
gentleman so far misunderstood the quotation, which ho
bas repeated on no less than three occasions, that ho
referred to it as an evidence that the hon. Finance Minister
could, by attending a single day to his duties, sit on the
" boys " of the Cabinet, as ho called them, and deliberately
reverse a policy which we had pledged ourselves so fully
as to say that the adoption of another policy would be a
berayal of the interests of Canada. The House will see
from what I did say on that occasion, and what I adhere to
now, that there is not the slightest difference of opinion
between any member of the Government and myself on that
question, or between the opinion I thon expressed and the
action the Government subsequently took, nor the slightest
difference between my opinion on that question thon and
my opinion on it to night. Now, the hon. gentleman ad-
dressed the louse at considerable length for the purpose of
showing that in 1884 we should have taken the advice of
our friends of the Opposition, and especially that of the
hon, gentleman himself; and he went so far as to urge this
louse to believe that if we had adopted his advice in 1884

and in 1885, we should have obtained a very much betterJ
fishery treaty than we have to-night. Now, Sir, I have not
been able, as I confess it would have been wise and cautiousi
to do, after the way in which the hon. gentleman1
has quoted me, to follow him in the record; buti
I will take his own words. He told us that the1
motion ho made on that occasion was that freedomi
of fishing and freedom of duties were desirable in the
interests of Caniada. He seems to think that a treaty on such
terms would have been a much botter treaty for Her1
Majesty's plenipotentiaries to send to Canada. For one I doj
not agree with him. I agree with the statement ho made,1
and the statement the hon. Finance Minister made, that the
inshore fisheries of Canada are the most valuable possession
which she has to-day. I believe they are not only the most
valuable possession she bas to-day, but that their wealth is
inereaaing every day that rolla by ; and with the increased

s9

preservation which we can give to those fisheries, with the
increase of population which is taking place on this conti-
nent, and with the depreciation of the fishories along the
shores of the United States every day we meet hore and
every night we rest in our beds, these great possessions of our
country are becoming of groater value. But the lion. gentle.
man's proposition in 1884 was that this possession, whioh
is of so priceless a character, this possession, tho value of
which after fifty years shall have rolled around it is impos-
sible for the most sanguine to calculate, should be thrown
open forever to the United States for one concession only,
the entry of fish fre into the United States. The policy
of free fisb, the administration of the United States
now recommend to Congress, not for the priceless
benofits of the fisheries of Canada, but in considera-
tion of the circumstancos of thoir own country, and
to reduce their surplus and to reduce thoir revenue. The
hon. the Minister of Finance, it is true, has not come back
to Canada to tell us that ho has given away this inestimable
proipeity, our tisheries, for a mere tariff concession, which
in al probability will bo made in view of the domestic
circumstances of the United States, but ho is able to say
to us :I"I have presorved unimpaired the inshore fisheries of
Canada and have obtained the assent of the United States
to a different valuation of our fishing rights. I have obtained
fron them another valuation, not that the United States
will demand, in return for the admission of our fish free of
duty, free fishing on the coasts cf Canada, but that free fish
may fairly and honorably and properly be concoded by
them for the right to transhbip cargoes, and the right to go
in shore to ship crews and to buy bait and supplies." If
that concession on the part of the United States bas origi-
nated in what the hon, gentleman says it has-the under-
valuation by the Gloucester fishermen of our inshore fish-
cries, so much the botter for us. Whatever bas led to that
opinion, I hould much profer a treaty that proposes to give
us the concession of froe fish for the transhipment of cargoes
and for the right to purchase bait and supplies, to the treaty
which the -boa. gentleman would have had us make in 1884,
by which, for that same concession, we wore tb give up,
not only the right to tranship cargoos and to purchase bait
and supplies, but fro fishing on the coasts of Canada.
Now we are told that the Government policy was a policy
of delay and vacillation. Well, if the right hon. the First
Mirister evor deserved credit for having put off until to-
morrow what could be as well and botter done to-morrow
than te-day, ho deserves credit for having declined, in 1884,
to make the treaty which the hon. membor for Queon's,
P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), invited him to make, and for baving
obtained, instead, the treaty which is upon the Table to-
night. What was it that the President of the United States
proposed we should have, as the bon, gentleman read to-
night? Why, the hon. gentleman pictured in the most
figurative language the president of 60,000,000 people
stretching bis hand over the border to grasp the bauds of
5,000,000 ? Well, I confess I am utterly unable to grapple
with the hon. gentleman's metaphor, but I see, in the quota-
tion ho made, that the proposition which the President of
the United States thon made was different from what is
made now, and the difference is material to the interests of
Canada. The under-valuation, which the hon. gentleman
says was made of the inshore fisheries of Canada, was not in
the mind of the President of the United States at all. What
the President suggested-not for Canada because he did not
stretch his great bands across the border at all, but he sent
a message to his own Congress, which was disregarded by
bis own Gongress, and which was not an invitation to the
Dominion-what the President suggested was this: that it
would ba a most desirable thing, in exchange for some smali
tariff concessions which they were going to make anyhow,
that bis people should get access to the rich fishing grounds
of Canada. I am glad to say it is not too late for us, and I
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hope it will never be too late for us, to say that we set too 1 hon, member for Queen's, P.E.I., tc-night denounces as a
high a price upon the inshore fisheries of Canada to barter vacillating policy, stringent one day and surrendering
them for such a trade concession as the more admission of everything the next. Now, the hon. gentleman, as he went
fish free of duty into the United States. The fisheries may on, made this extraordinary statement, that it was not our
be overvalued by us and undervalued by the American fish- construction of the Treaty of 1818, but its administration,
ermen ; but if the Americans do not want our property, we that was complained of by the United States. Indeed, ho
shall have the pleasure of keeping it to ourselves. Now, so far forgot his brief as to state that the Treaty of l18
the hon. gentleman made a very singular statement with was so plain that there could be no difference of opinion on
regard to what had produced the Retaliatory Bill, as he the question. Let me say to the fouse, on the responsi-
called it ; and bis whole argument at first was that the bility I must take, knowing that every document on this
wicked National Policy, in which ho sees the germ of all subject is in the hands of the House, that it was upon the
evils past, present and to come, had driven to exasperation construction of the Treaty of 1818 that every struggle
60,000,000 people, and almost forced them into a state of has been made between the two Governments for the last
war. The bon. gentleman and bis friends have told us time twenty five years. The question always arose upon the
and again that the irritation produced by the National administration of the law, of course, because if we do
Policy was no greater than the lighting of a fly upon a not administer the law nobody could be offended, and the
lion's mane-tbat for 5,000,000 to undertake to coorce construction of the treaty could not be called in ques-
60,000,000 was child's play, and yet the hon. gentleman tion. But every time we took a stop to administer the
told us to-night, in the most emphatic terms, that the law-to keep United States fishermen out of our waters, to
adoption of the National Policy by 5,000,000 had nearly prevent them from buying bait and supplies, or to prevent
goaded these 60,000,000 into a state of war. He had not their transhipping cargoes, or anything of that kind, the
progressed very much farther with his speech when he question came up whether we were justified in that by the
undertook to lay the blame in another quarter, and it was true interpretation of the Treaty of 1818. The House must
the uncivilised administration of the Treaty of 1818 and of forgive me if I recapitulate some of the arguments,
the custom laws that had goaded these people into a state because, after some things we have heard, I must suppose
of war. Something had done it. It was sure to be our that they have faded from the memory of some, that they
fault, and it did not much matter what particular act of have faded for an hour or two at all events. We would
ours was to blame. Now, I should like to contrast that imagine that the treaty alluded to the more question of
violent statement, dictated by party feeling against the fishing, and had nothing to do with the exclusion of United
Government in power, with the calm statement made not States fishermen, except when they came in for the purpose
long ago with regard to this question by Mr. Bayard, of fishing. Every kind of interpretation was put on that
the Secretary of State, whom the hon. gentleman prohibition. It was contended that it must be interpreted
exalts, and deservedly so, as an eminent statesman. in the light of the circumistances, and that a flood of light
Speaking of the Retaliatory Act, the language of bas been thrown on it by the changes in trade and inter-
Mr. Bayard, addressed to those who desired to course between the two countries since 181 8, including the
put that Act into force, and who desired that claims for repeal of the navigation laws. Thon, we were told that the
damages should be made against the Government of Can- interpretation must bond to the change which bas taken
ada, was, not that the Administration of the Treaty of 1818 place since 1818 by the modification of the commercial
by the Dominion of Canada had been uncivilised and had policy of Great Britain, especially in regard to the intro-
goaded the people into a state of war, but it was this: that duction of the bonded system, and that all the changes
the Dominion, having made a fair bargain in 1885 with the which from time to time are weaving these two nations
President of the United States, one result of which was together commercially must modify the interpretation
intended to be the appointment of a commission to consider of that Treaty of 1818. But I will not weary
and settle this whole question, it was the fault of the Senate the House. I will ask the flouse to look at the letter of Mr.
of the United States, and of that Sonate alone, that this Pheips, the Unitod States Minister in London, on which I
question had not received its solution, and that ho could no had the honor to makea report to His Excellency. I need
longer lay the blame at the doors of our Government, or not read it to you, because you will iememher that the hon.
lay the blame at the doors of his own Government. Mr. gentheman says: II agree with every statement ard every
Bayard said: argument contained in the report of the Minister of

" More than one year ago I sought to protect our citizens engaged in Justice," and yet that report, which the ho. gentleman
fishing from results which might attend any possible misunderstanding says ho concurs in from A to Z, was an argument on the
between the Governments of Great Britain and the United States asto interpretation o the Treaty of 1818, and on nothing else. The
the measure of their mutual rights and privileges in the territorial
waters of British North America. Atter the determination of the fishery
articles of the Treaty of Washington, in June last, it seemed to me then, most improper that the custom laws shouhd have been en-
and seems to me now, very bard that differences of opinion between the forced againstULJited States flshing vessels, in order to aid
two Governments should cause loss to honest citizens, whose line of the
obedience might be thus rendered vague and uncertain, and their
property be brought into jeopardy. Infiuenced by this feeling, I procured ber the hon, gentleman says ho concurred with every word
a temporary arraugement which secured our fishermen full enjoyment in my report, and i you think it wort whie to turn up
al Uanadian fisheries, free from molestation, during a period which r
would permit discussion of a just international settlement of the whole
fishery question ; but other counsels prevailed, and my efforts further showing, not only that it is our rîght but that it is our daty
to protect fishermen from such trouble as you now suffer were unavail- to enforce the customs laws in that respect. The bon. gen-
ing.tlemanas said that the particular fait ho finds withur
Every one knows now that the other counsels which administration of the law is that it was capricious, and ho
prevailed wero not the counsels of my hon. friend beside went Bo far, at one stage of bis argument, as to cati it an
me (the Minister of Marine and Fisheries) and myself. anti-civilised phicy. I have only this to say, and I
They were not the counsels of the Government of the Do. say it in the presenco of gentlemen who have had
minion, but they were counsels which frustrated the arrange- more years of experience in the consideration of the
ment entered into between the Government of Canada and question than I have had of life, that tho records
the Government of the United States, in 1885, which arrange- show that the adminitration ef the Treaty of 1818, and of
ment, to use Mr. Bayard's own expression, was intended to the Cnstoms Iaws in conneotion with it, has been steady and
"permit the discussion of a just international settiement consistent from 1818 te 1881, with this exception, that for
of the whole fishery question," but which arrangement the 'the lut three or four years the treaty hs been more

Mr. THompsoN.

706



COMMONS DEBATES.
leniently and carefully administered than it was in the
earlier years of its existence. The hon. gentleman lias
evidently forgotten the history of the question, but I may
be permitted to remind himthat in the very year the treaty
was adopted, vessels were seized and condemned merely for
entering British American waters, and that year after year-
of course I except from the calculation the years during
which the Reciprocity Treaty prevailed, and the Washington
Treaty prevailed, and the licensing system prevailed at the
instance of the Imperial Government, for those were periods
when a different system of law was invoked-at any time
when this question was governed by the Treaty of 1818, its
administration was quite as severe and quite as exacting as
it bas been during the last three or four years, and even
more so. The hon. gentleman said that we put, out of a
pure jingo policy, the amendment of 1-86 upon the
Statute-book, by which it was provided that the mere
entry of fishing vessels of the United States into Canadian
waters was to result in the forfeiture of the vessel; and he
said that, for 70 years, the treaty had been carried out and
administered rigidly enough, and no such law had been
required. It was not required, because what we put on the
Statute-book in 1886 was simply what had been uniformly
carried out from 1818 to 1886 without sncb an Act. It was
always assumed, even in the courts of law, that the entering
by an American fishing vessel in defiance of a treaty would
result in the forfeiture of the vessel and the cargo, and we
were only putting on the Statute-book in 1886 what had been
the view of the law acted on from the earliest times, with the
exception that the seizures in earlier times were made by
British gunboats and British vessels of war, and that lately
they bave been made by Canadian revenue cutters. Let me
refer the hon. gentleman and those who agree with him as
to its being a just matter of complaint that we bave enforced
the Customs laws against United States vessels, to a con-
sideration of what the Castoms laws of the United States
are. They require that every vessel entering, whether
voluntarily or by stress of weather, the waters of the
United States, shall report within 24 hours, and a vessel is
liable to a penalty of $400 if she attempts to depart from
those waters without having reported at the Customs.
It matters not whether she is a fishing vessel, it matters not
whether she has been driven in by a gale, or whether
she bas been towed in, as an act of mercy, by salvors; she
muet be reported at the customs, and if she attempts to
depart without reporting, she is liable to a penalty of $100.
What will the House think after the criticisms which have
been addressed to it with regard to the enforaement of the
custom laws, when I tell them that by the decision of the
Administration of the United States, within the last twoi
years, fisbing vessels resorting to United States ports for1
supplies have been fined in beavy penalties because they1
had attempted to depart withont reporting at the customs ?1
Yet, notwithstanding that, the hon. gentleman declares1
that this policy which Canada undertook to adopt, enforoing(
the customs laws, which we have no power to mitigate,1
which are binding just as much upon us as they are upon1
the humublest man in this country, which it was our solemn1
duty to administer as long as Parliament chose to leave1
them upon the Statute-book-he declares that in the(
administration of those customs laws we were guilty of an1
anti-civilised policy, whilst the 60,000,000 of freemen to4
whom he refers were guilty of no snob act at all in fining1
humble fishing smacks that attempted to depart without4
reporting at the customs, when they came in to purchase1
supplies. I do not make this contrast for the purpose of1
oondemning that act. The necessity which existe in Canada1
foi the enforcement of the customs laws, to prevent i!licit(
trading by such vessels as were entitled to run into everyi
creek and inlet upon our coast for shelter over night, and
for provisions and supplies, for wood and water, the neces-1
sity for carrying out the revenue laws strictly with regardi

to these vessels, is as great in Canada as it is in the United
States, and is as fully recognised in the United States in
practice as it is in Canada to-:lay. But it suits the party
purposes of a gentleman who wants to make an attack upon
the Government, to say that this was an anti-civilised policy
calculated to drive 60,000,000 of our neighbors into a state
of warfare. Now, the hon. gentleman has declared that
all the Americans bave contended for has been fully con-
ceded, that this treaty contains not one concession on the
part of the United States, and that everything bas been
conceded on the part of Canada. I venture to disagree
with him. I support this treaty, not because it contains
no concessions on the part of Canada, but bocause it
contains fair concessions on the part of Canada, and
fair and liberal concessions on the part of the United
States. Sir, nobody expected, when the Minister of
Financeand hiesfellow plenipotentiaries went to Washington,
that he was going to bring back any enormous concessions
for the fishermen of Canada. Did any of our fishermen
expect it ? We were administering the laws strictly in
their favor, we were keeping the insbore fisheries for them,
we were preventing poaching, we were preventing illicit
trading, we were carrying out the law as strictly as we
could-; and knowing that, they were resting thoir right
upon the Treaty of 1818. It was a familiar expression
among them-1 allude to the fishermen of the Maritime
Provinces-when they saw that they were protected in the
enjoyment of their rights to the inshore fisheries, and that
consequently they were able to compete on fair terms in
the markets of the United States, in spite of the duty, the
remark they made, time and agairi, becamo almost pro-
verbial, that they wanted no botter troaty than they had.
The only necessity that existed for a treaty was the fact
that our neighbors alongside of us were dissatisfied with the
construction which we put upon the Treaty for 1818. They
felt that they had a grievance, and it was most desirable,
in the interest of harmony, and trade, and peace between
the two countries, that this feeling should be ut once and
forever removed. If we have removed it by making con-
cessions, which have not been injurious to the interests of
the fishermen of Canada, I ask if any mem ber of this flouse
will say that the Government was wrong in doing so, or
that fer Majesty's pleuipotentiaries erred. No, Sir, I say
that if we were able by sacrificing anything connected
either with the administration of the law, or the construc-
tion of the law, which would not prejudice the rights or
imperil the industries of the fishermen of Canada, we were
bound to do it, in the interests of barmony betweon the
two countries, and it was our duty to do it in view of our
relations to the Empire of which we form a part. But will
the House reflect upon this, that alter the hon. gentleman
had spoken for two hours, declaring every ten minutes that
this was an entire surrender on the part ot Canada, that the
treaty was a list of concessions on the part of Canada, hoesat
down without showing one single instance in which the
humblest toiler of the ses would be injared in his pursuits
by this treaty? Now, Sir, if this question has been re-
moved from the list of irritating grievances which existed
between the two countries, if the relations betweon the two
countries have been put upon such a fair footing that we have
the assuranc3 of the Administration of the United States,
expressed on the floor of this House through the Finance
Minister, that the time is rapidly approaching when trade
concessions such as the fishermen desire with regard to
free fish, will be granted to them, and in the mean
time, after having removed the grievances, we have done
the fishermen no wrong, they will have no reason to be
dissatisfied with the treaty, with the plenipotentiaries who
negotiated it, or with the Parliament that will ratify it.
Now, the hon. gentleman referred to a report which I had
the honor to make to His Excellency in this connection,
in which I ventured to criticise the argument which had
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been addressed by Mr. Phelps to Her Majesty's Minister, in sham, and declare time and time again that he wonld hold
which I addressed myself to this argument: That our con- the Government responsible for the want of further protec-
struction of the treaty was an unreasonable one, because it tion. Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman has only one fault to
precluded American fishing vessels entering for trivial pur- find with us after all, and that is that when we were met
poses, such as for a sergeon in case of sickness or injury, to by the United States in a conciliatory spirit, when we
post a letter, to buy a rope, &c. I endeavored to meet found they were willing to make concessions and when
that by the argument that the treaty might as well be asked to make concessions ourselves, andhaving been willing
repealed if, upon every pretext, no matter how small and to make what the hon. gentleman thinks we should have
frivolous, one of these vessels had a right to enter our made long before-we should have stepped out of office and
waters, notwithstanding the prohibition contained in the allowed him and his friends to come in. In this instance, I
treaty, and that the prohibition contained in the treaty give the hon. gentleman credit for entire candor. I believe
amounted to nothing, if it could be frittered away alto- the hon. gentleman was stating the real objection which
gether by any master of a fishing smack pretending that he exists in his mind ; but it did not occur to my hon.
wanted to post a letter. In reference to this argument the friend that if we had changed our minds and had been
hon. gentleman has declared that this treaty has con- at last willing to make those concessions, which he thought
ceded that which I said might as well result in the repeal of we should have made long before, he, at least to be patriotic
the prohibition contained in the Treaty of 1818. Now, what and consistent, should have supported us in making them.
I was arguing against, as the House will remember, if it Now, the hon. gentleman is particular to ask why it was
remembers the paper at all, was this: That for American that no concession on the part of the United States was
fishing vessels that are pursuing their advocations along pointed out. Well, Sir, the Minister of Finance put the
our coasts, to have the right to come in for any such pur- position very candidly before the Hlouse. Ever since this
poses as those trivial purposes that were mentioned, would treaty bas been negotiated it has certainly not been in the
fritter away the prohibition of the treaty; and what is con- interest of Canada to declare that it was a great boon to this
ceded in the treaty is not that they shall have the right to country. I do not assert to-night that it is a great boon to
come in every time they want a physician, eve1y time they Canada, I assert simply my belief that it is a fair arrangement
want to post a letter, every time they want to buy a piece between the representatires of two hcnorable nations sitting
of rope, but that they shall have the right to come and pur- down to make a peaceful, honorable compromise of their
chase supplies when they are upon the homeward voyage, and rights; and I say the United States plenipotentiaries met us
when they have received a license to purchase the article in the same spirit in which Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries
which they desire to purchase for the bomeward voyage. met them, and they have made liberal and fair concessions,
And yet the hon. gentleman confornds the things that have which I am not to boast of to-night, which we are not to
been conceded by this treaty, with those which 1 said might exult over, which it would be folly to exult over, because
as well result in the repeal of the Treaty of 1818. But, Sir, they are simply c9ncessions which any honorable negotiators
what is the burden of all his complaint ? After declaring would have made in view of the whole question. Does the
that we had surrendered everything and got nothing in hon. gentleman forget that the great strife between the
return, when the hon. gentleman sought to address him- Government of the United States and the Government of
self to the one point that was worthy at all of his at- Great Britain on this question was on three or four crucial
tention, if he wanted to discuss the merits of this question, points ? Does ho forget that our right to probibit vessels
namely, what concession we had given which was injurious from coming in to buy bait was challenged ? Does ho for-
to our people, he was compelled to say that the concession get that it was denied that we had the right to prevent
we made we ought to have made long ago. Then it comes them coming for transhipping cargoos ? Doos ho forget
to this, Sir, that the hon. gentleman, standing upon the floor that it was denied that we had the right to prevent them
of this House for nearly two hours in this debate, denounces from shipping crews ? Does the hon. gentleman forget
this Government in unmeasured terms for having made a that these were the crucial points on which the whole
string of concessions which he thirks wu ought to bave controversy turned and that the result of the action of the
made long ago. They are not, I admit, the concessions which Canadian Government, the energetic remonstrances of the
the hon. gentleman would have made; they are not the con- Canadian Government and the exposition of the rights of
cessions whieh the hon. gentleman rose in this House and Canada by my colleague who sits behind me was that when
asked us to make. No, Sir, the concessions ho desired to this matter and these reports were laid before the Crown
have made were not those opposed to an anti-civilised officers of England we were so fully sustained that fHer
policy, but they were free fishing upon our coasts, that Majesty's principal Secretary of State for the Colonies ad-
was what he wanted to throw into any negotiation which vised us that there were no two opinions in England
should be made with the United States. But when after 1885, on the subject of our rights. In the treaty which
when by what Mr. Bayard admits in the extract I have read the hon, gentleman has been denouncing as a disgraceful
to the House to be the generous action of the Canadian surrender there is no miserable carping and quibbling
Government, we had thrown open our fisheries upon the over these rights, there is no attempt to depart from the
promise of the President of the United States that ho would provisions contained in the Treaty of 1818, there is no
recommend to Congress the appointment of a commis- pettifogging attempt to evade that treaty, which, while it
sion to settle this whole question, and when the President gave large territorial rights to the United States fishermen,
in good faith made his recommendation to Congress, preserved the rights of the British American people.
in terms as broad as promised, and when Congress spurned Instead of denying our contentions on the points which I
that recommendation, 1 should like to know what stated, viz, as to the right to purchase those articles, the
member of the louse would have been able as long right to tranship cargo and the right to ship a crew, it bas
and as loudly as the hon. momber for Queen's (Mr. Davies) been conceded that those rights are rights which are to be
to bave denounced the Government and denounced my negotiated for and which are to be pnrchased on fair and
colleague in the Department of Marine and Fisheries if we equitable terms hereafter by the authorities of the United
had failed to enforce strictly the Treaty of 1818. Why, States. That surely is, if not a concession, at least an
Sir, strict as it was and rigid as it was, I very much mistake adjustment, on terms which are distinctly honorable to the
my recollection if the hon. gentleman did not in the very people and the Government of Canada. Let me ask the
short period during which he addressed the House upon hon. gentleman te considei whether the principles contained
the su bject within the last year or two denounce the pro- in the delimitation clause are not a fair concession on both
tection we had given as not half strict enough and as a sides. I meet Lis statement as to what our rights in regard
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to the headlands were by admitting that the doctrines which
ho referred to were the doctrines which were found in the
text books and in the despatches down to 25 years ago. I
admit that it was not contended then that we were limited
in our territorial rights as regards bays, to bays merely of
the width of ten miles. But the hon. gentleman knows
that for upwards of thirty years that prohibition has not
been carried out; it was abandoned by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell), as well as by bis successors
in that department, who stated in every instance, that while
asserting that they preserve and reserve the right, they in
practice could not enforce it.

Mr. MITCHIELL. Tell me why ?
Mr. THOMPSON. I will tell the hon. gentleman why.

When my colleague, the Minister of Finance, made tho
statement which I am doing but little more than repeating,
the hon. member for Northumberland seemed to thank that
it was intended to cast some imputation on him as to bis
administration of the Department. Such is not the case.
The reason why the hon. gentleman could not enforce the
ten-mile limit was that fier Majesty's Govern ment would
not permit the Government of Uanada to do so.

Mr. M[TCIELL. Not denying our right, but State
interests prevented them doing so.

Mr. TIIOMPSON. Declaring that they reserved the
right and that it might be pressed at another time, but at
that time refusing to allow it to be enforced. Why ? The
hon, gentleman says for State reasons. The principal
cause was that to enforce that doctrine strictly, to the
largest extent, would in all probability involve a collision
between either Her Majesty's vessels and the fishing vessels
of the United States or our revenue cutters and American
fishing vessels. When the British Government declined,
and perhaps wisely declined, to enforce that doctrine to its
fullest extent in the interest of peace and harmony, of
course neither the hon. gentleman himself nor any of his
successors could venture to take the responsibility of enforc-
ing seizures outside of the three-mile limit and therefore the
statement did not impute blame upon the hon. gentleman
nor did it in the least degree derogate from the strength
of the argument. This right had not existed in practice for
the last twenty-five years. Now, Sir, the hon. member for
Queen's, P.E.I. (Mr. Davies), referred to a despatch of Mr.
Everett in which an expression was used slightly favoring
the English doctrine as to the headland question.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Mr. Webster, not Everett.
Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, Mr. Webster. The hon, gentle-

man cited that from memory to the louse in words which
I was careful to note.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I read the quotation.

words, strongly qualifying the opinion, are in the despatoh,
and I am sure that after what I have said, if the hon. gen.
tieman undertook to repeat it from memory again, he would
not make the statement that Mr. Webster admitted that
that was the proper construction of the treaty.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Certainly I would.
Mr. TIIOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman says he would

I shall not further attempt to argue with him. I said that
with regard to this question of the headlands it was
one of the cases in which thore was a fair concession upon
both sides. We gave up the extreme English contention;
correct as I believe it to be, aequiesced in as it is by some
eminent American authorities, and we need not quarrel
about what Mr. Webster said, for the doctrine is supported
by abler jurists th:n ho is, such as Chancellor Kent, Judge
Story and other men of that calibre. We need not quarrel
about that. The question is how far the English doctrine
was carried out in pr::ctico. When the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell) was at the head of the
Fishery Department he issued instructions which did not
go beyond the ton-mile rule, nor was it necessary. There
is no necessity in the protection of the tishories of Canada
that our cruisers should sail f ar out at sea molesting Ameri-
can vessels in places where mackerel are not caught or
rarely if at all. The hon. gentleman defined his restriction
to bays not more than ton miles wide, and the instructions,
moderate as they were, had subsequently to be modified, and
we were instructed only to enforce theo exclusion as to bays
six miles wide, Now the result of this treaty is that the
corstruction which Canada asked, the construction which
Canada proposed to put upon the Treaty of 1818, by the
instructions which she dosired to have issued but was [not
able to have enfoi ced under the administration of the bon.
member for Northumberland (Xr. Mitchell) is the construc.
tion adopted by the plenipotentiaries, only that they have
enlarged it so as to give us some bays which are a great
deal more than ton miles wide. No one wilt contend, nor
would it be candid, to say that wo have triumphed over
the Americun negotiators in that particular.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No, 1 guess not.

Mr. TLHOMP 3ON. It was an arrangement perfectly fair
and equitable te boh sides and when the hon. momber for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills) says: " No, I guess not)" he wants the
House to understand that if ho had only had the negotiation
of this treaty he would have excluded the American fishing
vessels from all bays of heaven knows how wide. Can the
hon. member for Bothwell (Kr. Mills), who is so wise on
this subject, inform me which of the bays in Canada we
ought have drawn the lino across ?

MIr. MILLS (Bothwell). I will tell the hon, gentleman
at the proper time.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon, gentleman did read it, bt
afterwards, in making his argument upon it, he cited it in Mr. THOMPSON. It is a very liberal concession, largely
these words: He said that "IMr. Webster had admitted conceding to Canada, not only as to the closing of bays not
that to be the proper construction of the treaty." Now, more than ten miles wide, but as to the closing of the other

what Mr. Webster says was that "by a strict and rigid enumerated bays. For that concession, we make a conces-

construction of this article that result might follow," but sion it is true of Bay St. George, but i should like the hon.

he declared in the concluding paragraph that the construe- gentleman to name at his own sweet will and proper time,
tion thus put on the treaty "is not conformable to the in what respect it is that this is au unfair concession on the

intention of the contracting parties." part of Canada or not a reasonable concession on the part of

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) I beg the hon. gentleman's the United States.
pardon, I read that. The hon. gentleman will permit me Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I will tell the hon. gentleman
to say that the quotation ho now makes appears in the first to morrow.
part, that it did not coincide with the intention of the par. Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. member for Queen's (Me.
tes and that the intentions of the parties are not expressed Davies) after an hour and a half at least of a complaint
as they are intended in that treaty. against fer Majesty's plonipotentiaries for having made

Mr. THOMPSON. I shall not say whether Ibe hon. 'his long list tf concessions ard for havirg gven up the head.
gentleman read it or not. I do not pretend to remembeir landsand the bays and for giving up everyLthing eise in Van-
that, but I am glad to know that he is aware that those ada to the Americans, it was amusing to heur the hon. gentle-
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man find fault with the plenipotentiaries for having reserved
a bay in Prince Edward Island that we did not want at all.
He declared that Egmont Bay never had an American
fishing vessel in it and that it was preposterous to reserve
it. After complaining that we had given up so much it was
really a slight consolation to know that there is one thing
we had reserved that we ought not to have kept. Now, Sir,
as regards the argument which the hon. gentleman made in
reference to the Strait of Canso, I do not suppoee it will be
necessary for me to say very much after the explanation
wbich the Minister of Finance has given. The delimitation
which is stipulated for in the first treaty would have had the
effect of closing the Strait of Canso. One may reasonably
conjecture that Her Majesty's plenipotentiaries were faced
by this question: They might well be asked by the United
States plenipotentiaries, whether, by the delimitation that
was proposed by Her Majesty's Government, let me remind
the House as long ago as 1866 and repeated once or twice
since in view of settling this headland question and
removing it from controversy-whether they could make
use of that delimitation to eiclude American fishing vessels
for the first time from the Strait of Canso ? If Her Majesty's
plenipotentiaries were faced with that question it would
be reasonable they should insert in the treaty a pro-
vision with that delimitation, that nothing in the treaty
should preclude American fishing vessels from naviga-
ting the Strait of Canso ? We have beard the hon.
gentleman's opinion that that is a concession of a
right for all time to come. I think it is not a concession
of a right to American fishing vessels, but it is a reser-
vation of whatever claim they may have, notwithstanding
anything contained in this treaty. In respect to the
Strait of Canso there are no words of grant, no words of con-
cession at all, it is simply a reservation that that treaty
shall affect that question and that is all it amounts to.
But when the hon, gentleman puts it, not only that it is a
concession of a right for all time to come to American
fishing vessels but, to use his own words, to all American
vessels-and I presume that that was an unintentional exag-
geration-when he made that mistake, I felt inclined to ask
him, referring back to the rigorous administration of this
treaty in its earlier years, when it was much more vigorously
enforced than it is now, going baick even to the time when
there was no Trcaty of 1818, but when the war of 1812 was
over, and when things were carried with such a high hand
against the United States fishing vessels, that they were
seized if they came within sixty miles of our coast, what day
or hour was the Strait of Canso ever closed against American
fishing vessels ? The Strait of Canso bas always been,
and 1 presume always will be, open to vessels of commerce
and vessels of peace, and it is in the interest of Canada that
it should be kept so; and while in that respect there is no
concession made on the face of the treaty, but simply a
declaration that the treaty shall not affect that subject, I
should not for one be afraid to commit myself to the larger
concession which the hon. gentleman thinks is involved in
its being kept open for the passage of fishing vessels for all
time to come. But that bas not been asked or conceded, for
the reason, I presume, that to close the Strait would only be--
to borrow for the moment and only for the moment, for I will
give it back to him, the hon. gentleman's own phrase-a
policy of anti-civilisation. The bon, gentleman bas said
that the freedom from reporting at customs, and the
exemption from pilotage dues and barbor dues, are conces-
sions. It is admitted they are; does he say they are unrea-
sonable ? No, he says those privileges ought to have been
given up long ago; and I should have liked the bon. gentle-
man, after censuring the Government for its undue strict-
ness in carrying out the law, to inform the House what
amount of pilotage and harbor dues were collected in
Canada under the Treaty of 1818, or under any other treaty
or law, from United States fishing vessels during the last

Mr. THoMPsoN.

ton or fifteen years ? Now, the hon. gentleman made a sin-
gular objection to one section of the treaty which provides
that under certain circumstances and on certain conditions
Amorican fishing vessels in distress may tranship their
cargoes; and the hon. gentleman, although I dare say ho
had the words of the clause in his mind, and intended to
state them correctly, unwittingly stated them very differ-
ently from what they were. The hon. gentleman stated
that once a person got a license-

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) I rise to a word of. explanation.
The hon gentleman bas three times misquoted me;
but this time I wish to say I read the words from the
Treaty distinctly from the beginning to end as they are.

Mr. THOMPSON. I bave not at any time misquoted
the hon. gentleman.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) Yes, you have three times, and
you put a word in my mouth that I never used- anti-civilisa-
tion.

Mr. THOMPSON. I did not misquote the hon, gentle-
man before, and this time I did not quote him at all;
he interrupted me just as I was about to quote him. I
do not understand why the bon, gentleman interrupted
me, and claim that I was going to misquote him unless ho
was conscious that he had unwittingly made a mistake in
quoting the clause.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman said so.
Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think so.
Mr. DAVIES (P.E.J.) You distinctly said so.
Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think I did, but it is a mat-

ter of no consequence whether the hon, gentleman read the
clause or not; that is not the point I was coming to, and
the hon. gentleman rose altogether too soon. I was about
to give him credit for, perhaps. baving read the clause. I
said that no doubt he had it distinctly in his mind and
intended to state it fairly to the House, but unwittingly had
not done so. The bon. gentleman says he read the clause
to the louse, and I will not contradict it; but tbe hon.
gentleman did base an argument on it afterwards, in which
he quoted and did not read the clause, and it is of that
quotation that I complain. The quotation and the argu-
ment of which I complain is that the language of the treaty
is suh that if a United States fishing vessel, meeting with
so slight a casualty as the loss, I think the bon. gentleman
said of a rope yarn, came into our ports, it could tranship
its cargo. I will admit that the bon. gentleman read the
clause, because he says he did, although I do not remember
it. Lt me read it :

1 Any United States fishing vessel entering the ports, bays and har-
bor of the estern and north-eastern coasts of Canada under stress or
weather or in consequence of any casualty, may unload, reload, tranship
or sell (subject to Oustoms laws and regulations) all fish on board-"

Not when they have lost a rope yarn, not when they have
only to post a letter, or want a physician, or meet with any
trifling accident, such as the loss of a spare rope.
"-when such unloading, transhipment or sale is necessary as inci
dental to repairs. "

I am sure the hon, gentleman in stating the argument on
the question which hie did, must have misconceived the
clause. Now, after this treaty is adopted as I hope it may
ho, there may at some time be a misconception of the mean-
ing of this clause, and if an American fisherman losing a
rope yarn were to come into port and insisting that he had
a rigbt to tranship his cargo, we should find him citing the
authority of the hon. member for Queen's, P.EI. I hope,
therefore, he will rise and admit that ho gave that opinion
hastily.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) Does the hon. gentleman want
me to state now ? With his usual fair play he bas stated
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that I said that if there was a loss of a rope yarn, the master
of the ship would corne within the section. In my statement
I did not use the word "rope yarn" at all. I said "biwsprit,"
and an hon. gentleman sitting in front of me suggested "or a
rope yarn," and i said " yes, or a rope yarn." He might
contend that he was within the section, and he knew nobody
who could control his contention, but that was a matter
entirely for construction.

Mr. THOMPSON. If the hon. gentleman had made the
statement before that ho bas made now, I would not have
had so much to say on the subject.

Mr. DAVIES (P. E. I.) Exactly.
Mr. THOMPSON. I repeat exactly; but the only point

in wbich I must modify what I have said is as to the word
" rope yarn." It came from bis colleague in front of him, and
I thought it was from himself. " Bowsprit " will do me just
as well His contention is correct this far, that if an
American fishing vessel having lost her bowsprit comes
into our ports she has a right to tranship her cargo
if transhipment is necessary as incidental to repairs.
I shall not pretend to say the circumstances under which
the loss of a bowsprit and the tearing away of a part of the
vessel might, under those circumstances, justify the tran-
sbipment of a cargo. It is sufficient for me that, by the
plain words of the treaty, it must be necessarily inci-
dental to repairs, that the vessel bas to unload her cargo,
before she can bave the right to tranship her cargo, and
that from the way in which the hon. gentleman put it, at
the suggestion of bis colleague in front of him, a rope yarn
was just as good as his own argument about the bowtprit.
In referring to the latter part of the section-I shall not say
whether the hon. gentleman read the section or not, because
I do not remember-he contended that United States fishing
vessels would have the right to contend for the purchase of
bait as well as supplies. But the hon. gentleman might
have called our attention to the fact that the treaty says:

" Such supplies and provisions as are ordinarily sold to trading
vessels."

And I do not think bait is an article ordinarily sold to
trading vessels.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E I.) I think you were wrong in your
quotation; you will bave to read that again.

Mr. THOMPSON. The hon. gentleman bas declared
that nobody is to be a judge as to the cases of necessity.
Let me ask the hon. gentleman how a treaty can possibly
be framed unless it is possible for somebody to ask who is
to decide? Surely, in the language of Mr. Bayard, we look
to good faith on the part of the two Governments.
The United States will certainly expect, and they have the
right to expect, that in the administration of this treaty we
shall be fair and even generous; and that when a vessel
really requires to unload a cargo, in order to repair, we
shall not exercise any extremely nice discrimination against
her as to the nature of her injiries; but when the hon. gen-
tleman tells us that somcbody else bas to decide, I say it is
always so with every treaty. Let me ask him in relation
to the Treaty of 1818, which he admires so much, wbat tri-
bunal was established to interpret its provisions, and whether
we have not been quarelling over its interpretation for
nearly half a century ? I have only one remark more to
make besides apologising to the louse for the great length
of their time I have taken. My last remark will be with
reference to the bon. gentleman's statement that had we
conceded all these points long ago we would have occupied
a better position to-day. Well, I do not want to say any-
thing boastful with respect to the protection ofthe fisheries,
and with respect to the vigilance and care with which my
colleague bas administered bis departmennt in that regard ;
but I claim that great care, vigilance, caution and strict-

nes were required in the administration of the treaty
and the custom laws, and have been observed, and neces-
sarily so, for a number of years past. We have been deal-
ing with a class of people who, in the pursuit of an inno.
cent vocation, bave little regard for the strict territorial
rights of their neighbors, people who, in the pursuit of fish.
ing have as little compunction about crossing an imaginary
three-mile line as a sportsman has, in the pursuit of his
game, in crossing bis neighbor's property. Dealing with
people like these, who come up to our shores frcquently in
large fleets, required, in order that the fisheries of Canada
and the revenue be protected, great vigilance and care on
the part of the Government. If the Government had not
protected the fisheries as they have, witb vigilance and even
strictness, instead of ocupying the proud position we oc-
cupy to-day, we should have had no treaty on the Table, we
should have had no concessions to make, we should have
received no concessions in return, our fishermen wouli not
have fared as well as they have during the past fow years,
our fisheries would not have been as valuable as they are to-
day, and neither the United States nor any other country
would have thought it worth their while to go through the
solemnities of negotiating and making a treaty in regard
to fisheries which the owners thought so littlc of that they
did not take the trouble to administer the laws of their own
country for their protection.

Mr. JONES (Halifax) moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD moved the adjournmont of

the flouse.
Motion agreed to; and flouse adjourned at 12.55 a. m.

(Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, llth April, 1888.

The SPE iKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST RE ADING.

Bill (No. 9 1) to amend the Act to incorporate the Board
of Management of the Church and Manse Building Fund
of the Presbyter'ian Church in Canada, for Manitoba and the
North-West Territories.-(Mr. Daly.)

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

Sir JJHN A. MACDONALD. Although I have given
notice of motion of this as being a Governmont notice of
motion, I would move, with the consent of the House, that
the Governmernt business should take precedence every
Thursday, after Questions put by Members. I think I can
appeal to hon. gentlemen opposite to assist the Government
to carry this resolution. For the last three weeks we have
been discussing a very important question, and the Govern-
ment, in order to expedite the discussion and decision of
that question, gave up all their days. I think, therefore, the
next six Tbursdays might be returned to us as a mere
matter of honesty.

Mr. LAURIER. As the last three weeks' discussion has
been far more profitable to the Opposition than the Govern-
ment, we can afford, on that ground, to be generous, and I
have no objection to the motion provided it does not apply
to to-morrow.
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Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Then you ought to give

us next Monday.
Mr. LAURIER. We will not say anything about that

now, but deal only with the Thursdays.
Sir JOHN MACDONALD moved:
" That Government business shall have precedence every Thursday,

commencing 19th instant, during the present Session, after Questions
put by Members."

Motion agreed to.

REFUND OF HAY DUTIES BY THE UNITED STATES.

Mr LAVERG-,NE asked, Has any action been taken by
the Government, or any members thereof, with the view of
helping exporters of hay to the United States, to obtain the
refund of the duty improperly levied on them by the
Cnstoms authorities of the United States; and if so, has
any -onclusion been reacbed ?

Mr. THOMPSON. That matter is more particularly
under the care of the Minister of Finance, bat, in his absence,
I may state that action bas been taken by the Government
and some of its members individually with respect to these
claims. Repreentations were made by the Goverhment
officially to the Government of the United States with
respect to them, and, when some members of the Govern-
ment visited Washington in the early part of last winter,
the Minister of Finance and myself had an interview with
the Secretary of the Treasury, in which we endeavored to
the best of our ability to press the reasonableness of these
claims on the attention ot Mr. Fairchild, but the resuit was
that Mr. Fairchild stated that it was entirely out of the
power of the Govornment of the United States, o1 any of its
Departments, t) give the relief appliod for, principally
because the claimants had not availed themnselves of the
remedies provided by the law of the United States, and had
allowed the time to pass by during which they could obtain
redress; and consequently, except by an Act of Congress, ho
could not give them relief. Consequently, recollecting the
lapse of time and the number of cases of a like character
which would be pressed upon them, he declined to give us
any expectation that an application to Congress would be
successful. At any rate, the conclusion is that the appli-
cation must be made to the Congress of the United States
by the individuals who have been aggrieved, for an appro-
priation.

ACCOMMODATION FOR IMMIGRANTS AT REGINA.

Mr. DAVIN asked, Whether the Government is aware
that the accommodation for immigrants at Regina is in-
sufficient ?

Mr. CARLING. I am very glad indeed to know that a
much larger number of immigrants are going into the
North-West Territories tlhis spring than anticipated ; and
as to the question of the bon, mem ber for Assiniboia, I may

thL t I h. dA

to which he gave all lis attention, attending there the
entire week, as was reported by the inspector, and only
visiting Arkona on Saturday night and staying over Sun-
dLy, leaving the management of the office in the hands of
others, who, the inspector reported, did not discharge the
duties very efficiently. Robert Davitt has been appointed
in bis place.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentleman has not answered the
last part of the question, " Were such reasons communicated.
to him before or since his dismissal ? "

Mr. MoLELAN. Tbey were communicated, I under-
stand, belore I took charge of the department. There was
a complaint against him.

WINTER STEAM NAVIGATION BETWEEN PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND AND NEW BRUNSWICK.

Mr. PERRY asked, Is the Government aware that Mr. C.
F. Hannington, C.E., of the Central Railway, New Bruns-
wick, is now in Prince Edward Island, with the view of
ascertaining the practicability of keeping up winter steam
navigation between West Point, P.E.., and Richibucto, N.B.

Mr. FOSTER. So far as the Department of Marine and
Fisheries is concerned, I have no knowledge of Mr. Han-
nington being engaged as intimated.

TIGNISH AND MIM[NIGASH BREAK WATERS.

Mr. PERRY asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to place a sum in the Supplementary Estimates to repair
the Tignish and Miminigash Breakwaters ?

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. I am not in a position to
answer the hon. gentleman now. I think he will have to
wait until the Supplementary Estimates come down.

ALBERTON HARBOR, P.El

Mr, PERRY asked, Is it the intention of the Government
to continue, during the season of 18-8, the blasting a rock
with the view of deepening the harbor at Alberton, P.E.I.?

Sir HECTOR LANGENIN. I ihink the hon. gentleman
will find the answer in the ordinary Estimates which are
before the House.

MAILS BETWEEN FORT MACLEOD
CREEK, N.W.T.

AND PINCHE R

Mr. McMULLEN asked, Wbether there is a mail service
between Fort Macleod and Pincher Creek, North-West
Territory ? Is it a daily mail, or what ? What is the
distance, and who bas the contract for carrying the mail ?
What amount per month or year is paid for the service ?
Were tenders asked for? In what way, and when published ?
How many tenders were received ? The iame of each party
tendering, and date of tender ?

May a ave cusure som1e enqresLov maei ematter Leferre , and~V have~ tquensuch to e om in the Mr. McLELAN. There is a mail service betwaen Fortmatter referred to, and have taken such temporary steps as Macleod and Pincher Creek. It is weekly at present, butare likely te be sufficient for present necessities. I have been making enquiries for the last month or two as
POSTMASTER AT ARKONA, LIMRBTON COUNTY. to the advisability of making it semi-weekly, and perhaps

in a short time we may issue advertisements calling for
Mr. LISTER asked, Has George M. Everest resigned tenders. The distance is 32 miles. Mr. Ives bas the con-

the postmastership at Arkona, in the County of Lambton, tract for carrying the mails at a sum of $à70 a year.
or has he been dismissed ? If dismissed, what were the Tenders were not asked for, but a temporary arrangement
reasens for his dismissal ? Were such reasons communi- was made by the local inspector without tenders.
cated to him bfore or since his dismissal ? Has a suc-
cessor been appointed ? What is bis name ? RICHARD MONCK.

Mr. MoLELAN. Everest has been removed from the:
postmastership of Arkona for the reason that he had
established for some considerable time a business at Forest,

Mr. LAURIER.

Mr. LISTER asked, Is Richard Monck in the employ of
the Gqvernment ? If so, in what capacity, and at what
salary ?
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Mr. CARLING. It is rather difficult to answer the ques.

tion the hon. gentleman has asked, as there may be a
number of Richard Moncks in the employ of the Govern-
ment. If he would particularise the place, we migbt be
able to answer him.

Mr. LISTER. Of Chatham.

Mr. CARLING. Richard Monck, of Chatham, is not in
the employ of the Government.

DISMISSAL OF DEBATES TRANSLATORS.

Mr. LAURIER. I now rise to bring up the question of
privilege of which I gave notice a few days ago, in refer-
ence to the dismissal by you, Mr. Speaker, of some of the
officers of the House. The last time it was brought up by
me, it was understood that it would be taken up again after
the close of the debate on reciprocity, and I think no more
fitting opportunity will offer than this. I desire to bring
this question before the House in order to test the action
by which you have discharged what you considered to be
your duty as Speaker of this House, in dismissing and depriv-
ing the House of the services of three of the officers whom
the Flouse had appointed for its convenience and service.
I must say, Mr. Speaker, that I regret exceedingly that I
feel myself obliged, in the discharge of what I conceive to
be my duty, as a member of this House, to bring this mat-
ter up. Certainly, I think it is the duty of everyone in
this House to endeavor to support the Chair in any decision
given by the Chair; but if one finds himself obliged con.
scientiously to differ from the view which the Chair may
have taken, it is only right that an opportunity should at
once be given to test the question, to see whether the
Speaker, under the circumstances, properly or improperly
exercised his duty. In this instance, I must say at once
that, in my humble judgment, at least, it seems to me that
you have taken an erroneous view of the duty with which
you were charged in your position as Speaker. I regret it
all the more, because it seems to me that the step which
you felt it your duty to take was one of extreme hardship
to the officers who were dismissed. The officers who were
dismissed from the service of the House were Ernest
Tremblay, Rémi Tremblay, and A. E. Poirier. A.l three
were translators of the debates of this House. Mr. Ernest
Tremblay was appointed by an order of this Hlouse, upon a
report of the Debates Committee, in the year 1884; Mr.
Rémi Tremblay was appointed in the same manner in the
month of February, 1884, and Mr. A. E. Poirier-

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Endore Poirier.

Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend knows him botter
than I do, perhaps-Mr. Eudore Poirier was appointed in
the same manner in the month of April, 1884. As to the
competence of these men, I do not believe that a word of
complaint can be uttered; I believe that it is the opinion of
everybody that in the discharge of these duties they were
most efficient officers of this House. In fact the complaint
which was made against them is not in reference to their
services as officers of this Flouse, but the charge is that
they went out of their proper sphere of action and grossly
insulted some members of this House. The charge was
brought forward by my hon. friend, the Secretary of State,
in a letter dated the 22nd May, 1887. I will not read it all,
but I will read the gist of the facts of which the hon. gentle-
man complains. After naming the officers, he says:

" These officials acted with indescribable violence at the last electoral
campaign ; both on the hustings and in the press wrote and spoke in
regard to me, things so offensive and calumnious that I could neither
speak to them nor salute them in this House and I say sinoerely that
their presense within the precinets of this douse is for me a nuisance
which, it appears to me, no one has a right to subject a member of Par-
liament."
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This charge is corroborated by my hou. friend for Rich-
mond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), so far as Mr. Rémi Tremblay
is conoerned. In a letter a few days later also addremsed to
you, the hon. member made a particular charge against Mr.
Rémi Tremblay. He states in conclusion:

' His presence is distasteful to me, I cannot have au communication
with him, and I ask that he be dismissed from the service of the Bouse
of commons."
Upon receipt of these complaints, you, Sir, very properly
referred them to the officers themselves for their answer.
They sent you their answers, and you afterwards sent the
whole correspondence to the chairman of the Debates Com-
mittee. The Debates Committee investigated the matter
and came to the conclusion that it had botter he left in your
hands to be dealt with. They reported to the House, but
that report never was taken up, it never was oven moved
in the House. It must be regretted that this report was
not considered by the House, because then the whole
matter could have been dealt with by the House upon
its merits, and the House could have determined at
once whether these gentlemen had been guilty
of such an offence as warranted thoir dismissal.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to enter into the
merits of the charges which are brought against these
officers, except in so far as it may be necessary to the end
of the motion which I have plaoed in your hands, and which
simply challenges the jurisdiction whioh you thought
proper to exorcise in the matter. This, however, I muet
say, that the officers are accused of having taken an active
part in the last electoral campaign. They do not deny that;
in their answer they affirm thut they did, indeed, take an
active part in the election, but they deny that they were
guilty of the calumnious language with which they are
charged. Now, I must say at once that it seeme some-
what singular, and it is, I think, improper, that officers of
this House should be allowed to engage actively in politics.
1 have no hesitation at all in making that statement, but if
these gentlemen declare that they took an active part in the
political campaigu, they also declare that in doing so they
had the sanction of this House. They state that the House
had appointed the translators of the debates-I am not yet
speaking of the other officers of the House, but of the
translators only-with the understanding that they
should be allowed to take part, not only in political
campaigns, but in active polities ln ail circumstances.
This matter came up incidentally in 1884. At that
time it was stated, without contradiotion from any quar-
ter, that the translators of the debates were permitted to
be engaged in active journalism, and, therefore, to engage in

plitics. On that oceasion the hon. member for North Nor-
elk (Mr. Charlton), who was a member of the Debates

Committee, spoke. I must say that the matter came
up upon the question of incroasing the salaries of the trans-
lators, and the hon. member for Neorfolk stated that ho was
opposed to an increase of salaries, because the translators
were actively engaged as newspaper correspondents. He
said ;

" I feit mysulf that there wa no justification for grating an advance
to the translators, mont of whom are here acting au newspaper corres-
pondents, and would be here whether they held translators' situations
or not. "

So it was openly stated on the floor of the House, in 1884,
that the translators of the debates, while being officers of
this House, were at the same time actively engaged in pol-
itical work, and writing for the newspapers with which
they were connected. On the same occasion the Secretary
of State also spoke as follows :-

'' We are not to judge of the political qualifications of the reporters
and translators of Hansard. We should not cal up any unpieast
reminiscences of the past when the question is a competent officer of
the House. The only questions that we should consider in the choice
of reporters and translators for asrd are those of knowiedge, ability
and genera qualifiaetion."
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That was the understood doctrine. It was understood that
the translators of the debates, as I shall show hereafter, are
engaged for no other purpose but to translate the debates.
As soon as the Session is over and they have completed
their work, they are free, and it was admitted on that occa-
sion that they could dispose of their time in any manner
they chose to employ it, in politics or otherwise. How.
ever, I must say that the translators of the debates have
largely availed themselves of this permission. The staff, at
the opening of the present Session, was composed of eight
members : Mr. Beaulieu, the chief; Messrs. Bouchard,
Lasalle, Vanasse, Gélinas, E. Tremblay, R. Tremblay and
Poirier, the latter three of whom have been dismissed. In
regard to Messrs. Beaulieu and Gélinas, I cannot say
whether they are engaged in politics or not, as I have not
the honor of their acquaintance. In regard to the other
three, I know them very well, and every one of them is
actively engaged in politics not only during the election,
but from the commencement to the end of each
year. Mr. Bouchard belongs to the staff of the Journal
de Québec, an active ministerial organ published
in Quebec, and he is chief editor of that journal,
I am told. Mr. Lasalle is on the editorial staff
of Le Monde, an active ministerial organ published in Mon-
treal. Mr. Vanasse is engaged as editor of another minis,
terial organ published at Sorel, Le Sorelois. Not only did
those gentlemen engage in politics as much as the three
translators who have been dismissed, but they have done
much more. Those three translators are only charged with
having been engaged in politics during the election; the
three other translators I have named are engaged in
politics from day to day as active editors of newspapers.

oreover, they all actively engaged in elections. Mr.
Vanasse took part in the same campaign in which
Messrs. Trembiay and Poirier engaged. I find that on a
certain occasion in his own paper, Le Sorelois, be reported
a meeting in which he had encountered Senator Guévre-
mont, by whom he was attacked for trespassing beyond bis
duties in taking an active part in politics. But Mr,
Vanasse reports in bis own paper that at that meeting, held
on 20th July, 1886, he had answered the Senator as follows :

"'Mr. Vanasse repelled victoriously the disloyal attacks of which
ho had been the object. He explained that he did not, in any way,
depend on the Government, that he had been appointed translator by a
Committee of the House of Commons, consisting of Reformera and Oon-
servatives, and that the Government could not deprive him of his
position, having no control over the office, but that it could only be
done by a vote of the House of Commons."

So that officer of the House declared what was the common
opinion entertained at the time, that he was not an officer of
the Government-but an officer of the House, and that he was
at liberty to engage in politics as he was engaged at that
time. it seems to me under such circumstances to be
beyond doubt that those dismissed officers were led to believe,
and had every reason to believe, that they could do on the
Liberal side of politics what other translators could do on the
Conservative side, and certainly if you are to apply an
equal rule you must say that Messrs. Tremblay and Poirier
were no more guilty of trespassing against the privileges
of this House than were the three translators on the other
side of politics who have been retained. But it will be said
that, conceding that they could engage in politics, those
translators who have been discharged have been guilty
of abusive language, and this charge has been
brought against them. It may probably be said that
there is no fault found with their taking part in
politics if they choose to do so, but they must use polite
language. Well, Mr. Speaker, it was the House of Com-
mOns which gave the translators permission to engage in
politics, but the Hlouse could scarcely be expected to hope
that they never would be guilty of using abusive language.

Mr. LàAURa.

Hon. members must remember that the translators of the
debates for three or four months of the year do nothing
else but translate the debates of the House; they become
saturated with abusive language, and te expect that they
would act differently was to suppose they were different
flesh and blood from ourselves. I will say this to hon.
gentlemen opposite, and especially to the Secretary of State
and the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives),
who seem to have been rather thin skinned on the occasion
in question, that if they find fault with the translators who
engage in politics for having been guilty of abusive langu-
age, I call upon the man without offence to throw the first
stone, and I do not expect it will come from the other side
at all events, and perhaps not from this aide. Such being
the case, when that is the only charge that was brought
against them, these facts must be taken into con-
sideration in dealing with the question. The moment you
permit a man, whether he be an officer of the House or a
member of Parliament, to take part in politics, you may
take it as a logical consequence of the permission given that
he will commit abuses in the heat of discussion. If you
do not want the officers of the House to use abusive ]an-
guage towards members of Parliament, you must prevent
them from engaging in politics, and I think this is the only
reasonable course to be pursued. 1 think it was a most un-
fortunate course on the part of the House to allow any of
its officers to engage actively in politics, either on the hust-
ings or in the columns of newspapers. Coming as you do,
Mr. Speaker, from the Province of Quebec, and being, I
presume, a diligent reader of the ministerial press, you are
aware that the offence with which the translators are
charged is not confined to them, and if we were to scan the
columns of the newspapers edited by Messrs. Bouchard,
Vanasse and Lasalle, we would find just as much abuse in
their columns as could be found in the columns embodied
in the complaint of the Secretary of State.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Bouchard bas not been on the Journal
de Québec for a year.

Mr. LAURIER. Well, he is on Le Canada, published i n
the city of Ottawa, and my hon. friend cannot undertake to
say the reverse. At all events, I can say that at the present
moment I am led to understand that Bouchard is an active
officer of Le Canada. Hie was at that time on the
Journal de Québec and had been for several years there up
to last yeur. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the report bad come
before the House, my bon. friend from Huntingdon (Mr.
Soiver) was prepared with an amendment which would
have met the justice of the case. My hon. friend was pre-
pared with an amendment stating that the practice which
had prevailed of allowing officers of this House to interfere
in politics was not a judicious practice, and that it should
be put an end to. This would have at once defined the
position and shown that the officers of the House were not
expected to interfere at all in politics. I think that position
would have been a sound one, and a warning would have
been given to those officers which would have amply met
the justice of the case. Instead of that, Mr. Speaker, the
committee made a report and referred the matter to yon.
If the report had been adopted by the House, of course the
matter would have been at an end, and you would have
been perfectly juastified in exercising your discretion, but I
must say this further, that since you came to the conclusion,
whether with authority or without authority, to dismiss
those officers, it would have been on your part, a simple
act of mercy and justice to dismiss them at once and to
inform them at once that their services would not have been
required. IUstead of that you waited until the 25th of
February, that is to say, two days after the opening of the
Session, when each of those gentlemen received the follow-
ing letter:-

714



COMMONS DEBATES.
"Sm,-The Speaker of the House of Oomnons has instructed me to tel

yon that your services as transiator of the debates of this fouse wil
not be required during the ensuing Bession.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
siA. MACMAHON ,

" Scretary.,
As I said a moment ago, I think it would have been an aci
of mercy, since you made your mind up to dismiss them, to
dismiss them immediately after the last Session of Parlia
ment, so that these men might do something e!se for a living,
To my own knowledge, Sir, one or two of those mon had ne
other means of livelihood than the office they occupied in
this House. It was, it seems to me, a harsh measure at the
opening of the Session, when they had come here to dis.
charge their ordinary duties, to dismiss them in this ma nner,
I do not want now to Enter into the merits of the case.
The question which I bring before the House is as te
whether or not, as Speaker of this House, you have the
power which you thought you had, to dismiss them. I
understand, as I said already, and this point will not be con-
tradicted, that you could not have acted upon the report of
the Debates Committee, since that report never was
adopted. As I understand, you think yon have the power
which you have exercised under section 16, chapter 13 of
the Revised Statutes of Canada, that is the Act referring to
the House of Commons and which is as follows :-

"If any complaint or representation is at any time made to the
Speaker for the time being of the misconluct or unfitness of any clerk,
officer, messenger, or other person attendant on the House of pommons,
the Speaker may cause an enquiry to be made into the conduct or fit-
ness of such person; and if thereupon it appears to the Speaker that
sucb person bas been gutlty of risconduct, our is unfit to ho! d his situa-
tion, the Speaker may, ifsuch clerk, offiner, nessener, or other person
has been appointed by the Crown, suspend him and report such suspen-
sion to the Governor General, and if he has not been appointed by the
Crown, the Speaker may suspend or remove such person."

I apprehend that is the section on which you think you
had the right. All I have to say with regard to this ques-
tion is simply this, that the officers of this House who
are therein contemplated are not the translators of the
debates. The translators of the debates do not come within
the purview of this Act. The officers here contemplated
are the officers appointed for the service of this flouse
by yourself, and ail the officers fLr the regular service
of the House are eithor appointed by the Crown or
by yourself, Mr. Speaker. As far as my knowledge
goes, the Clerk of the Bouse is the only officer
who is appointed by the Crown. Ail the other officers,
the assistant clerk for instance, are appointed by Mr.
Speaker. In England the offi.ers are appointed by the
Crown, but this was not always so. It is only since 1856
they are appointed by the Crown, and previous to that they
were appointed by the Clerk of the Hlouse. In 1856 a Bill
was brought in specially with a view of taking that power
from the Clerk of the House in the British fouse of Com-
mous and vesting it in the Crown. Mr. Wilson, who had
charge of the Bill in the House of Commons, said :

"«He would now move for leave to bring in a Bil to regulate certain
offices of the House of Commons. The object of the proposed Bill was :
First, to vest in the Crown for the future the appointment of the
Assistant and Second Assi-tant Olerk at the table, instead of having
the appointment of those officers vested in the First Clerk, as at present;
and secondly, to repeal that clause of the Act which provided that the
salary of the Second Assistant Olerk should be charged on the Conso-
lidated Fund."

So that the power was taken by the Crown to appoint
those officers who previously had beau appointed by the
Clerk. I think the power of appointing officers of this
House should also have belonged properly to the Clerk, but
by a series of measures coming in succession one after the
other, al those appointments have been vested in the
Speaker, and iule 102 of the House expresily lays it down :

l So that the Speaker is expressly assured that the power of
appointing officers of this House is completely vested in
him. I understand very well that under sueh eircum-
stances the power to appoint is vested in the Speaker, and
that the Speaker is responsible to the House of the proper
discharge of their duties by those officers. If you have any
reason to believe that one of those officers, you yourself
have appointed, does not properly discharge his duty, I
apprehend that under such circumstances, and no one
will contraict it, you have the power of removal. The
power of appointing always implies the power of removal,
but the power of romoval cannot be exercised until there is
the power to appoint. That is the point 1 wish to come to.
I submit to the House that you have no au thority to remove
those officers, bocause they are not officors appointed by
yourself. They are officers appointed by the House of
Commons for its special convenionce. The House has
only one officer appointed by the Crown-that is the Clerk,
and the officers should be appointed by the Clerk, I think,
whon we consider the propriety of the case, because ho is
primarily responsible for the discharge of the business
of this House. We have allowed a different practice to
prevail, and transforred from the Clerk to the Speaker the
power to appoint, and, therefore those officers appointed by
the Speaker he las power to remove. As to the Clerk for
instance, the Speaker has no power of removal. In the
year 1874 we organised a new service for the louse, that is
to say, the translation of the debates. And we provided cer-
tain rules which have always guided us since that time, and
which, in my opinion, are of such a nature as to put the
question beyond a doubt that those officers are directly
amenablo to no other authority than the authority of the
Eiouse, without the interference of the Speaker. In 1874
the lIouse adopted the following resolution :-

i That a Select Standing Oommittee of not more than five members
shall be appointed next Session, and each Session thoreafter, to make
rules and regulations, and manage generally all matters connected with
the reporting and publishing of the Hransard."

That is the standing rule, undor which the debates of this
House have aiways been taken and translated. In the Session
of 1i83 the flouse adopted the following resolution:-

" Resolved, That the contract system for the translation of the official
report of the Debates of this House be done away with after this Bession,
and that four Translators be appointed permanently, to b. under the
control of the Committee, one to be chiey * * * none of whom
shall be employed in any other manner by the House except in connec-
tion with the Debates."

Thse words are prognant of meaning; the officers to be ap-
pointed are to be kept under the control of the Debates
Committee of the House, and they are to discharge cer-
tain duties and no other duties; they are to be employed in
the translating of the debates and nothing else. Now, no
one will pretend that these officers a:e in the same category
as the officers you yourself, Sir, choose to appoint. If you
appoint an officer, according to the Act, you have the power
of removal and suspension ; you can tako him from one
office and put him in another; the officer at the Table of the
House you can take from the Table and place in another
p'sition; but would it be pretended that you have power to
take a translator of the debates, appointed by this House,
and give him another position ? Evidently no, because the
rule expressly says that he shall be employed as a translator
of the debates and in no other manner. It seems to me
that the point is cear boyord a doubt that the translators
belong to a new category of officers, and that they do not
come within the precincts of the Act under whieh you have
presumed to act. Let me call attention to clause 17 of that
Act:

" The Clerk of the House of Commons shall subscribe and take
oIbffre the Speaker the oatn cf allegîance, sail uorner omeiers, cierai

"Before filling any vacancy in the service of the House by the Speaker, and messengers cf the Bouse cf Gommonssah suberibe and take
enquiry shall be made touching the necessity for the continuance o before the lerk cf the fouse cf Gemmons; and the Clerk of the fluse
such office. of Oommons shall keep a register of all such oaths."
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Now, this is an oath which is required of all offlceri
appointed by you, but this oath is not required from thi
translators. ,

Sir JOHN A. MAàDONALD. What of that ?

Mr. LAURIER, Therefore these translators are Do
subjeet to this Act, and if they are not, the Speaker had no
authority over them.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Can the hon. gentleman tell me il
the official reporters are bound to take the oath of allegi.
ance ?

Mr. LAURIER. The official reporters stand in a
completely different position from the official translators,
because the reporters have been made permanent officers
of the louse and they cannot engage in any other work;
their services are at the disposal of the Government after
the Session, and their appointment expressly says so; but
the translators are appointed to translate the debates and
nothing else, and no one knows botter than the hon.
gentleman, who is chairman of the Debates Committee, that
it was always understood that during a part of the Session
they could enga e in any other work they chose to engage
in. Therefore tfere is no parallel between the two classes
of officers. I think I have given a good answer to the
Prime Minister that since these officers are not obliged to
take the oath of allegiance, they do not come within the
precincts of this Act. Your power, Mr. Speaker, is a
statutory power, and if you have power to remove these
officers under the Act, they should also take the oath of
allegiance under the Act; but if they are rot bound to take
the oath of allegiance, they do not come within the precincts
of the Act for one thing, and they could not come within its
precincts for another thing. These reasons, in my judg-
ment at least, make it clear that in acting as you have
done, you have trespassed beyond the duties assigned to
you by the House. I have endeavored to disouss this ques.
tion without any acrimony; I have put it simply on the
ground that the Speaker has exceeded his powers, and
therefore I beg to move :

That in the Seseion of 1874 thiq Rouse adopted certain resolutions,
providing for the reporting of the Debates of this House, and that it was
amongat other things, enacted :

1. * That a Select Standing Committee of not more than (5) five
members shall be appointed next Session, and each Session thereafter,
to make rules and regulations and manage generally all matters con-
nected with the reporting and publishing of the Hansard."

2. That the said Oommittee, under the authority of the said resolu-
tions, bas been regularly appointed ever since, at the beginning of
every session.a

3. That the said Oommittee, with the sanction of the Rouse for ail
its proceeedings, in every instance, has managed generally all matters
connected with the reporting and ublishing of the Debates.

4. That on the 5th April, 1883, te said Oommittee reported to this
Rouse as follows:-

" Resolved That the contract system for the translation of the officiai
report of the bebates of this House be done away with after this Session,
and that (4) four Transiators be appointed permanently, to be under the
control of e Committee, one to be chief at a salary of $1,000, and (3)
three at salaries of $806 each, none of whom shall be employed in another manner by the Bouse except in connection with the Debates,'
and that the report was concurred In by this House.

5. That on the 27th April, during the same Session, the said com-
mittee made the following report:

(1.) " That la accordance with the terms and conditions of their
second report (te, wit, the above report) the followlng gentlemen be
appointed Translators of the official reporta f the Debates cf this Flouie,
vis. -A. Gélnas as Chief Translator, and N. R. Beaulieu, J. B. Va-
nasse and Ernest Tremblay, as Assistant Transiators."

6. That on the 8th Fe.bru.aray, 1884, the (Jommittee reported Ilthre ap.
polntment of Rémi Tremblay, at a salary cf $800, as Transistor from
the French language into the English, and from the English language
into the French as may be necessary," and that the said report was
eoneurred in b tlis Flouse.

7. That on t e lit April, during the same Session, the said Committee
made the following report:-

1) " That Mr. A. E. Poirier be appointed as au additional Translator,
ntat his appointment date from the commencement of next Ses-

(I.) " That, eomuiencing with next Session, the salaries of the Tran-
slators be as follows :-

Mir. L*aau.

" A. Gélinas, Ohief Translator, $1,200 ; N. H. Beaulien, Assistant
Translitor; E. Tremblay, Assistant Translator; R. Tremblay, Asis-
tant Translator ; J. B. Vanasse, Assistant Translator ; J. Bouchard
Assistant Translator; J. Lasalle, Assistant Transistor; A. E Poirier,
Assistant Transistor, $1,000 each; sud that in addition te the work
of translation, thre hief Translater be required to make the Index,"
and that the said report was concurred in by this Rouse.

t 8. That at the beginning of the present Session, to wit, on the 23rd
February last, Mr. eaker dismissed the said Rémi Tremblay, E. Trem-
blay and A. E. Poirier from their offices of Translators of the Debates of
this Honse.

9. Resolved, That while professing great respect for the view which
Mr. Speaker has taken of his authority in the premises, this Bouse
emphatically records its opinion that the publishing and translating of
the Debates, and of everything connected therewith, belong exclusively
to the Rouie itself, and that the same is to be exclusively exercised,
with the sanction of the Rouse in every instance, through the said 0com-
mittee; and that under the circamistanees the action of Mr. Speaker is
a invasion of the undoubted rights and privileges of this Rouse, and is
therefore uci bindiug.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I am sure my hon. friend will not
charge me with improperly imputing motives to him
when i say that his remarks have convinced me that friend-
ship can carry a man very far. Were it not for that feeling,
I am sure my hon. friend would, if ho did not regret, at all
events would not care about having put on record, the
opinions he has just expressed concerning the discipline
and dignity of the House and the dignity of the hon. mem-
bers of this House. I do not wish to enter at all into the
merits of this question. I am one of those who complained
to you, Mr. Speaker, of the improper conduct of certain
officers of this House, and I asked for their dismissal. I
did not do so from any feeling of revenge or spite, because
I hardly know two of the gentlemen in question, and the
third has given me ne reason ait all to entertain any resent-
ment or desire for revenge against him. But there is one
thing for which I have an immense amount of regard, and
that is the dignity of this louse, and my own. My opinion
is that this flouse should not be regulated, as regards its
interior economy, on a different principle from any other
House where good company meets, and where discipline,
obedience, and a proper sense of respect and decency are
required of those in its service. For these reasons I have
asked you, Sir, to dismiss these three officers. I shall not
repeat the expressions whioh have been used on the hustings
and in the press by those employés That would be en-
tering into the discussion of a matter to which it is always
unpleasant to refer, and I may dispense with doing so, be-
cause the parties accused have not d nied that they have said
and done what has been reported of them, but have tried to
cover thenselves under the privilege which my hon.
friend has been endeavoring to explain to the House.
I am sure the hon. gentleman will " take nothing by his
motion." The expression of opinion has been too often
given in this House in similar cases connected with parties
in the service of this flouse, to allow the principle
to prevail that if the conduct with which these officers
are reproached is one that deserves punishment, that the
punishment should not be dealt out by you, Mr. Speaker.
As the motion is one questioning your jurisdiction, Sir, I
shall restrict myself within the limits of th: question. My
t on. friend said that it was a great hardship these three mon
were not dismissed last Session or at the end of last Session,
so as not to force them to come here again at the beginning
of this Session, and lose their time as they have been losing
it. I must for a moment allude to that. I may say you
have been guilty, Mr. Speaker, guilty of an over confid-
ence, guilty of believing that these three mon would have the
decency to understand their position, and have self-respect
enough, after the charge made against them last Session,
after the report which was made by the Committee of
Bansard last year, to stay at home is Session, more
especially as they stated on the huatings they were ready
to do so, and were ready to pay for what they called their
patriotism. They stated frequently on the hustings and
in the press that they were jeopardizing their position, and
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exposirg themsolves to lose the bread they were earning
at the hands of this House, but that nevertheless, they were
ready to make that sacrifice on the altar of their country.
Their altar has been very mach diminished since they made
those declarations in public. You, Sir, presumed perhaps
too much in thinking those men would feel it was due to
their self-respect to romain at home, and you had to dismiss
them at the beginning of the Session. I have stated
that the presence of these men parading the corridors, eau-
vassing members, officers and messengers of this flouse, has
been a cause of annoyance both to myself and to other hon.
members of this flouse, and not only have they been parading
the corridors, but they have been exhibiting their sparring
qualities besides, because one of them was guilty of com-
mitting an assault in the translators' office a day or two
ago. These men belong to the press; they know, as my
hon. friend says they do, the procedure of the flouse, and
they should know that when there is a debate in the flouse
regarding one of its members, that member has the decency
to absent himself during the debate. But while the debate
with regard to dismissing them is taking place, these gen-
tlemen have not the decency to absent themselves from the
flouse. It is a strange theory expounded by my hon. friend
to say that by statute the action of this flouse is limited to
the regular and permanent officers of the staff. According
to the statute, you, Mr. Speaker, and the Clerk of this flouse
have entrusted to your care the discipline of the officers of
this House ; and in cases of misconduct on the part of officers
appointed by the Crown, yon have the right to suspend
them, and in other cases you have the right to dismiss tbem
for miscouduct. There is no distinction made for special
officers as the Hansard translators, and although my
hon. friend has thought proper to make one there can be
none. According to bis argument, those gentlemen engaged
as translators of the Hansard would have the privilege which
members of this louse have not. Yon have the right to
punish members of this flouse, but, according to the hon.
gentleman, you have not the right to punish those trans-
lators. More than that, the committee, under whose con-
trol my hon. friend pretends those officers were, declared
that it was for you, Mr. Speaker, to deal with them. The
committee bas declared it bas no control over the trans-
latore, except as regards the work of translation, and that
a- to their behavioir in or out of the louse, that is a
matvr with whi h the Speaker of the flouse must deal.
Because these men are employed only during the Session,
they have, outside of the Session, a right to be as abusive,
impertinent and scandalous towards members of this flouse
as they choose. Does the hon. gentleman pretend that a civil
servant, whose duty is to attend his office from 9 o'clock
to 4.30 in the evening, may, when his work is over, insult
or strike his employer without the latter having the
right to dismiss him ? Does the hon. gentleman pretend
that once a civil servant has done his duty during office
hours, he has the right to be a blackguard after office
hours ? That contention will not hold water. The statute
says that you and the Clerk of the House have the control
of the officers of this flouse, and that you may suspend, dis-
miss or punish them. You have done it, and you have done
it rightly, and I am sure that in doing it you have done a
thing that every member of this flouse will say you were
right in doing. I do not think that we should make any
distinction between parties, and I have no hesitation in say-
ing that, if any translator or any other officiai had met the
hon. gentleman opposite on the hustings and had said that
ho was " a thief, a liar, a traitor, the slave of dangerous,
sects," and so on, and if the hon. gentleman was complain-
ing of it, I would be the first to rise and say: Dismisis that
man. Whether the member attacked had the name of
Laurier or Chapleau, it would make no difference, and my
hon. friends have neither the right to deny or to suspect
what I say, for I say it with full deliberation and frank-

ness. I do not think I have anything te add on this
question. As I stated, we are a Legislative Assembly,
and we cannot as a Legislative Assembly take care
ourselves of the behavior and the discipline of the offioers
of the flouse. That is done by a delegation, which is
given by all the precedents, by all the traditions, ad
by something botter than traditions, by good sense
and reason, to the chief officer of this flouse, to
the president of this flouse, to the man who, sitting
in the chair, is obliged to take care not only of the officers
ontside of the flouse, but of the members themselves
during the sitting. I say that ander the circumstances yon
have acted rightly. You may have acted late, but you
have acted rightly in rendering the decision which you have
rendered. There eau be no long argument upon this. I
think it imposes itself upon the mind and the good sense of
every hon. member that, having in your bands the conduct
of the discipline of all officers of the louse, yon have done
that which the Constitution and common sense give you the
right to do, in dismissing these men for an offence deserving
the punishment you have inflicted in dismissing them. I do
not want to look at this from any point of sentiment on my
part, but I would not remain an hour in this House if the
servants of the House were allowed the right to blackgnard
me either in this flouse or outside of it. I maintain that
you have a perfect right to say to any such officer: if yon
are guilty of slanderous language towards any member of
this flouse you are dismissed.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I think the question which is
now under the attention of the flouse is one of very great
importance, and one that the flouse ought to approach in
a judicial spirit. If we are disposed to lay down a rule
with regard to conduct of the officers of this louse, it is
important that the rule should be applied with the utmost
fairness and that we should not have one measure of justice
for those who happen to be Liberal in their sentimen.s, and
another and a different one for those who belong to the
party which bas the majority in the Iouqe. In the con-
sideration of this question, we have first to consider the
nature of the offence, whether it is one that should
be brought under the attention of tne flouse at all, and, if
se, who or what is the proper party to deal with the offence.
lu the first place, until the flouse is prepared to adopt a
general rule which it is disposed to apply with perfect, im-
partiality to all ttuse who are engaged as translators, it
was as much open, in my opinion, to those parties to engage
in political warfare as it was open to those who still re-
main members of that board of translators. Then, I think
it is also obvious that you, Mr. Speaker, had no power to
deal with those parties; that if those parties committed any
offence which made it proper to dismise them from the ser-
vice of this flouse, a motion should be made by the hon.
gentleman or by some other member who thought he had
good ground of complaint, in the House, and the dismissal
should have come from the flouse and not from
you. It is clear that these translators do not fall
within the class of officers placed under your
control. They are outside of the officers provided for by
the statute. They are appointed by the flouse of ita own
motion and of its own inherent authority, and are supposed
to romain in the service of the flouse until they are re-
moved by a resolution of the flouse. It does not matter
what men may say ontside of the flouse. What is said
outside of the flouse is not a matter of privilege that an
hon. gentleman can bring before the House, unless it be
something said with reference to bis conduct as a member
of the flouse. I think that was very clearly laid down
when a certain member of the flouse of Gommons in Eng-
land complained of observations which bad been made by
another member, Dr. Kenealy, who said:

" Do yon think a man would make a good representative who has put
a alWo witness int the bo who would ive alse testimony Z"
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rhat was brought to the attention of the House, and Mr.
Gladstone said it was not a question with which the House
had any right to deal, but it was a question, if any wrong
had been committed, which was to be dealt with by the
courts. The sane view was taken by Mr. Lowe, who said :

"There 1s no occasion for interference by the House. It is a matter
cf siander, and the hon. ifentleman has hie remedy before the ordinary
tribunals of the country.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALP. Kenealy was not a ser-
ant of the House.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The bon. gentleman says that

or. Kenealy was a member of the House. I say it does not
matter. If the hon, gentleman bas any wrong done him, if
e e has any charge made against him, it is not for the House

to anticipate that and say whether it is well or ill-founded.
. is for the hon. gentleman to vindicate himself before the
-.rdinary tribunals of the country in the same way as any
r her party. Mr. Disraeli, speaking on the same subject,

cnt further, and pointed ont that the observation applied
!o the servants of the House as well as to its members:

"it is no part of the business of the Bouse to make such a question a
question of privilege. A personal attack must be made in the Bouse
and against a member in his capacity as member to justify the Bouse in
-ealing with the matter at all."

I want to know whether the First Minister takes exception
to that rule, and, when these gentlemen dealt with this
hon. gentleman, when, not only was he not a member of
the House, but when there was no House at all, upon the
platform, whether he thinks he bas a right to come here
and complain of their conduct and snuff them out for say-
ing what several of the hon. gentleman's supporters have
said of him. I have in my hand several observations made
in reference to the hon. gentleman, not by the translators,
t it by the hon, member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins), who
<uid things of the hon. gentleman and of the First Minister
guite as severe as anything said by these translators who
were dismissed from office, either with regard to the hon.
mrember for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) or the hon.
tho Secretary of State. I want to know why the Secretary
Df State bas not brought this np as a matter of privilege,
'nd proposed to the flouse that the hon. gentleman, having
.nade charges which were atrocious slanders against the
First Minister, is unworthy of a seat in this House.
1 say that he bas just as good a right to propose that motion
and with just as much propriety, as any observations which
the bon, gentleman bas made. Now, Sir, the bon. gentle-
man complains "meeting these men in the corridors," he
says, "is offensive to me." Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman
bas to meet them in the street; are they offensive there ?
Have they not as good a right to come bere as any other
citizens of the country? Is the bon. gentleman going to have
some extra-judicial tribunal created to try men for imaginary
offences against his sentiments and feelings for which the
ordinary law of the country makes no provision ? Well,
Sir, let me say that the First Minister has put in the
Library here a librarian. Did he never say anything
offensive to bon, gentlemen on this aide of the House ?
Why, Sir, I remember that from the time I went on the
press in 1882, until that gentleman retired from the chief
editorial staff of the Mail, there were but two or thrae
newspapers of the daily Mail that were published, that did
not contain a personal attack on myself. There was
scarcely a paper that did net contain attacks upon almost
every hon. gentleman on this side of the House who las
been for any time in Parliament. Did the hon. gentleman
consult our feelings? Did he consider whether this party
whom he appointed Librarian was or was not agreeable
to us ? Was that the view the hon, gentleman laid down ?
Are those bon, gentlemen on the other side of the House of
finer intellectual and moral fibre, of finer sensibilities, than
bon. members on this aide of the House ? Are they the only

Mr. MILLe (Bothwell).

parties who have any sentiments or feelings that are te be
taken into consideration ? We remember what St. Clair's
wife in Uncle Tom's Cabin is represented as saying of the
colored population, "We know that they are net much te
be considered in the matter ; they are net constituted as
we are; they have net the sentiments and feelings which
we have, and of course you cannet reason from them te us."
And I suppose the hon. gentleman thinks that he cannot
reason from the Tory side of the House te the Liberal side,
and that what is absolutely necessary te protect the dignity,
and the freedom, and the rights of the hon. gentlemen on
that side, are wholly inapplicable te hon. gentlemen on
this side. That is the position taken by the hon. gentle-
man, and that is the position taken by his colleagne the
Secretary of State. Now, Sir, let me read for the edifica-
tion of the First Minister and the Secretary of State, some
observations that have been made by those translators who
remain-there are five of them. Have they been less con-
siderate of the feelings of hon. gentlemen on that side of the
House than those whom the First Minister and the Secre-
tary of State have called upon you arbitrarily and uncon.
stitutionally te dismiss ? I say, Sir, that we find that the
whole eight must go, upon the rule laid down by the
Secretary of State. Now, let me call attention te some
observations which were made in the organ of the Secre-
tary of State, in the Presse of November 24, 1885.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. I deny the right of the hon, gentle-
man to say that the Presse was my organ. It has net been,
and is not,

Mr. LANGE LIER (Quebec East). Is not now ?
Mr. MILLS. The hon, gentleman denies that it is bis

organ. At all events, the observations which I am about
to read are the words of the translators who are still under
the ogis of the hon. gentleman's protection.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. That paper was the violent adversary
of the Government at that time.

Mr. MILLS. It says:
" We hone Sir John does not impersonate the English-speaking

people, because it would be very sad for them if it were so. Our
English-speaking countrymen would be in a pitiable state if they
had no other represantative besides this moral ruin."

This moral ruin, the hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment, and those hon, gentlemen on that side. It says:

IFor a long time back we have been suffering in silence, In conse-
quence of the tyranny of an oH infatuated chief who considers the
country as his own property, and who leads us according to his
caprices, without ever taking any notice of our desires and ot our
feelings.

Why, Sir, the bon. gentleman does net seem te have been
as sensitive as bis colleague, and he is net prepared to mea-
sure ont te the translators that remain and are now
friendly to the Administration, that vengeance, that punish-
ment, which he proposes to measure out to those who were
known te belong te the Liberal party. Then it further
says:

" We want no more of the old schemer whom we have for a long
time considered as a statesman, but who juggles with men and measmres
as a conjuror juggles with nutmegs."

Mr. CHAPLE &U. I tell the bon. gentleman that that
paper was then a most violent adversary of the Govern-
ment, and the extracts which he reads are merely a copy
of the speeches of some hon, members on the other side of
the lieuse. I tell him that paper was not and is neot my
organ, and he bas no right to say se. He is not in order in
saying se, and he is not a gentlemen if he does.

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I think the hon. gentleman's
language shows that he is in very much the same position
as these transiators. The on. gentleman's notion of what
is gentlemanly, after all, does not exactly accord with the
notions ef hon, gentlemen on this side of this louse. I am
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inclined to think that if ho would practice a little mor
courtesy, ho would have a little botter ground to complain
of the want of courtesy of those whom he is pursuing with
hie vengeance, and upon whom he is making Mr. Speaker
the instrument for the purpose of wreaking that impoteut
vengeance which bas characterised his conduct in thi
matter. Thon, Sir, on the 26th November, 1885 Mr
Desjardins is reported in the Presse as having said, among
other things-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The bon. gentleman is wan-
dering a little from the scope of the resolution as it appears
and as it was explained by the hon. mover. I think we
must-

Mr. MILLS. I am merely saying, Mr. Speaker-
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Chair, chair.
Mr. MILLS. I am speaking to the point of order. I

am saying that the hon. gentleman's own supporters have
used, of bimself and his colleagues, language which he
complains of in the translators; and if I can show that
these hon. gentleman are accepting that support and are
cordially with those writers, I think 1 am showing that they
have no case against those translators.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The scope of the resolution,
as I understand it, applies to jurisdiction. The question is,
whether jurisdiction rests in the House or with the Speaker.
It is so stated in the resolution, and was se explained, as I
understood it, by the hon. mover. I feel it my duty to
make a gentie suggestion in the way of checking a debate
which will become, if continued, quite discursive, and might
be offensive if it involved recrimination.

Mr. MILLS. i do not so understand the resolution as
you have it. I understand there are before the House two
questions in this resolution, and I ask the liberty to state
them. I understand that one proposition is that these gen-
tlemen have committed no offence, therefore they ought
not to be removed by anybody. I understand the second
proposition is that if they bad committed any offence, the
Speaker is not the proper party to deal with them. Now,
Sir, I think I am at liberty to discuss both those proposi-
tions.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I rise to a point of
order, The course which the hon. gentleman is about to
take is one which is clearly out of order, is irrelevant, and
bas no reference to this motion. The motion is that the
Speaker has exceeded his jurisdiction in dismissing the
three men. The hon. gentleman holds that the Speaker
did exceed his jurisdiction, that ho had no right to act as ho
did act, that his discretion was improperly exercised,
because members of Parliament and others, not employees
of the House, had used strong language towards others. It
is certainly quite irregular, just the same as if a charge was
brought against a man for stating that a certain man was a
thief and ho replied that ho did so because other men had
called him a thief. It is certainly quite out of order.

Mr. MULOCK. The Socretary of State in the com-
mencement of his speech declared that ho took the position
ho did out of regard to hie own dignity and the dignity of
this flouse, and ho proceeded, if I understood what ho said
and if I understand the English language, to denounce the
translators, because of their conduct during a certain
campaign. Did anyone cail the Secretary of State to order
thon? Did the Speaker call the Secretary of State to
order ?

Mr. CHAPLEAU. Yes.

Mr. MULOCK. If the Secretary of State was justified
in going beyond the more question of jurisdiction to the
real merits of the case, thon surely ome one on this aide oi

e the House is entitled te answer the remarks of the Secr>
i tary of State.

r mr. aHAPLEAU. The hon. gentleman either did n,
t listen or did not understand what I said. I stated mo,'
s pointedly, and the House will not have forgotten it, that i

would not repeat even a single expression used because i
wished to remain within the merits of the case, and I pi t-
ceeded te say that Mr. Speaker acted wisely. The ho..
gentleman said in his argument that the Speaker had e.:-
ceeded his privilege in assuming powers that belonged t
the House. I refrained from dealing with the questio
beyond mentioning the conduct of the officers during th-
lst few days. It is unfair for the hon, gentleman te e 
that I stated the whole case and discussed the whole ques-
tion ; I did not do se, but I restrained myself within tho
limits.

Mr. MULOCK. I sbhould like te ask the Secretary of
State if ho did not in, the course of his argument, contend
that it was necessary for him to take this particular course
in order te show bis regard for his own dignity and the dig.
nity of this House ? Thon did ho not make an inuendo against
the conduct of those gentlemen ? It was not the action of
the Speaker of which ho was complaining, it was not hig
action that ho was denouncing. The point in his argument
in support of the course taken with regard te the conduct c
the translators was that ho was justified in taking a certu
course. He made a certain charge, which it i propon.
that we on this side of the House shall not answer.

Mr. LAURIER. There is much more in the langua.<
of the Secretary of State when ho replied te me than h
now admits. What was the upshot of his argument ? 1L
passed rather lightly over the question of law. He did n t
say the Speaker had acted rightly in dismissing the offices
ho justified the action of the Speaker on its merits, and b,
said once or twice that the Speaker had done right. Wha,
was the giet of bis charge ? It was that they were blac.-
guards and ho wonld not submit te the infamy of having t<
meet blackguards in this House. What does this involve ?
The hon. gentleman is showing that this House is full o,
blackguards. If the hon. gentleman had confined himseli
te the more question of law, I could have undcrstood it.
My hon. friend would not thon have the privilege now o
going mio anything outside ; but I appeal te the sense o
fairness of the House that the Secretary of State having
failed to confine himself te the question of jurisdiction, bu.
having entered into the merits ot the case and said that bo
took action because he would not submit to meeting blaek.
guards here, we have a right to reply and diseuse the when
question.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I was about to make an obic -

vation on the question of order. The whole speech of ti
Secretary of State was in justification, not of the legal con&
duct of the Speaker, but of the merits of the case uand t b
right of the Speaker te dismisa men whob ad acted so imi.
properly. I was undertaking te show, in the first placi,
that a number of members of Parliament supporting Lx
Government and on terme of friendship with them h.,
made similar statements, and, in the second place, teo sho-«
that the five remaining translators used exactly se offensivc
language as did those whom the hon. gentleman propose 1
te dismiss. I want to know, and I have a right te know,
whether this House is te have one rule of conduet and or.o
measure of punishment for one class of officers, and a dif-
feront mesure for those who are of a different way of poli-
tical thinking ? I think that is perfectly germane te the
discussion. This whole case is before the House on th
resolution, and I submit, if yon undertake to confine the
discussion simply te the proposition whether the Speaket
has the legal power te dismiss those officers without refer-
once to the propriety of hie conduct, a gross injustico
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will be done by such a ruling. It would be a rule to stifie
debate in this House.

Mr. CASEY. A word in regard to the point of order.
The Secretary of State said ho did not bring before the
House the whole case connected with the conduct of the
translators. The hon. gentleman did bring it before the
House and it is here in printed form on the desk of every
member. The whole question of the conduct of the trans-
lators, the language used by them and the complaints made
by the Secretary of State and by lis very sensitive friend,
the member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), is before
every hon. member. The whole case is fully before the
House, and if, as it appeared, the case in regard to its merits
and its details, has been brought before the House by the
Secretary himself, ho is the very last man who has a right
to complain when we propose to enter into the merits of
the case. I think, after the discussion and after calling your
attention, Mr. Deputy Speaker, to the fact that the whole
case is before the flouse, the very language used as a
ground for dismissing them, you will find it your duty to
rule that it is as much open to us to discuss the merits of
the case, as it was to the Secretary of State.

Mr. DAVIES. Before the point of order is passed upon
I desire to call attention to the fact that in addition to the
complaints of the Secretary of State having been laid before
the House, the reasons which influenced the Speaker in
coming to his conclusion have also been presented to the
House by the Speaker himself. The papers are now before
us, and this is a discussion on the papers and the reasons
whieh influenced the Speaker in his actions. Those papers
will be found as an appendix to the Votes and Proceedings,
and they commence with a letter by the Seoretary of State,
in which ho charges that those translators were using
language which I need not repeat, language offensive to him-
self and to his dignity and to his honor, and for having used
that language ho wishes them to be dismissed by the proper
authority. The Speakrer calls the attention of the trans-
lators to the charges, and we have the reply. We have
also a letter from the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) making complaint against those trans.
lators, complaining in regard to certain language used by
thom on the hustings, and finally we have the following
conclusion of the Speaker:

"Houz Oi CoMMoNS, SrAURn's ORAMBURS,
"l22nd February, 1888.

"At a meeting of the Commissioners of the Board of Interna Boon-
omy of the House of Oommons, called for this day at three, wejre pre.
sent:-

"The Right Bon. Sir John A. Macdonald, G.O.B.;
"Hon. Sir Hector Langevin;
"Hon. J. O. Costigan, and
"The Hon. the Speaker of the Bouse of Commons, Chairman.
" The consideration of the Board is called to the complainte made dur-

ing last Session by the Hon. Mr. Ohapleau, member for Terreborine, and
Mr. Ives, member for Richmond and Wolfe, against Meurs. A. E. Poirier,
E. Tremblay and R. Tremblay, the three employed by this Honorable
House as translators of the debates The latter are charged of having,
before and during the last general elections used in public prints and
on the hustings, towards the former and their friends, very offensive
language, and to have made ihemselves obnoxious by their meddling
actively in politices. The letters of Meurs. Chapleau and Ives, and the
answers to the same by Mesers. Poirier ani Tremblay having been read,

" This (ommittee have come to the conclusion that it is not in the
publie interest that the said A. E. Poirier, Ernest Tremblay and Rémi
Tremblay ahould continue to be employed on the staff of the Ransard,
and urge the Honorable Mr. Speaker to notify these three persons that
their employment is at an uend.

"And the Committee adjourned. to the call of the Speaker.
"J. ALDRIO OUIMET, Speaker.

discussing it and seeing whether the language which those
gentlemen used ought to justify the Speaker in acting as ho
did. The matter must be discussed in this House or else
we must vote blindly on the complaint made by the Secre-
tary of State. There are two points before the louse.
One, the power of the Speaker under any circumstances to
dismias, and that is a purely legal proposition-the other is
assuming he has the power- and the Secretary of State goes
entirely on that supposition-whether ho has exercised it
properly. My hon. friend is at present engaged in a dis-
cussion of that question and he is showing that some asso-
ciates in the Government, or, I believe, in this House, with
whom the Secretary of State is at present in the most cor-
dial relations, have used the same language towards him,
the same language which is given as a reason for the dis-
missal of those men; and the Secretary of State is not
obliged to cut in the corridors men who used similar lan-
guage towards him as those mon who have been dismissed.
We have the statement of those facto before us and those com-
plaints which have been made. The Speaker has acted on
those complaints and has taken action because of language
which my hon. friend is proving was used by other mem-
bers of this House towards the Secretary of State. I think
the momber for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) is in order and is
treating on a matter germane to the subject.

Mr. THOMPSON. It is quite true, as my hon. friend
has said, that the whole record is on the Table of the House,
of the complaints, charges and the language which has been
made the subject of tho resolution. But the question is not
what appears in the Votes and Proceedings of this flouse,
but what is contained in the resolution which the hon. gen.
tleman who leads the Opposition has thought proper to invite
the attention of the flouse to. This resolution is not a
resolution containing the two propositions: first, that the
Speaker has no authority, and secondly, if he has authority
it is not a proper case for its exercise. Let me call the
attention of the House to what this resolution is :

"That while professing great respect for the view which Mr. Speaker
has taken of his authority in the premises, this House emphatically re-
cords its opinion that the publishing and translating of the debates, and
of everything connected therewith, belong exclusively to the House
itself, and that the same is to be exclusively exercised, with the sanction
of the House in every instance, through the said committee; and that
under the circumstan ces the action of Mr. Speaker is an invasion of the
undoubted rights and privileges of this House, and is therefore not
binding."

Now I submit that while it is true, as the hon. member
bas said, that on those documents another resolution might
have been propounded which would, therefore, have opened
up a very much wider discussion, the one point which the
hon. member for Quebec East (Mr. Laurier) bas invited us
to consider, is whether the Speaker had authority or not.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Lot me just say this, I intend
to close my speech with an amendment.

Some hon. ME LBERS. Oh.
Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, an: I will read it to you
" And that in the opinion of this House the language used was not

more violent than that used by the other translators."

I am going on to show that I have a right to move that
amendment, and to show it is true.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think the hon.
gentleman has a right to move that amendment, but when
the amendment is brought before the House we will discuss

"k true copy. thatÀ. m on !ourwsrîeyMseL_ .Me_ q--s
"à true copy. ta.Tepito re a asdb ysl.Teqe

" J. ALDBIV OmIxer, Speaker." tien je: Are these mon employees in the service of this
So that the Speaker has acted upon the complaint made by fouse in sucl a degnee ae te be under the supervision of
the hon. the becretary of State, and that complaint consiste the Speaker, and whethemtbe Speaker listho authority
simply of the fact that those gentlemen have used expres. te diemis those monas bing empîcyes ef this flouse?
sions at public meetings which ho considere to be offensiveîThe hon, gentleman endeavored te show that theso mon
to himseifand to his dignity. Re may be right or he may1weme jutified-while being employeos and being servante
b. .wro4ge b t »w -au we cqme te a oubnclion wibout'of ti UousAe tbeausem other people, who ae snvervants
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of this House, but who are members of this House, and member for Bothwell (Kr. Mills) to order, because ho pro-
other persons connected with the press, who are not serv- posed to quote language used by members of Parliament
ants of this flouse, have used violent language against the against other mombers of Parliament. The hon. gentleman
same individual as those employees of the House did. The was about to quote the language of one momber of this
two cases are not parallel at all, and the argument is not House against other members of this Ilouse, and the fact
relevant. It may be true that a member of this Parliament that the hon. gentleman bas made a motion with referonce
has used strong language against another member of this to the other translators bas no reference to the lino of argu-
Parliament, but that must be between themselves. It may ment of the hon. gentleman.
be true that a newspaper has maligned, or at all events at- Mr. MILLS (Bothwell) The hon. First Minister did not,tacked, any member of this House, or the whole House; I think, follow very closely what I was saying. The hon.but that is another question. The simple question here is Secretary of State declarel that theso men were black-this: Whether these persons, being employees, are subject guards, and he gave his reasons for saying so. I say thatto the supervision of the Speaker, and, if so, had the Speaier the language which has made these mon unfit to be in theauthority to dismiss them ? The fact that other people not corridors of this House was mat ched by languago equallyunder this authority possibly used violent language, is no violent used against the Government by hon. mombersjustification for those servants of the flouse uning such of this House whom the hon, gentleman did not dare to
Janguage. You, Sir, were quite correct, in my opinion, and characterise as blackguards, and whom ho ovory day meets
you would have been wanting in your duty if you did not on grounds of friendship,
stop the hon. gentleman in the lne of argument that he
told us he was going to pursue. Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have no roason to

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGH T Mr. Speaker, think change the opinion which I formerly expressed. The issue
ir .IH• Pth Mr. Sae I think before the House is a very restricted one, which by nothis much is quite clear, that the remarks made by my hon. means opens up the whole question that migbt have beon

friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) were directly invited by opened up on the information before the louse. But Ithe language used by the hon. the Secretary of Stato; and conceived, and I think properly conceived, that it was not
it has always been our custom here when an hon. gentle- the intention of the mover to open up every question that
man opens up a subject, as the Secretary of State did, to might be opened up, for he stated in the most distint
allow the gentleman who replies to him equal latitude. If words, if I rightly understood him, although I was not at
there is any offender in the matter I submait that the the moment in the Chair, that his intention was to confine
Secretary of Stato was the original offender, and not my his remarks strictly to the bald question which was before
hon. friend. Now, Sir, it is perfectly well known to every- the liouse. My attention was not cal:od to any aspect of
body in this House that this debate having commenced, the debate that might have been questioned ; but I will
the language used by the other translators in the press is simply say that unless it is the wish of th hoon. members
perfectly sure to be introduced. Everyone knows that that to open up this broad question in its evory aspect, I think
will be the case, and the hon. the First Minister knows it they would do well to sustain the Chair in endeavoring to
very well. restrict it as nearly as possible to the linos laid down by the

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a different point. observations of the mover of the rosolution and also by the
Sir RICH ARD CARI'WRIGHT. I speak of the practice exact phraseology of the resolution.

and not of the strict rule, and I say it will be utterly im- Mr. LAURIER. While bowing to your ruling, I wish
possible to keep that question out of the debate, and there- to make this one remark. In opening this discussïîon I en-
fore it appears to me that there is very little use in spend- deavored to avoid everything in the shape of crimiriation. I
ing the time of this House on a point of this kind, especially wished to confine it to the question of the authority of the
when, as I say, it was a gentleman on the other side first Speaker, and nothing else. No one can pretend that the
provoked this discussion, because he undoubtedly did make Secretary of State confined himself to that question, bocau-e
use of reflections upon those translators. Among other he went on to say that the Speaker was right, that he
things the Secretary of State asked us "if an employes in wanted to vindcate his character, and so forth.
his department who did his work well for seven or eight Mr. IVES. I rise to a point of order. This is a discus-
hours was after that time to meet him in common society sion of the Speaker's ruling, and is clearly out of order.
and insalt him, would he be obliged to put up with it ? "
He has brought the whole question into the arena himself, Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
and that led to the language of my hon. friend from Mr. LAURIER. Under such circumstances I presume
Bothwell (Mr. Mills). that the range of the question was enlarged by the bon.

Mr. EDGAR. The point of order was not raised under Secretary of State. But I bow to your ruling.
the motion of the hon. the leader of the Opposition. The Mr. CHAPLEAU. Tne hon. gentleman forgets one
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) has stated in his thing. I said that I was the complainant, and I said I was
place in the House that before he sat down ho intended to bound to make the complaint for such and such reasons. I
move an amendment which opened up the merits of the quite admit that I went outside of the argument, but I said
question. I submit you cannot ignore the statement of the that due consideration must be given to the person who
hon. member, that he proposed to put himself fully and made the complaint. I said I would not discuss the merits
thoroughly in order before he closed his speech which is of the decision, but I statel in ending my remarks that
going on still ; for this is merely an intervening discussion. the Speaker having the right of discipline of his officers,
I am not proposing to argue technically how far he can go had rightly done what ho had donc. I admit that I was
on the original motion, but when the hon. member stands not within the argument in saying that, and if I hal beeu
up in this House and says he proposes to move an amend-! called to order I would have said that I only made the re-
ment that will put him in order, it is the practice of Parlia- mark because I was the complainant in thi case.
ment to accept that statement, and when he goes further Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Wben the hon. gentleman
and tells the House and the Speaker absolutely the lan- addressed the House, and he did it without any interruption
guage of that motion which he proposed to move in amend- from the Chair, he said that the language used by these
ment, I think that ought to settle the question. translators was calumnious language, such as no member

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman of this House had a right to be subjected to-language
ought to remember that you, Mr. Speaker, called the hon. which he would have been quite ready to resant if it had
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been used against any other member as against the hon.
gentleman himself. That was the rale laid down by the
hon, gentleman. I undertook to show that the Speaker
was not the proper party to deal with these officers, that
they did not fall within the class of officers placed under
the control of the Speaker by the statute, and further, that
if the House thought the conduct of these officers was
improper and such as ought to be taken notice of, the House
itself ought to lay down some rule which should apply not
merely to these parties, but to all other offenders equaliy
as to them. Now, Sir, [ have already informed you that
I intended to make a motion, and I shall do that, because
it is of the first consequence that neither the Secretary of
State nor any other hon. gentleman on that side, simply
because he is in a majority, should single out those who
are personally offensive to them, and pass by those who
have been equally offensive to lon. gentlemen on this
side of the House. Sir, the hon. gentleman knows
that these parties are under the law of the land;
they are entitled to the protection of the law; and
the hon. Secretary of State has called upon the
Speaker, and the Speaker, in myjudgment, las improperly
yielded to the importunities of the Secretary of State, and
subjected these parties to punishment which their col-
leagues on the translating staff have not been subjected to,
although equally offenders with themselves. It is perfectly
obvious to every one who bas observed the discussions
in the press that all those engaged as translators arrayed
themselves for a time against the hon. gentlemen oa the
Treasury benches. Those who belong to the party of the
hon, gentlemen and whose offence consisted merely of a
temporary aberration from the support of the Govern-
ment are passed by and are retained in the service; and
although they have violently attacked in the press hon.
gentlemen on this side of the louse, and subjected them to
unfair criticism, they are nevertheless retained in the
public service, while those honestly opposed to hon. gentle-
men opposite are singled out for vengeance. It is quite
enough for the hon. Secretary of State and the hon. gentle-
men who sit on the Treasury benches to use the power
they possess for the purpose of punishing those in their im-
mediate service whom they control; but I submit that
they have no right to come into this House and subject the
officers of this Louse, who are as much officers of hon. gen-
tlemen in Opposition as they are of those who sit on
the Treasury benches, to punishment because they
are not political allies of these hon. gentlemen. If these
men had calumniated or vilified any hon. gentleman who
sits on this side of the House, their conduct would not
only have been condoned, but in ail probability they would
have been rewarded. We have a right to think that, Sir,
because when a gentleman who was sworn to discharge
bis duties honestly, neglected his oath of office and failed
to gazette those who were returned to Parliament in accor-
dance with the law, he was promoted and rewarded for his
infamy with an addition to his salary, while those men who
are honest in their convictions are singled out by the Secre-
tary of State for bis vengeance and the vengeance of the
Government. Now, Sir, when I look at what some of these
gentlemen have said in the public press who are still retain-
ed in the public service, I can see that subsequent repent.
ance goes a long way with the Secretary of State and the
Minister of Militia. One of thse translators that are re
tained has said :

" It is a contest with Orangeism which we must undertake, and it
behooves us to find the means of defeating this, the loweet of ail clans."
Another las said:

'' The Orange monster did not want to miss the mark this time. Like
the serpent which crawls in the shade, it has hidden itself under the
guise of justioe to ensure the attainment of its purpose."
The same person says at a later period:

"A. P. Oaron, the Queen'-"
Mr. MlLLS (Bothwell).

I shall not fill the blank,-
" and a Canadian renegade, Sir John, the accursed traitor to his

friends and faithful to the Orangemen, Chapleau the public thief, brother
to the hangman who hanged Riel."
Now, these are the expressions used by the organs of these
gentlemen, who the hon. gentleman thinks, are fit associ-
ates, who, he thinks, may be retained in the public service,
while those gentlemen who have written and spoken court-
eously are dismissed from the public service because tbey
belonged to this side of the louse. Does the hon. gentle-
man suppose for one moment that he cau make anyone be-
lieve that he is actuated by those high considerations of
public justice which he as mentioned in his speech ?
Does he suppose that anyone will believe he wishes to act
fairly with regard to the officers of this House, when he
retained those who used these expressions and dismissed those
who used expressions much more courteous, much less violent
than those I have read to the flouse? The hon. gentleman, as I
have said, think it is beneath the dignity of the House to
retain such parties in the service; he considers it beneath
bis dignity to permit them to be retained, if it is possible
to secure their removal If that be his opinion, why does
he not extend the proposition for punishment a little
further ? Why does he retain the other five, after he as
dismissed those three, or ask the Speaker to do so, illegally
and improperly ? Does the hon. gentleman suppose such
conduct can be misunderstood ? Sir, 1 am ready, at any
moment, to say that those who are engaged in the per-
manent service of the House shall cease to be connected with
the political parties on one side or the other, but I deny
altogether the right of the bon. gentleman to decide that
no Reformer shall be a translator, but that every Conser-
vative, no matter how vile and aFusive, no matter how
calumnious he may be in bis expressions, shall be retained
in the service. Against such a proposition I enter my
protest, and when the bon. gentleman comes down with a
motion to put the translators on a proper footing in this
respect, I will be prepared to support it; but I am not pre-
pared to allow the hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches
to single out those of one political party and subject
them to persecution and punishment, while those
of the other political party are allowed to go free. I have
said that, in my opinion, the hon. gentleman has applied to
the wrong party for the punishment of these gentlemen.
The statute, which the leader of the Opposition read, refers
to two classes of officers which the Speaker controls.
Those translators are officers outside of that statute alto-
gether. They are officers appointed for a special purpose,
and placed, not under the control of the Speaker or of the
Crown, but under the control of this House, and if the bon.
gentleman had any complaint to make against them, that
complaint should have been made. in this flouse, and a
motion should have been made for the removal of those
officers.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I say yes. The whole policy of
their appointment, the resolution with regard to them,
everything shows they are not under the control of the
Speaker, and were not intended to be under his controi.
That being the case, 1 am prepared to support the motion
of the hon. leader of the Opposition, but I would in addition
move in amendment that the following words be added:-

" And that, even if Mr. Speaker had jurisdiction in this matter, hie
action was not warranted by the circumstances of the case, and that, in the
opinion of this House, the language used by these translators was not
more violent than that used by other translators who have not been dis-
missed."

Mr. IVES. It would seem to me that the motion of the
hon, gentleman, who has just resumed bis seat, is in the na-
ture of a motion of want of confidence in the hon. gentleman
who moved the original motion. The hon, the leader of
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the Opposition preferred, and, I think, wisely preferred,
that the discussion should be restrained within the limits
of the legal question as to the jurisdiction of the Speaker.
The hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition evidently
had carefully read the report which has been laid upon
the Table of the Hlouse, and he thought, no doubt, so far
as the French translators are concerned, that discretion
would be the better part of valor, and that it was not wise to
invite a general discussion. The hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Milis) has thought better of it, and has opened up the
whole question. I do not propose, however, to refer at any
very great length to the facts of this case, as they are suf-
ficiently disclosed by the report which has been printed
and is in the hands of all hon. members. I shall, however,
make a slight reference to the conduct of one of those gen.
tlemen, namely, Mr. Rémi Tremblay. First, however, I
propose for a few moments to direct your attention to the
law and to a few precedents which we find in the Journals
on this subject. The hon. gentleman from Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier) read the statute which the Speaker took as
his warrant for his action in this matter, and it seens to me
that the words of the statute plainly cover the case. They
are as follows :-

" If any complaint or representation is at any time made to the Speaker
for the time being of the misconduct or unfitness of any clerk, officer or
messenger, or other person. attendant of the House of Commons, the
Speaker may cause an enquiry to be made into the conduct or fitness of
such person ; and if thereupon it appears to the Speaker such person
bas been guilty of misconduct or is unfit to bold his situation, the
Speaker may, if such clerk, officer, messenger or other person has been
appointed by the Crown, suspend him and report such suspension to the
Governor General, and if he bas not been appointed by the Crowa, the
Speaker may suspend or remove such person."

I ask you, how could language be more general than that:
" Any clerk, officer or messenger or other person attend-
ant on the House of Commons." One would certiinly
presume that if there had been any intention to make a
distinction between officers appointed by the Speaker and
officers appointed by the Crown and officers appointed by
the Committee of the House, that distinction would have
been expressed in the statute. I find that Mr. Bourinot,
the able and learned clerk of this House, had evidently
formed the opinion that this clause in the statute, 31 Vic.,
cap. 27, sec. 9, applied to a case like this. Because, in
the valuable work upon " Parliamentary Procedure and
Practice," at page 174 we find this :

" Under the Act providing for the internal economy of the Honse, the
Speaker may, after enquiry, suspend or remove any clerk, officer or mes-
senger who bas not been appointed by the Crown; but, in the case of
an officer so appointed, he may suspend hi% and report the fact to the
Governor General."

Then we find a note referring us to 31 Vie., chap. 27,
sec. 9, which is the very section of the Revised Statutes
which I have read. Then, on page 193, continuing the
same subject, Mr. Bourinot gives us a case which occurred
in 1873, where the Speaker dismissed an officer of the
House, Mr. Elie Tassé :

"In 1873, Mr. Elie Tassé, one of the translators in the service of the
House--"

Precisely the same sort of officer as the three gentlemen
whose cases are now being discussed,-

" la the ame Session the House resolved that an article In the St.
John Freeman, of which Mr. Anglin a member, was editor, was a libel
on the House and certain members thereof; but no ulterior proceedings
were taken as in the O'Connell case of 1838."
Now, on turning to the Journals of 1873, I find that Mr.
Tassé, a translator, was called before the House.

Sir JOHN A. MOACDONALD. A translator?
Mr. IVES. Yes, precisely the same office as this, and,

on the motion of the Hon, Mr. Dorion, of Napierville,
seconded by the Hon. Mr. Holton, it was

" Ordered, that paragraphs 9 and Il of an article in the newspaper
Courrier d'Outaouais, published at Ottawa, on the 4th day of A pril
instant, and headed ' La masque est levé,' be now read by the clerk of
the House; and the said paragraphs were read, as follow."

And reference is made to a Mr. Tremblay, who was a mem-
ber of the House. and Mr. Prévost, who was also a member
of the House, and, on the motion of the Hon. Mir. Darion,
seconded by Mr. Mackenzie, it was:

" Ordered, that the Sergeant-at-Arms having reported that Elle
Tassé, of the city of Ottawa, was not to be found within the precincts
of the House, Mr. Speaker do issue his warrant, summoning the said
Elie Tassé to appear at the Bar of this House at half-past seven o'clock
p.m. this day."

On the following page of the Journals, page 134, I find:
" The Order of the House of this day for the attendance at the Bar of

of this House of Elie Tassé being read, the Sergeant-at-Arma reported
that, in obadience to the Order of the House, Mr. Tassé was in attend-
ance "

Mr. Tassé was then examined. He said ho was not the
proprietor of the newspaper, but ho admitted that he was
the responsible editor, although he did not admit that ho
wrote the article. and as a matter of fact I believe he
did not write it, but the faot was proved that he was the
responsible editor of the paper. Mr. Tassé was thon direct-
ed to withdraw. Now, in this case you have a translator,
precisely the same officer as those whose case we are con-
sidering, performing the same functions to the House in
1873 that these gentlemen performed to the House in 1887,
called before the Bar of the House, brought within the
jurisdiction of the House, the House itself establishing the
fact upon which the Speaker and not the House subsequently
acted, and yet, having this translator before it who was
performing exactly the same duties and occupying the same
position that these men did, the House did not dismiss this
man, but simply established the fact, and the Speaker dis-
missed him and afterwards reported that ho had dismissed
him. Now, I find, in the 2nd volume of the Ransard of
1878, that a discussion occurred in Committee ofSupply on
the item Miiscellaneous Printing, where it was stated that
a certain extra clerk in the employment of the House had
been guilty of writing an article abusing a momber
of the House. Several gentlemen spoke with re-
ference to the matter, Mr. Mackenzie said :

" That the Oommittee [that is the Internai Economy Committee]had
nothing to do with the employment of these personh, except to fill up
any vacancies that might occur. This was entirely under the control
of Mr. Speaker and the clerk of the House. He understood that the
Auditor went over al. the items of payment."

And Mr. Cartwright said :
Il i i k t fl _d in

Th at a sessional cierk had, over v on" a ur re a ecv ewas brought to the Bar and examined as to his connection with an letter on a member of the House, and he was informed that the moment
article in the Courier d'Outaouais, reflecting on certain members. He that this fact was brought under the notice of Mr. Speaker, he at once
admitted he was the writer, and subsequently the Speaker informed the dismissed the offending official
House that Kr. Tassé was dismissed."

Mr. LAURIER. He was appointed by the Speaker him- Mr. McDougall. of South Renfrew, said he thought this was
self. an extremely proper course to take under such circumstances.

I find also that, in 1876, and thisis rather to the point as to
Mr. IVES. He was not appointed by the Speaker. This the fitness of these men and the propriety of their dismis-

was in 1873. sal, an engagement was made by the Chairman of the

Mr. LAURIER. He was appointed by the Speaker. Debates Committee of Mr. DeCelles, who is now one of
the joint librarians of the House, and was thon one of the

Mr. IVES. He was appointed by the Speaker of that editors of a newspaper in the Province of Quebec, and em-
date. J ployed him to take charge of the translation of the Debates
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of the House. Mr. Decelles came to Ottawa to perform the
duties of that office, and to lis surprise thore was a good
deal of disturbance created by the bon. gentlemen who then
sat on this side of the House. They thought it was not
proper tiat Mr. DeCelles who was a Bleu should have this
office. and the point was raised in the House, and Mr. Young
who I think was the Chairman of the Debates Committee
at that -time, said, speaking in answer to Mr. Kirkpatrick :

"I will tell the hou. gentleman. The gentleman in question is an
active writer, employed on the staff of a leading French paper, while
the feeling existing between political parties in the Province of Quebec
is very bitter, and certain members felt that it would not be fair that
the translation of the Debates of this Bouse should be entrusted to a
gentleman who is in such bitter opposition to them, That is the only
reason.."

That was the only reason why that arrangement was not
carried out. As I said, in rising, the statute is perfectly
general in its terms, and I think the onus of proof would
be upon the on. gentlemen opposite who assert it, when
they claim that these translators do not fall within that
meaning of the clause of the statute. We find the statute
to be general in its terms, we find no provision for the dis-
missal of these translators or any other translators by the
committee. We find that the committee in this case re-
ported they had no authority to act, and we find Mr.
Speaker basing his action upon the general and plain
terms of the statute, and he acts in accordance with prece-
dents which you find in the Journals of the House, in
accordance with the uniform line of precedents; and there-
fore I say that so far as the legal position is concerned, the
motion of the hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition
cannot prevail. The Speaker clearly acted within his legal
right in taking the course that hedid take. Now, we come to
the other point. The on. gentleman who leads the Opposi
tion says that a different rule should be applied to translators
than that which is applied to other public servants. Well,
I cannot see the distinction. These men are paid a salary
for their whole time. They are paid, certainly, all they can
get in any other walk or avocation of life. They are at
the call of the Chairman of the Debates Committee at any
time, and if called upon would be obliged to come here and
devote their time and service to the country. Their whole
time is paid for, and whether it is or not, they certainly do
not fall under any other rule in their conduct from iat
which prevails with regard to other civil servants. Why,
Sir, the hon. gentleman says that these men ought to ba
excused, because other translators had entertainel the
idea that they had a right to abuse members of Parliament
and to say things that they would not be permitted to say
if they were other public servants than translators. Sir, it
is no argument in lavor of these men that others have
done wrong, because others have transgressed decency,
propriety and law, it is no reason why the Speaker ehould
be condemned for having acted on this statute when he
was satisfied tiat these men had transgressed decency, pro-
priety and law. Why, Sir, if others have done it, they
have not been complained of; and the Speaker, under this
section of the Act, is not authorised to act except complaint
is made. I might fairly add, if this section of the statutei
referred only to appointees of the Speaker himself, why
should it require that in all cases a i epresentation should
be made to him by some other person. If the Speakerî
knows that a civil servant has been guilty of misconduct,'
surely he might dismiss him without any complaint from anyi
one, but the general terms of the statute, and the fact thati
representation has teobe made in order to bring about an
enquiry, establish conclusively, to my mind, that it coversà
the case of these translators. But lon. gentlemen say that1
the otber five translators have been just as guilty as thesei
three. Have hon. gentlemen opposite taken the responsibi-1
lity of making any complaint against any one of those other1
five ? Have they any right to say, until they do seo, that theE

Mr. IvEs.

Speaker would not act impartially with reference to any
complaint that might be made ? Have they any right to
say that the Secretary of State, or any other gentleman on
this side of the louse, who has a responsibility in such
matters, would urge the House to take any action upon the
question of the Speaker's conduct in the matter, in any
different sense from that which he las taken in this case ?
Until a complaint is made, until a representation is made,
until the matter is called to the attention of the Speaker,
until the Speaker is called upon to act, or until hon. gentle-
men on this side refuse to sustain the Speaker because he
proposes to dismiss a Conservative translator, the arguments
of the hon. gentleman have no weight. The hon. gentle-
man, who last spoke, had a great deal to say about the
other translators having been guilty of the same offence,
and how did the hon. gentleman prove it? fHe proved it,
not by reading anything that these other translators had
written or had said, not by stating anything that these
other translators had written or said, but by reading, or he
was supposed to read, from La Presse, with which not one
single translator in the House, so far as I know, had any
connection. La Presse was not a Government organ, was
not the organ of the Secretary of State, but it was most
violent in its abuse of the Government; also was Le Monde.
If the other translators had written the articles of which the
hon. gentleman read extracts, that might be a reason why
we should be found fault with on this side of the House for
not representing their case to the Speaker, because, car-
tainly, if they were the authors of articles such as that
from wbich extracts were read,they would deserve dismissal.
I say there is nothing in the statement of the hon, gentle-
man, there is nothing in the context of what he read that
would lead us to suppose that the transIaLors referred
to in his motion, had anything to do with the
articles from which he read extracts. Now, the principle
is perfectly clear, so far as ordinary civil servants are con-
cerned. I, myself, have heard on the floor of this House,
an agreement between the leader on this side and the
leader on that side, that civil servants deserve dismissal if
they take an active part in political discussions; I heard it
agreed between Mr. Blake and the right bon. gentleman
who leads the louse, not more than two or three years ago-
I think immediately after the last general election-that all
civil servants had a perfect right to vote for either party,
or either candidate, freely and without boing interfered
with, but when they went further than that, when they
took it upon themselves actually to canvass, actively to
assist in furthering the election of one candidate against
another,thoy were endangering their position, and that if the
Government saw fit to dismiss them they would be perfect.
ly justified in doing so. That was Mr. Blake's statement of
his view of the position of civil servants, and in that view
the leader of the Government concurred. Now, Mr.
Speaker, these translators, at least so far as Rémi Trem-
blay is concerned, went much further than that. In the
contest in Richmond and Wolfe, Mr. Rémi Tremblay was
one of the delegates to the original convention to choose a
candidate to oppose me, and for weeks, and I may say with
safety for months, before the polling day, he was actively
engaged, not only in his own municipality, but in various
parts of the oounty, holding and addressing meetings, eau-
cussing, and using bis influence in organising an opposition.
Why, only to give you an idea of how far bis interference
in the election went, I may say that, on one occasion,
shortly before polling day, I called a meeting at a certain
place. I went there with the local member and
another friend, thinking that I was going to have
the meeting to myself, that I was going to have an opportu-
nity of addressing my friends and my constituents generally ;
but I found Rémi Tremblay there. He was alone, but
Rémi Tremblay was fully equal to the occasion. He pre-
sented hiraself as the representative of my opponent, and
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ho claimed not only the right to speak at my meeting, but
to occupy as much time as I and my two friends occupied,
ho to speak turn and turn about with the three speakers on
my side. It so happened that the particular parish where
we were at the time was more or legs benighted, more or
less devoted to the politics of hon, gentlemen opposite, and
I thought it wise to concede the point to the translator of
the House, Rémi Tremblay. The result was that I was
allowed fifteen minutes, Rémi Tremblay took fifteen min-
utes, the local member was allowed fifteen minutes, and
Rémi Tremblay followed in another fifteen minutes; thon
my other friend spoke, and Rémi Tremblay spoke again,
and as a matter of great favor to me I was allowed five
minutes to close my own meeting.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Did you object to the arrangement
thon ?

Mr. IVES. 1 can only say I had the pleasure of hearing
Rémi Tremblay in these three speeches, and I bave
moderately stated his language in the complaint I have
placed in the hands of Mr. Speaker. There was one thing
that particularly struck me upon that occasion in what
Rémi Tremblay said. He told the people that Sir Hector
Langevin, Hon. Mr. Chapleau and Sir Adolphe Caron were
traitors, that they had sold their compatriots, that they had
abandoned their religion, and that they had deserted their
countrymen for the sake of the salaries they derived as
Ministers of the Crown. He said : "lNow, look at me; I
am a translator, I am employed by this G-overnment, and I
will be dismissed for the action I am now taking; but, so
warmly do I feel upon this Riel question, so anxious am I
to prevent Orangemen from controlling this country, that I
am throwing away my position, my bread and butter-and
ho told us how many children ho had and how dependent
they were upon him-and it is only my patriotism which
impels me to take this course." I thought it was too bad
to deprive Rémi Tremblay of the goal to which ho had
aspired, and if he bas aspired to the honors of martyrdom he
ought to have them, and I may say I told him I would com-
plain to the Speaker. I think I was justified in taking that
course. Rémi Tremblay was an elector in the connty; ho had
a perfect right to vote, and I would not have found any fault
if ho had made lots of Rouges, in fact he did so-he is a
good electioneer and is not to be despised as an opponent :
ho did well and made me lots of trouble. I would not have
found fault if he had confined himself to his own parish,
but ho held meetings throughout the constituency and took
a prominent part and used the language to which [ have
referred, and I think I am justified in complaining. If
any of the other translators have transgressed, the hon.
member for Elgin (Mr. Casey), who seems teobe somewhat
excited at the present moment, has only to make com-
plaint, and I believe the Speaker, as the judicial officer of
this House, will act fairly and justly in the matter. I have
no doubt ho would, but it is not proper that we should con-
demn the Speaker for acting under the plain words of the
statute on a case that came within those terms, on the
ground that other people have offended in the same direc-
tion.

Mr. MULOCK. I think it is to be deplored that in a
case like this, where one of the prosecutors is the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives), ho should
have so little regard for the proprieties of this House as to
endeavor to clinch the judgment which ho says ho has secured
against a person who is absent from this House. I think
the circumstances ought to have suggested to the hon.
member that at all events ho should have pursued the
dignified course of being neutral, and have allowed the
flouse to exorcise its own independent judgment. Instead
of doing so ho comes forward to-day as a witness making
allegations of fact, I will not say controvertible or not, but
making allegations for the purpose of prejudicing the ase

or justifying what has been done, claiming an opportunity
of making ex parte statements to the prejudice of the
accused. Is that the generous, the just, the honorable, the
gentlemanly course that ought to characterise any hon.
gentleman in this House ? The hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) says that the leader of the Govern-
ment and the leader of the Opposition at one time laid
down a poliey on this question, that they came to an agree-
ment acrosethe floor that all civil servants who took part in
elections did so at the peril of dismissal, and I think ho
went further-I am not going to say ho did if ho did not-
and said they would earn for themselves dismissal. I think
if the leader of the Opposition admitted such a proposition
during the last three years, it was the duty of the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe to have rend the identical
words of the leader of the Opposition before ho made a
statement of that kind. However that may be, my own im-
pression about the position of the civil servant is this : I do
not approve of a civil servant taking an active part in
politics. I do not approve of the language uscd in this
particular case, such language as I sec in the record in the
Votes and Proceedings-I do not think any roasonable per-
son will approve of that course, but I hold that there is a
great difference to be drawn botween the case of a civil
servant whose whole time is given to the Government and
that of a person employed temporarily who roceives only a
partial remuneration, not sufficient to enable him to live
except by making exertions outside. When owing to the
limited employment obtained bore a person is com pelle1 to
seek employment outside, you thereby rolegato him to the
full status of an ordinary citizen, untrammelled by his tem-
porary or partial employment in this House. I do
not propose at this moment to tako up the point of
law, but to touch on a point referred to by the hon. mcm-
ber for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives). He says in his
complaint against Rémi Tremblay-and all my roma ks
will apply to Rémi Tremblay-that his employrneut in this
House is distasteful to the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe. When did the bon. gentleman comn to that conclu.
sion ? If I take the evidence supplied by himsolf I ceme to
to the conclusion that it was on 30th May, 1887. The acts
complained of took place at the general oloction in 1887.
They were all over on 22nd February, 1887, and for three
months, from 22n: February to 30th M'y, there was not
one word of complaint by the hon. gentleman. During the
last days of the Session ho made complaint-thon too late to
have the matter laid before the House-to the Speaker pri-
vately, and ho made complaint at such a late date that any
man would assume that if during the three months the hon.
gentleman was not offended it was rather late or 30th May
to find out and state for the first time that his royal hîgh-
ness bas been offended by what took place some months
before. What is the hon. gentleman's position ? His col-
league in the Local House is Mr. Picard. I hold in my band
a letter written by Mr. Picard in which ho asks Mr. Trem-
blay to take the very course ho did take, in which ho asked
him to aid by voice, vote and conduct, public and private, to
turn out the present Ministry and all their supporters. Mr.
Picard, by this document which I hold in my hand, a publie
document -

So mehon. MEMBERS. Read it.

Mr. MULOCK. I have not time to road it ; but the hon.
member tor Richmond and Wolfe must have known, as a
public man, that Mr. Picard not only invited but declared
before heaven that it was the duty of Rémi Tremblay to
take the course ho did, and ho aided and abetted in the
election of Mr. Picard, and Mr. Picard aided and abetted in
the election of the member for Richmond and Wolfe. The
hon. gentleman is certainly of a very forgiving and Chris-
tian character. He was indignant at first. After the bat-
tle was over, and the possible contestation in the court was

1888. 725



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 11,

over, ho became very fierce. He found ho had been insulted
some montbs before and ho suddenly changed his views.
Ris principles changed, and if I might paraphrase

"A merciful Providence fashioned him holler,
On purpose he might his principles swaller,"

Mr. Picard speaking to those who were getting up a meet-
ing at Weedon to offer up prayers for the repose of the soul
of Louis Riel, says:

" I would have been truly happy to find myself with you and par-
ticularly on that day to express my opinion before the people of Weedon
who always supported me so loyally, and to show them once more that
their representative in the Local flouse does not fear to blame bis
leaders when they do wrong, and to even repudiate them when they
commit too serious faults. I consider, gentlemen, that the crime of the
execution of Louis Riel should be interpreted by all true French Cana-
dians as being an outrage and a humiliation thrown in their face by the
Government of Sir John. It is for this reason that the whole of the
French Canadian people should rise as one man in a union of heart and
action to prove by means of the press and public demonstrations that
they resented the injury and the outrage done them by the execution of
Riel."

Mr. IVES. Let me ask if that letter was addressed to
Tremblay, and if it is in French or in English ?

Mr. MULOCK. This letter is in English, it is a trans-
lation by Mr. Picard to the electors of Richmond and
Wolfe.

Mr. IVES. I understood you to say it was addressed to
Rémi Tremblay.

Mr. MULOC, It is not addressed to Rémi Tremblay, but
does not the hon. gentleman understand that ho is one of
the French Canadian people? ls the hon, gentleman so
obtuse that hedoes not understand the status of the French
Canadian people, ho who is offended by Rérni Tremblay
opposing him and who endoises tbe action of Picard and
invites him to promote his election. I say, under those
circumstances, no man in his serises would have attached
any importance whateor to the utterances of any person
who would say that the conduct cf Mr. Tremblay was
offensive to him and his presence as an employé of this
Louse distasteful. I will not discuss the question any longer

than simply to make those observations. With reference to
the legal point, I have no intention to touch upon it. If this
matter had been stated candidly and impartially, if the
member for Richmond and Wolfe bad stated : I endorsed
Mr. Tremblay's action at one time, now I go back on it, then
he would have made a full and candid statement. He did
not do so and now ho takes the opportunity in an unmanly
manner of asking for the dismissai of a man whose conduct
ho previously endorsed.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker lef t the Chair.

After Recess.

IN COM,1ITTEE-THIRD RE ADINGS.

Bill (No. 53) to make further provision respecting the
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Railway Company.-
(Mr. Paterson, Brant).

Bill (No. 25) to conîrm the chapter of incorporation of
the Great North-West Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Daly.)

Bill (No. 23) to reduce the Capital Stock of "La Banque
Nationale."- (Mr. Bryson.)

Bill (No. 11) to empower the Merchants Marine Insur-
ance Company of Canada to relinquish its Charter and to
provide for the winding up of its affairs.-(Mr. Curran.)

Bill (No. 51) respecting the Federal Bank of Canada.-
(Mr. Cockburn.)

Bill (No. 70) to incorporate the Montreal Island Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Desjardins.)

Mr. MuLoor.

Bill (No. 74) to amend the Act to incorporate the Kin-
cardine and Teeswater Railway Company.-(Mr. Rowand.)

Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Ottawa and Parry
Sound Railway Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Renfrew.)

Bill (No. 22) to incorporate the Eastern Assurance Com-
pany.-(Mr. Macdougald.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (Ne 73) respecting the Stanstead, Shefford and Cham-
bly Railway Çompany.-(Mr. Fisher.)

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 98) respecting the International Convention for
the Preservation of Submarine Cables.--(Mr. Thompson.)

DISMISSAL OF FRENCH TRANSLATORS.

House resumed debate on the proposed resolution of Mr.
Laurier, and amendment of Mr. Mills.

Mr. MU LOCK. Before recess, I called the attention of
the House to the conduct of the hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe (Mir. Ives) in order to show that, in my judgment,
there was no sincerity in his assertion that ho felt in any
way aggrieved by the conduct of, at least, one of the trans-
lators. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will give you the published
record which ought to have been known by the hon.
member, being a stateuent of one of the witnesses on
whom ho relies on this case, namely Mir. Picard, his co!-
league in the Local Legislature. One of the papers filed by
the hon. gentleman with the Speaker, is a statutory declar-
ation by Mr. Picard whom the hon. member for Rich-
mond andWolfe adopts as his witness in this case. The hon.
member objects to the utterances of Mr. Tremblay, and ho
takes hie place on the platform boside Mr. Picard, ho
promotes the election of Mr. Picard, and Mr. Picard pro-
motes the election of the present member for Richmond
and Wolfe in this House. Now, what are the principles of
Mr. Picard and those of the hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) ? The letter I was quoting before the
House rose is as follows:-

" To the organisers of the religious and patriotie demonstration at
Weedon, on the occasion of the requiem services for the repose of the
soul of Louis Riel:

" GENTLEMEN,-I regret exceedingly to fin myself on account of sick-
ness in the impossibility to be at Weedon to assist at the requiem services
which you are having celebrated for the repose of Riel who died a
martyr for hiving loved too much his fellow-countrymen, the Half-
breeds of the North-West, and whoe had labored constitutionally to aid
them to obtain the redress of grave injustices which the several Govern-
menta at Ottawa since 1884 had allowed to be committed against them.''

Those were the views of Mr. Picard, those were the views
that the presont member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives) endorsed, and they were the views expressed by the
translator whose conduct is complaiued of by the hon. mem-
ber for Richmond and Wolfe. The writer goes on to say:

" In anv case, if I am not with you in person, tell the friends who
sympathise with the cause of Riel (Iam sure all the people of Weedon
are unanimous) that I will be with them in heart and spirit. [ would
have been truly happy t find myself with you, and particularly on that
day, to express my opinion before the people of Weedon who always
supported me so loyally, and to show them once more that their repre-
sentative in the Local flouse does not fear to blame his leaders when
they do wrong and to even repudiate them when they commit too serionus
faults. I consider, gentlemen, that the crime of the execution of Louis
Riel should be interpreted by all true hearted French Canadians as
being an outrage and a humiliation thrown in their face by the Govern-
ment of Sir John.

Those were the sentiments the present member endorsed
when ho wanted to get the votes of the people of Richmond
and Wolfe. Those were sentiments repudiated by him
when he got installed in hie seat. The writer goes on to
Bay :
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"It is for this reason that the whole French Danadian people ahould

rise as one man in a union of heart and action to prove by means of the
preus and public demonstration that they resented the injury and the
outrage done them by the execution of Riel."
low is this to be done ? This invitation points out the way.
The present complainant knows about this invitation. It is
to be be done as follows:-

" To sncceed effeetually in this great National movement, let us be
energetic, but also, let us be moderate and prudent, and above all, let
us be persevering in following the idea which gave birth to this patriotic
movement.

Loet Liberal and onservatives join together to form in a frank andhone8t manner a great National party."l
What for ? To secure the defeat of the hon. member for
Richmond and Wolfe ? Yes.

" To overthrow the Government of Sir John Macdonald."
The hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives)
actually invites to the platform a gentleman to support him
whose policy and object in life was to overthrow the
Government of Sir John Macdonald.

Sir JOHN A. MAQDONALD. A very laudable pur-
pose.

Mr. MULOCK. There are different ways of accomplish.
ing a laudable purpose. In this par ticular case you will
observe the gentleman who was asking the support of

himself to one township, but it happened that he went to
some other township. Does not that prove want of @in-
cerity on the part of the hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) ? Doos it not prove that the Speaker,
having heard the admission made by the hon. gentleman,
should attach no importance to the staternent made in the
letter of the present member that the presence ot Rémi-
Tremblay was distasteful to him by reason of Mr. Trem-
blay's conduct during theo election ? I think this discussion
has resolved itself into one point. It appears to me that
the Government are at the bottom of this transaction. It
cannot happen except through the influence of the Govern.
ment, and it is part and parcel of a certain policy, which I
believe is the only settled policy the Administration bas,
and that is to remove from office by lorce overy man who
will not vote for thom, to crush all who cannot crush them.
We know that the Government's railway policy was fixed
until it was changed, but it has boen changed a good many
times. They have had a fixed policy of loyalty, they were
not going to discriminate, but they did; they had a fixed
policy in regard to the tariff and were not going to have
reciproecity, but last night I understand the First Minister
said he had offored unrestricted reciprocity.

Mr. SPROULE. Question.

another gentleman to defeat the Cainet, afterwards Mr. MULOCK. The hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
objected to the principles involved. He goes on to say: Sproule) is always calling question. I only wish that the

"I conclude by wishing you success and by telling you that if we great naturalist, Mr. Darwin, had lived long enough to set-
French Canadians are united, that if we work all together hand in tie bis theory about the missing link. I do not intend to
hand, we shall soon rise from the painful position in which we are go into the policy of the GCovernment except on this oneplaced to-day because we shal certainly have to aid us the help and point of dismissals, and I see the hand of the Government atalliance of ail good Engtish ctizens." the bottom of this, the same as we sce the band of theIncuding cf course the hou. member for Richmond and Governmont at the bottom of the diemissal of those threeWofe (Mr. Ives). No doubt ho presented bis case in that Irishmen in Montreal the other day. I am not going toway. discuss why they were dismissed. Everybody knows why"Of all those who desire as we do, to see peace, concord and karmony, they wero dismissed. They had made themselves distaste-
reig between the divers races which compose this Dominion; the atr ful not by speaking but by simply excrcising their right toare jet numerous enough to make us hope for a decided triumph Ibeforevte ThstreIihmn imlvodagitte
long. That is my hope." vote. Those three Irishmen simply voted against the

Government and they wore dismissed, and hre we haveThese were the sentiments which Mr. Picard endorsed, and this time dismissed Frenchmen. What are those hon.they do not appear to be such as to prevent the prosent gentlemen doing now ?. They were once declaiming
complainant taking bis place on the platform beside him, against a war of race and croed but they have adopted a
and the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Ur. Ives), different policy. They are now declaring a war of race
took advantage of Mr. Picard's influence, vote and support; and creed against representatives of two of the large ale-
and yet after the contest is all over this hon, gentleman ments in this country. I thought that every true Canadian
finds out some months afterwards that bis dignity bas been welcomed to Canada a man of any nationality if ho became a
offended. Let us take the utterance of the bon. member to- good citizen and helped to promote the welfare of theday. Where does ho draw a lino as to what a person under country. I thought the shamrock was entitled to a place
those circumstances can do? He says he finds no fault here in Canada, I thought it was entitlod to take
with his constituent, Rémi Tremblay, for speaking in root here and grow. I thought that the fleur de lis was en-
his own parish. This gentleman, I suppose, was a titled to a place in the Canadian nationality, but bon.
resident of one of the parishes in that riding He says he gentlemen now for some reason and on account of some in-
would not have been offended if Mr. Tremblay had confined fluences behind appear to have laid down as their policy
hi operations to the parish in which ho was a voter, but what I may put in one sentence: "No Irish need apply."
when ho goes beyond that lino Mr. Tremblay doserves to be No man shall have a position in this Administration unless
thrown on a hoartless world without a position. Will the he bonds the knee to Baal, and unless ho submits to be a
hon, gentleman explain how it would be perfectly properand faithful servant and follower of the Administration hero.
consistent for Mr. Tremblay to use all bis influence to obtain Now, if that be the policy let it bo known, let it be de.
a certain result inside of certain geographical boundaries, clared, let us know exactly where we stand, and let it be a
and not to do it on the other side of the boundaries so as to part of their fixed poliuy, but do not adopt such a sham as
defeat the election of the present complainant ? I fail to see is presented in this case by the member for Richmond and
the consistency, and therefore I take it that the hon. member Wolfe (Mr. Ives), declaring that as it happened bis super-
for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) is not sincere in bis sensitiveness in spite of his botter nature, bas compelled
complaint. him to express, four months after the offence, that ho bas

Mr. IVES. If you are going to take that statement L been deeply wounded in bis feelings by a person who at
desire yon te quote it correctly. I said that althoughl1 did that time was a free and independent elector and it must
not approve of his taking any part in the election further ho remembered that the member for Richmond and Wolfe
than voting, yet I would not have taken any action against (Mr. Ives) was only a private citizen then, too. Under
him if ho had confined hirmself to bis own parish. those circumstances I deplore the action of the Administra-

tion, for they are responsible for it a.d they will be held
Mr. M ULOCK. That is what I say. It would not have responsible for it. The member for Richmond and W olfe

offended the hon. member if Mr. Tremblay had eonfined (Mr. Ives) I presume, bas dug bis own grave by this
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little transaction, the same as the member for Montreal
Centre (Mr. Curran) has dug bis grave by this arrange.
ment with regard to bis own constituents. But whether
those gentlemen have dug their own political graves or not,
the merits of the complaint made by the member for Rich-
mond and Wolfe do not, in my opinion, justify the action of
Mr. Speaker. Do not mistake me as for one moment en-
dorsing the utterances of the gentlemen in question. I have
read, and I have read with regret, some of the extracts from
their speeches, but in view of the circumstances prevailing
at the time, in view of the inflamed state of the public mind
at that time, in view of the action of leading members of
this House at that time, and in view of the necessity of for.
getting il yon can a blot on the history of Canada, of for-
getting all those sad circumstances of 1885, it would have
been wiser in the public interest and more generous on the
part of the strong to the weak that this matter had been
allowed to pass by in silence. Being of this opinion, I dis-
approve of the action of the Speaker, I condemn the Admin-
istration for it, and as to the member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mfr. Ives) I think he bas made a grave mistake, and
one which ho will regret.

Mr. LANGELIER (Montmorency). (I'ranslation.) Those
who have spoken before me, Mr. Speaker, on this side of the
House, treated the question of privilege c >ming up at pre-
sent, and I fancy that they have done so triumphantly,
proving te the satisfaction of the House that the Speaker
had exceeded the rowers conferred on him by the rules of
the House in dismissing the gentlemen whose case now en-
gages onr attention. 1 think that the hon. the Secretary of
btate wili be the first to repent the step ho is taking in
this matter. Everybody is aware that, for years past, he
has had an active part in the political affairs of the coun-
try, and it is well known, chiefly in the Province of Que.
bec, that he went over almost all the counties of the Pro-
vince delivering rude blows and receiving as rude in return.
I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that the hon. the Socretary of
State bas always entertained the feelings which ho ex-
pressed to-day. He bas not always been so touchy as he
would have us believe that ho is in the present case. To
establish this, I may quote a few lines of a speech delivered
by him in this House, on the 12th April, 1884. This is
what ho said in reference to the above, whieh ho received:

"I never looked for general approbation. In ihe numerous and
bitter encounters of which our Province has been the arena, one had to
expect as many blows as ho gave. I hrd my share of wounds, but
those that hurt me most came from my friends. I have had the evil
fortume of being struck in my own camp. I mourned over this division
and do so still. But, I state here that despite these attacks, despite the
lawful resentments which they aroused, I never found room in my heart
for bitterness and resentment. Having never acted from passion, I can
speak without gall, and it is with the wish and trust that I may bring
my adversaries to juster feelings in my regard, that I have entered so
minutely into the railway policy which has been used against me as a
weapon of hostility."

I believe that if the hon. the Secretary of State had prac-
tised to-day the principles ho laid down in 1884, in the
speech just referred te, ho would have acted much more
wisely than ho bas done. I do net mean to treat this ques.
tion from a constitutional standpoint. I shall confine my-
self to a few words on its merits. I hold that, even if
Messrs. Tremblay and Poirier took part in electoral con-
tests, and busied thomselves with polities, they were only
making use of a right enjoyed by this House and by the
hon. the Secretary of State himself, as I shall presently
show. But before coming to that, it may ho botter to sum-
marise briefily the charges against Messrs. Tremblay and
Poirier by the hon. the Secretary of State and the hon.
member for Riehmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives). These
charges are :-That Messrs. Tremblay and Poirie.i went
through the last electoral campaign with unprecedented
violence both on the hustings and in the press. That
Mr. Ernest Tremblay, in a pamphlet addressed to the

Mr. MULOl.

Seeretary of State, indited in reference to the latter
such offensive and calumnious things that he (the
Secretary) could neither talk nor bow to him in the
House and he adds, "I sincerely say that his presence in
this House is to me such a nuisance as I hold no one has
any right to have any member put up with." Such are the
charges against the three persons who are now on trial.
To understand their case better, I think it is necessary to
ascertain how these offences are chosen. It is by a special
committee of the House, to whom the faithful reports and
the correct translations of the Debates are entrusted. And
to show how jealous the House is of the privileges allotted
to this committee and of the importance attached to it, I
may cite the following wordis from Mr. Blake when altera-
tions were proposed therein last year. He said :

" 1 believe there is no committee where the perfect knowledge of the
duties of thepermanent staff, and of the work in general, is more im-
portant than in that of the Debates ; and, for my part, according temy
right to the choice of the membersof this committee, I hold that those
of the members who have acted in a satisfactory manner should not be
removed from the committee."'

If the opinion was, at that time, that it is important not
to change the members.of the committe because, on account
of their experience in the past, they are in a botter posi-
tion than any others to see that the Dabates are faith-
fully reported and translated, I maintain it is equally
important not to change, without the most convincing
reasons, and the gravest grounds, the translators of the
Debates, as the purpose is now to do, I venture to say, from
more whim. The chief objection is that these gentlemen
meddled in politics. Well, Mr. Speaker, they did so mingle.
But, as 1 just said, they had a right to do it. And even if
they had not the right, the really gailty ones are those wbo
declared in this louse that, when they got the position,
the translators of the Debates were not hindered from tak-
ing part in political contests, writing in the papers, and
exercising all the rights of citizens. I shall cite extracts
from speeches delivered in this House by several members,
and notably by the hon. the Secretary of State. In 1884
Mr. Bergin said:

" We felt it was not the duty of the committee te inquire inte a man's
politics, but into his qualifications, and that politics had nothing what-
ever to do with a man's qualifi-:atiens as a servant of this House."

The hon. the Secretary of State having said on the same
occasion:

" We are not te judge of the political qualifications of the reporters
and translators of Hansar. We should not call up any unpleasant
reminiscences of the past, when the question is a competent officer of
the House. The only questions that we should consider in the choice
of reporters and translators for lansard, are those ofknowledge, ability
and general qualifiestion."

The hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) spoke
as below, when the question of an increase of salaries for the
translators came up. One reason against it was that out-
side the Sessions, they could write for the papers and engage
in politios. The hon. member for North Norfolk (à1r.
Charlton) said :

" I felt myself that there was no justification for granting an advance
to the transiators, most of whom are here acting as newspaper corres-
pondents and would be here whether they held tranblators' situations
or not."

This is the opinion of several mem bers of the House. The
hon, the Secretary of State himself said that when trans-
lators were appointed, there was no need to search into
thoir political views, but that their qualification as trans-
lators should alone be taken into account. Now, on this
score, no one will challenge the qualifications of these three
gentlemen, nor pretend that Messrs. Tremblay and Poirier
are not model translators, doing their work with extraordi-
nary despatch. A couple of times already, since the begin-
ning of the Session, members have complained that the
translation was quite lagging, while last year, by compari-
son of dates, it is easy to see that the translation was per-
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formed rapidly and was not backward as at present.1
make these remarks to show that, on the score of qualifica
tion, no one has found fault with the gentlemen, and no on(
has charged them with not faithfully fulfilling their duty
The only reproaoh is that they mingled in politics. I havE
already said that members of this Hoiuse admit the righ
of the translators taking a hand in politics and exercising
their civic rights, and I will now add that the Conservative
press, entrusted with the praise of the Government from
one end of the year to the other, has established the prin
ciple which, in my mind, ought to guide the majority o
this House and prevent it from doing the injustice which il
will be called upon to sanction. Take for instance, La
Minerve of the 15th July, 1884, and the hon. the Secretary
of State, who repudiates La Presse as his organ, will nol
disown La Minerve:

"The position of tranlator of the Debates prevents noue of the mem
bers of that body from meddling in politics and writing in the papers
outside of the sessions."
On the 12th July, 1886, Le Monde, the organ of the hon.
the Minister.of Public Yorks, said :

"IAs tothe question of right, Li Minerve has since decided it."

And Le Monde quotes La Minerve as above, approving of
the passage, and using it against a paragraph to the con
trary which had slipped into La Minerve. Le Monde adds

4 We repeat that our colleague was mistaken on this point, and that
evil-minded persons took advantage of the absence of the regular
editors to insert that erroneous note."
Replying also to La Minerve, La Prese' of the 20th July,
1886, said :

"ILa Minerve is rather ungracious in reproaching the translators of
the Debates for exercising a right which is recognised by the House."

Then again, Mr. Vanasse, editor of Le Sorelois, if I mistake
not, and also one of the translators of the Dobates of this
House, wrote in his paper on the 20th July, 1886:

" IMr. Vanasse repelled with spirit the unjust attacks levelled against
him. He explained that he in nowise depended on the Government ;
that he had been appointed translator by a committee of the House of
Commons, composed of Liberals and Conservatives, and that the Gov-
ernment could not dismiss him, as they had no business in the offce,
and that a vote of th- flouse of Commons was required to compass
that."

It will be seen from the above extract that this translator
took upon himself to teach the Speaker his powers. He
declares positively that the Speaker has no right to dismibs
translators, but that this belongs only to the House. The
same paper adds :

''"Mr. Vanause spoke a second time. Then Mr. Ernest Tremblay, of
Et. flyacinthe-not the sanie who tok part in the meeting in this city,
Saturday last-held forth in behalf of the Liberal cause. If we do not
always approve Mr. Tremblay's political opinions, there is one thing in
him that we do approve, and which we make it a pleasure and a duty
to state, that ie,his courteous method of debate. The polite language em-
ployed yesterday by Mr. Tremblay contrasted strangely with the wild
words, the coarse and trifling expressions of the young demagogue
Lemieux, and the audience showed conclusively that it could quite dis-
tinguish between a well-bred man and a loafer.'

These are the terms, Mr. Speaker, in which a Conserva-
tive paper, Le Sorelois, appreciates Mr. Tremblay. The
difference is palpable between the views of the Sorelois and
the manner in which the hon. the Secretary of State treats
Mr. Tremblay to-day, when be used the word "blackguard"
in presence of the House. And now, Sir, if translators
dabbling in polities must absolutely be put out of doors, we
should have no two weights nor two measures. We state
that among the translators is a Mr. Lasalle, and I am told
that that gentleman is secretary of the Conservative Asso-
ciation of Montreal. That gentleman went to the trouble
of crossing the river and penetrating into the county of;
Chambly to work against my friend, the member for that
county (Mr. Prélontaine). If it be a heinous crime for
Mesars. 'Iremblay and Poirier to have opposed the election
of the member for Richmond and Wolfe, and that of the hon,

92

1 the Secretary of State in Terrebonne, is flot the offence
vof Mr. Lasalle as great for his action in Chambly?

e Mrv. Vanasse edits Le iSorelois, as 1 hava said. At the last
,general electiens he went through the wholo campaign

e against the candidate of the National party, Dr. Ladouceur.
t Then, theve is the case of Mr. Beaulien. This gentleman,
:ywho presides ever the tranalator's office, was for several

a years editor of La Minerve. During the ilut general clec.
2 tiens, aftev vainly searching through the county of St.
.Johns for a candidate willing to sacrifice himself on the
f itar of his counntry against the hon. Mr. Maichand, a
tchoice was finally made in the person eo' Mr. Philippe
iPelletier, lawycr, of' Montreai. To give him a standing in
that oounty, and that t migbt be said Mr. Pelletier had a

tstake in St. Johns, Mr. Beaubienteok hiru into partnership.
I mention these things net by way of reproach, or to deny
their rights of acting as they did, because they have this
right, sanctioued by the pres sud the majority of members
ef this House on both sides of 1)oitics. 1 now corne te Mr.
Poirier's case. His circurustances differ aomewhat from
thse of the Messrs. Trembiay of whom one wrote
verses, and the othoe a political pamphlet. As to Mr.
Poirier I knowof notliing against him. except the charge of

ftho hon. the Socretary ot St ate. Ro is accused only of hav*
in spokon at puiitical meetings and of having insuited the

Socrotary of Stato. Shall wejudge him without hearing ?
Mir, Poirier formally denies the accusation brought against

rhim. We havey on the oeeband, the affirmation of the
hou. tho Secretary of State-for whom I ent'irtain al
possible respect-and, on the other, the formai and empha-
tic denil of Mr. Poirier, in whom I have equal confidence.
liere is his letter ini reply to the Speaker of the flouse :

IlIf 1 thouglit 1 could be agreeable to you, Mr. Speaker, in giving you
detailed explanations. in a reply te your letter, 1 should hasten to do
co. But ofwhat use ? I am amenable te the special cimmittee of the
House, known under the ame ofLebates Committee, and I amn inaà
position to prove to that committee-if it did me the honor of a sum-
mons-that I hve doue nothing to justify the demand of the Blousie for

rydismissal."
"This is, however, whbat 1 may reply te the bon. the Secretary of

State
IlI took part in polities during the recese afLer the last Sgssion, and

spoke st several publie meetings, but in se doing I exereised a rxght
recoznse 1 to our body by the chief Frenchi ergans of the Gevernment
a riglit whiili several of the members of IbisB ou8e and ci the Senate
invited mie to exercise - a riglit which iny Eonservative clleagues in
the ILnard exercised as 1 did- a riglit wbich the hon. the Socretary
of State himself seemed to recognise tilt lately, seeing that he waited
tilt the 22nd March, 1887, tu complain of me, and that he bas taken ne
account of niy share in the conteste preceding the reces wbich elapsed
after the last Session."

flore we are in presence of an affirmation and a deniai.
Weil, Sir, as the flouse coastitutes itself a tribunal to-day,
and is calied te pass judgment on thia gentleman, will it
do so without hearing hirn ? Mr. Poirier declaros that the
charges againat him are false and lying, aud he demanda te
be beard before the Debates Committee. May we refuse
him this simple act ef justice? Would a single member
render judgmeut without hearing the iuterested party ? I
heard the hon. the Secretar y cf State this atternoon. Ifie 8aid
it was true that he had gene out of the constitutional ques-
tion, aud entered on the merits of the question, but ho
addod that he was the plaintif lun the case. Weil, if there
is a plaintiff, there are aise defondanta; if an accuser, thiere
are accused likewise. If ho be allowed te corne on the floor
of this flouse sud lodge charges against these the gentie-
mon ; if ho be allowed te abuse them as ho did thia afternoon,
it atrikes me that, in justice, these youug mon should bc
permitttd te defend therusolves, and we should hear
their defence againat the charges brouzht against thcm.
Reference waa madea this afternoen te the case of Mr. EIe
Tassé Ta hs naaogy' with this. In the finst place,
Mv. Tassé was net ln the employ of the louse, but simpiy
in that of the Government, aud the abuse cernplained of as
appearing in La Xinérve wus written duriug the course of
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the Session, that is, while Mr. Tassé was paid to devote all
his time to the labors of the House. Mr. Tassé took it upon
himself to write to the papers and insult certain members
who were here attending to their parliamentary duties. It
follows that Mr. Tassé's case had absolutely no similarity
with that which now occupies our attention. Much ado bas
been made about Mr. Tremblay's pamphlet. The great
offence of the latter gentleman is having written a pam-
phlet which lias proved extremely displeasing to the hon.
the Secretary of State. And yet, who provided this
pamphlet? The hon. the Secretary of State himself. It
will be remembered that, in consequence of Riel's execution,
there was considerable excitement in the Province of Quebec;
everybody was carr.ed away; a great number of members
sitting in this House then shared with us the opinions
which we still entertain. It is a matter of recollection that
there are gentlemen at present in this House, who, with us,
condemned Riel's execution, but who have since left the Na-
tional party whieh was against that execution. These men
were opposed to the execution, but as soon as it was over they
felt released from their obliga ions and returned to the
Government. Mr. Tremblay's pamphlet was written
simply as a reply to a manifest of the hon. the
Secretary of State to the electors of the County of Terre.
bonne published in the papers and made a subject
of publie discussion. In the exercise of his right as
a citizen and a journalist, Mr. Tremblay undertook a com-
mentary on the Secretary of State's manifest to the Terre-
bonne electorate. If any member of the House will go to
the pains of reading this pamphlet. he will find that it is
written in quite a loyal spirit toward the Secretary of State.
Certain passages of the hon, Minister's manifest are dis-
cussed, and these discussed passages are quoted,
and I fancy I could challenge anyone to find
in Mr. Tremblay's whole production a single expres-
sion abusive of the hon. the Secretary of State.
The most violent parts of the pamphlet are precisely the
writings of mon who, to.day, support the Government, and
the speeches of those who now back up the Cabinet. As
an instance, we have the speech of the hon. member for
Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) who said in the County of
Lévis, if I mistake not, that Sir John had begun his course
by the light of the burning Parliament flouse at Montreal
and would close it at the Regina scaffold. We have also the
speeches and writings of the bon. member for Yamaska
(Mr. Vanasse). Then there is the letter, the famous letter
which the hon. member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Girouard)
addressed to the National party at Montreal. Unluckily ho
forgot all about having written this letter, the other day, in
L'Assomption County. We had to stick it under his nose to
refreeb his memory. I shall cite a few passages from this
pamphlet, to show its spirit. The language is bold, but
courteous and parliamentary withal. If I demonstrate that
this language would be allowed in the House, I do not see
how anyone can complain of it outside of the House, and
reproach Mr. Tremblay with having said such outrageous
things against the hon. Minister as to render his presence
intolerable in this House. The following is an extract
from a Conservative paper, cited on Mr. Tremblay's 5th
page:-

" But this Chapleau is not a man, they now say. He le a jackal, a
hysna, for only wild beaste unearth their prey to devour it. This il the
exaggeration of language to which yon have driven your sycophants,
the exceus of vords which I hesitate to repeat, because opposed to al
violence."
iven Mr. Tremblay finde the language too strong.

" And do not faney that it is by a rhetorical trick that I transmit to
you this expression of sentiments held in your regard. lt isin the
ranks of your own people that you are upbraided with having recom-
mnded the trial of a man who had borne the punishment of the sentence
pronounoed against him, and who ean no longer be asked, according to
the rubrie if he bas anything to say for himself before the law takes its
course. For, Mr. Taché saye, in a work juat published, 'Why is the
iniquitous course played over again of beginning anew the trial of the
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unfortunate man exeented before the public, by citing the evidsee of
Reverend Fathers André and Tourmond, who, sworn before the court,
gave evidence whose natural conclusion was surely not the scaffold.
Even the generous and loving soul of Mgr. Grandin haa been tortured by
imputing te him a part in the matter, unworthy of hie position an&
heart. And aIl this le done, it is audaciously asserted, to sause the tri-
amph of truth.'"''

This is not their language, but it is Mgr. Taché's. On page
7 Mr. Tremblay adds:

" Yo will notice, of course, that it is not I that speak thus. It is
your own followers, now separated from yeu, whose sentiments I refer
to your appreciation."

Mr. Tremblay takes the pains, at every turn, to inform the
hon. Secretary of State that his language, severe and offon-
sive as it is, is not his eown, but comes from lips that for-
merly intoned his praises. On page 12, after ctiig five
Conservative papers, the writer says:

'' This specimen of the recent departure of your friends should suffice
to show you that the tyranaical exigencies of party spirit have no longer
any hold on those whom the execution of the Apostle of the rights of
the Half-breeds haî awakened from their torpor and that they condem
the general conduct of the Government, without caring for the previons
opposition which they bestowed upon it. I shall take the liberty to
examine your manifest, point by point, and submit to the ordeal of my
criticism, but, before beginning, I beg to remind you that Riel's ex-
ecutiin hias be'en called, in all political meetings and by nearly all the
papers of the Province, a political murder and a juridical assasination,
a horrible crime for which the Macdonald Government, as constituted
at the time ot the execution, must be held constitutionally responsible.
Messrs. Trudel, Desjardins, Bourbeau, irouard, Vanasse, Armand,
Bellerose, Bergeron, ljonservative Senators and members, were of this
mind and declared that they were abominably deceived by you and
your colleagues. Messrs. Amyot, Tarte, Garnean, Faucher de St.
Maurice, and other ministerial leaders, made similar statements.

At page 18 of the same pamphlet occurs the following:-
" Mr. Girouard,Conservative member for Jacques Cartier, said: 'The

Governament odiously deceived us. I state it openly, and will no longer
support the Government.' "

Mr. Girouard has changed hie mind since thon:
" It is not becanse he is a French Canadian that Mr. Girouard with-

draws his confidence from the Government, but because, in his view,
the Cabinet are oudious deceivers. The hon. Senator Tradel, whose
opposition to all show of rebellion is well known, approves what has
just been said. Mr. Lafamme, late Minister of Justice, adheres to the
sane movement. Mi. Desjardins, Conserva tive member for Hochelaga,
says: 'The Ministers kept us in continual deceit.' It is not of the
English members that he speaks. He speaks of you and your two
French colleagues in the Administration. And he closed by exclaim-
ing: 'The career of Sir John, which began in 1849 with the reflection
of the burning of the Parliament Bouse at Montreal, will close behind
Riel's ecaffold.'"

These are the hardest words in the whole pamphlet. In a
meeting held at Bienville, Lévis county, in 1887, Mr.
Tarte, the distinguished writer and editer of Le Canadien,
spoke thus:

"i In 1837 we had on our aide Englishmen and Frenchmen from
France. By remaining within the bounds of theo Constitution we shall
have the majority of thoughtful Englishmen with ne. We have already
the Irish with their warm hearts and blood, but we are no longer with
the Tories, and I will give you incontestable facts that justify us a
thousand times in severing our connection. lu 1869 8ir John-an
eminent man, but as tricky as he is distinguished-called Mgr. Taché
from Rome, and why ? To fool the Métis, at the risk of ruining the
p relate in the minde of atholics. Under Sir John, furthermore, the

alf-breeds have been treated as parialis. Another insult is Sir John's
letter to hie son, in which he, one of the councillors o lier Majesty the
Queen of England, appealed to the volunteers of Winnipeg and
Ontario to crush French Canadians."
And what are fr. Tremblay's commenta ?

" They call him a cheat because he l a cheat, and it is this spirit of
deceit and not his nationality which draws down that of hostility oz
his head."

I shall now cite, from the pamphlet, the words of the
hon. member for Montreal hast (Mr. Coursol):

" We have adopted this resolution, gentlemen, because honor and
justice require it. We did not ask the commutation of Riel's punish-
ment solely because he was French, but because he did not deserve
death, and in no country of the world are political delinquent
exocuted. This is Sir John's unpardonable mistake as the reason why
we deaert him.

"We do not seek a war of races, we ask only one thing-to respect
our race as we reupect other races. Square justiee for al on -Canadian
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soil• They who auked for Riel's head muet soon bow their own
before the indignant protest of all that is honorable not only among
French Oanadians, but among al citizens of the Dominion, irrespeetive
of race."

I will quote now the words of a man whose principles are
well known-the Hon. Mr. Malhiot, the former Conserva-
tive leader in the Quebec Legislature: -

" I always tollowed the Conservative standard, but to-day I do not
heitate in denouncing the men who are responsible for the crime against
which we protest. I do not hesitate taking part in the movement for
the overthrow of the Government that are Riel's hangmen; this is our
present business. When that Government shall have been cut off, it
will be time to find ont what new material will go to make the new
organisation. We shall see what new alliances, botter than those of
the past, should be made with the parties in Ontario. Too long has the
Province of Quebec been the footstool of our allies in other provinces.
It is time to seek fresh alliances."
Now, we find in the pamphlet of Mr. Tremblay, the resolu-
tions adopted at the Champ de Mars, where a large number
of Conservative senators and members were gathered: The
firet and second resolutions are as follows:-

" Resolved, 1. That in thus causing Riel's execution on the 16th
November, instant, Sir John A. Macdonald's Government committed an
act of inhumanity and cruelty unworthy of a civilised nation, and
deserves the condemnation of ail the friends of right and justice, with-
out diference of race or creed :

2. That the sanction given by Sir Hector Langevin, Sir Adolphe
Caron and Hon. Joseph A. Chapleau to this odious execution, consti-
tutes an act of national treason and specially deserves the reprobation
of ail the citizmns of this province."

These again are among the strongest expressions found in
the pamphlet. They are not Mr. Tremblay's, but come
from Conservative journalists and speakers. We have just
seen what a number of members of this House thought on
the subject. Let us learn what La Minerve, known as an
ancient Conservative organ, said on the day following .Riel's
execution :

"So deep is the repugnance inspired by the ver idea of Riel's execu-
tion that, up to the last moment yesterday, we looked fora commntation
of the terrible sentence. The hopes of a whole race are swept away,
and the spotless purity of our national escutcheon is no longer intact.
Twenty years could not elapse without the stain of blood on the great
book of Canadian Confederation. And it is very early to lose our
verginal beauty. No wonder that our people were excited to the pitch
of noisy manifestations in token of their wrath. The time for supplica-
tions is pat. That of recriminations does not suit us. The era of
inflexible determination, followed up by practical resulte, is alone matis-
factory. The evente ofyesterday will furnish a new page to our history•"

The same paper wrote on the day of the execution:
"We betray no secret in saying that accounts will have to be ren-

dered at the next Session. Sir John will be jedgod like the rest. If,
as we believo, the Orange party ae at the back cf this unpolitic act, there
will bo a defiaite sottîsmont botween that party and ourselves unies"
the decision comes on at once, which we should not regret. If tiLe Gov-
ernment have been driven by this wretched clique which lives wholly
on hate, they must abide by the consequence."

Let us hear now what the hon. member for Yamaska (Mr.
Vanasse) said on the subject :

" I protest against the execution of Louis Riel. I will no longer sup-
port the Government, whieh dois not deserve the confidence of right-
thinking mon. Sir John will carry to the grave the blot that sticks to
his name. As for me, I am prepared to resign, if my constituents do not
approve my aourse."

The hon. member has not resigned that I know of. le did
not appeal to his constituents, but, on the contrary, as his
votes show, he has rallied under the Government flag, and
may be accounted one of the most faithful friends and
valorous henchmen of the Administration. And Le
Quotidien, a paper published at Lévis, the organ, I
had almost said, of my hon. friend the member for Lévis,
as the paper ironically calls him (Mr. Guay) ;

" The voice of humanity was not heard. Right and force triumph,
it is true, but the hands of justice are reeking with blood. And if to-day
we have no further motive for saving the life of the unfortunate Rie,
we ean avenge hie memory, and save the integrity of the national
honor.

Le Nord, published at St. Jérôme, spoke in the same terme,
and closed thus:

"We denouno. the llaodonaid Qovernment and demand its dowu-
"l We denounce the Macdonald Government and demand its down-

fall."

Another Conservative journal, Le Courrier du Oanada, the
organ of the hon. the Minister of Public Works at Quebeo,
and edited by his son-in-law, had the following:-

"Yesterday we wrote: That is a day of mourning for Canada
wherein we see the building of a political scaffold. We might have
added that, fer the Province of Quebee partieularly, this date of the
l6th November is funereal. At Montreal, Quebeo, in al the populous
centres, the news of the execution was received with expressions of
compassion and anger. Most certainly Quebec expected an act of
clemency. She wau disappoiated, and hence the excitement."

The Journal de Québec said in its turn:
" The Regina tragedy gives rite to a problem hard of solution, but

which is not beyond human wisdom."

And another paper, Le Nouvelliste, at that period the organ
of the hon. the Minister of Militia (Sir Adolphe Caron),
added this ;

"But the rage of the Orange Tiger wa unsated.
"Now it is satisfied.
"The French Catholic element as paid Its tribute to the hatred of

the Sectarians.
" The Conservative party of the Province of Quebec ias received the

reward of the politIcal alliance which enabled that ministry, despised
in its own province to @hare with it the honore of power.

" Our delegationlhas the'sentiment cf patriotism and of national honor.
It possaesses the confidence of the people. Let it consult wisely and
act with prudenee, and it eau reckon on the support of the whole pro-
vince in all that it may undertake te maintain it standing and ensure
rofitable alliances. it is useless to blind ourselves to the fact that
rangeism which has always been a diuturbing element in the Con-

servative party, has dug an abyse between us."

I fancy, Mr. Speaker, that I have produced extracts enough
from this pamphlet to show that the language com lained
of so bitterly, was not that of the author, but, on the con-
trary, that of Conservatifles, cited and edited for the pur-
poses of criticism. Now, honestly, had not Mr. Tremblay
the right as a citizen to discuss the hon. the Seorotary of
States manifest, a document whioh was publie property
and which appeared in the papers ? Had he not tie right
to interpret after his own fashion, and to cite the words
and the writings of mon who, before Riel's execution, had
supported the (overnment, and who have since returned
under the paternal roof ? There is another point that
ought to strike the members of this House. As we are
ready to pass sentence on these gentlemen; as the majority
are inclined to expel them without hearing, I will tell the
hon. the Secretary of State that he is wanting in justice
toward them. In his manifest to the electors of Terrebonne
county, he com plains of baving been condemned without
being heard. This is what he says, among other things:

"Much as I respect the national feeling which gives rise to the
present movement, I also deplore the cause of the uprisng and mourn
over the sad results that may flow from it. The firet proof that the
cause is bad is that a spirit of injustice seems to control it. Old and
tried servante of the country.are suspected accused and oondemned-
without being heard, and even before they have spoken.

Since the hon. the Secretary of State, in this case, com-
plained of being condemnecd unheard, regarding this as an
injustice, how can he change front to-day, and ask the
House to condemn these three young mon, who have had no
opportunity of being heard? He wants them condemned
before they have a chance of appearing before the Debates
Committee, or before the House. It strikes me that he
ought to be more generous and magnanimous, and apply
the principle which he claimed for himself, when arraigned
before his constituents. Another strange ciroumatance is
that this pamphlet was written in December, 1885,
and it is only at this Session of 1888 that these
gentlemen feel that they have been insulted. This
reminds me of the story of the German who went to the
theatre and witnessed a very amusing farce. Three weeks
alter, when at home with hie wife, ho suddenly broke into a
peal of laughter. The wife asked the ground of his amug-
ment. He replied that ho wa recalling the comedy h. had
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heard three weeks before, and that it was so funny that ho eonupired againht their own worde snd enKagements, of what une are
could not help laughing when ho thought of it. These rdinary notions of houer and morality? You may do as you like, butyen will stay Bmall, and very small, besides men of Dr. Meilleur moral
gentlemen are worse than the German, for it took them character, whom yen may dismis, whom yen may drive into misery,
three years to find out that they had been insulted in their when a lucky tura puts you in power, but whom you wiU never sncceed
honor, and before laying their complaint before the House. in lowering in the publie estimation. A dismissal je a stain, but when

Teit i8 made unjustly and tyrannically, the stain is branded on the fore-There is another fact to be outlined, Mr. Speaker. T head of the htartless, mercilesg Minter who uses the force lent by
hon. the Secretary of State and the hon. member for Rich- autherity to persecute hie compatriote."
mond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) state that they were insulted I judge if the hon. the Secretary of State him studied this
in their character as members of Parliament. I deny that article of La Minerve, ho would find out thât ho is on
when this pamphlet was published, they were not members, the wrong track, and aiong with the hon. member for
but only citizens going back to their counties for re-elec- Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) would withdraw the
tion, and, consequently, Mr. Tremblay had the right to charges against Messrs Tremblay and Poirier. I trust that,
discuss public questions, the same as all other citizens, each if this 11018 decide that these gentlemen shaH bo dismissed,
from the standpoint of lis party. The above reason cannot, it wilI grant them ut least this amount of elementary
therefore, be urged. When these gentlemen come and tell justice, to whicb everybody is entitled-the opportunity of
us that they were members of Parliament, I say that they producing thoir defence either bofore a committee ef this
were not sucli at that period. They were simply citizens House or elsowhere.
courting public favor and exposed, like all those who appeal
to the people, to have their political behaviour over- Mr.. OASEY. Mr. Speaker, the argument in regard b
hauled. And there was nothing fairer than to criticise the original reselutien befere the Iouse has been left
the hon. the Secretary of State's circular to his people. ]argely in the bands ef legal gentlemen, but it must not be
Then, since the alleged offence was committed, there was a forgotten that every member of Parliament is supposed te
dissolution of Parliament, and there was one Session last be as good a lawyer as anether, especially in regard te Lis ex-
year. Yet these gentlemen had not yet realised that they perience of parliamentary practice. Now, Sir, as you are
had been insulted. But, in the Session of 1888, probably well aware, although I ar net a lawyer, although I eau-
because other claimants came along wanting the place of net daim te ho a venerable individual, I am beginning te
our three friends, they found out that they had been deeply find mysoîf rather a venerable member of the fouse. For
wounded in their honor, and that these three young men that reasen I have ne besitation in expressing my opinion
should be thrown out on the street, after assuring them in on the point of parliamentary law that las been raised,
the past that they could take part in political contests, and and without going ever ait the arguments that have been
write in the papers, without jeopardizing their position. adduced, it seema te me, Sir, clear that ne individual can
That is the crying injustice, Mr. Speaker, which threatens deal with the employés either on the reperting or the
these three young persons. The hon. the Secretary of translating of the Debates, but that they are to be deaît
State exclaims: "I have been wounded in my honor." with by the committee of this fouse appointed for that
Well, if that be so, ho bas two channels of recourse: appeai spcialpurpe-e. ltappearsthatthatcommitteedidattempt
to the courts, or bring his charge before the House. But, if Iast year, by a ctose vote, te transfer the responsibility in
he came before the House, ho should proceed regularly regard te the dismissal te tle Speaker or te the Committee
against these three young men, in order to enable them te on Interna] -Discipline; but, Sir, they failed in doing se, be-
be heard, and not condemn them unheard. Yet the flouse cause that havirg passed in the committeo, neither the chair-
will remember that when we demanded the production of the man ner anyboüy else would venture te move the adoption
papers on this head, we could not have placed them before our of that report te the Liuse, and the report became conse-
colleagues, without the intervention of the hon. the Minister quently se much waste paper. Thereforo the responsibility
of Public Works. The documents were in French, and of the cemmittee in regard to the translatera and the power
the English majority of this House would have been te dismisa or appoint romains whero it always las been, in
obliged to judge this question without understanding it. tho handa of the committoe, and wlen the cemmittoe at.
Owing to the magnamity of the hon. the Minister of Public tomptod te deprive itscîf of that power or responsibility it
Works, the majority in this House has been enabled to was net fucesaful. The cemmittee and the committee
appreciate the facts and record their votes according te alone romained responsible for ail dealinga with those em-
knowledge. If these gentlemen have been guilty of se ployés. Tho consequenco ta that when the Speaker or
grave an offence against the hon. the Secretary of State, anybody else pretends te have dismissed those transiators
they are liable to be muleted in damages. But I appeal that pretendod dismissal is nuit and void Those translaters
to my hon. friends, both distinguished lawyers, and I ask are officers ef the fouse to.night as much as they were
them that if they claimed from the court damages for what when firat appeintod according te ry view ef panliamentary
is contained in the pamphlet, would they get a $1,000, law, and wii romain sr until they are (ismissed by the
the amount of the salary for one year of these translators? flouse or the committeoe the fouse appeinted te deal
Certainly not. The damages would be exorbitant. Then with sucb questions. I believe that if a court et law those
why should this louse, the highest tribunal in the country, translatera could collect their pay for the part ef the Session
render a judgment contrary to that which would be during whicb thoy have been bore and have net got their
rendered by the court of the country to which the hon. the salaries, and I believe if they went mb the Exohequer
Secretary of State might apply ? I shall conclude these Court they could collect their salaries ntil they are pro-
few remarks by an article of La Minerve in regard to a porly dismiësed. I am sorry te find that net only did the
dismissal which the lon. the Secretary of State would do Speaker illegally and against the erders ef the fouse pro-
well to think over before insisting on the dismissal of these tend te dismiss those mon, but at the same time li las
three gentlemen. The article is entitled : " A Dismissal appointed others in their places wli are drawing the
is a Stain," and the date is 23rd May, 1863: salaries which are due te tho mon wbom ho unfairly

and improperly profossed te strike off the roll. That is
"And yet, under the reign of the Macdonald-Sicotte Government, my view of tle technical question. My bon. friend trom

Mr. Dorion'. whole influence served to inaugurate a broad system of
iniquitous, cruel, revolting dismissals. Civil servants, conscientious,
uprght, able and without reproach, have been mercilessly thrown into bs attempted te deal with tbis question of panliamentary
the street, with no regard for their families, reduced to straits and often a but ho bas, as usual, onty shown bis complote ignor-
to want, in consequence of this cruelty of the men in power. They relied
on the public faith for maintenance in their situations, but with Minis- d ef the subjeet. The hon, gentleman quoted te us a
ters who, from first to last, have made game of plighted faith and have statute which gave the Speaker power, afteronquiry, to dis-
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miss any employé of the House. He forgot two thinge.
He forgot that the statute was passed soon after Confedera-
tion, and long before there was any Debates Commit-
tee, and long before there were any employés under the
care of that committee. Therefore the wording of that
statute cannot possibly refer to those employés. Above
alil, he forgot to tell us that the Speaker did not hold an
enquiry before proceeding to dismiss these men on the ex
parte statement of two supporters of the Government which
appointed him, and he took upon himoelf, without enquiry
or without giving the translators a chance to defend them-
selves, to exercise an illegal power, by telling them that they
were dismissed, and preventing them from drawing salaries
to which they are legally entitled at the present moment.
The hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe is ignorant of
the fact that the statute does not apply to these employés,
and ho forgot to tell you what he knew very well, that even
if the statute did apply, the Speaker did not carry ont its
terms. That statute authorises him to hold an enquiry and
afterwards to suspend; but ho held no enquiry, and instead
of suspending these officials he dismissed or professed to
dismiss them. Thon, the hon. member brought up the case
of Mr. Tassé, who was a transiator in 1873, and whose case
he said was precisely similar to this one. Here again the
hon. member for Texas-I beg bis pardon, the hon. member
for Richmond and Wolfe-it was a pure slip of the tongue-
displayed his utter ignorance of the business of the louse.
Ie bas confused Mr. Tassé, translator of officiai documents,
parliamentary papers, bills, and so on, with the translators
of the Debates. The two classes of men are perfectly dis-
tinct. Instead of the cases being precisely similar, they are
as opposed to each other as any two cases can possibly be.
Mr. Tassé, translator of parliamentary papers, was a per-
manent employé of the House, regularly appointed by the
Speaker and dismissable by the Speaker. He was dismissed
by the Speaker in pursuance of his undoubted right. But the
three translators in question were translators of the Debates,
not appointed by the Speaker, but by a special committee of
this House, to whom the House bas entrusted all its powers
of appointing and dismissing translators of the Debates. I do
not discuss the question whether Mr. Tassé was properly
dismissed or not, as that does not apply to the present ques-
tion. Then, the hon. gentleman discussed the case of an
extra clerk, which is just the same as that of Mr. Tassé.
Extra clerks are taken on by the Speaker's appointment,
and are dismissed by him at any time with or without
cause. There again there is no resemblance whatever to
the case of these three translators of the Debates. Then,
the hon. member found the case of Mr. DeCelles, who was a
translator cf the Debates in 1876, and be thought surely
that his case must be parallel to the present case ; but ho
forgot, if ho ever knew it, which I greatly doubt, that pro-
vious to 1883, the translation of the Debates was done by
contract, and that the translators at that time were not
officials of this flouse in the sense thoy are now. There-
fore that case is not at all parallel to the case before us.
Now, the hon. member said that the quotations made by my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) were from La Presse,
with which none of the translators were connected. There
again he showed that he had not been listening to the
speech of my hon. friend, for the quotations made by the
hon. momber for Bothwell were not made from La Presse
chiefly, but the most damaging of those quotations were
made from Le Monde, a paper of whicha Mr. Lasalle, one
of the translators who is stili retained on the staff, is the
editor.

Mr. CHAPLEAU, He is not the editor, although he is
a writer on a paper.

Mr. VANASSE.
wore not from Le Monde.

The extracts the hon. member read

Mr. CAS SY. I have some of them hore, and they are
from Le Monde. If the hon. Secretary of State says of his
own personal knowledge that Mr. Lasalle is only a writer
and not the editor of that paper, I acoept the statement ;
but it is quite proper to assume, when Mr. Lasalle was
known to be campaigning against the hon. Sucretary of
State at that time--

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.
Mr. CASEY. Not against him individually, but against

the Government of which ho is a member-that those
writings in the paper of which he wrote the campaigning
parts, were from the pen of Mr. Lasalle. My hon. friends,
the hou. Secretary of State and the bon. member for Rich.
mond and Wolfe, are certainly to be congratulated on the
outcome of their action on this occasion. They appear to
have sought two things-relief from some who troubled
them, and public notoriety. They have obtained both.
They have obtained a degree of notoriety which
one of them at least, the hon. member for Rich-
mond and Wolfe, would probably never have at-
tained under any other ciroumstances. They have
obtained relief from trouble by getting rid of these gentle-
men who are thorns in their sides, though it romains to be
seen what the House and the law may have to say about
the supposed dismissal. But I bave to call attention to the
fact that they do not agreo in their treatment of the cases
in all points. They unite in declaring themselves, by the
action they bave taken and the speeches they bave made,
the two members on that side of the House who bave the
thinnest skins, who most quickly and deeply foel anything
that may be said or done against them, who are the most
ready to rosent against a helpless employé of this Houso
something that may have been said against them in the beat
of the political arena. I do not know any two other hon.
gentlemen on that side of the House who would bave put
themselves in the places of those hon. gentlemen, and I say
it to the credit of the party. Does anyone suppose that the
hon. Minister of Public Works, who is sitting beside tho
h>n. Secretary of State, would have acted in this way if
these translators had taken the same action, and used the
same language against him in the heat of tho campaign ?
He has been attacked time and again in mach more violent
lauguage than that used by the Messrs. Tremblay and M.
Poirier, and bave we ever beard of his asking for the di. -
missal of any of those who have attacked him ? No.
It is these two junior members of the House who have
shown themseolves so impatient. Although much the
juniors of the hon. the Miiister of Public Works, thoy bave
shown themselves much more froward, mach more impa-
tient of contradiction, much more inclined to wreak ven-
geance on those over whom they may think they have
power. It is this young member of Pailiament and this
young member of the Cabinet who have taken advantage of
their position to gratify personal spite in this way un these
men. The right hon. the First Minister, the bon. the
Minister of Public Works, or any of the other gentlemen
who oit on the Treasury bouches, would not be suspected
by anybody on this side of taking such a course, and we
would not have suspected it of these hon. gentlemen if they
had not convicted themselves by the action they have
taken. They have shown that they possess influence of
a very peculiar and extraordinary kind with the Cabinet.
What is the sum and substance of the reasons they
give for asking the dismissal of these translators ?
They produce a number of utterances made by these
translators on the bustings, but it is perfectly clear that
these utterances, made during the campaigu, were not more
injuriaus than the utterances of Oonservative employés who
have been retained in their positions, or of hon. members
who are now hand in glove with the Ministry. Alter sott-
ing out that these translators, whose politioal autonomy
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had never been hitherto questioned, had used the language
which everybody else had used on the public platform, the
hon. the Secretary of State says :

" I could neither speak to them nor consult them in this House, and
I say sincerely that their presence in the precincts of the flouse is te me
a nuisanoe, which no one has the right to subject a member of Parlis-
ment to."

And because the hon. the Secretary of State thinks their
presence is a nuisance, ho, in bis high mightiness, the great
Mikado, the grand Llama, says the presence of these mon-
never mind their wives and families-is a nuisance to him
and they must be dismissed. That is not enough. A still
greater power appears on the scene in the person of the
hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe who says speaking
of Mr. Rémi Tremblay :

"l e is unfit for the position he occupies, hie presence i distasteful to
me, I cannot have any communication with him, and I ask that he be
dismiused from the service of the House of Commons.?

The presence of Mr. Tremblay was a nuisance to the Sec.
retary of Stato and distasteful to the all-powerful member
for Richmond and Wolfe. If it were parliamentary to use
the phrase, I should say that such language on the part of
any two members of this House in regard to any employés
depending on their positions for the support of their fami-
lies, was nothing short of scandalous. The hon. the Secre-
tary of State defended this action on the ground that the
dignity of the House required it, and ho said ho would
take the same course if any other member of the House
except himself had been attacked. Hie made a very grand
speech and played bis rôle very well, indeed; but when
our unfortunate friend from Richmond and Wolfe (Mr.
Ives) took the floor, he did what the Irishman did, ho
opened bis mouth and put bis foot in it, or rather
he put both his feet in it, for ho destroyed the
whole case which tho Secretary of State had so labor-
iously built up. The hon. member for Richmond and
Wolte told us plainly that it was not with him a question
of the offended dignity of the House, it was not because
Mr. Rémi Tremblay had said anything insult.ing to him,
but it was because ho had made too many R>uge votes in
the county of Richmond and Wolfe. Rad Mr. Tremblay
confined himself to one parish, the hon. member said, I
would not have miuded it, but wherever I went ho followed
me> and ho was making Rouge votes and abusing me every-
where. The whole case of the hon. the Secretary of State
is thus given away. It was not a question of the dignity
of the liouse, but a question of making Rouge votes. When
we come to the question of the offensive language used, lot
me ask you to compare it with that used by present sup-
porters of the Government in the course of the agitation
that followed the execution of Louis Riel. One gentleman
is reported by La Presse as having said in Montroal on the
26th November:

" The Miniutera have proved that they are heartleas. The conduct of
one whose name is never mentioned has been shameful."

I am informed that "the one whose name is never men-
tioned " is the hon. the Minister of Militia, -

" This being, whose name has been banished from the Canadian
dialect, attended a banquet where Riel's head was a surprise dish offered
to the gueste.''

That banquet, I believe, was the banquet at Winnipg,-

" Sir John made a great mistske if he thought the Province of
Quebec would accept Riel's execution without a word of protest, and h.
will be diamissed from power as he deserves. These sentiments are
engraved within our hearte, and it is the duty of all those who ean act
in a manly way to avenge the death of Riel by dismissing from power
the men who have steeped their hand in the blood of tse leader of the
half-breeds."

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, Oh !
xr. ÇAsîr,

Mr. CASEY. I hear an hon. gentleman over there, and I
think I could point him out. If I told him who the gentleman
is who is reported by La Presse to have used that language,
he would not speak to him any more. That gentleman is
the hon. member for Hochelaga, at present a member of
this House, and a warm supporter of the Government which
he then attacked in such scathing terns. He is now, however,
fit to associate with the Ministers and honored-I do not
deny that he is unjustly honored-by them, but I say that
while the Government are glad to have the support of that
hon. gentleman, those other two gentlemen which happened
to be on the opposite side of politics, and who have taken
away more votes from the hon. the Secretary of State and
from the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe than the
hon. member for Hochelaga, have to be sacrificed. I claim
that there is neither British fair play nor common sense
nor justice in the whole transaction.

An hon. MEMBER. Cock.a-doodle-doo.
Mr. CASEY. As the old cock crows, the young cock

learns. I hear a cock crowing on the back benohes, and I
would advise that boy, for he must be a boy member, or he
would know better, to observe the conduct, not only of
those immediately in front of him, but of those in the front
rows, and like them to listen quietly to what is said. My
hon. friend from Montmorency (Ur. Langelier) read in
French several interesting expressions of opinion made by
different members of the House and others; one or two of
which I beg leave to read also in English, because I am
afraid that many of my fellow citizens from Ontario were
not able to follow him in French. A despatch was sent to
the Government on the 13th November, 1885, as follows :-

" Under the circumetances Riel's execution would be an act of cruelty
of which we refuse to share the responsibility."

And that was signed not by any unfortunate translators, but
by the following members of the House:-Messrs. C. J.
Coursol, Alphonse Desjardins, D. Girouard, F. Vanasse, L.
I. Massue, F. Dupont, A. L. Desaulniers, J. B. Daouist, J.

G. H. Bergeron, J. W. Bain, P. B. Benoit, E. Guilbault, G.
A. Gigault, G. Labrosse, L. L. L. Desaulniers, F. Dagas and
H. Hurteau; in all seventeen, and this despatch was pub.
lihed in Le Monde on the 14th November, and Le Monde
stated that despatches to the same effect were signed, by
whom do you suppose? By Messrs. Ouimet, Fortin,
McMillan, Taschereau, Landry and Lesage. If any one
could say anything more severe in reference to the Govern-
ment than that Riel's execution would be an act of cruelty,
which was practically putting them in the position of mur-
dering the man, I do not know what could be said. Some
of these gentlemen have no doubt reconsidered their
decision, and they had undoubtedly a rigbt to reconsider it,
but, if they are still treated as honorable men and upright
members of Parlia ment after making such a declaration, why
should these poor men who said the same thing and no more
be treated as they have been ? I think th it the language
used by these translators on the platform and in the press
was just the same as that which was used by all the French
opponents of the Government at that time. They just took
the tone of the campaign that was going on; and when they
were accused of having used language of that kind, what
did they do? Every one of these gentlemen wrote to the
Speaker and protested tbat, if they had been carried away
by the heat of the campaign into using language which was
improper or insulting, they wished to retract any offensive or
insulting words they had used, and they asked for an inves-
tigation before the Speaker in order to clear their skirts.
They denied that they had done so in the first place, but they
said that, if they had used such language in the heat of the
campaign, they were willing to rotract and apologise. But
the Speaker did not grant them what, under the statute, he
was bound to grant them, an enquiry, which they wore
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entitled to, not as an not of grace but as an act of right and
of law. No, they were not granted that enquiry, but their
beads came off at the demand of the great Mikado and the
grand Llama. I overlooked one extract in French which
deserves to go on the pages of the anasard in English as
well. The hon. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjardins) at
the same meeting to which I have referred, said, accord-
ing to the report in one of his own papers:

" The linisters have constantly deceived nu"
And he concluded by saying:

" Let tir John's career, which commenced utder the ghastly light
of the burning of the Parliament House a% Montreal, come to an end
behind Ril' tbbet. We muet refuse our support to those who have
sold us ini the F'ederal Cabinet."

And so on. What could be stronger than that ?

Mr. DESJARDINS. Did I say that ?

Mr. CASEY. That was reported in a Montreal news.
paper, and it has not beer denied up to this day that the
hon. gentleman used that language. When an hon. mem-
ber of this House, who is still an honored supporter of the
Premier, can say that the career of the right hon. gentle.
man commenced under the ghastly light of the burning of
the Parliament House ut Montreal, which is true enough
but is not pleasant for him to hear, and when he can remain
the friend, and the honored friend, of the Premier, why
should we allow the personal spite of two members of
this House-one a junior member of the House, the other
a junior member of the Government-to be wreaked on
three innocent individuals who did not say more, who did
not say as much, and upon whose dismissal depends the
support not only of themselves but of their wives and.
families ? Everyone who was in Parliament at the time,
and everyone who has read the documents which are before
the House, knows that perfect freedom of political action
was allowed to ail the gentlemen who were appointed on
the Debates staff in 1883, especially to the translators. It
was knowd that they were journaliste, it was known that
they would be here as special correspondents, or editorial
correspondents, if they were not bere as translators, and it
was admitted on ail hands, as is proved, that they retained
their political liberty. The only proper accusation that
could be brought against them would be that they exceeded
the proper limits of political discussion by attacks upon mem-
bers of the Government or members of this House. It has
been proved that their remarks were below the standard of
the remarks which were hurled against lon. Ministers by
some of their present supporters during the campaign in
Quebec and the agitation which followed the death of Riel.
Therefore there could be no reason for their dismissal. A
great point has been made as to their attacking members of
Parliament, but it muet be remembered that at that time
the hon, member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives) and
the hon. the Secretary of State were not members of the
fHouse any more than the translators, or the reporters, or
the pages on the floor of the House. They were simply
citizens who were asking the electors to make them mem-
bers of the House, and they had no more right to
consideration than any other man who was asking
for election. If the House were to be dissolved to-morrow,
the hon. the Premier, except on account of his age and
experienoe, and his venerable appearance, would have no
more right to ask for consideration than if he were the
greenest farmer trom a backwoods settlement. Neither the
Premier nor the farmer would be a member of this House.
In regard to the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives), who in not even a member of the Cabinet, the
case is nmuch stronger, and I think the depositions, which I
hope everyone has read, or will read if he as not read them
already, which were put in by that lon. gentleman in sup- j
port of his own case, show that the language which he

complains of as insulting to himself was not as strong as
that which was used against the Goçernment by hon. mem-
bers of this House with whom he feels himself honored to
associate to-day. That is the whole case, and I think the
House, if it acts upon considerations of justice, will see, in
the words of the amendment, that these men should not
have been dismissed, even if it were within the Speaker's
jurisdiction to dismiss them, and further, that it was not
within his juriediction to dismiss them at ail. But I waive
the technical point, and I think I am within the facts of
the case when I èay that, if he had the jurisdiction, the
facts did not warrant his dismissing these mon,

Mr. DAVIN. I do not know that I should have obtruded
myself upon the louse in this debate but for some
remarks which were made by the hon. member for North
York (Mr. Mulock). That hon. gentleman indulged in
some wit of the same kind as Pome others who have spoken
on the same side have indulged in. I wili only say
this: that having listoued attentively to this debate, my
admiration for the logical power which has been dis.
played on this side of the House, is only surpassed by
the pleasure that I experienced ut those witty sallies that
we have ail been so much delighted with. It is evidently
considered a triumph of humor on the part of the hon.
gentleman who bas just taken his seat to refer to my hon.
friend from Richmond and Wolfe as " the member for Texas,"
and thon correct himseolf as though ho had fallen into that
lapsus inadvertently. And when the hon. member for
North York (Mr. Mulock) referred to my hon. friend the
member lor East Grey (Mr. Sproule) because that hon.
gentleman most proporly said "question," whon the hon.
member was travelling os far away from the question as
any hon. gentleman who has spoken on that side-and that,
Sir, is speaking as strongly as one can-when the hon.
member for East Grey cried " question," the refinod wit,
the high culture of the hon. momber for North York, found
expression in the declaration that " it was a pity Darwin
was not here, because ho would be aided in finding the miss-
ing link." Well, Sir, I apprehend that the features of the
missing link would ut once be moral as well as physical;
I apprehend that the intellcc:ual and moral features of the
missing link would ombrace this peculiarity, that hc would
have no power of cr-rdinating faets. Sir, I have listened
to bon. gentleman after bon. gentleman bore to-night, and
I am bound to say that had I not hoard them speak on
other occasions, and if I had not heard thom talk over the
tea table down in the supper roam, when at times I have seen
some evidence that they are capable of roasoning, I sbould
have thought Darwin need not go to the momber for East
Grey, but he might find ail the moral foatures of the miss-
ing link amongst hon. gentlemen who have been speaking
on the Opposition side to night. Why, Sir, when I heard
thehon. gentleman from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) speak, I was
amazed ut his finding an analogy between the position of
Dr. Kenealy, a member of the British House of Commons,
and one of the gentlemen employed as a translator in this
House. But another hon. gentleman insista, in fact one
hon. gentleman after another insista, that there is no
analogy whatever between an ordinary sessional clerk
and a translator, thoug h there are all sorts of ana-
logies between the position of a member of the
English Houase of Commons and one of the tranalators of
this House. Sir, I fear that the brain of my hon. friend the
member for Bothwell ie a brain of defective analogies. My
lon. friend is a learned man, he is a man of great industry,
and his mind is stored with facto, but ho is incapable of co-
ordinating them, and the consequence is that ho belongs to
that race of statesmen who are very learned but who are
always wrong. He is like a clock with an elaborate face to
it, but that never tells-the right time. I like to hear him,
I like to look at him, but I will say this, that the genias of
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persuasion may have kissed his brow, but it was with frozen
lips. Now, Sir, there are three questions before this House.
The hon. leader of the Opposition, like a statesman, raised
the question of the jurisdiction of the Speaker. I will not
trouble the Bouse with going over the ground that was so
admirably gone over by my hon. friend for Richmond and
Wolfe, but I do say that he showed clearly that the Speaker
has jurisdiction in this case. Then the hon. member for
Bothwell comes in with an amendment and he casts doubt
on the position taken by his leader; to use the admirable
expression of the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe, he
proposes a vote of want of confidence in his leader. He
says that even if the Speaker have jurisdiction, still, under
the circumstances of the case, the Speaker should not have
dismissed these gentlemen.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. If he had jurisdiction.

Mr. DAVIN. Even if ho have jurisdiction. I am obliged
to my right bon. friend. That is not the only time ho las
corrected me; I am always satisfied to be corrected from
that source, Mr. Speaker. He then, in a certain sense, pro-
posed a vote of want of confidence in himself, and ho goes on
to say, as knowing that he had not taken a very secure posi-
tion, that "in the opinion of this House the language used
by those translators was not more violent than the language
used by translators who have not been dismissed." Now,
this is not a hasty utterance in debate, this is fnot a
hasty expression, that the ebullient genius of my hon.
friend might have led to; this is a carefully worded amend-
ment, and what do we find ? We find this hon, gentleman
taking up this logical position that, because some other
translators may have done wrong, therefore the translators
whoqe wrong-doing lias been brought to the attention of
the Speaker, should go scott free. The hon. gentleman is a
lawyer, and what would be thought of him, what would a
judge think of him, if ho were to defend a criminal at the
bar by saying.: "My Lord, I grant you that the ease is
very strong against this criminal, but there are at least half
a dozen mon just as bad who have never been arrested."
As I say, Sir, it is part and parcel of the logic that bas
been manifested. Take this newspaper scrap business -1
the style with which they discuss subjects by means of
these newspsper extracts. I have heard, Sir, of thunder
and smaill beer, this is a case of thunder and big scis
sors. They come here with their newspaper scraps. What
on earth does it matter to this Bouse what the Minervet
said ? The hon. gentleman for Bothwell declared that we
should approach this question in a judicial spirit-what
does it matter to this flouse what one newspaper after
another has said ? The question we have to decide here,
in the first place, is, bas the Speaker jurisdiction ? Thon the1
other question has been raised, whether, if ho has jurisdic-c
tion, ho bas properly exercised that jurisdiction ? Now, Sir, a
about the accuracy of my bon. friend the mermber for Elgin 1
(Mr. Casey). He brought that light, airy artillery of his witr
and humor on some hon, gentlemen opposite, and ho spoke t
of the inaccuracy of the hon. member for Richmond and L
Wolfe. Well, Sir, the hon. gentleman himself declares that r
the three translators appealed to the Speaker, that they t
wanted an enquiry before the Speaker. He said thatv
with the documents in his hands. What is the fact? r
They never did anything of the kind. They wanted an i
enquiry before the Debates Committee, of which I happen to I
be a member, and when the question came before that com-1
mittee we discussed it very fully, and what we decided was
this: That while we were seized as regards any question of t
want of efficiency on the part of these men as translators, 0
we had nothing whatever to do with ti eir conduct apart
from that; and we referred the matter back tothe Speaker.
And what does the Speaker do? The Speaker meets that 1
committee of thefHouse that has charge of the conduct of s

Mr. DaVm.

what might be called the government of the household
bore. They met, they discussed the conduct of those
gentlemen, and they decided that it was not in the public
interest they should be retained. What idea have hon.
gentlemen of what should b done? Do they suppose that
it is to be accepted for one moment that if the conduct
of any subordinate employé of this Parliament is not
such as entitles him to be retained in the employment
of Parliament, we are to meet every night like this, and
hon. gentlemen are to come here with their newspaper
scraps and give us this scissors rhetoric, and all as to the
question whether some person was properly dismissed or
not ? Why, the fact that we are debating this question
bore shows that if any wrong were done, the jurisdiction of
the Speaker will not be final and we can discuss it here. Far
be it from me to say one harsh word of those gentlemen.
I do not know them. That profession is cognate to the
profession that I once exercised myself, and my sympathies,
so far as I have any sympathies, are with them. But
what do we find ? The hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Casey)
says that they apologised ; he says that they expressed
regret. I am sorry to say that the worst part of the con-
duct of those gentlemen is not, in my opinion, what they
said on the hustings when fighting a political battle, but
in the demeanor they assumed when dealing with the
Speaker who represents this House of Commons. Their
position is this: they defied the Speaker. They said: " You
have no jurisdiction ; we appeal to the Debates Committee.
They say they have an independent position which has
been recognised. And how do they prove this independent
position ? By answering that they are in the employ of
the Parliament of Canada, in the employ of the Government
of Canada therefore, which represents this House for execu-
tive purposes, and yet they can go through the country
and try to lower the efficiency of that Government by
lowering its dignity. Do hon. members think that such a
position is tolerable ? The hon. member for Richmond and
Wolfe (Mr. Ives) quoted certain dicta, from the Hansard of
1878, but there are stronger dicta which the hon. gontle-
man might have quoted if he had thonght of them; these
are statementi of a gentleman who will be thought the
highest authority by Ion. gentlemen of the Opposition. I
have the language before me of Mr. Blake, who said :

" So long as nomination by patronage continues, resulting generally
in the appointment of one friend of the party in power, it must be agreed
in the course of time that public officers muet dissociate themselves alto-
gether from the field of politics. Everything pointed to the position
that a public servant should be neutral-that he should have nothing to
do with politics, that he should not consider himself the servant of the

fljrty or the iuinority, but the servant cf the whole people, that ho
'hoo aveeuch relations te the memhers of this House that'the most

active partisans on either Bide might have free, frank and friendly com-
munication with him on public matters "
And yet with such statesmanlike language on the part
of the late leader of the Opposition, a man whom we
all honor a man beld in reverence by the Opposition,
here we have one member of that party after another
rising and denouncing the Secretary of State, forsooth,
because ho gave expression to the very difficulty that has
been sketched by Mr. Blake. le found it difficult to
meet those people he said ; it was not pleasant to meet
them; he ocould not have that frank and free discussion
with them that Mr. Blake said was essential te that
relationship not merely between a member of the Govern-
ment and an employé of this House, but between the
humblest member of this House and such an employé.
That is not all. In the same speech Mr. Blake said:

" But there was a concurrence of opinion among both parties that
heir right ougbt to be simply the right of voting (that is the employés),
and that any public servant who went farther than that vent beyond
he line of his duty, and deserved oensure if not dismissal."

He said "dismissal."
Then Mr. Mackenzie in the same debate spoke equally
trongly. He said :
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Il was quit enough that they should have the right to vote und

the law ; but it was altogether intolerable that civil servants shon.l
actively engage as electioneeringagenta.>

Of course, we have the hon. member for Elgin (Mr. Case>'
saying that a certain Act, the Act that has been quoted
was passed before the Hansard staff was organised. Wha
difference does that make ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Not the slightest.

Mr. DAVIN. It requires that particular perspicuous orb
of which hon. gentlemen on the Opposition bide have com
mand, to be able to see an analogy between a member of th
British Parliament and one of the Hansard staff, and to se
no analogy between the officers described in clause 16 oi
the House of Commons Act, and a member of the Ransar
staff.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. DAVIN. I am really sorry that the hon. membe
for North York (Mr. Mulock) is not in bis place, becaus
he is a very learned gentleman, he is a distinguishe
graduate of Toronto University, in fact I think he occupies
the second position, that of Vice-Chancellor of the Univer
sity, and I will say ihis, that he is an honor to the Univer
sity. But. Mr. Speaker, I will add that his biblical educa
tion has been neglected. I arn vory sorry that he is not
here, for I should have liked to have given him a lesson on
biblical literature. ie spoke of the Governmont of Canada
as determined to dismiss theso gentlemen, arnd determined
not only to dismiss them, but to dismiss some people whom
h. describes as devoted to the shamrock, and it was beauti.
fui to see the Donnybrook Fair enthusiasm he got up
about thoso gentlemen. Ho seemed to think this (Govern
ment is determined to destroy the shamrock and fleur
de lis. I apprehend those hon. gentlemen of the Rouge
party, the leading and active members of the party,
are not very devoted to the fleur de bs. I should
have thought it would be quite another emblem they
would have been devoted to. As for the Government
going against those gentlemen, or against the devotees of
the shamrock, where is the evidence ? None whatever,
any more than there was evidence for the assertions of
the hon. member that this or that person wrote such articles
to which he referred. But my hon. friend the member for
North York (Mr. Mulock), referring to the languago that
the Supreme Power addressed to Elijah, said that the Gov-
erment was determined to destroy anyone who would not
" bend the knee to Baliol." Weil, Sir, of course we have
heard of Baal. I know Baal, but I am not acquainted with
Baliol. There is a Baliot College at Oxford, but there is no
connection whatever between the founder of Baliol College
and the Baal that is referred to in that recondite quotation
from Holy Writ. Sir, 1 am deeply grieved, 1 am grieved
becanse I know something of the early trainiug of my hon.
friend, and i know he las been well brought up. I know he
used to be sent to the Sunday-school, and that fie was after-
wards examined as to his achievements there, and 1am sure
that he must have lately neglected his biblical studies to have
given as that time-honored quotation as "bends the knee
to Bilio!." But, Sir, he is not in a very bad position,
because on that aide of the House he has the assistance of
my ingenious friend, who is the very learned member for
Bothwell (àir. Mills), and I have no doubt they will bring
out a revised edition of the Old Testament between them,
and the next time I turn to Kings, I wiil find not "7,000
who have not bowed the knee to Baal," but "7,000 who
have not bent their knees to Baliot," and my hon. friend
from Anr fHarbor will declare that some editions of the
Septuagint will be found with "Baliol " in it. Now, Sr, Ir
want to call the attention of the House to the great incon-
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er venience that might occur if the doctrines of these gentle-Id men were accepted. Suppose we acoept the doctrine of the
hon. member for BothwelI (Mr. Mills), that any conduct, no

) matter how violent against a member of this House, ani of
which a member of this House had complainod, must

% yet be overlooked by the Speaker. Suppose we accept
that, why, Sir, the language may be used towards a man
that this House would elect as Speaker, and the Speaker
would have to come in contact with gentlemen who had
used opprobrious and offensive and insulting expressions

, against him for which they never apologised ; because in
- those documents placed before us there is no apology to be
e found and only insult heaped upon insult. We have had the
e whole matter bofore us in the committee. Suppose my hon.
f friend the Secretary of State had bnco made Speaker, would
d the relationship be a pleasant one between those gentlemen

and the Speaker ? I think, Sir, it would lead to a great deal
that was undesirable. Sir, I have bard a great deal about
the rights of journalists here. I am a journalist if I am any-
thing. I have hoard a great deal about the rights of journal-

r ists, but I never have considered tbat it was the right of a
e jo'urnalist to use language insulting towards any man. If it
d wore decided that because gentlemen are journalists and have
s certain rights, that they can corne bore and be employed as
- servants of this House, and thon go when anl where they
- like and hurl insults and calumnies broadcast against some
- of the most bonored mon in this House, it would be a bad
t precedent. Why. Sir, the thing is perfectly intolerable.
a I will say this in passing, also, that in this question we
a have nothing to do with the motives of my lion. friond the
Smomber for Richmond (Mr. Ives), or with the motives of
i the hon. the Secretary of State. I will not discuss their

motives. I believe their motives to be good. I believe the
Socrotary of State, when ho says that he is anxious for the

- dignity of the House, is sincere. Why, Sir, if a man occupy-
ing his position wero not joalous for the dignity ofthis House

3 ho would not be worthy of his position. When ho says he
is jealous for the dignity of this House I believe him. But,
Sir, I put aside the question of his motives. We have
nothing to do whatever with the motives any more than a
judge administering the law would have anything to do
with the motive of' a man who had brought before his
attention a person charged withl certain offences. All the
tjudge would have to do in such a case would be te docide
whether the indictment lay, whether the charges were
proved, ani if so, he would have to tind accordingly, what.
ever the motives might be. Mr. Speaker, I have brought
before the House the points that struck me as I listened to
this debate. [ hope that my hon. friend, the member for
Hochelaga (Mr. -Desja'rdins), will speak on the subject, and
he will go more fully probably than I have into what was
done in the committee, if ho should think it necessary so te
do. But, Sir, on this subject I may be permitted to express a
hope which [1trust will meet with the approval of theI fouse.
I do not know whether I should venture to express that hope.
My hon. friend the member for Elgin (Mr. Casey) spoke of
himself as if h were an old member, and he spoke of some
hon, gentlemen as " boys in parliamentary knowledge"
and " boys in parliamentary experience." Well, Sir, in the
same way I am a boy in parliamentary experience as com-
pared with my hon. friend the member for Elgin (Mr. Casey),
and yet, Sir, I will venture-throwing myself on the indul-
gence of the fHouse-to express the hope that the older
members will set to young members such as I am a better
example of deliberative discussion in this assembly-this
the first deliberativo assembly of English-speaking men
after the Imperial Parlitment, and that they will corne here
and debate as mon with reason and with knowledge should
debate, and not come here reading bandles and yard arme
long of nowspaper extracts which have as much to do with
the question and with the reat issues as they would have to
do with an attempt to square the solar parallax.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. Mr. Speaker, the dismissal of those
officials has cansed a considerable debate in the Hlouse. The
translators are appointed by the House, the Hansard is a
growth of the House and the officers are appointed by the
House and not by the Speaker. They are not officers of
the House in the same way that other officers are. It
was only a few years ago since the Hansard was insti-
tuted by the louse and I understand and I expect that
there should be fair play in this connection, and that those
who are appointed on the staff as transiators or as short-
hand reporters should bear a relative proportion to the
strength of parties in this louse. The translators, it
appears, are eight in number. It appears that they took
part in the election that was held in the beginning of 1887.
It appears that both those who profess to be Conservatives
and those who profess to be Reformers took part in that
election, and I have no doubt they both displayed the
same amount of zeal. I have not heard complaints
against those translators who opposed gentlemen on this
side of the House. It is well known that gentlemen on
this side of the House are not apt to complain of every
trifling case that arises. They have, perbaps, just as
good cause as hon. gentlemen opposite to complain
against these Bansard translators. It appears that at
that time Richmond and Wolfe and the county of
Terrebonne were without members; the House had been
dissolved, and these gentlemen were not members of the
House. These translators were then only speaking of per-
sons who were not members of the House; and if one side
had a right, the other side had just as good a right to go out
and take part in the election. It is not seriously contended
that there shall be one law to govern those who are Conser-
vatives, and another law to govern those who are Reformers.
That would be a singular proposition to lay down ; yet that is
the principle on which the dismissal of these translators is
based. I contend, and I think I contend rightly, that the
Speaker has no authority to dis niss these translators; they
were employed by the House, and can only be dismissed by
the House. It is very probable that the translators did not
know who the hon. member for Terrebonne, the Secretary
of State, was. It is probable that they had not heard of the
greatness of that distinguished man, or read his life and
times by one of the papers in the Province of Quebeo. This
work gives the portrait of this distinguished man. But I
will trouble the House to read a little of the life-history
which it gives of him, and if these translators had seen this
and learned the great height to which the hon. Secretary
of State had attained in the political world, they might prob-
ably not have ventured to say anything about that indivi.
dual. This history says:

" In the 5th century before Christ there appeared a man to whose care
all the people of Greece seemed attached. Ris insinuating and per-
suasive eloquence had crowned him king of speech, and his oratorical
contests which were but one series of victories gave to his century the
name of Pericles. What an admirable analogy between that phase of
Greek history and the present time in Canada ? In the two countries all
depends on speech. The acts of the Governments are discussed openly,
the people take part in Government contests. Speeth is sovereign.
The statesman should be an orator. And if Pericles at Agora, in Athens,
defended the rights of bis people, here the Hon. Mr. Chapleau in seductive
accents of persuasive eloquence supports with energy the rights of pro-
gress and atriotism. Everything connected with him recalls to mind
that fine eloquence which fascinated and conquered antiquity and on-
lightened the modern world with the purest raya of oratorical art. It iu
not the harsh and dry speech of the ancient Romans which had its place
rather in the bloody battles in the circus than in the debates in the
forum, adither it that fui and majestic elhouence, but an eloquence
deep, and often without originality of which Cicero is the most brilant
representative. Mr. Chapeau belongs to the finest class of exalted
orators, the speech at the same time harmonious and sweet, his incom-
parable mastery of irony, the broadness o his views and above all hi.
invincible love for his country have raised him to the rank of Demos-
thenes and Isocrates."

Bat I will allow the hon. Secretary of State to speak for
himmelf. He appears to have been brought up with the
culture whieh my learned friend here (Mr. Davin) talke

1fr. DATIN,

about. Under circumstances so agreeable and so refined,
here is what he says of himself:

What is politics? Untit now I thought that it was the science of
men aid thinga applied to the administration of public affaire. I thought
that it was the art of instructing the people and directing them towards
their destinies in the world. Was I mistaken ? Am I therefore a simple-
ton ? It is true that I was very young when I learned the element of
politics. I liked politice before having known the way of interest, am-
bition or intrigue. I studied politice before having understood the
narrow meanness or the calculating impudence which is connected with
it. I had just left college. I had read in the history of my country
that my forefathers came of a race which could be said with reason:
Gesta Dei per Francos."

That is what the hon. Secretary of State said of himself.
He had studied politics before meanness and intrigue had
entered into it; and this is the gentleman who insist on
having three of bis French compatriots removed for taking
lessons at his feet, for standing on the same platform as
himself and discussing public issues before the people.
What were the reasons which led the Secretary of State to
come and ask the Speaker to dismiss them ? It was for
taking the same stand that not only he, but all the people
in the Province of Quebec, took on that occasion. That is
the head and front of their offending. That is why they
are now being persecuted. I think the hon. Secretary of
State has been studying intrigue to some extent since the
time he went to school. Now we find him coming and
asking the Speaker of this House to dismiss these transla-
tors, because he says:

" I could neither speak to them nor salute them in this House, and I
say sincerely that their presence within the precincts of this House is
for me a nuisance to which, it appears to me, no one has a right to
subject a member of Parliament."

No doubt the hon. gentleman exclaimed to himself and
wondered in his youth,

"Oh, why were votera made so coarse,
And M. P.'s made so fine ?"

That is the sentiment he displays in the petty act of malice
ho seeks to inflict on these translators, because they exercised
the privileges of British freemen, at a time when they were
not employed by this flouse, to make known their opinions
to the people among whom they lived One of them states
that he did not mention the name of the hon, member for
Richmond and Wolfe. What an omission ? To imagine
that any person could write the history of this country and
not mention the name of the hon. member for Richmond
and Wolfe ! Scarcely, if he had written the political bis-
tory of the Province of Quebeo. I wonder at the hon.
member for Richmond and Wolfe being so terribly thin-
skinned as to be offended at the language these men have
used. It is true the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
(Mr. Ives) las been living away down in the sunny south
for a certain number of years. It is true he has taken a
certain amount of surplus cash and invested it down in
Texas- in that land where they are so polite, and where
they are so light and free, that when he comes back here
to Canada he is astonished that gentlemen in Canada
have opinions and express their opinions iii clear, straight-
forward language without anybody gainsaying them. But
the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe, living down in
TexaQ, laving taken away the surplus earnings of the
people in Quebec and Ontario and invested it there, says :-
why, it is a terrible thing 1-that the presence of these
translators in the House is disgusting to him. Aft er a resi-
dence of three or four years in Texas, he comes back and
finds they have used language he was not accustomed to
hear in Texas, and which was very offensive to him, fiere
is what he says :

" He has also written several articles for the press, abusing me and
the Government, and he was and is a violent partisan, unfit for the
position he occupies and wh >se presence is distastefal to me. I cannot
have any communication with him."

Poor fellow I
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" I ask that he be dismissed from the service of the House of

commons."
Just because his presence is distasteful. Is every hon.
member to say that merely because an officer of this House
is distasteful to him, that officer must be dismissed ? What
would we come to if such were the rule ? Why, the thing is
absurd. It is a monstrous proposition to make, that because
an offleer of the House is offensive to the hon. member for
Richmond and Wolfe, perfumed with the airs of Texas, the
owner and master of a ranche down there, he must be dis-
missed. I wonder why we should discuss that question here
at all. Why should we not discharge these officials right
away ? It was a terrible commentary on British institutions
that they should think or say anything that would be offor-
sive to the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe, with all
his Texan airs brought up from the ranches of Texas; it is
terrible that anything should be said against him,
when he can stand the language of the cowboys and
those who live down there. Now, we find that those
translators have not said anything that is very severe,
comparing their utterances and writings with the
utterances of some strong supporters of the Government'
We have a right to expect that the members of this House
should set the example to the officials and to the people of
this country by using moderato language. If they expect
the people to be moderate, if they expect the officials of the
House to be moderate, they should bo moderate themselves.
In this House we have occasionally heard observations
made, which, if followed out, would lead to most disastrous
consequences to those who made them, but time smoothes
down all these acerbities. We remember in this House
hon. gentlemen making serious statements against other
hon. gentlemen, and yet we have found that time, that
smoothing agent, has removed all those disagreeable remin-
iscences. We find those against whom the strongest
epithets were used by leading members of the Government,
afterwards honored by that Government, and recommended
to Her Majesty as fit and proper subjects for royal decora-
tion. Who can forget the observations made with regard
to the hon. member for Montreal West (Sir Donald Smith),
by the right hon. the First Minister; we all remember
the epithets which were applied by the hon. the Minister of
Finance on one oecasion in this House to that same hon. gen.
tieman, and yet we sce that same hon. member for Montreal
West causing those gentlemen to go before fier Majesty and
asking that he be named as one willing and deserving of
knighthood. Would it not be more manly for the Secretary
of State and for the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe
to allow time to heal this trouble and repair the wrongs that
have been done ? Why, this appears to have been a cold-
blooded, premeditated thing. After the excitement had
died away, three months after the elections, this Pericles,
who, or his antitype, was born some years before Christ,
lays this charge before the Speaker of this House, and the
Speaker himself has made statements, I bolieve, just as
strong against the Government as those translators have.
The Speaker was just as much opposed to their polic in
regard to the execution of Riel as were the translators.. What
did the Government do with him in order to convince this
country of the insincerity of their course ? They said
to their friends and to the people: We have executed Riel,
and we believe that we were right in so doing; we have
been eondemned for doing it, but those who were opposed
to us were knaves, cowards and traitors. And the
Government led the people to believe in the sincerity of
that statement, but what do we find ? We find that they
appointed to be the first commoner the hon. gentleman
who gave them abuse without stint. They showed thus
there was no sincerity in all the appeals they made to the
Protestant element. What was thoir great slogan against
the Reform party in the last elections ? It was the cry of
danger to Confederation from French aggroession. We wei e

told by the Tories that Confederation was threatened by
the stand taken by the French, and the Government wish
to show by the dismissal of these translators that they are
going to do something to resist the aggressive character of
the French people, in this House at least. I would, if I did
not fear being taken up for reading language that might
perhaps associate my name with literature of a pecu iar
character, read what the right hon. the First Minister and
the hon. Minister of Finance said, as reported in the flan-
sard of 1878. It is perhaps best not to read it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Give everything you can against him.
Mr. LANDERKIN. I have an idea that the right hon. the

First Minister might probably not care to hear the lan.
guage ho used some years ago. I do not know that ho ever
publicly retracted that language, or that the hon. thé
Minister of Finance ever publicly retracted it.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do not spare him, let us have it?
Mr. LANDERKIN. As that seems to be the general

desire, I will read it. The hon. member for Montreal West
(Sir Donald Smith) was thon a member of this House, ho
represented a constituency in Manitoba. There wore mome
differences of opinion existing between the First Mitiister
and the Finance Minister and the hon. member for Mont.
real West, and they set to work to clear up these difficul-
ties the last day of the last Parliament of 1878. They
came bore and had a most animating-I do not know what
other form of description I might give it, but I will let yo
judge for yourself as to the epithet that should be applied.
After they had sparred, Mr. Tup per said: " Coward, coward,
sit down." They went on a little rther, and Mr.Tupper says:
" Coward, coward, coward." Mr. Smith says: " Yon are the
coward." They go on a little further, and Mr. Tapper sayo :
"Mean, treacherous coward." Then Mr. Tuper says,
"Coward, treacherous," and then Sir John A. acdonald
says : " That fellow Smith is the biggest liar I ever met."
After language of that kind, I am somewhat surprised that
the Secretary of State should feel keenly the language that
has been used to him by these translators.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oh, but his dignity, you know.
Mr. LJANDERKIN. But at that time he was not a member

of the House, and, although this historian says the Secretary
of State lis sncb a wonderftl man, I do not know that he is
of much botter mould than the Minister of Public Works.
I do not know whether the Minister of Prblie Works ha
learned intrigue or not. I understand the historian says
that the Secretary of State did not learn any intrigue, and
it appears to have been born with him, this air of lack of
communication which he should have, and which every
member should have, with the officials in this House. I
think a more silly pretext to gratify a little personal malice
and spleen bas never been heard of. Look at the position
in the Province of Ontario, which bas been governed by
that distinguished man, the Hon. Oliver Mowat, for the last
sixteen years. Where do yon find any evidences of this
çetty malice being visited on those who opposed him ?
Why, the greater portion of the Civil Service there are
those who are politically opposed to him.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. LANDERKIN. They were when he began, and

they continued so as long as they lived, and their places
were only filled when those had passed off the stage by
death or something of that description. You never find and
yon never heard of a single instance where any such petty,
dominant, arrogant assertion of power was observed or
ordered by that bon. gentleman. This is but a prostitution
of power to gratify some little political partisan spite.
It is unworthy of a government, to take vengeance on
those who are not officera of the Government but offloers of
the House. They went out throe on one side and filve on the
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other. Look at the broad spirit which animates the Liberal
party on this aide of the House. We do not bring charges
against those who oppose us. We do not descend to such
petty meanness. We are too liberal in our views to do any-
thing like that, but the Secretary of State coolly and deli-
berately, with malice-I say it deliberately-endeavors to
ruin these men, and I believe there are some men on that
side of the House who are willing to assist him. In my
own riding, there are two gentlemen who have held
positions under the Liberal Government of Ontario ever
since I have been a member of the flouse. They both
oppose me, and they go out and do their level best against
me. I have never brought any charges against them.
I have no doubt they have used language as strong against
mens the language which bas been used against this
Pericles, this Secretary of State, but I have never brought
any charge against them, and I believe it would be against
my dignity to bring any charge against them if they
had used such language. This is not the first evidence
we have had of the narrowness which governs the present
Administration, apart from the general policy of the Gov.
ernment, which is a narrow pohicy, a restrictionist policy,
and their policy in connection with the Civil Service is just
as narrow. Shortly after they came into power, when the
Inspectors of Weights and Measures, who wore good men,
able mon, honest mon, capable mon, appointed by the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Mackenzie), what did they do ?
They passed an Act of Parliament and cut off the heads of
every one of them, merely because they were not
appointed by that Governrment, because they were not
creatures of that Government. You would imagine that
these offices were unnecessary and uncalled for, but they
turned right round and appointed others in their stead.
That was a most arbitrary, a most narrow exorcise of the pre-
rogative of the Crown for the purpose of gratifying party
aims. They gave as an excuse at that time that it was doue
for reasons of economy. Why, the department at the pre-
sent time is notas efficiently administered as it was thon and
costs as much. Those gentlemen gave out to the people
that they were merely cutting off the heads of those officiais
to exorcise more economy with the public money, but. they
turned right round and appointed others. You find the
same thing in regard to little petty post offices. I applied
for a littie post-office, or I presented a petition from the
people in a part of the riding I represent. They applied
ior a post office and asked me to present a petition to the
Postmaster General. I did present the petition to the
Postmaster General. It was not a very important office.
It was in a rural section. The salary of the postmaster
would be about 810. But they were so careful that they
would not be governed by the petition of the people, but
had to look round for some Tory in order to find out who
should be appointed postmaster. If the affairs were
administered in the interests of the people, it would be all
right, but those gentlemen administer affairs altogether and
exclusively in the interests of party. Then, before the
election, there had been several rural post offices of small
moment, but very much desired by some people in that
riding, which had been hanging fire for four years,
and just before the election those post offices were
constituted, and the Government came out and said : See
how vigilant the Government are in the interests of the
people, when all that time the people had been petitioning
for these post offices, and they would not establish them.
That is the trouble with this Government. They do not
consider the people at all. Their administration is entirely
in the interests of the party. Whether the people petition,
or desire, or deserve, is a question that does not concern
them, unless they find how far it will serve their party.
The member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) rebuked the mem-
ber for North York (Mr. Mulock). He termed him Baal.

Mr. LANDERKIN,

Here is an instance of Scripture repeating itself. Baal
was rebuked by an ass.

Mr. DAVIN. I rise to order. I desire to correct the
hon. gentleman's knowledge of Scripture. It was not Baal
who was rebuked by an ass; it was Baalam.

Mr. LANDERKIN. lie also told us ho was going to in-
struct the member for North York (Mr. Mulock) on bibu-
lous literature. 1 do not know whether he thought the
bibulous qualities of the member for North York had not
been developed, and that he would instruct him.

Mr. DAVIN. That would be impossible.
Mr. LANDERKIN. At ail events, ho has shown us that

he bas seen the Bible somewhere. I suppose they have it
up in the Prairie Province, and I recommend him to read
it again. I say in conclusion that the motion that has been
introduced by the leader of the Opposition, is, in my opin-
ion, a correct stand for this House to take. I do not
believe in allowing any official of this House to take away
the privileges and the rights that the people gave to the
mombers of this House, and when the members of this
House appointed that committee on the Hansard debates,
and when those gentlemen have discharged the duties en-
trusted to them with zeal and ability, thon I say the
Speaker of this House has no power to dismiss any of the
officiais appointed by this House unless he is directed so to
do by this flouse. It is beyond his prerogative to dismiss
them, and I consider that ho has exercised partisan powers
that should not emanate from the Speaker's Chair. The
Speaker, of all gentlemen in this House, should
hold the balance of power equal between the
parties, and ho should guard the interests of
both parties, particularly of the minority. Yon will
tind that laid down by ail constituted authorities, and
every gentleman in this House must come to the conclusion
from reading them that it is the duty of the Speaker to
exercise that right and power, with which ho bas been
clothed by members of this flouse, with fair play, with
justice, and with equal rights to both parties. I think the
Speaker travels beyond his prerogative when ho attempts
arbitrarily to dismiss any officiais of this House before he
has had the ordor from this House to do so. it is the power
that croates that should destroy. The House of Commons
alone should give instruction to the Speaker to have these
officials removed, and if the Speaker attempts to do that
without an order of ihis fHouse, ho is going beyond his
jurisdiction. I think if the Secretary of State would only
ponder over this question, and reflect upon the language
that was used of him by this author, whose name i do not
know, if ho calmly and carefully considered the opinion
gi ren in that paper, ho would rise superior to this little
petty malice, and would withdraw from the Speaker the
request to have these translators removed. I think it
would do him infinite credit, with his wonderful abilities
which have been paraded by this authority; it would show
that he had a magnanimous heart in his bosom ; [ think it
would do him a great deal of credit to reinstate these
parties, and to let them go on and pursue the work which
they have done with efficiency and despatch.

Mr. SPROULE. We have just had an exhibition of the
logic that hon, gentlemen have given this House, and if
close reasoning could prove anything, I think they might
hope to accomplish a great deal by their arguments. It seems
to have been the object of hon. gentlemen, from first to
last, to steer as far from the subject of discussion as it was
possible for them to do. The gentleman who las just taken
his seat bas travelled over very extensive ground, be bas
pressed into service almost everything that his fertile
imagination cou:d invent, but without touching the question
At issue at all. His sallies of wit addressed to the bon. member
For Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) appears to be in harmony with
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bis ressoning. He referred to him as representing that cha- tleman, I bolieve, if I have not forgotten the distinction
racter in the Bible where it is said that Balaam first spoke between the two, made a reference to a statement, and
to that noted beast, the ass, but ho did not tell the House said ho regretted that ho was unable, except in an
that it was the as who replied to Balaam. It was true that indirect way, to give the lie direct to the hon. mem-
the member for Assiniboia made bis criticisms, it was true ber for Richmond and Wolfe, that he was unable to
also that a reply came back to him. If there was any analogy do it to the Secretary of State, as ho was able to do
in the scriptural quotation, it must apply to the party that it to the member for Richmond and Wolfe. I say
replied to Balaam, and if ho himself be Balaam, who muet that was clearly the inference that must ho drawn
the party be who replied to Balaam ? The hon. member for from the letter ho wrote to the Speaker afterwards, in re.
Assiniboia made reference to the retort, not a very courteous ply to the allegation set forth by the Secretary of State and
and gentlemanly one, that was addressed by the hon. mem- by the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe (Mr. Ives).
ber for North York (Mr. Mulock) to this side of the House, Did that look like an apology ? It was rather a defence.
when "question " was called, because the hon. gentleman He said they might be pardoned for having the temerity for
was wandering entirely from the subject. The hon. gentle- standing by their convictions. They were honeat enough
man from North York gave bis first edition of bis speech to admit those were their convictions. And in my opinion
before dinner. I think the House accepted it as bis views it was a defence rather than an apology for what they had
upon the subject. But that hon. gentleman has this pecu- stated. He goes on to speak of those hon, gentlemen who
liarity, that ho sometimes revises and gives a second editiorn represent the Crown to-day in the following language:-
of his speech. It is true that his speech after dinner was "Triumphant vice insult helpless virtue. Orangeism, that hideous
revieed by the original author, but when we come to com- monster which bell bas vonited forth on Canada, raises its horrible
pare what he said before dinner with what ho said after head and casts a covetous eye on the prey which hateful treason la
dinner, we may be charitable enough to suppose that there preparing to throw to it."

is a reason for excusing the great difference between Is that language any hon. gentleman would tolerate
the two. But coming more directly to the question in against himsclf or any of his friends either in this House
which we are interested, I think that when we adopted the or outside of it ? le it language we should condone by
system of reporting the debate of this House, and of trans- allowing these men to hold responsible positions between
lating them, we entrusted that duty to men in whom we two contending parties, believing that they will fairly dis-
had every confidence. Both sides of the House have a right charge their duty impartially towards men against whom
to look upon those men with confidence, as honest men, as they have used such intemperate language. It is not
honorable nen,as men whowouldnot willingly misrepresent reasonable, it is an insult to the intelligence of the House
the statements of any hon. member; and if we afterwards find and of the people to say that we are obliged to retain such
themusing language the most intemperate,the most extreme, men in the employ of the Government, knowing they have
and I think I might say the most untrue, that could be used such very extreme and intemperate language. He
either invented or spoken by one man against another; and says:
if we find some of these same men coming back as transla- "The hangmen are jubilant."
tors for this House, how can we ever have confidence in Who are the hangmen ? Those hon. gentlemen entrustedthem that they will do their work impartially ? But we wth the confidence of the people, somne of them for moreare asked whether we are prepared to condemn the Speaker wth theuarterdof a cf those hon. oentemn fo more
because ho exercised wbat is recognised to be his undoubted than a quarter it'ha century, thoso hon. gentlemen who stand
authoiity in dismissing these men. I think both the law se high te day in thc confidence of tho people as tehave
and the Rules of this Parliament, as laid down by the Sec- been returned, once, twice, three or more times, not by
retary of State and the hon. member for Richmond and small but by enormous majoritios. And those are the mon

Wolfe (Mr. Ives), muet be admitted, by every fair-minded designated as haugmen. ie continues:
gentleman in this House, to be the correct rules, and toe o I"They have ucceeded in proclaiming to the world that we are a
the law which governs either the engagement or discharge heartleas and venal people."
of employés of the Government in the branch of the service Then ho goes on to say:
in which they were engaged. I say we are asked to ''lThe re-election of ail the hangmen Ministers, and the sustaining in
condemn the Speaker because ho bas used his undoubted power of Sir John Macdonald and his accomplices, stains with a tresk
ight in discharging men that ho believed were not fit to be blotoetill more ignoble than the first, our escutcheon, which had been

employed in ihe capacity they were. Now, I think we already sufficiendy degraded."

can come to but one conclusion, after looking carefully over After the elections, when the country had given its verdict,
both the law and the rules under which ho acted ; and if Rémi Tremblay published the following:-
we find that he bas acted within his right, then I think we ''lAt last you have had your day of victory; you have insulted the
c ught to sustain him. But if we go beyond that, and if we country in its agony. For you, treaehery is a title to glory; you heap
ask ourselves whother the languago that these men have been probrium on the noble Gallic race.

charged with using is such that a mem ber of Parliament could tEverlastîng hame to you, mercenary renegades, for whom lucre isthe supreme law 1
endorse, eit her in this House or out ofit, against members of "lCourtiers of a sanguinary sect, traitors to your native land, traltors
Parliament, I think we can come to but one conclusion. I to your faith; degenerate sons of a manly race, conceived by self-
may be pardoned if I give you some of the choice epithete interest, boror terror; applaud and about for joy, you servile phalanx;
which were hurled at heads of Ministers cf the Crown in this we are branded, thanko te jeu, a heartiesapeople."

House. I have here some of them, as given in a report that And those men who used such language against Min-
is before this flouse, and I assume it to ho correct. It says isters of the Crown are men whom hon.gentlemen opposite
that Mr. Rémi Tremblay courted the loss of hie position. would attempt to stand up and defend. I do not wonder
Now, I May say in passing, that hon. gentlemen opposite that they themselves indulge in intempeiate language, both
contend that this gentleman apologised for using language in and ont of Parliament, when they are prepared to con-
in the temporary heat of debate, that ho might not have done and to defend sncb language. I do not wonder that
used under other circumstances. But instead of apologis- their followers use violent language, when bon. gentlemen,
ing, at the very time ho used that language, ho stated that who, by the Rales of the House we are compelled to call
ho was likely to ho called to account for it, and that ho was honorable, defend such conduct eitber inside or outside of
willing to risk his position. le that like apology ? Hon. the House. They should be the last to do it. But the hon.
gentlemen defending him say this was done in hoat of de- member for North York (Mr. Mulock), in bis celebrated
bate, and afterwards ho made an apology. The same gen. after-dinner speech, which was so different frorm his before-
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dinner speech, when he might say of himself: It is not I that
speaks, but the spirit that is within me-he was speaking out
of the fulness of bis heart-said we hold bon. gentlemen
opposite responsible for it, and we condemn them for it.
Hon. gentlemen have been condemning them for years.
They have held the Government responsible for years,
and hon. gentlemen representing the Government and
their friends in this House and the country are
willing to bear that responsibility. They are will-
ing to shoulder it, and the country will exonerate them
for doing anything wrong. They say we hold them re-
sponsible for it and condemn them for it, and that some of
us on this side of the House have dug our political graves.
He spoke of the hon. member for Montreal (Mr. Curran),
the Secretary Of State and the hon. member for Richmond
aud Wolfe. It ought to be at least a consolation to the hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House to remember that when
they have indulged in prophecy they have only made
faithful that saying of the Scriptures which declares there
shall be many false prophets in the latter days, because
their prophecy has nearly always been unfulfilled. It bas
rarely ever come true, and therefore it carries very small
weight with hon . members of the House. But the bon
member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) comes forward with an
amendment which, as the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr.
Davin) says in so many words condemns bis own leader. I
believe such to be the case. The hon. member for Bothwell
goes further and lays down a proposition or allegation, the
most unreasonable proposed by any man who pretended to
have ability. What is the nature of the amendment? It is
that if Mr. Speaker bas the authority, under the circum-
stances, we think ho was notjusified in using it, bnd that in
the opinion of this House the languago those gentlemen used
was no worse than the language used by other transiators who
are not arraigned before this House. But they are not men
who were not arraigned we are ere to try. No matter how
intemperate their language, we are not conversant with that
language because it is not before us, but we are conversant
with the language used by the gentlemen arraigned before
this House and dealt with by the Speaker of the House
previous to this debate. Those men are the men we are
trying, and not those who have not been arraigned. It is
absurd to contend that two wrongs ever make a right. If
other gentlemen, have baen wroug that is no reason tu say
those men are right. It matters not what language may
have been used by other gentlemen, the only language
befôre us is that in the printed record, and it is fot the
ILuse tojudge whether that language was right or wrong.

The bon. gentleman has referred to the conduct of various
Governments, and bas referred to employés of the Govern-
ments who have taken part in elections, and if you bolieve
the contentions made by those hon. gentlemen, you would
believe that both they and their party never indulged in
anything like recrimination. Is not the history of
the Goverument of Ontario, of the Government of Quebe3,
of the Governmen t fManitoba an argument to the con trary ?
All those Governments have adopted the same rule, and
have invariably dismissed parties brought to their notice as
violating this rule. It was only a few days ago that we saw
this occur in Manitoba in regard to quite a very large num-
ber. Does any hon. gentleman pretend to say that ir.
Greenway bad not dismissed civil servants who have been
in opposition to bis Govern ment and to his party ? And it
is only within a few days past that he bas been dismissing
them. Does not the hon. gentleman know that the Hon.
Mr. Mercier in Quebec has dismissed those who are opposed
to him ? Why we sec an account of it day after day.
Does not the hon. gentleman know that the Hon. Oliver
Mowat is following out the saine rule invariably in
every one of those cases ? And if it bas not beau carried
on to a greater extent it is due to the fact that it bas not
been brought to the attention of the Government. In every

Mr, SPaoULI.

ProVince the rule bas been carried out, and parties who
have committed similar offences have been dismissed. It
is not for us to say to-night whether the principle carried
out to extremes is right or wrong. It is for us to say
whether we support the action of the Speaker in disoharg-
ing what we coneeived to be fairly his duty. If you go
beyond that to say whether we believe the conduct of
those men is entitled to ba condoned or condemned by this
Houe, I maintain that no matter from what point we view
it, we are bound to condemn that language and bound to
sustain the Speaker in bis action. I for one am prepared
to do so, not only on this occasion, but on every occasion
where a charge comes before this House, no matter which
side it comes from, and where I find the offence as grievous
as it is in this particular case.

Mr. FISIER It is not my intention at this late stage
of the debate to at ail go into the question of the authority
of the Speaker as to his action in the dismissal of the Han-
sard translators. There are one or two points I wish to
allude to and which I will do very briefly. I was not at all
surprisel that the hon. member for Assiniboia (Mr. Davin)
quoted Words from the lon. Edward Blake's utterances
upon constitutional questions and questions relating to the
rights and privileges of this House. 1 have noticed
on frequent occasions, Sir, that hon. gentlemen who differ
from the Hon. Edward Blake on many questions when
they wish to quote utterances of a broad and patriotic and
statesmaniike character, are obliged to go to the words of
that gentleman to support their assertions and to make a
point if they can. If the hon. gentleman's contention is
correct that it is not right for public servants to engage in a
political warfare I would like to know how it is that while
the Secretary of State has insisted upon the dismissal of
those three Liberal Hansard translators that he bas not also
insisted upon the dismissal of the other five translators,
who certainly have taken part in political discussions and
certainly have taken a controversial position upon the
political questions of the day. If the one side is to be dis
missed and this is to be the rule of procedure by the Gov-
ernment, they ought to dismiss their own supporters as
well. Perhaps I may not ask nor expect that they will
agree to this. I do not believe, Sir, it is the intention or
the practice of hon, gentlemen opposite to follow out that
rule. I know, Sir, that in years gone by not only have
they allowed particular supporters of themselves in the civil
service to go to the conntry and canvass and work against
gentlemen on this side, but I have myself in ry personal
experience suffered from that fact. Perhaps I ought not
to say suffered, because I do not think that gentlemen who
came to work against me accomplished any very great
good for the party they worked for. In 1880 I was
running for a vacant seat in the House of Commons,
and a gentleman who was at that time in the employ-
ment of the Department of Agriculture was present
in my county and spoke against me at various meet-
ings, and against the party to which I b.longed, with
considerable vehemence and considerable virulence.
Stili that gentleman was not only not dismissed froin his
employment but he bas since obtained preferment and
advancement in the Civil Service at the hands of the gentle
men who employed him then to do that party work for them.
I do not believe this is an isolated instance, for I know
several occasions in which this occurred. I think it
lies but il[ in the mouth of the hon. Secretary ot State and
of the hon. gentlemen now on the Ministerial benches to
pretend for an instant that they are jealous of any abuses
of a political character in the Civil Service which they
control. But, Sir, I have one particular object in speaking
here to-night, and it is to a large extent in consequence of
the regret which I feel that the hon. Secretary of State, in
speaking of these gentlemen should, as I inderstood him,
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charseterise them as blackguards and use very strong
epithets in regard to them. I am not personally aoquainted
with the utterances or speeches of two of those gentlemen.
But in regard to one of them, Mr. Ernest Tremblay, of St.
Hyacinthe, I am well acquainted with his utteranes, with
him personally, and with his conduct in the campaign to
which allusion has been made. It happened, Sir, that in
the latt general election for this Parliament Mr. Ernest
Tremblay was in my county. Mr. Ernest Tremblay in
that contest assisted me in my campaign, and I eau say
most emphatically that not only is Mr. Ernest Tremblay a
well educated, well informed, and cultured gentleman,
but that on every occasion that he spoke in that county, or
in that campaign, bis utterances were uniformly character-
ised by extreme courtesy to his opponents, and by an
absolute and entire laek of any references that would ho
considered personal or against which objection could be
taken. Not only can I make this statement, but I have in
my hand a letter which was adreesed to Mr. Ernest Tremblay
by a gentleman in my county, who bas managed and con-
trolled and conducted the campaign against me. I will read
that letter so that you, Sir, may understand that those are
not simply my own experience which I am expressing with
regard to Mr. Tremblay, but that they are also the opinions
of those opposed to him in that campaign and against whom.
he spoke not personally but politically. The letter is dated:

" KNOVLToN, 7th June, 1887.
SMir DiÂR Si,-In reply to your letter of the 4th inst., I muet say

that t was present at most ail the meetings you attended in Brome, P.
Q., during the last Federal election. On no occasion did I hear ou
make a pesonal attack on any of the Ministers or any member of ar-
liament. You will pardon me if r say that I regarded your speeches
rather as political lectures for a select assembly than as effective hust-
ings ad iresses. Tou are at liberty to make such use of this letter au
you please. Tours truly,

"W. W. LYNOH."

Now, Sir, I think that so far as Mr. Ernest Tremblay's
conduet in the campaign to which allusion bas been made
is concerned, that this letter written by a former colleague
of the Secretary of State, and a gentleman whose word the
hon. the Secretary of State will take, and whom ho holds in
higli estimation, will sufficiently dispose of the accusation
in this respect. Bit, Sir, this is not the only proof'
that I have in regard to the conduct of that gentle-
man during the Fderal election campaign. It hap-
pened at one time ho was not occupied in my
eounty, and that he left my county to attend a publie
meeting in the county of Richelieu, at St. Roch. On the
following day the Sorelois gave the following account of an
encounter between Mr. Ernest Tremblay and Mr. Vanasse,
one of his colleagues in the Bansard debates translating
staff. Mr. Vanasse was, I understand, at that time the editor
or manager of the Sorelois, the newspaper from which I am
quoting:
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epithet whieh I thought ho did use; but I fear that some
of the epithets ho did use were almost as bad. But I am
glad to find that one who was presont at that meeting, and
had a better opportunity of knowing what Mr. Tremblay's
language was like, though politically opposed to him, has
characterised it in the way I said. I confess I am very
much disappointed to find that this question in regard to
these gentlemen bas been brought up again this Session. I
am surprised to find a gentleman in the ,position of the
Secretary of State, who, perhaps, on the spur of the
moment, immediately after the campaign, might have
felt hurt by the language ued, and might have been
indiscreet enough to allow himself to be cariied away by
bis personal feelingz, and to forget the dignified position he
ought to hold in this Government; I am surprised to find
that he bas nursed bis wrath for a whole year; and that,
instead of this matter being allowed to pass away as a thing
of the past, bis vengeance must ba carried out to the end.
I believe conduct like this is un vorthy of a government. I
was going to say that it was unworthy of the Secretary of
State, but perhaps I had butter not. If the hon. gtentleman
is preparod to say that it is worthy of himself, I am quite
ready to let him think so I am not going into tho details
of the question as to who ought to dismiss the-e gentlemen,
or as to how their action should be treated, which I believe
bas been thoronghly discussed by gentlemen on this side.
I must again express my surprise that this action has been
taken, as I think the question might have been 1 ft in
abeyance and this discussion avoided.

Mr. McNEILL. I am not going to enter into this debate;
but I Jesire, with the indulgeno of this lb>use, to read a
speech of the bon. member for South Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright), which I intonded to hand to the h>n. mornber
for South Urey (1fr. Landerkin), but whioh I omitted to do
in time. The bon. member for South Oxford in the Session
of 1886 made use of these words :

I Now, I have always myself contended, and I am quite willing to
give the gentlemen opposite the benefit of b hat contention, that if a civil
servant, a man in the employment of the Government, chooses to step
out of the line, and chooses to canvass or make himself conspicuous in
opposition to the candidate of th iovernment, he mut take the couse-
quence. I have always beheved that it ii impou;ible to maintain the
discipline of the service if that ocours."

Furthormore, he sayg :
"If the hon. gncmen who are the subjectu of this motion are pro-

pared to show that this gentleman actively interfered, 1 say that 1, for
one, would sustain the action of the action of the Goyernmentin dismiss-
ing the civil servant."

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGET. The bon. member for
North Bruce bas correctly defined the position I have
always beld on this question. I am of opinion that a civil
servant who intermeddles in political matters takes bis
political life in his hands, and must abide by the conse.

l Mr. Vanasse spoke the second time and then Mr. Ernest Tremblay, quences ; and ail I would ak in this matter is that the
from St Hyacinthe, not the one who attended the meeting held in this same rule and the same measure be extended to all those
town last $daturday, addressed the meeting in the interest of the Liberal gentlemen of the translating staff.who have interfered in
cause If we do not always approve of the politicil opinions of Mr. politics. If it bu right to dismiss the one, it is equally right
Tremblay there is in his case one thing of which we do approve, and to dismiss the other. That is the position I hold on tbatwhich it is a pleamure and a duty for us to mention, ani it is his courteous
manner of carrying on a discussion. The polite language which Mr. subject, and 1 think it is a position which is pretty geterally
Tremblay used yesterday, contrasted peculiarly with the preposterous held. It was substantially tho position which I understood
remarks and the rude and vulgar expressions of the young demagogne my hon. friend beside me (Mr. Laurier) to take regardingLemieux, and the audience proved that people can perfectly make amybo
distinction between a gentleman and a blackguard." the merits of the question. Here we have seven or eight

Hure is the utterance o? that gentlemans colleage, wbo translatorg, all of whom it appears have been interfering
er. iTeuttran o thab tigetlean'se clagfum chao actively. Some two or three are selected for dismissal. Mymet Mr. Tremblay on the hastings, and so far from cha- hon. friend objects, and objecta very proporly, to those who

racterising hil language as the hon. Secretary of State interfered on one side, beint servants of this House, servants
to-day characterised it, as that of a blackguard,-- of the whole body, being selected for dismissal, and the

Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not. others being let go scott free. That is the objection of my
hon. friend, pssing over for the moment the point as to

Mr. FISEER. I am glad to hear the hon. 8ecretary of who had the right to dismies, which is an entirely different
State say ho did not; I am glad to find that ho was more point. The questio- as we now have it, is on the amond-
guarded in his language and that he did not use this extreme ment of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), I
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believe. I am quite prepared to say that mv own view of
the case is that no civil servant at ail should interfere in
elections, and I would go even further, as I have said many
a time, aid say that I think it would conduce to the general
welfare of this community, and to the welfare of the civil
servants themselves, if they were relegated very much to
the position to which we relegate our judges, and required
in elections to abstain even from voting. That, however,
is another matter; but I still adhere to the position I have
always held as to the interference of the civil servants in
elections.

Mr. DESJARDINS. It appears to me that after the
expression of opinion of the hon. member who has just sat
down, this discussion is practicahy closed. In fact, the
ground which had been taken by the hon. leader of the
Opposition bas been lett altogether in the speeches which
have been made, and especially in the amendment of the
hon. member for Bothwell. In tact, most of those who have
spoken have tried to cover their retreat by exhuming from
the past some speeches which at the time they were made
seemed to have been after their own hearts. Well, I do not
care for myself if they are quoted in the House, and if they
have any significance now, I do not know that they will
go to the credit of the Opposition themselves. If it is
true that a certain number of members belonging to the
Conservative party thought it necessary, in fuifilling what
they considered their duty, to condemn the Government on
certain mattere, and afterwards felt it to be their duty,
as bctween the two parties, to continue to support the
Government in power, I do not see what the Opposition
can gain by invoking those expressions at the present time.
I think it does not reflect a great deal of credit on the Op-
position to go on making those quotations, because, after
having condemned the administration of the Government in
some measures, we believed it to be our duty and in the
interests cf the country to support them in their general
policy. In fact, at the last general elections, all the mem-
bers who opposed the Government on the Riel question de-
clared, with the assent of the electors in our Provinci, that
they would support the Govern ment of the day, because,
after ail, they are the only Government which could repre-
sent the true interests of the country, and because the peo-
ple had no more confidence in the Opposition thon than
they had before. It is my duty to say a few words as
to the policy adopted by the Debates Committee with
regard to those appointments. Up to 1880, this flouse will
remember that the Debates were given under contract. In
1880, official reporters were appointed, and the committee
then took care to declare by resolution that those reporters
would be officers, under the rules and regulations of the
Speaker and the Commission of Internai Economy.

Ur. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Yes; I have the resolution here.
In 1880, the officiai, reporters were appointed regu-
larly by a committee of the House, and the translation
continued to be done under contract up to 1883. Then,
when the translation was no longer done under con-
tract, the committee did not consider it necessary to declare
that the translators would be considered officers of the
House; and it was only because they would not be obliged
to do other duty than to translate the reports of the debates
that they were paid only 8 1,000 per Session, while the re-
porters got $2,000 with the underbtanding that after the
session they would be at the call of the different depart-
meita or the Speaker to fulfil any necessary duty. That
was the only reason why there was a distinction made, and
we declared then that the translators would be only subjeot
to the duty of transiating the Debates of tie Session. To
show that the opinion of .he committee as never been
to consider itaelf above the general rule regulating

sia 1ioRAJD CArTWIUqT,

the Hmuse, I will quote the contraet that was made
that saine year for the publishing of the Debates, by
which the BHouse will see that the committee understood
then, that, being in existence only during the Session,
any work that was to be done after the flouse closed,
was to be subject to the control and authority of the Speaker.
Here is the contract:

" That if at any time during the continnance hereof, the contractors
shall fail to carry out and perform the conditions of this agreement
and contract and ali hie obligations under the same, to the satisfaction
of any committee of the House of Commons aforesaid, whieh may be
duly appointed to supervise the reporting and publication of the Debates
aforesaid, if Parliament be then sitting or of the Commissioners under
the Act respecting the Internal Economy of the Bouse and for other
purposes, if Parliament be not then sitting.''
So with the officers of the committee.

Mr. LAURIER. Parliament was sitting.
Mr. DESJARDINS. Parliament was not sitting. Sup.

pose the translators after prorogation had taken place,
neglected to complete their work, who would call them to
time, if not the Speaker? The House having prorogued the
Committee of Debates is no longer in existence, and conse,-
quen tly the Speaker or the Commission of Internal Economy
must deal with the translators regarding the completion of
the work or their conduct, should they fail to accomplish
their work or behave in such a way as to incur the condem.
nation of the constituted authorities. Further, it will be
seen by the order of reference that tho committee is
appointed to supervise the printing and reporting and pub-
lishing of the Official Debates. It has nothing else to do.
When the Speaker, who bas been very unjustly attacked by
an hon. member here for having acted in a partisan spirit
in that matter, was called on to dismiss those translators, he
did not rush into it, he did not immediately dismiss them,
but he sent letters to those who had been accused, and gave
them a chance to make any explanation they might think
fit to make. In fact, he consented to send to the Com-
mittee of the Debates the complaint of the hon. the
Secretary of State and of the hon. the member for Rich-
mond and Volfe, only towards the end of the Session.
The committee took those letters into consideration,
and when they saw that the accusation was not about
the way the work was doue, bi was with reference
to a breach of discipline, they said: We have, nothing to do
with that, and referred it to the Speaker. The Rules of
Parliament muât be applied in the settlement of ques-
tions like this. If the committee had taken authority in
this matter, we would have bad two conflicting authorities.
Therefore, the majority of the committee, after having
considered the whole question carefully, declared they had
but one thing to do, and that was to declare, as stated in
the report that was laid on the Table at the end of last
Session :

" That whereas this committee ha been established for the special
object of looking after the reporting, the translation, and the publica-
tion of the Debates; and whereas, the complaints of the Seeretary of
State and the hon. member for Richmond and Wolfe against the con-
duct of the gentlemen connecied with the French translation of the
Debates, made to the Speaker and referred by him to the committee,
appeared to the said committee to be in the nature of a question of
privilege and discipline, and therefore do not fall under the control of
the said committee, be it resolved that the said complaint, with the
answers thereto, be referred back to the Speaker, to ho dealt with by
him as ho sees fit."

Objection is taken against the Speaker's dealing with that
matter, atter that report was sent to hin, because the liouse
was not called to concur. It was not necessary that the
report should be carried by the House in order to give effect
to that resolution. We know that concurrence in the reporte
of general committees is not necessary, unless the reeolu-
tions brought by them before the House involve an expen-
diture of money, or the appointment of some one, or some
action to be taken by the House. In this case, there was no
action recommended. We morely declared in that report
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that we had nothing to do with the question, that it was
within the province of the Speaker and under the authority
of the Speaker to deal with that matter. I find here, on
page 452 of Bourinot, that :

"It is the practice to move concurrence in the reporte of committees
in certain cases. For instance, the reports on printiug are invariably
agreed to, as they contain recommendations for the printing and distri-
bation of documents, which must he duly authorised by the House,
Also, reporte containing certain opinions or resolutions are frequently
concarred in, on motion But, when the report does not contain any
resolution or other proposition for the consideration of the House, it does
not appear that any further proceedings with reference to it as a report
are necessary. It remains in the possession and on the Journals of the
House as a basis or ground for such farther proceedinge as may be proper
or necessary."

They make an accusation againts the Speaker because he
took action on the report. Ho could not ignore it. lu
fact, the committee not only placed that regolution in the
report which was brought before the House, but a copy
was ordered to be sent to the Speaker himself, so that ho
was cognisant of the fact that the opinion of the committee
was that it had nothing to do with that question of disci-
pline, but that in its opinion it was for the Speaker to deal
with it. So the Speaker and the House were in posses-
sion of that report, and it was for them or for any member
who did not agree with that report, or who did agree with
it, to take any proceedings on the report, to rise and move
in the House so as to deal with that report, eithor against
or for. I think that question is pretty well settled after all,
and that the discussion eau be resumed in the reading of
the clause of the statute, which I considr as cloar as it cani
be. The question of the jurisdiction of the Speaker boing
plainly defined by the statute itself, which says:

'' If any complaint or representation shall at any time be made to the
Speaker for the time being, of the misconduct or unfitness of any clerk,
ofcer, messenger or other person attendant on the House of Commons,
now or hereatter to be appointed, it shall be lawful for the said Speaker
to cause an enquiry to be made into the conduct or fituess of such per-
son; and if thereupon it shall appear to the Speaker that such person
has been guilty of misconduct, or is unfit to hold his situation, the
Speaker may, if such clerk, officer, messenger or other person has been
appointed by the Urown, suspend him and report such suspension to the
Governor, aid if he has not been appointed by the Crown "-

It does not say if he bas been appointed in such or such
manner, or appointed by the Speaker, but " if he has not
been appointed by the Crown."
" then, the Speaker may suspend or remove such person."

In fact, this has been so well acknowledged that since 1873,
after the dismissal of Mr. Tassé, no officer of the flouse was
ever called to the Bar of the House when there was a com-
laint against him, but, upon calling the attention of the
peaker to the case, the Speaker would remove him, and

that was all. I think ihat has been the practice. Some
cases have been quoted, but I find there are others.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman bas read
the clause of the statute which says the Speaker bas a
right to remove or suspend an officer for incapacity or any.
thing of that sort. I understood the hon. gentleman to
argue that, in this case, that was a matter wholly within
the jurisdiction of the committee. If the hon. gentleman
is right in saying that the statute applies to this class of
cases, he will see that he must be wrong as to the juris-
diction of the committee.

Mr. DESJARDINS. Not at all, since the House bas
given special authority to the committee to deal with the
qualification of the translators. The House has acknow.
ledged the right of the committee to recommend the ap-
pointment of the proper persons to be translators, and that
is all the right given to the committee. In fact, that is
precisely the explanation of that part of the clause of the
statute. The House has legislated otherwise as regards the
translation, because it bas given the committee the right to
deal with the qualifications of the translators, but, as to

a their behavior or as to questions of discipline, no authority
bas been given to the committee.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman will see
that that provision is a statutory provision, The other is a
more resolution of the louse, and, if ho is right as to the
construction of the statute, clearly no resolution of the
House cau override the authority given by the statute, and
then the committee cannot have any authority at ail.

Mr. DESJAR DINS. It bas never been contested, and it
bas been acted upon as the policy of the House, and the
rule adopted by the liouse was never put in conflict with
the statute. The first appointments made were those of the
official reporters in 1880. What does the resolution say,
which was concurred In by the flouse ?

" That, as greater permaneney in the personm.5 of the reporting staf
would ensure a higher state of efaciency, the committee would reeom-
mend that six reporters be engaged and recognised as oneers of the
House, subject to such regulatioms as may from time to time be enacted
by the Oommissioners for the Internal Economy ot the louse."

That was the declarati'>n which was made when the firet
officers under the committe on the Official Debates were
appointed. They were immediately acknowledged as
officers of the House It is true that, when the translators
were appointed, the Committee did not find it necessary to
make the same declaration, bocause it was really considered
that these officers could not be treated otherwise than those
who were the reporting officers of the House. They were
the sane officers, and were acting under the same authority,
and under the sanie rule, and 1 do not think it can be con-
tended that it has ever been the idea or opinion of the House
that they would constitute two corflicting authorities in
this House; so the Speaker remains the authority of the
Liouse, the guardian of the dignity of the House, the one
to whom any member who bas been unjustly dealt with,
who has been attacked or oalumniated or insulted by any
of the officers of the louse, must apply for redress, and I
think that is the only conclusion at which we can arrive.

Mr. CHIAPLEAU. So many appeals have been made to
me, to my good beart, as some hon. member said, that I
cannot allow this debate to close without saying one word.
If it was a question of personal resentment, I would answer
immediately that I forget and forgive all that those gentle.
men may have said against me. I have already shown my
good will towards one of thom, Mr. Poirier. fHe was a
candidate against me in 1882. Notwithstanding that, in
1884 I recommended him to the Ransard Committee to be
appointed as translator. It is true I was badly rewarded
by him, as he said in the country that I must have lied
bore when I stated that I did not know ho was an applicant
for the position up to the time I had hoard that ho had been
recommended. I was the one who had recommended him,
and I spoke as I did in the flouse to spare him the imputa-
tion of having surrendered his opposition for the sake of a
position in the publie service. I said thon that I was ready
to forgive the past, and I said that ho was qualified to be a
translator. As for personal resentment, I have noue. I
only wish to maintain the authority of the Speaker, the
authority of this louse, and the dignity of its members. I
say that the conduet of these mon since the complaint was
made against them, has been even worse than it was before
against myself and other hon. gentlemen in this flouse.
Since that time, if they had made the least apology to
the Speaker, if they had orily explained that the offensive
language they used was in the midst of a wild excitement
in the Province of Quebuec, I would have been the tiret to
ask the Speaker, and to ask my hon. friend from Richmond
and Wolfe, to forgive and forget. But instead of that, they
have been defiant in this House, they have been parading
themselves in the corridors, loudly asserting that they
would keep their positions in spite of the Speaker's action,
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and their conduct is not defensible. If the decision
of the Speaker of this House is set aside, the meanest
moeaenger employed in this building would have the same
right to set at defiance the authority of the Speaker, and
to treat the members of this House, whose servants they
are, with contumely. Again it has been charged that I
am actuated by spite. That is not so. I do not wish to
refer to the quotations that the hon. member for Both well
(Mr. Mills) bas made from the Monde, expressions that have
never been written in the Monde by anybody who occupies a

'tion here as a servant of the House. My hon. friend
hasbeen mistaken, misinformed, bis quotation is incorrect,
and is not true. I have never been accused in the Monde,
or even in the 19S8u, of being a public thief; he will never
find that in these papers, and his quotation is incorrect. The
hon. member for North York (Mr. Mulock), said there was a
great difference between the conduct of officers according to
the salaries they were paid; and that a man who is paid two
or three thousand a year should have more respect for the
House, more respect for the authority of the Speaker, than a
man who iq paid only one thousand for three months' work.
Sir, I do not value the honor of the House and the dignity
of its members by dollars and cents. The man who works
bere for three months for one thousand dollars should be
subjected to the same rule as a third-class clerk who works
for four hundred, or a messenger for three hundred dollars
a year. These technicalities of the hon. gentleman are not
worthy of this debate. When I made my complaint before
the Speaker I did it in accordance with the saine principle
that guided me in 1882, when I was Premier of the Province
of Quebec. I had an Order in Council passed saying that
members of the Civil Service and other public officers
should not meddle conpicuously in elec tions, and shouid not
go on the hustings and oppose candidates. I was exactly of
the opinion of the hon. member for Oxford. I say now
that if any hon. gentleman on the other side of the House
makes a complaint, similar to the charge now under
debate, against one of the officers of the Hou-e, belong-
ing to my own party, and if the hon. member shows
hat offensive expressions have been used against him
publicly, I would at once vote to dismiss that officer. In
1882, in that report to Council, I stated that it would des-
troy thp trust, and confidence, and the harmony that should
exist between civil servants and members of the louse of As.
sembly, if the former were allowed actively to engage in
polities. I was not alone in taking that course. On the 11th
April, 1887, the Hon. Mr. Mercier, Premier of Quebec, whom
the hon. member for Oxford banquetted and applauded last
night, did the same thing that I had done in 1882, and he
dismissed, whom ? Not a civil servant, but he dismissed Mr.
Languedoc, interpreter in the Court House at Quebec, a man
learned in the law, a Queen's Counsel, whose knowledge of
both languages entitled him specially to serve as interpre-
ter in the courts. Here is the reason given for bis dismissal
by the Premier of Quebec.

u That Mr. Languedoo has preseated himself as a candidate, that ho
ba defended one party and opposed another on the huatinga.»

And the Premier concludes:
" Under the circumstances, and applyiug the principles laid down by

the Order in Council of the 20th Apri, 1882,--
-that was my Order in Council-
-- " with referene. to the interference of employés in the election, that
gentleman i dismiuaed."
My course in this case bas been consistent with my course
in the Government of Quebec. I have always been in favor,
without regard to one side of the House or the other, of
discipline among civil servants, and if the Speaker's decision
was not supported in this case, any or all the messengers
might leave this fouse at will during elections, and we
might be insulted by them under pretenoe that they are!
free citizens, and can say everything they please of mem-'

Mr. CDAPLEAU.

bers of this House undee oolor of exercising thei ights. I
was almost ashamed to hear some hon. members sy to day
that we cannot be supposed to take notice of all the obloquy
and calumny that may be heaped upon us. Thon the hon.
member for Bothwell said that hon. members with
whom I shako bands to-day have used expressions against
me as offensive as any that I have complained of. That is
not true, but if it were true, it would be because, as between
gentlemen who have guarrelled, reconciliation has fol-
lowed, so that i can still meet those gentlemen, and stand
en the same platform and ait in the same room. A public
man must have no resentment, because we do not know
what a near future may bring forth, and we should always
act honorably towards one another. Some of my hon.
friends have been sitting along side the Premier of this
Hlouse, who were formerly strong opponents of his. The
Hon. George Brown sat in the saie Government with him,
and God knows what they said of each other pieviously on
public platforms. I know very well the strong language
that has been used against me publicly by some hon. mem-
bers who are now my friends, men who, at a time of great
excitement in the Province of Quebec, expressed publicly
their disapproval of the Government, but those hon. gentle-
men never ased, with regard to my private character, such
personally offensive language as would prevent us from
meeting, and shaking hands, and being friends. Nobody
will find in the speeches of the hon. member for Beauharnois
(Mr. Bergeron), for instance, who was probably one of those
who was carried the furtb est away in the excitement of 1885,
that I was a public thief, that I was a dilapidator of other
people's fortunes, that I was a liar. They will never find, in
the language of the hou. member for Hochelaga (Mr. Desjar.
dins),who was also in that movement, anything of a personal
character. We must make allowance for the expressions
of public men on political questions, which are far different
from private and personal calumny. These hon. gentlemen
were members of the House, they were not asking for
favors, they were not in the service of the Government,
they were their own masters as well as we, and they had #
right to stand up with me as an eqnal. The hon. member
for Bothwell reminds me of a story. A cook once said to
hie master: "Sir, your expressions are such that they
require us to meet in an encounter." The master said :
" Very well, but you must first leave the kitchen, and then
we will see about it." I have not done an3ything frorn a
feeling of resentment or spite, but in my actions I have
been inspired only by a strong feeling as to what is due to
the honor and discipline of the House and the dignity of its
members.

Mr. PLATT. I rise to express my opini on to the flouse,
and 1 feel disposed to do so because 1 find my opinion dif-
fers from that of a large majority of those who have spoken
upon this question. The people of the country may be
listening to this debate with more interest than we imagine.
Members of Parlianent may think as they say in the pre-
sent discussion they are supreme, that they are mach better
than outside peeple; and I apprehend that when we are in
Session we are supreme, but when His Excellency dismisses
us at the close of the Parliament, all the citizens are placed
on a par. I differ from those on this side of the House, as
well as hon. gentlemen opposite who have expressed the
opinion that members of the Civil Service, especially mem-
bers of that part of the Service who are essentially ser-
vants of the House receiving their authority from Parlia-
ment, shall be debarred from the rights of citizenship when
this country i called upon to express its opinion on public
questions. That is the ground upon which I object to the
opinion expressed on the floor of this fouie, that there is a
certain class of our comm-inity that should be debarred from
expressing, at any time, their opinions upon the questions
of the day. I am prepared to take my stand upon this
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ground, that members of the Civil Service, even the Hansard
translators, and above all those who are employed in the
public service, the same as I might employ men in my Ber
vice, should not be debarred from rights of citizenship. I
cannot for a moment accept the idea that we in this coun-
try, having so few people, having as many thousands in
our employ as we have millions in our country, should
allow men to be made slaves, should allow their intelligence
to be dwarfed that they should have no opinions of their
own, should not dare to enter on public discussions when a
general election comes round. I grant that during the
session of Parliament they should act with a certain amount
of courtesy to members of Parliament; but when Ris
Exo.llency dissolves Parliament and an appeal is made to
the people to express their opinions on the great public
questions, thon I say a civil servant is just as good as a
member of Parliament or any body else; there is no man in
this country having a right to vote who bas not a right to
express his opinion. It is only a matter of degree. Members
of Parliament face each other, draw the sword of warfâre
and tell each other what they think face to face; but are we
to suppose that those who are in the employient of the
House of Commons or the departments of the Government
have no opinions on these questions ? If they have
opinions, why in the name of common sense, should
we not allow them to exprosa those opinions. I take
it that the moment Ris Excellency dissolves Parliament
the people ef the country are in common, no man is
better than another, every man should be allowed to
express his opinions just as ho thinks, and although the
Secretary of State may think that at certain times and on
certain occasions it behooves a member of the Civil Service
to pay obeisance to him or a member of Parliament, there
is a time when these men feel they have within them just
as much manhood as I have or as is possessed by that hon.
gentleman or any momber of Parliament. Why should we
ask them to deprive thomselves of the right of citizenship
and the right to discuss the public questions of the day;
and if they do express an opinion, why have they not the
right to express an opinion just as strongly as bas a member
of Parliament ? I wish no dividing lino between the
citizens of this country; I do not believe there should be a
class of men who should make themselves slaves because
they serve Parliament or the Government. Lot us ail be
free men, lot us have free speech, free thought, free action.
I do not believe hon. members on this side need be afi aid
of the civil servants in the employment of the Government
unless we have doue something wrong, and hon. gentlemen
opposite will not fear the expositions which intelligent mon
such as the transiators may offer unless they have done
something wrong. When we find these mon acting
upon their common rights as citizens, whon they are
manly enough to go forward on the public platform and
expound their opinion on publie questions, is that a reason
why we should have them dismissed from their positions and
have slaves instead of free men occupy the positions which
they oecupied before ? On no other subject do I feel more
keenly than this, that we are not a sufficiently large popu-
lation in this country to have any large number of our
citizons made slaves, unable to express themselves, unable
to vote, unable to aot as their conscience dictates. I claim
for civil servants of the country, for the Ransard reporters,
for the translators that they are citizens as much as you
and I are, Mr. Speaker, and while I do not question the legal
right of the Speaker to act as ho las done-that is a part
of the question I leave to old parliamentarians and lawyers-
but as citizens I think they have the same right as I have
or any member has to act at a general election just as each
man's conscience dictates. I say, therefore, that we should
not support the dismissal of any civil servant so long as ho
acts as actand anybody else acts according to his con-.
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scienee and the best interests of the country which it is hie

3 bounden duty to serve.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I am afraid I cannot
earn the applause of my friends behind me, because I am
not going to make a speech on this occasion. The subjeot
has been fully discussed on both sides, every hon. member
understands the question and the various phases of it as
they appear in the different speeches addressed to the
House. I am satisfied that the Speaker had the power
which ho has exercised, that the power was given to him
by the complaint addressed to him as to the conduet of these
threo persons mentioned. I am satisfied these three persons
come within the purview of the statute, that they are per.
sons attendant upon the House, and, therefore, if the mis-
conduct has been complained of, it is the Speaker's duty
to act upon it and within the scope of his power to do so;
and I aiso think, after hearing the language that has been
used, and after an inspection of the papers laid before the
House, that these men richly deserve tho exercise of the
power by the Speaker. I therefore, move in amendment to
the said proposed amendment, that ail the words after the
word "That uin the original motion, where it appears the
first time, be struck out, and the following substituted in
lien thereof :-

Mr. Speaker in dismissing Rémi Tremblay, E. Tremblay and A. E.
Poirier from their offices of translators of the Debates of this House,
has acted within the scope of his powers and has exercised »noh powers
with a due regard to the dignity of this ùouse, and to the conusideration
and respect due to its mem bers.

Mr. LAURIER. I have just one word to say in answer to
the right hon. gentleman. If the same measure of justice
is to ho applied to ail the offenders who have equally
offended in this matter, the resolution of my hou. friend
does not go far enough and it should include ail those who
being actual officers of the House are not only during the
elections, but are day after day writing letters and writing
correspondence to their papers upbrading members of this
House. The practice should not ho tolerated at all. I have
said in my opening remarks and I repeat it bore that it
should not be tolerated that an officer o bthe ouse should
engage in active polities. I think the prmciple is a wrong
one. I agree with my friend from Oxford. I agree with
everybody who bas spoken on this side that if my hon. friend
the Secretary of State wants to pose in a magnanimous
position it.does not lie in him dismissing mon because they
offended him, but lot him say, we have been violating the
rule, let us make a new rule and let us forget the past, and
thon we will think it magnanimous. Notwithltandin
what my friend may say, I cannot believe ho is actuated
unconsciously, perhaps, since ho protests, with anything but
resentment. If ho wore not actuated by resentment ho
would say: I will make it a rule that those mon will not in
future trespass against the privileges of this louse; but
the result will now remain with the connivance of the hon.
gentleman who leads this House that three mon will be
selected because they have not offended against the majority,
and those who offended against the minority wili ho paid
and protected by the majority of this flouse.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I do not think the hon.
gentleman ought to make that charge against us. If the
hon. gentleman will look at the clause he will see that the
Speaker has no power to dismisa or suspend an officer
except a complaint or representation is made against him.
A complaint and representation was made to the Speaker
against those three mon. No complaint or representation
was made against the other five men of which the hon.
gentleman now speaks, and until a complaint or represen-
tation was made to the Speaker he did not interfere. It
was such complaint and representation that invested him
with the power, and if a complaint or representation is
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made to the Speaker about the other parties at any time I
have no doubt that the Speaker will take the same course
in respect to those other parties as ho was obliged to take
on the representation made to him respecting the other
tbree.

Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman allow me to,
say one word in answer ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Certainly.
Mr. LAURIER. I will not makesuch a complaint against

any of those translators here on the Debates, because they
have been allowed the right in the past and I would think
it unmanly on my part if I were to make any such complaint.
I have a paper here full of extracts. It is true that I am
not called a pendard or such expressions but I am treated
to things not at all flattering of mysolf. I will not make
any complaint against those translators so long as it i8
allowed by this House that they have a right to engage in
polities or anything else after the session, So long as that
is not forbidden I will not make a complaint.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not taken any part in this
debate, but I have listened to it with a good deal of atten-
tion and I am surprised at the course taken by the right
hon. gentleman in moving this amendment.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Her.r, hear; oh, oh.

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course I expected that the claqueurs
behind him would interrupt. I knew what was to come
and I expected it.

Mr. RYKERT. You have been there.

Mr. MITCHELL. I have never been there a tool. I am
surprised at the remarks of the right hon. gentleman. He
says it requires a complaint to be presented to the Speaker
before action can be taken by the Speaker in dismissing
those mon. I am not going to discuss the question whether
the Speaker has the power to dismiss them or not. That
has been discussed by other gentlemen in this House. In
reference to the conduct of the right hon. gentleman who
professes with such humility and suavity to present to this
lionse the position in which the matter stands I am going
to say that this debate has shown that the other five trans-
lators are guilty of the same acts as has been alleged
against the other three. Those allegations have been
made by gentlemen who occupy a position in this House
which entitles their statements to ho received with reli-
ance and respect. The right hon. gentleman instead of
moving an amendment to dismiss those mon, who from en.
thusiasm or strong party feelings might be led away by the
practice which prevailed-not alone amongst the employés
of Parliament, but amongst the employés of the Govern-
ment in Ottawa and elsewhere, who have taken part in
public contests-I say it would have botter become the
right hon. gentleman if ho had taken the stand, that after
hearing the allegations against those three men, ho should
defer the matter until ho considers the case of the others.
I am not going to justify those men, for my opinion is this
upon that question : that the employés of the Government, or
the employés ofthis House, ought to refrain from taking any
very active part in public contesta when a contest is going
on. They may have their opinions, they may even state
their opinions, I would concede that, but they shouldnot take
any very active part at all events in any publie contest
that goes on. It would botter become the right hon. gentle-
man as arbitrator of the affairs of this country and as the
absolute autocrat of this House if ho in this case said:
Those three men have had a eharge laid against them
because they have chosen to attack the hon. the Secretary of
State and the case of the other men who were equally
guilty upon the statements made in this Parliament, and
upon the honor and reponsibilities of members of Parlia-

Mr. Lavar..

ment must be considered. It would have been botter for
the right hon. gentleman to have taken the course, if ho
desired to be fair, of giving those charges consideration and
if those other five men are equally guilty to deal out the
same treatment to all alike, because hon. gentlemen on that
side of the House have brought charges which hon. gentle-
men on this side of the House have refrainel from doing,
he should not dismiss those three men and keep the others
n office.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh 1 oh !
Mr. MITCHELL. Yes. Oh, oh ! It would botter be.

come the right hon. gentleman, if ho desired to show any
spirit of fair play and distribute that justice which ho pro-
fesses to distribute, to have said to this House: We will
defer consideration of this matter until we have considered
the cases of the others and are in a position to treat all
alike. For my part I shall vote against the amendment
not because those men have the right to interfere in public
affairs at all, but I vote against it as a protest against the
injustice done to those men by the right hon. gentleman.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The First Minister professes-to
act in a fair manner towards those three employés of the
House whom ho says have been complained against and
who deserve dismissal. The hon. gentleman knows that
the members on this aide of the House have again and again
proposed that those employed in the public service should
cease to be political partisans on either side the moment
they are employed. That is a principle which the hon.
gentleman has never conceded, and so far as those trans..
lators are concerned it was said at the time of their
appointment that the House gave employment to
them but for a very small portion of the year and that their
salaries were less than the ordinary reporters upon the
Official Debates, and that they were to be at liberty to
engage in ordinary avocations whenever they were not
employed here. It was well known at the time they were
appoirted that some of them were on the political press of
one side and some on the political press on the other side,
and it was egpressly stated by the committee at whose
instance they were appointed that they were not to be
interfered with in their political freedom or independence.
That was the position in which the parties stood, and the
hon, Secretary of State has complained against those mon
for exercising their rights as free men.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. No.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Yes, and the hon. gentleman
who moves the amendment is acting on that assumption.
Why, Sir, the hon. gentleman cannot have forgotten that
he caused to be appointed here a number of men who were
engaged as reporters on the political newspapers support-
ing him, as extra sessional clerks at $4 a day, and that they
never wrote a line in the public service, but received their
$4 a day to contribute to those newspapers which were
weekly employed in maligning and misropresenting hon.
gentlemen on this side of the House. And now, for him to
say that ho is prepared to sustain the Speaker in dismissing
an official the moment ho is complained against on that
side of the House, is a very extraordinary statement to
make.

Sir JO HIN A. M AC DONALD. I did not say that,

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then I will not charge him
with saying it, but I will say that the hon. gentleman is
prepared to sustain the speaker in dismissing an official
from the public service as soon as ho attacks any one on
that aide of the House, but ho is not prepared to diamis
him when ho attacks hon. gentlemen on this side.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I did not say that either.
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Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Well, that is the clear infor-
ence, not only from what the hon. gentleman has moved
and said, but from what ho has been doing for the last ton
years. Now, I wish to call the attention of the Blouse to
this section of the Act, because I do not think it is open to
the construction the First Minister has put on it. At all
events, that is not the clear and obviaus construction that
bas been put on it by the House. What has the House
been doing ? A committee of the House has been ap.
pointing certain officers; it bas exercised supervision over
them; it has done what the Speaker is authorised to do
with regard to the officials bore spoken of; it has judged of
their fitness, and has decided whether they ought or ought
not to be retained in the service. It is well known that no
resolution of this House can override a statute; but if these
people come under this Act, this committee has been
overriding this statute. The term "other person" in the
Aot does not refer to this clais of officers, but only to those
who are ejusdem generis as those before mentioned, and
who are appointed either by the Speaker or by the Crown.
These officers are appointed by neither, and therefore the
House bas properly interpreted the Act in authorising a
committee to judge of the fitness or unfitness of these men,
and not the Speaker. The flouse bas for the past five years
been assuming that by doing this it has not been going in
the face of this statute. Without interfering with the sta-
tute at all,the services of these men might be dispensed with
precisely as they were appointed, by resolution of this
House. Now, Sir, it is perfectly clear that the resolution
of the bon. gentleman is a more ad captandum resolution.
It is one intended to uphold and perpetuate a personal wrong
done to these parties. It affirms a jurisdiction which under
the provisions of this law is not given to the Speaker. It is
making the declaration that the House has for the past five
years been guilty of a usurpation of functions not given to
it but to the Speaker by the Act. The hon. gentleman
shakes his head, but I say it is impossible for him to escape
from that position, and he now asks the House to stultify
itself and to declare that it has been acting contrary to the
provisions of the statute for the last five years. I trust that
no hon. gentleman on this side of the louse, at any rate,
will be guilty of so gross an act of inconsistency, as well as
so gross a wrong, as would be donc by the adoption of this
resolution.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Question.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I am speaking to the question.
If the hon, gentleman who is intorrupting me had one tithe
of the interest at stake that there is at stake in this matter,
he would be ready to spend the time of the House in its de-
fense; and he is ready to do a grose act of injustice to
three men who bave doue no wrong and who are entitled
to his protection. The hon. gentleman who is interrupting
me is ready to take the bread and butter out of the mouths
of men who are just as honest, as intelligent, as earnest in
defense of what they believe to be right and fair, as the
bon, gentleman himself is. It is a matter of too much con-
sequence te those parties to be treated as cavalierly as the
bon. gentleman proposes to treat it. Here are men who
are shown from the extracts that have been read to bave
said moi e violent things of the gentlemen on the Treasury
benches than those whom they propose to dismiss, and they
do not even complain of them, because they belong to the
party behind them; and they now level their attacks daily
against hon. gentlemen on this side of the House and are
maintained in that position. Sir, this resolution is a reso-
lution to discriminate between men belonging to different
political parties. It proposes to moto out one measure,
of justi e to one portion of the public service, and
another and different measure to another portion, and I
trust, Sir, that this country will not fail to mark thel
course hon. gentlemen opposite are taking. Why, the '

right lon. the Firet Minister sustained bore last year a
man who, in violation of his oath of office and in violation
of the statute, did a gross wrong to eighty member on
this side. And what has ho done to him now ? He has
put him into the Agriculture Department, in charge of an
important portion of the public service, with a salary of
$600 or $800 more than ho receivod before. It will be
possible, with that fact before the country, to convince any
one that the hon. gentleman proposes to punish these mon,
not because they bave doue a wrong, but simply because
they happen to be Reformera.

House divided on the amendment te the amendment of Sir
Tohn A. Macdonald:

Messieurs
Audet, Foster, Mille (Annapolis),
Bain (Soulanges), Freeman, Mofat,
Baker, Girouard, Moncreif,
Bergin, Gordon, Montague,
Rowell, Grandbois, Montplaisir,
Boyle, Guilbault, O'Brien,
Brown, Guillet, Patterson (Essex),
Bryson, Haggart, Perley (Asiaibota),
Burns, Hall, Porter,
Cameron, Henderson, Prior,
Cargill, Hesson, Putman,
Carling, Hickey, Reid,
Uarpenter, Hudspeth, Riopel,
Garon (Sir Adolphe), Ives, Robillard,
Ohapleau, Jamieson, Roome,
Ohisholm, Joncas, Royal,
Oimon, Jones (Digby), Rykert,
Oochrane, Kenny, Shanly,
0ockburn, Kirkpatrick, Small,
Oolby, Labrosse, Smith (Sir Donald),
Corby, Landry, Smith (Ontario),

osti g an, Langevin (Sir Hoetor),Spronle,
aoughlin, Macdonald (Sir John), Stevenson,
Ooulombe, Macdowall, Taylor,
Couture, McOulla, Temple
Daly, McDonald (Victoria), Thompson,
Daoust, Me L)ougald (Piotou), Tiidale,
Davin, MoDougall (0. Breton), Tupper (Pietou),
Davis, McGreevy, Tyrwhitt,
Dawson, McKay, Vanasse,
Denison? McKeen, Wallaee,
Desaulniers, McLelai, White (Oardwell),
Desjardins, MoKillan (Vaudreuil), White (Renfrew),
Dickinson, McNeill, Wilmot,
Dupont, Madill, Wilson (Argenteuil),
Ferguson (Leeds & G.),Mara, Wilson (Lennoz),
Ferguson (Renfrsw), Marshall, Wood(Brokville).-18.
Ferguson (Welland), Masson,

Messieurs
Amyot, 1111., Memullen,
Bain (Wentworth), Fiset, Meil,
Barron, Fisher, Mills Bothwell),
Béchard, Geoffrion, Mitchell,
Bernier, Godbout, Mulock,
Bourassa, Guay, Paterson (Brant),
Bowman, Hlolton, Perry,
Brion, Ives, Platt,
Burdett, Kirk, Préfontaine,
Cartwright (Sir Rioh'd)Landorkin, Rinfret,
Oasey, Lang, Robertion,
Gaagrain, Langelier(Montmor'cy), Rowand,
Choquette, Langelier (Quebeo), Sté. Marie,
CJhouinard, Laurier, semple,
Oook, Lavergne, Sutherland,
Davies, Lister, Trow,
De St. Georgus, Lovitt, Turcot,
Dessaint, Macdonald (Huron), Watson,
Doyont MoIntyrs, Wolshl
Edgar, MoMillan (Huron), Wilson (Elgin).-6l.
Eisenhaxer,

Amendment to the amendment agreed to.

Motion of Mr. Laurier, as amended, agreed to on the
same division.

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

Motion agreed to; and the House adjourned at 1:55 a.m.
(Thursday).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THUasDAY, 12th April, 1888.

The SPEArER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PaAUIran.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 95) respecting Gaming in Stocks and Mer.
chandise-from the Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first time.

CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. O'BRIEN moved that the petition of the Central
Railway Company, which was reported on and not allowed
by the Standing Committee on Standing Orders, be referred
back to the said committee for further consideration. He
said: The objections which were taken to the Bill when it
was before the committee bave since, I understand, been
removed.

Motion agreed to.

E B TTODUP T A E D E

House to the numerous complaints that have been made by
members of the press, that they have not received, as has
heretofore been the custom, copies of our Hansard. I think
some of the hon. gentlemen who preside over the distribution
of the IXansard are here, and I would be glad to know from
them if steps have been taken to remedy these complaints,
because I must say it has been most unfortunate if the
Hansards have not been distributed to the newspaper press
regularly. It is almost the only way in which the people
at large can obtain a reasonable return for the very large
sum of money the Debates cost us; and if through any in-
advertence that has been done, I hope that members of
the committee will rectify it without delay.

Mr. DESJARDINS. I do not know the reason of the
failure to distribute the flansard, but I know that the
committee has given no orders to have the supply out off.
I will enquire and ascertain why it is that the Debates have
not been sent out as usual to the newspaper press.

Mr. MITCHIELL. I may remark upon this point, that I
enquired at the Berald office on Saturday in reference to
the complaints that were made, and I find that we received
the copies of the debates. But I understand that country
papers are complaining that they have not received it. The
city papers I believe have no cause of complaint.

Mr. HRESSON. I think that hon. gentlemen are
Mr. FOSTEIR moved for leave to introduce Bill (No. 99) under a misapprehension upon the whole question. Con-

to amend the Steamboat Inspection Act. He said: This plaint is not made by the newapapers that they arc not
Bill makes one or two not very important amendments to receiving the daily issue of the Hinsard, but that they are
the present Act, and provides for the issue of permits on net supplied by the Debates Committee with a bound cepy.
examination and report by the Inspector of Boilers to Mr. MtCoELL. Oh, no.
persons who carry passengers on their boats in certain Mr. BESSON. I beg the bon. gentleman's pardon. Ton
waters, which are defined.wates, hicharedefied.hear that complaint ail around the flouse, and if you will

Motion agreed to and Bill read the first time. simply open your ears you wiIl hear it from the gallery.

bETENTION OF A REGISTERED LETTER. Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The reason I mention
ed the matter is that I have received information that dnring

Mr. McMULLEN (for Mr. LANDERKIN) asked, Is it the the last debate the Hansards have not been supplied to the
intention of the Government to pay to Mira. Barbara country press.
Winkler, of Newstadt, the balance of principal and the Mr. GILLMOR. It oceurs te me that we should distri bute
interest on the sum of 8689.60, contained in a registered rather the corrected copies of the Jansard, instead of the
letter sent her by the Bank of Commeree, Walkerton, on daily issue. I think the corrected copy cf the iansard is
the 22nd of June, of which sum aÉh received bnly $688.80 what sbould bo distributed te the press Ait the members
on the !2th of December, 1887, and whetber any steps have cf Parliament get tho firat copy hefore it is oorrected, there-
been taken by the Government to discover and punish fore they have it as it la taken by the reportera. But these
those guilty of the detention of said letter? copies that are net cerrected go over the whole Dominion,

Mr. SPEAKER. I suppose the hon. member is autho- and the people see the report cf a man's speech with al its
rised to àek this question by the hon. member in whose imperfections and the mistakes that may arise in taking
name it stands? down the speech, or seme omissions that may have been

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes. made. He meets that everywhere, and ho says: "Thot isnet my speech as corrected." AL t!he members cf the
Mr. SPEAKER. It would be better to state that, as House have an oppcrtunity te correct their speeches, and

otherwise it would be irregular. it is the corrected speeches, in my opinion, that eught te
Mr. MoLELAN. The Government bas made no payment go te the country; then, whenever a member la called te

whatever to Mrs. Barbara Winkler, of Newstadt, on acount accoun t for his speech, he refera te the corrected copy, and
of the money contained in a registered letter to ber address there a what he said. 0f course yen may say that mem.
which was lost in the Walkerton Post Office. The mon bers may alter their speeches; but think thereis nt m h
paid to ber was paid by the postmaster of Walkerton, whose

offie ws rspenibl fo theleter cingastay.Mrsthe speeches, and if there bas been any alteration made, itoffice was responsible for the letter going astray. Mrs. Btsnigottediyisei raWinkler has received 8688 80 out of the amount of 8689,60, va be dotected.
and for the amount of 80 cents remaining unpaid shb must evil, and I think it would bo botter te have the corrected
proseoute her claim against the postmaster of Walkerton. copes go eut te the country and the press. I am anxieus
The case was thoroughly inqtiired into at the time by the that the press sbould have just wbat an hon. member aaid,
Government inspectors, but they were unable to dis. and ntended te say.
cover that anyone connected with the Post Office Depart- Mr. WELSHI. 1 quite agree witb the hon. memb3r that
ment was in any way responsible for the loss of the lutter. the iansard .honld be corrected before it goos eut I wil

gîve yen an instance in'point. Wben I was speaking here
DISTRIBUTION OF THE DEBATRS. the ether day, I made the remark that 1 had "a bostswain"

nmyemploy, and it was taken down as "a Boston man."
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Before we pioceed to I ar sure that ne hon. member cf this flouse would

thre Ordeis cf the Day, I wish te Oal ti atteution Of thét wh a staiem t cf that kind te go te thé public, an inoor.
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rect statement. I think the suggestion of the hon. mem
ber is a very good uone, that we should send out the cor
rected report, and I think the hon. gentlemen who hav
control of this matter should take it in hand.

Mr. EDGAR. I see that the hon. Minister of Oustomi
is in his place, and he can recollect that on Monday ht
sugge tedan amendment to the motion that I made foi
papers and correspondence between the Canadian and
American Goveruments about wrecking vessels, limitinÊ
that motion to the papers since the last return ; but h(
was not able at that time to tell the House what the date
of the last returns was, and he said that he would do so.1
would like to know from him the date of the lst return, Sc
that we may refer to it. I would like also to suggest t<
the Minister that the returns should be brought down at ai
early a date as possible, in order that it may be before the
House when the Bill comes before us on that subject whicl
the hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) has i
hand. With reference to the matter which was spoker
about just now, the Hansard, I quite agree with the hon
member for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) in reference to imper
fect reports. I remember that on a former occasion- if1
may be allowed to refer to a former debate, without being
irregular-I happened to remark that an hon. gentleman
on the other side of the House spoke with the airs of
" Turveydrop," and I was borrified to see in the Bansard
next day that I was charged with saying that the hon.
gentleman spoke with the airs of "a turkey cock."

Mr WHITE (Cardwell). We have had all these ques-
tions in the past in connection with the Hansard. If you
adopt the principle that none shall go to the country except
those that have been previously corrected, it simply post.
pones the receipt of them by the newspapers for several
months. Now, any one who knows anything about news-
papers, knows that they ceame to be of any value if they do
not get the material with which they make their comments
for two or three weeks after the event, when the matter
ceases to be of any practical interest. The mistakes that
the gentleman refers to are mistakes that are almost in-
evitable, and I think that we may fairly say of the Hansard
staff, and the reporting of our debates at the present
moment, that I do not think there is to be found anywhere
-and I use that term lu the broadest sense-half a dozen
gentlemen who do their work more conscientiously, and on
the whole, more satisfactorily, then the gentlemen who are
at the table now. The other question, as to whether the
debates, as officially revised, should go to the press, is, of
course, a separate question altogether, and it involves a
separate exp lanation. For myself, I would like very much
to see them get the corrected copies, because all these re-
ports are matters of record, and newspaper editors, in dis-
cussing these questions later on, have to refer to the Han8ard,
and it is a very decided advantage if they can refer to the
corrected copy, as bound. As for these little errors that
occur, where one hon. gentleman says that he was made to
say he was employing a Boston man intead of a boatswain,
and the other remark, that an hon. gentleman spoke like a
turkey cock instead of Turveydrop, these are mistakes that
almost any person in hearing them, espeoislly the latter,
might make.; but these are technical errors that are of very
little importance. I think it would be a very serious matter
for the press if they did not get the Hansard before it bad
passed through the hands of the members, and through the
bands of the printers the second time.

Mr. TROW. It has often seemed astonishing to me that
there are not more errors in the Hansard, and I am fre-
quently astonished to find the speeches of hon. gentlemen
so correctly reported. Private discussions go on all round
the Chamber when hon. gentlemen are speaking, and I am
surprised at the accuracy of the reports ; it is evideut to me
t4at the reprters are thoroughly up in their profession, or

- otherwise the could not perform their duties in the per-- fect manner they do perform them.

Mr. SPROULE. I think, when this subject is under dis-
cussion, it would be well to have a general expression of the

sL House in regard to it, because I believe the opinion is prev-
e alent throughout the country that it would be a great im.
r provement, even with the delay that would occur, if a
d revised copy of Hansard were sent to the pres. The hon.
g member for Cardwell (Mr. White) says it would be a seri.
e ous matter if it was not sent out immediately to the pressj
e but, in any event, the copies of Ransard can only reach the
I press a hundred miles or so of the capital within a day or
o two, those going down to Prince Edward Island, Halifax,
o Manitoba and British Columbia not reaching there for sev-
s eral days. It could not make much difference if there was
e a few days' longer delay, provided a correct copy was sent
h out. The Hansard is referrcd to principally by the weekly
n newspapers throughout the country, and if Bansard sent
n out this week were too late for next issue it could be used

the following week, and it would be almost equally fresh.
Complaints are constantly received in regard to this matter.
Members are called upon te account for speeches they make
in this House, and they are able to question what it was

n represented they did say, and they were entitled to
f do so, because they did not correct the original copy

of the repoit. When we consider the difficulties
. the reporters have to contend with, firet, in regard to

hearing accurately what is said, then in taking it down,
then in transcribing it, and inaccuracies take place; add all
these together and it will appear that the daily issue sent
out is literally full of mistakes and of little or no use.
Now, we can easily get the copy of speeches within twenty-
four hours; twenty-four hours after that I think almost
every member would correct it, and wo would have a delay
of only two days, and a great benefit would accrue from a
correct copy going out of what members said, and which
they must stand by, and for which they would be expeeted
to be held accountable. It is most important that this should
be done, and from the expressions I have heard from differ-
ent members on both sides of the House, this amendmens
should be made so that correct copies would ba sent out.

Mr. LAURIER. Th re is another matter to which I
desire to call the attention of the House, and it is the moes',
objectionable practice which has grown up of late,and which,
if pursued in, will surely impair the good relations that
ought to exist between the two sides of the House. Every
division we have had during the present Session has been
characterised by most offensive manifestations on the part
of some hon. gentlemen oppo'ite against some hon. nem bers
on this side of the louse. There seem to be some hon.
members who are made the butt for hooting and insulte.
Hion. gentlemen opposite must admit that if the practice is
continued it muet provoke retaliation, and retaliation would
be far more desirable than the practice itself. I can under-
stand there will be, and must be, differences of opinion in
the House, but every member has a right to expect that his
opinions will be respected by his colleagues. In so far as I
am concerned in this matter from the position which I
occupy, I shall endeavor to see that not only the debates
but the proceedings will be characterised and eonductedi-
and I invite the co-,peration of my hon. friends.on this
matter-with that courtesy which should prevail in such an
assembly as this. At the same time Ishall expect that the
same courtesy be extended to us by the other side of the
House. Lat night the division was conspicuous by the
most offensive manifestations, and I have only this to say in
conclusion, that i hope in future such manifestations will
not take place as ocourred lat evening.

Sir HBCTOR L&ANGEVIN. I agree with the hon. gentle-
man that it is very important each side of the H»use
should respect the otiher siday and each member should re-
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speet ail the members of the House. Of course, the hon.
gentleman bas observed certain manifestations that have
taken place during divisions, but I must say that, with my
recollection of last Session, I cannot but feel that similar
manifestations were made towards certain members on this
aide of the House by hon. membeis opposite. Perbaps that
would not be a good reason for one side or the other to
retaliate, but it shows, at all events, that if there bas been
any feeling in this direction on one side there bas been the
same feeling on the other side of the House. Therefore,
without naming or recriminating I think, speaking for this
side of the House, that we agree that it would ho a great
deal better that no manifestations should be made against
any hon. member. Of course, there is always allowed the
parliamentary manifestation of "aher, hear," when a mem-
ber's vote seems to be a littie extraordinary to members of
the House. That is the parliamentary way of showing ap-
proval or disapproval on one side or the other, and I am
sure the hon. gentleman would not wish to put a stop to
that proper way of manifesting one's sentiments; but I am
sure we all agree, as well as the Opposition @ide represented
by the hon. gentleman, that the proper way of conducting
the business of this House is to cease on both aides from
making manifestations of that kind.

Mr. LAURIER. I do not exactly remember what took
place last Session, but perhaps the hon. gentleman bas a
stronger motive for remembering what took place than I
have. I thought, as hon. gentlemen opposite were far
more numerous than those on this side of the House, there
were more manifestations on the other side than on this ;
but, at all ovents, let that be so or not, I hope that we will
agree that past issues be buried and a botter understanding
ho bad in the future.

Mr. MITCH ELL. I quite agree with the suggestions
made by the leader of the Opposition, and I was glad to
find the leader of the Government for the time being
assented to the suggestion that special manifestations should
ceaq,. The act of calling out " hear, heur " is not very
offensive, but there are other calls which have been made
to certain mombers which are really personally offensive.
Both parties are somewhat to blame. 'Ihe only party
really free from blame in this House is the party repre-
sented by myself, and I may say for that party that I will
endeavor to pursue the course pointed out by the leader of
the Opposition and accepted by the leader of the Govern-
ment for the time being, and refrain from anything like
very offensive personal remarks.

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). I think the hon. gentleman
has undertaken a most important task, and a more difficult
one for him to perform than that of the leader of the
Opposition.

Mr. BCWELL. I promised the hon. member for
South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright) to tell him when
the last report upon wrecking and tugging was laid before
the House. If the hou. gentleman will tarn to the Sessional
Papers of 1881, No. 9 of à7 and U58, No. of paper 50, he will
find the report.

Mr. EDGAR. That was the matter to which I referred.
Mr. BOWELL. Yes.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS ACT.

Mr. AMYOT. Do I understand that the Government
have abandoned their Bill to amend the Controverted
Elections Act.

Mr. THOMPSON. The Government do not propose to
introduce any Bill to amend the Controverted Elections Act,
but we have as the hon. member will see on the Order
paper a Bill to amend the Dominion Elections Act on the

same su bject as his Bill. I would suggest that ho should lot
his proposal stand until that Bill is in committee, an-d then
we ca diseasa the whole subject more easily.

Mr. AMYOT. I suppose there will be the same chance
given to my Bill to have it considered if it is not included
in the Government Bill. I understand the Bill on the
Dominion Elections Act and on the Dominion Oontroverted
Elections Act are two different things. The hon. Minister
says his Bill on the Daminion Elections Act comprises the
same thing as mine, and I have no objection that it should
stand, I do not care who proposes it if it becomes law.

Mr. THOMPSON. The Government Bill 1 referred to is
not to amend the Controverted Elections Act but to amend
the Elections Act, and it does not contain the provision
which the hon. gentleman bas in his Bill. It seems to me
it would be more convenient if ho would lot it stand until
the Government Bill is in committee, when ho might move,
if ho adheres to his view abâut this provision, to add it to
the Bill relating to Elections, although it is not technically
under the same Act.

WRECKS ON THE GREAT LAKES.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. Dawson for a retui n respecting Canadian vessels lost
or wrecked on the groat lakes during the past season of
navigation.

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, when this matter was
last brought before the House the discussion was postponed
until the hon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries should
have brought down his report, and now that the report is in
the bands of bon. members, they will be able to see the ex-
tent of the losses and the number of wrecks on the great
lakes. This is a very important subject. It is too much the
custom in a great many quarters to look upon those lakes as
more mill ponds, requiring very little attention and in
which there is very little danger, but lakes that run up
to the length of 400 miles and have a width of 200 miles, as
Lake Superior has, would be formidable seas anywhere.
The losses which have occurred last year are much less in
nunber and less in amount than those which occurred some
years previously. During the last six years the lossos on
the great lakes have been exceedingly heavy. A number
of fine steamers have been lost and a great many valuable
lives lost with them. But, as I said,the number bas been fewer
and the amount of loss involved much les last year. That, Sir,
is due in a great measure to the improved manner of the in.
spection. The Government now inspect the halls and
machinery of steamers, and that, I believe, bas led to a
great saving in life and property. A great deal las been
done, but a great deal romains still to be done, and this in-
spection should be carried somewbat further than it has
hitherto been carried. It should extend to vossels which
now escape inspection, and I shall touch on that point later
on. In the meantime I will draw attention to what the
report says of the losses that have occurred on the great
lakes last year :

"The barge Orienta, of Kingston, 328 tons register, left the port of
aharlotte, U. 8., on the 23rd of October last, with a eargo of coal 150
tons in weightin tow ot the steam tug Bootia The vesul was 21 years
old, and was probably worth $1,000. ier erew sonsisted of a captain,
who held a certificate of service as muter, a mate, who wa an un-
eertifica'ed man, and two deck hands. There was also a woman eook
on board. The vessel encountered very heavy weather and when about
three miles of Port Dalhousie the tow line parted. The Orientai went
down with al on board and the Sotia made for the port of Niagara,
which she reached in safety."
No w, Sir, here is the case of a vessel into the loss of which
an investigation was held and it was clearly proved that
thiis vessel was not only unseaworthy but that she was over-
loaded, and that it was in the power of people consigning
freight in order to make money, to put an unseawortby
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vessel to sea, the result of which was the loss of five lives.
Five poor people were carried to the bottom without any
means of saving themselves. That is one instance. Now
the next thing spoken of in the report is the loss of the
California.

"The propéllor Cakliornia, of Montreal, left Chicago for a port in
Coanada on te lit October lat, with three passengers and 22 of a crew.
8he had on board 20,000 bushels of corn, and 696 barrels of pork on deck.
On the morning ot the 23rd she encountered very heavy weather and
commenced to leak ; the cargo also shifted and increased the difficulty
of steering the vessel to snob an extent that 8he would not answer her
port helm. The violence of the waves drove in the auchor ahutter, and
the vesselshipped a great deal of water through the opening. The
leak eontinued to gain aid put out the fires, leaving the vessel at the
mercy of the wind and waves, and she finally foundered on the night oft
the 3rd of October off St. Helen'. Island, towards which the vessel was
drifting. The vessel was built in 1873, and was out in two and had 35
feet added te ber length in 1883. She was 900 tons gross and 580 tons
register tonnage. By this éasualty seven of the crew and two of the pas.
sengers were lest, although the vessel had four boats, which left her
when she toundered with a few persons in each."

Here is another case of overloading. There could be no
doubt that that vessel could only carry 22,000 bushels of
wheat or corn, and that those 690 barrels of pork put on
as a deck load was the cause of her los. Here is also a
statement of the total amount of losso:

" The disasters reported to this department as havinj occurred te
vesseli on the inland waters of Canada, and to Janadian vessels on
American inland waters during the year 1887, were 39, sud the tonnage
itvolved was 13,137 tons iegister. T he number of lives lost was 21, and
the amount of los both partial and total, to vessels and cargo, as far
as estimated, was u90,915.

Now, 6ir, last year, although wrecks were fewer and the
total amount of loss less than in ordinary years, hère is am
actual loes of over $90,000, and it becomes a very important
matter to enquire how such loss could best be prevented
in the future. I think, Sir, there js one obvious way,
and that je to compel the barges, the smaller craft, and
the eraft which are now very little looked after, to un-
dergo an irspection as well as the large steamers. I
have recently received several letters from experienced
lake captaine about this system of putting unseaworthy
barges in tow of steamers, and the result of enquiries which
I have been malring may be taken from what I will now
read :
" Referring to barges in tow of tugi, they should have the stability of a
îa!ling vessel, and ifnot of sumcient sail power to take care of themselves
under all circumstanoes,they at all events should be provided with good
ground tackle, that is, good anchors and chains suitable to their tonnage.
good boat&, with ail necemsary appliances ready for immediate use: life-
buoys and life-preservers for the crew, properly placed; a captain and
mae with eertficates, good substantial windlas and bits, tow ports well
secured, good, tow haes of suffioient length. This in itself aight be
the means of saving the crew and vessL. Barge towing is very
hasardous, and every reasonable precaution ought to be used. When
yeonsider the tug and her tow on a lee shore, the tow line parting
and the barge left helpiess, ber anchors, handled by competent men,
night even then save both crew and vessel. The tug towing the barge
hâs no ecurity that ber maohinery may net give way at a perilous time
showing plainly the neceseity of the barge being well fonud in erew an
outttL The unaoen vesas that are undér repaira : Manitoba,
Detroit, Champio, Owen Bomd, Frances Smith, Coli gw.od, So.uhern
Beid, Deaaroulo. The hull inspectora, up to this date, know nothing of
repafrs done to the resurrected craft ; they have no power."

From another source I have this:
"Hull inspectors are not privilegd to use theirdiaoetion in mattersof

impection, materially affecting their duties. They are hampered by not
beiug allowed to ses vsasels underguing repaire. When closed up
and completed the repaira are not visible to the inspector, and then
the only possibilty of asertaining the correetness of the statements
turnishat by owners of the repaira1 il redocking, which causes great ex-
peaue and very great diusatisfaca."

Now, 6fr, that is a point to which I would draw particular'
attention, the necessity of having a vesse! inspected when
she ie undergoing repails. She can thon be easily seen.
But after sheha been patched up and painted over, and

whsh everything looks smooth outside, it is very dimieult
fbi the inspoctorB to aseertain whether oinot there is any-
thfgng w thr. Anbther frightfu.l strue of dunge?

is sending out vessels overloaded in the fall. There should
be some means found of preventing that ; and I think it
could be prevented, as I suggested on a former occasion,
by giving authority to the Customs offieers at the différent
porte to decide when a vessel is overloaded, In all of these
lake.going vessels there should be a line such as that known
in England as the Plimeoll line, beyond whioh they should
not be allowed to load. It i not in thé regular steamers
that the danger lies. On Lake Superior there are a number
of very fine steamers, suoh as the Canadian Pacifie Railway
steamers, those that ply from Sarnia, and those that ply
from Owen Sound. There are no vessels in the world
superior to those, or botter adapted for the navigation
for which they are used; in fact, they are floating
palaces. Those vessels are always inspected, aud
it is not in them that the danger lies. It is
in those patched-up vessels, old schooners, not properly
rigged, which are sent out in tow of steamers, and whioh
are out adrift the moment danger arises, and are very
likely to be lost. One cause of disaster hitherto has been
that the lakes were not proporly surveyed; but I am very
happy to say that that risk i likely no longer to exist.
There has been an admirable hydrographie survey going
on from year to year on those lakes, and I hope it will be
coutinued until a complete survey is obtained. The survey
made by Admiral Bayfield, which bas immortalized, and very
juptly immortalized him, was made under circumetances
which did not admit of his finding all the sboals existing in
those lakes; but the hydrographic survey which bas been
going on since has revealed a great many hidden ehoals
and rocks, which will hereafter appear on the charts. In
order to convince the House of the necessity Of going on
with thèse surveys and the necessity of providing properly
for the navigation of the great lakes, I need only draw
attention to the enormous traffle which is springing up on
them. Last year I took occasion to say that the trage of
the great lakes passing through the Sault Ste. Marie canal
was nearly equal to that passing throngh the Suez eatia!,
which carries the traffle of three continents, Europe, Asla
and Africa. Would it be believed, Sir, that on these inlnd
lakes we have a trace not very far short of that tra'eM? I
have not precise return of what it was during the pUt gtmà
mer ; but in 1886, 4,527,000 tons Of freight pased
through Saalt Ste. Marie canal; and I at told that dùring
the past year the freight tonnage exceeded 6,00j,000 toCle.
Now, Sir, that represents an enormons tralfte, whieh you
may form some idea of when I tell you what the'trfflo of
the Suez Canal has been. In 1819 thé total freight t1%fd
of the Suez Canal was 3,236,000'tons, in 1880 it ws 4,944,-
000 tons, in 1881 it was 5,794,000 tons, and it has e on
increasing until in 1886 It had reached over 8,000,0K tons.
But here is an inland canal of North America, the traic of
whieh is not s0 very far short of the traineo of the suezC anal.
Now, Sir, what does all this show ? It shows that there is
a traffn growing up on our great lakes that shonld be adequa
tely provided for. It shows that every precaution ought
to be taken to make the navigation of those lakes as sale adgit
can possibly be made. I am happy to say that on the
Odsadian side of the largest of these lakes the Ba9igton
is naturally very sale, and with a few more tighta
and a few additional harbors, the whole tramé to
and from Samit Ste. Marie would be brought in
that direction, through Canadian waters, calling at
Canadian ports, and giving life to Canadian traffc and trade,
I believe that I have drawn the attention of the depertenent
to ail that I can think of at present in relation to this mat-
ter, and I hope the inspection of thése old barges ard the
preventing, if possible, of their going ont will nôt be
neglected. I have a list here, Inland Lloyde special régls-
ter for 1887, and it is perfectly frightful to see by it the
number ofold woodén vusela, from25 to96 years of old that
are being patdhed up andrepafre& The tr o Cithé~re*t
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lakes will be very large this coming season, and if all these
vessels are to be állowed to go forth in tow of steamers, the
temptation to send them out will be great because the tra

barge, who reported that she Iay upon the bottom of the
lake, in thirty feet of water, heading straight for¯the harbor
to which she was heading at the time of e disaster. She

fic wiJ be great and the profits large ; and unless seme- bad not turned in the trough of the sea as she woula have
thing be done, we may look to a larger and more deplorable if she had sunk after the tow lino broke. Moreover, the
loss f life than has occurred in years past. dier who went down, report& that the bull is 'perfectly

th lViIas ocred inyeasr in ut. . strong and tight, and the disaster apparently occurred
Mr. DAVIN. I have great pleasure in supportig the through the neglect of the unfortunate men who were on

motion of my hon. friend. I think that the Department of board, in not-having the forecastle fruttle properly secured.
Customs might be very properly utilised for carrying out It was not secured at the time, and the sea washed over ber,
the intentions that have been so well explained by the hon. and she foundered. In justice to the owner, 0aptain
member for Algoma (Mr. Dawson). In looking over the Fraser, I think this statement should be made, and I do
report of the Department of Marine, I find that, in the case so at his request.
of the Oalifernia, the account given there can leave no
doubt whatever in the mind of anyone that that vessel was Sir RICII &RD CARTWRIGIIT. I would like to enquire
unseaworthy. She was valued at $27,000, although unsea- from the bon. the Minister of Marine and Fisheries whether
worthy, and insured for 821,000. We may be perfectly there is any truth in the statement which appeared in some
certain that the vessel was not worth $27,000, and of course of the papers, that certain portions of the hull of this vessel
the temptation to overload a vessel like that and to send were exhibited to him, and were found in a state of ad-
her out in an unseaworthy condition, taking all the risks, is vanced decay. I know nothing of the facts, but that state-
very strong to the owner of such a vessel. The question is ment was made, and probably the hon. gentleman will
one that appeals not only to our humanity, but to our inform the flouse whether it was correct or not.
esteem for our reputation as agreat commereial oommunity, Mr. FOSTER. Some very emall portions of the vessel
and it is one in which the western people are deeply in- bave been brought to the department for examination, and
terested. I would therefore urge strongly, in supporting labels have been put on them to show the parts from which
the motion of my bon. friend, this subject on the attention they cnme. It is scarcely possible, until the vessel is
of the hon. the Minister of Marine. It is not necessary, so raised, as i believe the owner intends to do, to say accurately
lucid and so full bas been the statement of my hon. friend, whether it is true that these come from those portions cf
that I should say more than that, having looked into the the vessel or not. I may, at this stage of the dieeussion,
question and knowing something about it, I can endorse all say a word or two with reference to this matter. I had not
that my bon. friend has said upon this subject. the advantage of hearing all that my hon. friend for Algoma

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I would like to say only a few (Mr. Dawson) said, but from what I could gather in his
words in order to call the attention of the flouse to the speech, he as collected a large amount of valuable informa-
report made by the owner of the barge Oriental, the case of tion which will be on reoord, and which 1 will take occasion
whieh was referred to by the hon. member for Algoma, to look very carefully into. It must not be supposed,
when he made this motion some weeks ago. As regards however, that the Marine Department, either now or at any
the subject-matter of his motion, the ,hon. gentleman has previous time in its history, has not been as careful as
my most cordial assent and support. I think it is of the possible in looking into this matter, especially of
deepest moment that vessels should be thoroughly inspect- inland navigation, and in taking the best means in its
ed and every precaution taken to prevent their leaving power to overcome the difficulties and make navigation on
shore, unless they are in a seaworthy ccndition. Thou- our great lakes as secure and safe as possible. The Steam-
sands of lives are entrusted to them, and every precaution boat Inspection Act bas gone a long way in that direction.
should be taken to ensure the safety of those lives. If there A large portion of the expense of the department for new
is a Plimsoll in England, we ought to have one here in lights and fog-alarms is now made in the region of the
Canada, who will see that the lives of these poor men, who great lakes, which is rapidly bringing up that portion of our
have to earn their living by going down to the deep, should waters to a state of very great efficiency and security as far
b.erotected ; and I hope the hon. the Minister of Marine as these are coneerned. A gain, as my hon, friend bas said,
and Fisheries will not allow the inspectors tO do just as we have had an exhaustive survey conducted on the most
they please, but will see that they de their duty, and thas dangerous of those waters in and at the mouth of the
take care that these old vessels, of which the hon. member Georgian Bay. This survey has been a great advantage
fer Algoma has spoken, are made tight and seaworthy sofar, and will be of etill greater advantage when -com-
before being allowed to leave port. But, while I regret plted. Notwithstanding the remark of the bon. member
very much the loss of life which took place last year, we for Frontenau (Mr. Kirkpatrick), I think we have a very
muat, in justice to the owner of the bar ge Oriental, let him good board of steamboat inspectors and of bull inspectors.
state his own case, and he has sent me this letter, a portion Tbey are all men who do their duty very faithfully. I
of which I think it my duty to read to the House. He have called their attention, owing to disaters which have
"sa : taken place lately, and the information which has corne to

" That the barge was not an unheaworthy vessel, but was one of the the House in a special manner this year, to the inspection
strongest boats of ber clas that was ever built on the lakes, and when of boats of the clas spoken of, these old bogts which
I owned ber was very tight. 'I sailed her for the two seasons before her are being hngthened and rebuilt, and have agked them to
loSs, with heavy freights, and on several occasions in heavy storma, and .
she never etrained or made a drop of water, and she was at the time of insiat on a mest thorough and vigorous inspection of that
les& in goosi condition and perfectiy strong and tight. From the water class of Loats. It would be our advantage to look after
to the top ot the rail amidsnipé was six feet, and the distance of the bow those boats while they are in the procesas of being repaired,
was ton feet,e loadedi, lh is e a very large size for a boat to have when they bave a better opportunity of seeing the progrees

which is being made with them. As to the Oriental, the
That disposes of the statement that the boat was overloaded. matter was very thoroughly inveatigated, and my officers who
Another statement is made that the tow line was cat, and investigated and reported on that came to the conclusion,that he was allowed to drift in the trough of the river, notwithstanding the evidence which was given by the owner
anct so perish. To this charge, the owner replies that the himself, that the vessel waa not a seaworthy.vessel, and that
tow line was not Cat, but that the barge sunkbefore the tow it was owing in the main t her unseaworthyness that the
line broke; ad he has proved thrt by demonstration, accident occurred. That veassl went ont froma an American
having Sent down a dIverto examine the poÈition 'of theO port, and of coarse we bave no jurisdiction there. Xe- law

Mr. Foszia.
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that Canadahas or could have could remedy the difflculLy
in the ease either of the Oriental or of the California, both
of which were sent out from foreign ports. Of course
greater care could be taken in regard to them, being Can-
adian vessels, when they leave Canadian ports, te prosecute
their foreign voyages, to see that they were seaworthy
As to the overloading, that is a matter which would
be in the power of the country in whose ports they
loaded, and from whose porte they started. I believe,
in the case of the Caiifornia, the evidence shows
that the vessel came to grief chiefly from the want
of shifting boards with reference to ber grain cargo. It was
late in the season and she had a large cargo on board and
the precaution of putting in shifting boards was neglected,
and the grain shifted, and that was the chief cause of the
loss of the vessel. As te the inspection of all these barges,
that would involve an extension of the policy adopted by
the Government some time ago as te steambo>ats, and it
would not only be expensive but would be burden.
some te the shipping if it were carried ont in the same
way as it is with regard te steamboats. Still, I have
no hesitation in saying that both the expense and
the burden should be incurred if it can be shown that it is
necessary te take such measures for the preservation especi-.
ally of life, and the preservation of property as weil.
But, taking the series of years from 1810 te the present
time, we bave had a very gratifying record in the Dominion
of Canada as to these casualties, and this last year the num-
ber of lives lost was, I think, only 46, which is less than the
number in 1870, and only about one-fifth of the average
number from 1870 to 1887. My attention has been called
from varions sources to the matters which the bon. gentle.
man has called attenti )n to, and t will give mybest considera-
tion te the subject, and if anything f urther is necessary I
am saure the Government wili be prepared to do their duty
in the premises.

Mr. SPROULE. When this subject was under considera-
tion some years ago, I made a suggestion which, I think,
would tend largely to remedy the evil. I think this evil
is principally due to the fact that men who are expected to
perform the duty of looking after vessels when they are in
port seldom do it. The duty is given te Customs officers,
and, although they may understand that it is a duty they
are expected to do, I do not think they understand that it
is one which they are compelled to do. What a man is not
held responsibie for when he neglects it, he is not likely to
look after very closely. As time advances, the casualties
which happen make us understand more clearly the im-
portance of having a man at every large port in the country
where vessels are calling and leaving in great numbers
every year, whose special duty it shall be te look after
those vessels when they are in port, not only to see that
they aheuld not be overloaded, but to see that the cargo is
so distributed as to suit the craft it is on. I think, when the
Jane Afillr waa lest, it was generally believed that her los&
was attributable te the fact that her load was on deck,and that
consequently she could not stand the roughness of the sea.
Varions vessels have been lost on the Georgian Bay
and in the Channel and on Lake Saperior, and there has
been searcely one in regard to which there does not appear
to bave been some defect which might have been removed.
While this might be an additionnal charge on shipping, I
do not think that ies afair argument against incurring the
expense, because, if a single Life is lost in one year which
might not have been lest with proper precautions, I
think it will be held that it is the duty of the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries to incur the expense, and continue his,
exertions-for I think they have been wel 'directed in theI
past, towards the end of saving life-in that way, and I
think that there might be a great saving of lité and proper-
ty in thin way. If you look at the amount of freight which

is lest and its value, and compare that with the cot which
would be inourred by the appointment of a few additional
inspectors or mon to look after vessels in impnrtant prts,
the expense is comparatively trifling. Perhaps one.tenth
part of the cost of the freight which bas been lot-leaving
out of account the value of buman life-would more
than pay the additional cost for inspectors to take the
further precautions where necessary. Thon, in regard
to the inspectors of bulles and of steamboats generally, I
believe it is held that an inspecter of engineers, te be com.
petent, sbould be an engineer himself, I understand that
the present inspectors are engineers; but it is equally im-
portant that the inspector of h sll should be shipbuilders,
or ship carpenters. I am credibly informed that the inspec-
tors we hava at present are not ail ship carpenters; that
they bave never served their time at that business, ani that
they, therefore, cannot understand it as well as those who
have. If anything can b done, I think it is important tbt
the best men should ho empleyed. If any freight can be
from destruction or any lives from being lost by the ap-
pointment of additional men, I think it isequally incumbent
upon us, in order to bave this~done, toappoint, notOCollectors
of Customs, but a sepcial man to look after vessels in every
port where vessels call, te see that they are net over-loaded,
that the freight is properly stowed away, and that, when leav-
ing, they are properly equipped with every provision for the
saving of life in case of stress of weather. The bon. mem-
ber for Algoma(Vr. Dawson)is entitled to a great deal of cre-
dit for bringing this matter before the House year after year.
From hie psition ho is cognizant of a great many of the
accidents that take place. He is constantly travelling up
and down the lakes, and the trade is continually increasing,
and there are a large number of crafts on the lakes which
are old and are becoming rotten and should be taken off
the lakes entirely. I think this systeim of an inspection
should extend not only te steamboats but to sailing vessels
and all kinds of boats whieh are found on the lakes,
whether for the purpose of carrying freight or passengers,
because every one of them carries less or more of human
life, and whenever there is a loss, almost always there is a
loss of buman life. But if this trouble were taken, if they
were inspected, I think it would b, equnlly desirable,
because theso sailing vessels do carry both freight and
passengers. It is important that the hull inspecter should
examine the whole of them, net only after they are repaired
and painted up, but while the work is going on. I think It
would be still botter te have the repairs made uioder the
supervision of a competent officer whose duty it should be
te see that all the timbers of that vessel were sound, as well
the new timber as the old timber that was left in them.

Mr. MASSON. I am very glad this matter han been
brought up and that se much valuable information has been
given te the House respecting vessels. That a certain ad.
vance bas been made during the last few years in the mat-
ter of inspection, and that great benefits have already been
derived frem inspection, is well known te all those interested
in the trade of our lakes; but that a great
deal more has yet te be done, is also well
known te all those interested. I wish only to
point out now the importance of inspection, both during
the course of construction and during the course of repair.
I think that is a matter of very great inportance, and I
was pleased te hear the Minister of Marine say that inapee.
tors have instructions te inspect w bile repairs are being
made on theo class of vessels referred te by the hon. mem-
ber for Algoma (Mr. Dawson). If such instructions bave
been given te the inspectors, I believe they have net acted
upon them to any great extent; 1 kr ow from my own per-
sonal observations that, so far from going out of their way
te inspect vessels in course of repsir, they bave absolutely
reiused te do se, telling the parties who asked them to go
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and inspe t while repaire were being made, to se if any- in the Georgian Bay, on the north osast of which a gratA
thing more requiredtobedone, sothattheowners might turn many reef and shoals were found by the survey that were
ont a ship in a seaworthy condition, and in a condition that not known before. Although the Asia may have been se.
would assuredly pase a most rigid inspection-I say when worthy and a good vessel, yet, striking a reef like that, she
the inspectors were invited to examine these repaire, they would have gonedown. I believe the system of inspeetion
replied to the owners: "Finish your vessels, and when you that has been adopted is doing a great deal of good op-
are ready to Cali for inspection, we will go and inspect; on the lakes, I am glad to know from the lips of the Minit-
until then we have no right to do so." Now it appears ter of Marine that he is vigilant in that regard, and that he
that they were not obeying their instructions. I would bas given instructions to the board that inspection shall be
press upon the House and the Department the necessity, not carried ont rigidly in order to 'prevent, if possible, a re
only that the inspectors should have the privilege of in- currence of the disasters that have taken place in the past.
&pecting during construction, but that it should be their
bounden duty, whenever called upon, and even if not oalled Mr. WELSH. With respect to the system of steamboat
upon, to inspect any vessel they know to be in course of inspection and the inspectors, I think the law is very good.
repaire or construction. When an old vessel is being re. It may be subjeet to some improvement, but down in the
paired the object of the owner is to make it pase inspection. Maritime Provinces there is no complaint, and tbe steam-
Bdes, under this system, the dishonest builder is put in boat inspectors there have given satisfaction to the publie
the mane position as the honest builder. It is in the inte as well as to the steambeat owners. If I understand the
resta of te honeist builder to tura out a good and seaworthy matter rightly, it refers more particularly to the navigation
vessel, and it is to his advantage to have an inspection while of inland waters,, of lakes and rives. In regard to building
the repaire are being made, and that the repaire should ae under inspection, I do net think we can lay down a mas-
tuaHy be made under the direetion and superintendenee of iron rule with regard to it. Considerable expense would
the inspector. I do not think any hneat builder would be attached to it, and people would be foreed to get inspee.
ohebui to that. The hon. ember for Algoma memnioned tors to examine the ships. Bat the publie interest would
oa.or t* vessels undergoing repairesat Owen Soend. I may b. secured by adoptivg a principle something like that

"hat theDry Dock Company of OwenSound has apecially adopted by the Board of Trade in Great Britain. There the
aked for inspection while vessele are in course of repair. sips are classed in Lloyds: er Veiitas, or som. other soSiety
It is their aim to turn ont the very best kind of work, and for classing ships. If a man want to eharter a vessl h.
the mest seaworthy vessels, and, on behalf of honest men, I turna up the register and finds where a -ertain vemset was
thiuk it is the duty of the department not only to make it uIt, whal it is lassed a»d so forth, and the inuer-
the privilege of the inspector, but to make it his bounden ance companies know what rate to charge, and the
duty, whether called upon or not, to inspect vessels, whe. shipper knows what risk he will be ceompelled to
ther in course of repair or nnder construction. run. Notwithstanding that system is in force in EFngland

they have also a board of trade inspection. In a the
Mr. COOK. I believe with the hon. gentleman who has ports there are boardaof trade inspectors appointed and paid

jast spoken, that it would be welI for inspection te take by the Govern ment, and are not allowed to chargeany
place while a boat is uadergoing repaire, as w.R as during fees or extra remuneration. There is one of these inspec-
oonsstuation. But I am of opiaiiwthat as ther ae tors inevery prieippera1and his* duty is tosethat no
»eve"al shipyards on the Georgiae Bay and the iuad retten er nmseawrthy ahip oes to ses; if sueh should bé
wate»s, and as these shipyards eompete againet cach other; the case he i held respenible, aud, ne debt he loses hir
the one that turns ont the beat work will get the greatest effite. Port wardeas have been appointed by the Governa-
amount of trade. Now, I believe the Board of SLeambeat ment here in all the ports of the Dominion by the present
Inspection in the city of Toronto are a very efficient lot of Dominion Government. These should b appointed board
gentlemen. 1 am satisfied that Mr. Harbottle is a very of trade inspeutors, and be compelled to see that no ship
painetaking and efficient officer, and I have yet to learn that is old, unseaworthy or rotten, sbould be allowed to
that h. has refused to inspect any boat under his jurisdic- sail. In England the law is that a board of trade inspector
tion. I believe Mr. Harbottle is always ready and willing can go aboard,. without leave or license, of avy ship ready
to do his d aty, and I do not believe, as the hon. mer ber for to sail. He has the power to prohibit a vesset from sailing.
Bast Grey (Mr. Sprotle), has stated, that h. has refused There is a board of arbitration also, and one appointed for
to do any important duty inoumbent upon him as stea- (Canadian ships; in England. I rermember an instance of
boat inspector. If the Government propose to have an my own. I had a new ship, and unfortanately she wa
inspection of vessels that are under repair, it would be touched with worms. She was in Fènglamd, and I fonnd it
nocessary for them to appoint an assistant, and that would would IstIa very largo sun to repair her I determned
inoreasê4he expense to the country. I believe that a change to bring ber out hore and replank her; but on taking lher
for the botter is taking place, and since an inspector of out o dock,. ready for sea, she waw etopped by
halla has been appointed, we are getting a gr eat deal better the Board of Trade inspector. When asked the reaseie
olase of vesela upon th. lakes. It is very important that ho said that she was not seawerthy. I had to sen*
inspection should be rigid, and that unseawerthy vessels an agent there. HE brought the matter before the BRad
shiald nol be allowed to go ont. I believe that the of Trade, and by representing the matter and by puttiag a
Oriental, from the information I have recived, was not: life-boat into the 8vessal, I ws permittd te bri g her out,
a seaworthy vessel. I have seen pi.eeof wood exhibited AUlthe difelnlty e:Mperieed here would besomiewd by
in the windowe in the city of Toronto, that wo theGovernmentappeinting thepertwardesatthedierent
said to come from that wreek, and they were entirely porteBeardof Tra"inpetoreandentrustisgthemwiththe
decayed and rotten; whether they realy same frou duty ofseeing that novessel left port that w.rnueaworthiy
the wreck, I do not know. Now, several disasters I am satisied that would obviate the diffioalty ; bat I do
have ocurred lately on the great lakes, attended not approve asystemofapointing inspectorsandoopel
with Considerable los of life. The Asia, for instance, ling vessela to be bilt a ner certain regulations. I beoieve
you wilIremember, only a few years ago, went down. It. in Free Trade. At the same time the Government sh.uld
wa said she was unseaworthy, but I b ieve that, apon in have Board of Trad inspecters tostop a' ship tha wS
vestigation sine, it has been discovered that she struck a unseawbarhy. Â veuee might h.ebai1#il the:beati l sud
reef of roeks that was discovered ince a sarvey ias been fitted ot in Airstelre-tyaem 4 yet ftil menths aft.
going, on. Surveys are of gea importance to theshipping' wa.dashe migts maeewit6na a4tl t wuMeâbl snyM[r. MAisoN,
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impair her condition. This system of forcing people to
have vessels built under inspection was not found to work
successfully in practice. I think this is a good motion to
bring before the House, and the subject should be taken in
hand by the Government and be dealt with in an inexpensive
way and with great regard to the safety of the public inter-
est.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I cannot fully agree with the
remarks of the last speaker, although he no doubt
fully understands marine matters. It would appear, if
you look at the records of the wrecks on our northern
akes and inland waters, that some measures should

be adopted by the Government to prevent the great
loss of property and sacrifice of hutman life that annually
occur. I can fully underdtand that a proper inspec-
tion of vessels during the time of construction would
prove of great value, for it would be the means of securing
efficient construction. I was very much pleastd that the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries stated that the Govern-
ment were carefully examining and seeing that the inspec-
tors did their duty. That may be the case to a great extent
as to sea-going vessels ; but in regard to vessels on our
great lakes, I am afraid that attention is fnot paid to the
proper inspection of the boats and the manner in which they
are loaded and the way they are constructed. I think these
different matters are not fully and carefully attended to.
Further, I cortend that they have no right to load a
barge or vespel below a certain mark. If it is necessary iin
England that there should be a Plimnsoll mark, why is it not
necessary in Canada ? Are the lives of our people not as
precious to us as the lives of the people of Great Britain ?
It is the duty of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to see
that vessels navigating the lakes are not overloaded, We
know fall well that these inland lakes are far more treach.
erous than the sea. There is greater danger to life and
property than there is in navigating the open sea, yet there
is marked indifference on the part of the Govern»ient to
see that human life is protected in a proper manner. I
think it is the case that many of the engineers who are
employed upon those vessels have not passed an examina-
tion as to thoir competency before taking charge. Such
should not be the case. There should be an examination;
but if I understand correctly-I have seen it so reported in
the press-it is the intention of the Minister of Marine to
lessen or almost do away with the examination of engineers
running vessels. That would ho an unfortunate thing,
a calamity. We all remember the sad accident that
occurred to a boat at London a few years ago,
due to negligence on the part of the authorities
to see that the vessel was not overloaded. And
circumstances of that kind occurring ought to be ample
and sufficient to induce the Minister to see that every
person employed upon those pleasure vessels should ho
competent for their position and able to perform theirduties
efficiently and well. I hope that after this discussion and
after the manner it has been broughit to the attention
of the House by the member for Algoma (Mr.Dawson), the
Minister will exert himself and see in the future that every
man employed upon any of those vessels where they noL
only carry ordinary froight but human freight on board
sho uld be an efficient man, that the boat should not be over-
loaded, and that the materials of which the boat is con-
structed are of the best that can possibly be obtained. If he
will do that ho will do a good service, but if he relaxes his
energy he wdl do a wrong, I believe he wilt ho beld respon-
sible for the wrongr if he will permit in any way the les-
sening of the severity of the examination which engineers
and ail those connected with vessels have to pass to show
that they are fully and thoroughly competent to perform
the duties that devolve upon them.

Mr. MoNEILL. I very much agree with almost al that
has been said by the hon. gentleman who bas just resumed
his seat. I am only sorry that in the last few words ho
addressed to the House he seemed to imply that ho thought
it possible that the hon. the Minister of Marine would relax
his vigilance. I do not think we have any reason to suppose
that that is at all likely. I think that since the hon. gentle-
man has occupied the position ho now holds-

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). I beg the hou. gentleman's
pardon for one momont. I said I had seen in the Empire
that a relaxation was likely to take place in the examina-
tions of bngineers on passenger boats.

Mr. McNEILL. I beg the hon. gentleman's pardon. I
did not hear that observation, and I sincerely hope that no
relaxation will take place. if there is any intention or
any prospect of any such relaxation taking place, I should
only add my mite of approval to what the hon, gentleman
has said. I think it would be a very unfortunate thing if
there were any degree of relaxation, and, on the contrary,
I think we ought to proceed in the very opposite direction.
When we see the loss of life, when we see the amount of
misery that is entailed by that loss of life, when we -see the
loss of property and realize the enormous extent of that
loss year after year upon the lakes, anything like relax-
ation of the rules which now obtain, would, I think, be
nothing less than a calamity, While I agree with a great
deal of what my hon. friend bas said I must say that I do wish
to enter my protest against a remark which bas fallen in
the course of this debate, namely, that the proper way to do
is to leave this matter to competition, as it were, that
is to say, that the best builder will be the man who
will get the best custom. That may be all very well, but
I do not think that that will be a remedy for those who
find a watery grave in rotten or weakly constructed vesaels.
The fact is, that I think my hon. friend, the member for
Algoma (Mr. Dawson), deserves the thanks of :the, oountr,y
for the manner in which ho bas -adhered to this mattr.
From the very first ho has taken it up warmly, he has
.stuck to his guns and -I believe -that he is:now about to do
ns a very great service. The two points which seem to
have been brought before the House to-day are with refer-
ence to the inspection and loading of 'vessels. So far as the
inspection is concerned it seems to me that if we are to
have vessels constructed as they ought to be construoted, it
is absolutely necessary that the inspector should be called
upon to inspect the vessels while they are being construct-
ed, for we all know how easy it is to cover up any defects
afterwards. The real way to strike at this mischief, is to
have a thorough inspection of the vessels during the course
of construction. My hon. friend, the member for East
Grey (Mr. Sproule) has told us that when a Government
inspector is called upon to do this very necessary work, h.
refuses. If that hoso I hope that the Minister of Marine
will see that in future the inspector puraues a very
different course. The question of overloading is one of al-
most as great importance and to all those who have taken
any interest in this question must he very well aware of
the almost incalculable advantage that bas followed in Eng-
land from the use of the. Plimsoll mark. That is simply a
round mark upon both broadsides of each vessel wit-h a
lino drawn through the middle, and any person, whether
he b a seafaring man or not, who sees that vessel afloat
can, at a glance from the shore, tell whether or not the
vessel has been overloaded. A mark of that
kind if it were rendered necessary to be used
on onu luke3s would be fruitfal of the very
greatest posible advaitago aind would b the means
of taving many a life and many a wreck. That is so far as
sai ling vessels are concerned. I do not know whether in
the case of steamboats on the lakes it would have the same
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etoct, because IJthø4i.melty thfluseqmas.to rie, nt so
much from the overloading-not s0 muQhfroM the vMel
beiqg sunk to far in the waterr-as from the fat that
the cargo is badly stowed. lanmany cases, as in t.he
case of the- Jane, Jifer, referred to by my friond
theon. member for East Grey (Mir. Sproule), the los
doe Jaot arise from overloading, but arises fromn im-
properly loading the vessel. When the Jane JL4er was
lost he. had bardly any cargo in ber hold, and the whole
cargo was in the upper works of the vessel. It was a deck
cargo, and when she came to round to heading for the land
in a breeze of wind a squalt struck her and she simply
turned right over. There was no sea on atthe time, and
it was not in rough water she went down. It was in per-
fectly $mooth water, in an almost land-locked bay. That
vessel waa lost simply from improper stowage, and the
Plimsoll mark woald have no effect in such a case as that.
The appointing of inspeotors at each port, whose duty it
would be to se. that no vessel was allowed to leave the port
unless ber cargo was properly stowed, would meet that
difflculty. I do not see why the Oustom house officers in
the different ports might not be utilised for this
purpose. They cannot be expected to do the work
unless they get extra remuneration, but in a case
of this kind, when we remember the Joss of life and
the losses ot property each year, the additional
expense wbich would be incurred in that way is a matter
which I think this House ought scarcely consider at all,
because it would be infinitesimal as compared with the
property which is lost, and compared with the loss of
lfe it is a thing that cannot be weighed in. the balance
for a moment. I sincerely hQpe the Minister of Marine
will take this matter deeply into his consideration, and
that he will See that no.relaxation in the rales shall ocur,
but that he will make tie rules still more stringent than
they are at present, both in regard.to inspectionf so far as
the construction of vusels i oncorned, and in regard to

Mr. OSTER. I wish to correct one imprsion wkieh
>1 did not intend to convey with reference to the, inspestion
spoken of by the hon. meomber for East Grey (Mr. Sproale).
It is not the duty of the. inspectors to make-more than one
inspection yearly. When the owner of a boat has it readv
for inspection, it is his uty to notify the board and haveit
inspected. It he does not do that, he is liable to a penalty.
If the chairman of the Board of Inspectors refuses a request
to go and see a vessel that is undergoing repairs, on the
ground, that it was not ready to undergo inspection, the
letter of the law would jastify him in doing that; and when
I spoke of his having visited several of those vessels undc-
going. repars, I did mot mean that it was the rule that h.
sbould do it, but in a great many cases I have given direc-
tions for the inspectors t do it, being guided by the cir-
camstances. As the information my hon. friend asks for
has been brought down in the report of the Department,
probably it would b. as welh, after having had this interest-
ing diseussion, that he should withdraw bis motion.

Mr. DAWSON. I had no intention, in mentioning the
vessels that had been lost, to cast any reflection on any-
body. The hon. member for Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick)
has referred to the captain of the Oriental. I believe h.
was a brave and gallant man, as is proved by his baving
gone down with bis vessel. I was very happy to hear the
hon. Minister of Marine express bis opinion that, notwith-
standing the increased expense that wauld b. involved, a
more comprehensive system of inspection shoald be under-
taken, if thereby life and property should be secured. As
to the remarks made by the hon. member for East Simcoe
(Ur. Cook), in reference to Captain Harbottle, I quite agree
with him that h.eis a very able and excellent officer; but
certainly one man cannot do everything in the matter of
inspection. Now that this discussion has taken plaea, and
that this amonnt of interest has been excited, I would, with
the leave of theI House, withdraw the motion, as all that I
WiaLha d t i.a h bt1U m iUVUL dnn U i diwA i JUU th I IL LUiL

the inspection of londing vesse ina1 annsDe aie uaaigTeaIn;oof the Government to the matter.

Mr. TAYLOR. Lot me say just on. word in reference Mr. LISTVR. Before the motion is withdrawn, I wiih
to a remark which dropped from the hon. member for to say a word or two with regard to the suggestion of the
East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) who stated that he had I ee in hon. member for South Leoda (Mr. Taylor), as to allowing
the papers that deputatio-' -iad been. waiting on the people without proper certificates to aet as engineer. If
hon. the Minister of M iriue asking for a relaxation of the uch a course were adopted by the Government, we might
rules in reference te steamers on the lakes. Having been as well abolish the system of granting certificates
inateamental in moving in this matter, I may juat say altogether.
that the depatations that I accompanied to wait on
the hon. Mimiater of Marine did not ask for any Mr. OSTER I would jst say that I intend to ntro-
relaxation of the regulations in reference to the in- duce a Bill dealing with the suggestion of the ion. mcm-
a tion of steaners or vessels on the great lakes or ber for Leeds, anâ the whole discussion will come up then.

minor waters. What we have asked an4 do contend Mr. LISTER. In that case, I will say no more on that
for applies to a cias of aMali steamers of tweny or point. But there is another mtter that I want to bring
thirty tons plying on the.minor waters of Canadia. Wher. bfoe tihe hn. Minister of Marine; I brought it before the
I resie there.areJargeumbere of sm'abI yachtseof twenty Houe ou. or two Sesions ago, It i this. The Ameri-
or ,thisty tons thiat are ongaged. during the pleasur.Aeason, an Government will not permit & Canadian engineer to aot
for a wek or ton.days, in taking oat fishing parties. Before as aneno on an uAmerican steamboat unless ho bas a certi-
th4s steaners can engagp in such pwrmita, they mat, floate from the proper quarter on that aide, and ho must, in
under the present egalatias, hav, a competent eaptain ,addition, be a sidnt of the United States. The conse-
ant a liceaed eine e0. On acouAnt of tbe carqity of qaeQe of, that is tha Many of Our Canadian engineers
li..ped engineers, the»e ac eot uaMeient to fil- .11 th living in 8uia and other towns on tue border, have ad
plaaoand aoeording to thelaw at present,,a person cannot togo and live, in the United States so that they might take
becom.a licensed enginer u n h. hasserved thoywls. harge of Amierican steamboata. I balieve I an correct
in a marine engine ahop, and one year on a steamer. W. wheu I say that our law does not require engineers to be
have many mechanies who help te construct engines, and 'andiau*or British subjecte before receiving oertificates.
who are just as competent as if they had served the requir- If I am in error as to that I would Like to be correeted, I
ed thre years. What we ask ls that a competent person know that our engineers complain very bitteriy indeed
may be granted a permit over a specified route for a limit- that while the Americans protect their engineere, there is
ed time, and tht legislation may be. passed giving the no protection granted to our engineers. If the legislation
Minister power,, on the. reoommnendation of the inspector, was the same on both aides, it would b.e an inducement
to grant such permits. That ha. noting to do with the to our people to go into engineering, and it wnold remove
motion before the Rpuse tiis well-gounded oemplai1. I ma not complaining

Mr. McNEiLI.
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against the Go'terament; I am nierly pointing out th'
fict, and expresilng the opinion that onfen*$neérs, who
ar* a large and importánt des, oughti to be proteeted. 1
hope -the ill the hon. Kinister itenude to introdeo will
profide for that.

Mr. BAK&R. The disassion on thie-motion appes to
be takig a very wide range. The subject of engineers and
engineere'-ortideates, in my opinion, has nothing tode with
the matter-underdieoeun. That subjeot mnay ome:up at
the proper time. W are talking of steambeat inspection,
which may in an indirect way have sonre connection with
it. To my mind the disastera referred to muet b. attri-
butable to one or two causes. Rither the vese were in
themselves unseaworthy -or they were uns.awarthy from
having been either overloaded or improperly stowed. As
to the remedy, i think that would lie in the tiret place with
the masterof the vosel, who is responsible for everything
connected, not only with the navigation of hie vessel, not
ouly with the discipline of his crew not only with-the interest
of the owner, but with the interests of 'the, shippers of the
cargo,md with the lives of al on board. It is hie place tosee
that thevessel ie properly equipped and manned, and that
she leaves port in a seaworthy condition. In the first
place, therefore, it is the duty of the master of lhe vefsel
to see that the vosele in all respects seaworthy; seoondly,
at ail the priâcipal ports of the Dominion,-there are harbor
masters aud port wardens, and if hon. gentlemen will refer
to the Act of the harbor masters and port wardens, they
will find that the port warden may, wherever he sees fit,
iLitiate proceeding, wihen occasion may necessitate hie
doing so. Therefore, I think that with the master primarily
responsible for everything pertaining to hie vesel, sud
with the barbor and port warden bhaving generaleuper-
vision of everything regarding the seaworthines of the-
vessel, the ground is fulIy covered.

Motion withdrawn.

OWNERS OF BOTTLES AND VESSELS.

Mr. DENISON moved feeond reading of Bill No. 3-to
protect the owners of certain botties and vessele therein
mentioned. He said : 1 do not see the object of the applause
with which hon. gentlemen greet my rising te move the
second reading of this Bill, unless it be that they have the
idea that I am doing something in the way of'l«jrlating
in the cause of temperance. There is no doubt ths Jili idin
the interest of the manufaoturers of soda waters 4M garated
waters, of whom there are a great many in existenee in this
country, and the indstry as become a very extensive one.
It is with the object of protecting them that this Bill has
bëen put in my hands. I may say that on aceount of the-
manner in which this -business in carried on a great
deal of loss is sustained by these intereWted in it.
soda water bottle, fIled with soda wuter, is, we wilU
eay, worth at the rate of a dollar a dozen. The con-
tente alone are sold at the value of 25 cents' aid the
bottles are uppoesed to be retained in the ownersbip of the
sellers, and they are valued at seventy-five cents per dozen,
or, in other words, the value of the contents, r e com-
pared with the botties, is as three te one. The troubler
is that second-hand dealers or jnnk-dealers, as they are
called, purchase these bottles from Sny person who mray
bring them to their establishment. Thoe ownership, as 
have said, has neot passed from the person- who sls the
soda water, and he has therefore to sustain very heavy lose
on acëount of these bottes boing dealt ih bYfthese jrank dial-
ers. The objeet of the BilWepecially ins to pieent; if possi-
ble, any trafiè in soda water botties or' -erated water botV
ties. Theb otties, it i proposed, ehall have a tradeo
mark upon them, and they hâve a &W.aa allar
fmtniog a t tp k kee thàet

rable value. TiT s emeaure, I may state,'ie- soeme-
what simlUar to Acts of a 1%ke nature whicb have bee
passed in ome twelve or fourteen States of the Unio, so
tiha ft ti not entirely'legilation of a new character. Under
eluse:one, the bottlers are to have a trade mark on thoir
bottles. -Oa.se two prevente trafficking in the bottles, and
throws the onus of proof on the' party in whose possession
hLe bottles are fonud. -It is proposed to make some alteration

ii that clause. Muse three provides that no one shah fill
such bottles. Cltuse four deals with the proof in the case
of unlawful trafle. Clause ffve provides that a reoord shall
be kept of the bottes by the junk dealers. Olanse six deals
with lest vessels. Olause seven allows a search warrant to
issue, so that the owner of the bottles may have an oppor.
tunity of searching the junk shop and recovering the bot.
ties, which are sometimes found there in large humbers.
Clause eight provides for an appeal. I may say that if it
is considered by this House that it would be botter to leave
this Bill to a committee, I would bevery glad to move, one.

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I do not wish to say much
on th. matter. I do not know that I want'to prevent 'the
hon. mamler takiug the second reading of thé Bill, but I
think he is deling with -rather a diffehal matter, and it
seems to me that ifit goees into committee- it wiil have to
be very carefully onsidered indeed.

Mr. THOMPSON. I was going to call the attention'of
the House te the iBill with the same view that the hon.
gentleman has just taken. I appreciate very highly in-
deed the reasons which the hon. gentleman who introduced
the measure has for supporting it, and with an explanation
of which he ras favored me at some length privately. I
understand pretty iaily from thoso who are interested in
the kind of business which this Bill is designed to protect,
what the difficihies are in respect of it, from which they
seek relief. It ie etated that their bottles are manufaetared
in very !arge npmbers, stamped with their names or their
trade mark, and that the liquids which they manufaoture-
soda water, ginger beer, and waters of that description, are
vended and delivered in these bottles, the bottles themsetres
not-being sold. It is stated-and this appears almoet like
an overeight-or want of ordinary business preomution-that
no account' whatever is kept by them of the bottles
they deliver to their customers or the general public, and
therefore they come and seek leg islation of this kind to give
them an extraordinary protection. The objections which
must be taken to the Bill are fundamental and extend
almost to every clause, and I could entertain no hope that,
if the Bill had a second reading and went te a committee,
it would be amended in such a way as to make it at all
safe. If the business in which these gentlemen are engaged
requires protection to such an extent as to make it a étime
to be the posessor of a soda water bottle, the business in a
very dangerous one to th oommunty. There is 'hardly
a houeehofder in Canada who, if this Bi1 srhould pias, would
tnot be liable to be brought before a magistrate and sentto
goal for at least ten days. Bflore eaing the attention of
tre Hous te the princlpal feattres of theBill, I will nention
that it professes te deal with the subject from the point of
view otrade marks legislation ; and in tht respest i would
ask the hon, gentleman who introduced the Bill whether'he
does not consider that the measure which thé Govern-
ment introduced with regard to the fraudulent marking
of merchandise is not nsflient to meet the whole
purpose ho bas in view, in so far as that
parose can safely be carried' out, or whetber
the. Bil, in connection with that subject,' introdnoed
by the Governuaent eould not be amended so as to
mâeet his view in so fras t i wise tl all to carry eut the
preoautions he wishe us to addpt. I thmnk in wold
uiwise to demi witthe tb« eet e trade mark 'an 'th
miarking ot dnbaodb"isd a pËur statto by Whl0ïoWP
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lianent i asked to adpt thep giaiple of. recent gJnglish
legialation deslin gwih that atter, nd at the ape time
tQ pass aunA& ou diferst lins and 4tosgit o» puatieolr
buineg. right oall ithe attenti n of the Uous. to what
the ,ensdins-pe whieh ae afocrded to thqseomoefatuwre
atpresitt. They have the me remedies this ountry s
they have in -Get Britain, ai4 I ave not heard that-any
legislation las been alled for there by those that are en.
gaged in this business. The remedies which are pursued
in Great Britain by the manufacturersof thoese .arated wAter:
ane the»s: The junk deaiers, or any persons who bave thase
articles iimproperly in their possession, are liable to be sued
by tho proprietor, and the value of the properties isrecovered.
It is stated by the manufacturers that that is an insufficient
remedy, because there is no means of ascertaining, without
a search warrant, how many bottles the junk dealer has in
hia possession, but our own Statute in regard to jank deal.
ers provides that they shall keep a record of every article
they purchase. In our present Act there is aleo a provision
that if any person-

41 "aloses, places or attaches any chattel or article, or causes or pro-
cures any chattel or articles to be enclosed, placet, or attached in, upon,
under, with, or to any cask, bottle, stopper, vessel, case, co rer, wrapper,
baud, reel, ticket, label or other thing having thereon any trade mark
oLs stber person, he i guilty pf a misdemeanor."

Let me refer to some of the clauses of this Bill. In the
firet place, the rst seotion is purely trade mark legislation,
providing that marks or devices may be rqgistered. That
is a feature of the present law ad is ennecessary hre, an4
will be more unnecessary after the new Trade Marks Bill is
adoptod, if it should be adopted by the ouse. There is
another provision which is already embodied in our statute.
The third section reads ;

" No person shall fill with soda watera, mineral or aerated waters,
porter, aie, eider, ginger ale, milk, emam, beer, emall beer, lager beer,
wes beer, white bee, or other heverages, or with medicines, csm-
paunds, or mixtures, sny such vessels sa mapked or distinguished au
aforesaid with or by any name, mark or device of which a descoiption
has been filed and publiebed as provided in seetion one of this Aet, o te
deface, eraua, obiftrate, cover up or otherwise remeve-or sotaa any
siqch name, mark or deviça thereo4, or to seli, buy, give, take, or other-
wise dispose of or traffic in the same, without the written consent of the
person whose mark or device is in or upon such vessel so filled, traffle.
ked in, used or disposed of as aforesaid, or unless such vessel has been
purchased from him ; and the burthen of the proof of such purchase, or
written consent, from the righttl owner or owners, wbose registered
mark appears on such articles, in the event of the defence of purchase,
or written consent, being set up, shall be upon the peson inwhose pesx
session such rjiales are found, who must strictly prove that such pqp.
se4glon is lawf4l, and duly Authorised by the-persan whose re 'stered
naime, mark or device appears ordid-appearimpressedon uch a cles.'

It is Made an ffence punishable by imprisonment for not
nwre.4bu ç~ year', And not loss than ton days, to have
v çol4a¢ that section, and the effet of those provisions is,
segstsntially, that, if any person in Canada hereafter is so
uip ortunate as to. have one of these dapgerous soda-water
b9es in it§hi possession, and puts milk into it, h is liable
t o eOnt t gl1 for not lees thefteond yS_9nd pcssibly

wsfermu old, and the bottlee are delivred, and they come
into the posesion of the servants of the household and are
net un4« tk>immediate supervision of the proprietor of the
hm», bethe pomeusion of thee articles and the attempt to
ae them, even for honsehold purposea, is here made a crime.
Et would be far more reasonable, if the manufacturers
ned i"pototeon--and I admit tha they seMto ned
sS» W.6Îon-th4t, before they ome here to ask for
this eutredinary legislation, they should take ordin-
ary bumas.. pieautions to preserve their property. At
present they do n»t; they do not even keep a recordof the
persons to whom they have delivered bottles, and they
ppopose t0 remedy their negleot by making it, criminat on
the part of those who possess these bottles. Section 4
parsues the same line, and makes it punishable without
authority to ue a marked bottle ; and thon there is a pro-
vision which is in our prosent law, and is therefore unneces-
sary, that the junk dealers shall keep a record, and penal-
ties are imposed upon them if they do not. Thon there is
a provision making it penal even to buy, or soell, or use any
bottle cf that kind even though the bottle bas been lost,
and therefore it puts upon a person having ono of tbse
bottles, innocently in his possession, the burden of proving
the title to it, which is absolutely impossible, considering
that tons of thousanda of these bottles are issued every
week in large oiie, espooially in the summer season ;
and, if the person fails to prove is title te
overy individual bottle in hie possession, althouglh
it is an absolate legal impossibility that he ould do so in
any court of justiee whatever, ho is liable to those heavy
penalties. Thon section 6 provides not only that, but
that any person who is so unfortunate as to have any of
these botties in hig possession is liable to have a search war-
ranti issaed against him. We know that the ordinary provi-
sien of law in regard to such warrante is that oath must
be made that the property has been stolen, and is believed
to be in the possession of the person reoferred to, but
under this Bill it is only necessary to allege these bottles
in possession to obtain a searoh warrant. Then thcre
Is a provision for the recovery of the various penalties. I
hop t-he hon. gentleman who has introduoed thei l1, and he
has don# it, I know, from the snse he bas of the difflities
sustained by the people in this linoeof business, will not
press the Bill, but will consider whether a provision in re.
g4rd to ,e fraudalent markiog of merchandise wihl not be
apy- aeffient to prevent what I admit we ought to pre-
vqst, 149 eis, these bottes being made use of by
othp 4ales who may bave purebosed theam impre Iy
froim jak dealer , to prevent t le bottles ofone person baing
used by others in the same business. But I think that to
stenslp4to prevent, by criminal penalties, the innocet use
ad the onshqld nu of thes bottiles, and te impose suh
sever4 penalties would be excedingly unwise and quite un-
called fô esjp eially when we know how little care is taken
by the, prpeterathemslveos aU to the bottles they use.

f a year. le zg ma JJpot winmv luw 1i, uLLIJ U!Jb

o ..a- lger beev, or ginger ale or *aything of t t kln. Mr,,PÀT.ERSON (Brnt). I supposed thatkpdrbap.
even iffe put@ it in for household purposes ad not forh, Miiiserof Jutioo, lu hie mand
8ste, hoe is liable to these extraordinary penalties and the..b4 jbetelok &t th» Bih. I viow it as a very
bardes of proof resa upon him that ho puychesed lb. bottle
f#om somObedy who had the ight t use the trade mark. I, theme view ef il. As I iaid halore, I bink
think that it is a very unnecessary provision and a vOry ex.it will have te b. greatly curtailetilucemmittee. I
tý,eme one, to provide criminuileçgislaàtion of this charac ter,t~~m ue o rvil vunnl oissio f hî iirutr toght wben on my tW b More I wculd a"kthe mover if
changing the barden of pro9f, and compelling everyoneo b.ho uld not over ail that ongit te b. covered by som
who bas innocently in his possession articles tofthis.kind, tOeeudment te tt roIstiug te brade marks, if isDot
shçw hiw he became possessed of them. We know how com- gçoevoro4 lietthêduig4 of Vie B inom eme to
n)Q4 it is for persons to posseS thes. viesols, asd t4 i$ Bull, b mor thau toprevSt parties usiug- «À« POpWs bran"
mýtakes i not only traudjIent, b»t criminat to have these - ir ho saI their own gooda, fer the penlty in i, 1
bpttteo, i possession, without proving the title by whioh oro g rasing, ortak uto
thMy were ctbtsaned. We know tromt the veodrs that trrhe4Of8c sroi hhÇee th» n oe -u i teoJstenhie a duuft ires, aetotaI

b»tiqq Are e4ý!been able th mook at the Bill. I viewgd-itea% aiveryyxrodnr BladIA m a t seethatçeha
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has, perhaps, attained a name for the high quality of a
certain kind of goods, and brands his name, or as it blown
upon the glass and bottlesor brands it upon wood packages.
All these packages are valuable because they have his
name upon them. Another dealer, not as successful in
business, with inferior goods, might secure the empty
paekages of this first manufacturer and fill them with his
own manufactures, and thus do the other man an injury. But
the object of this Bill, it seems to me, does not cover that
case, that should ho covered under the Act. But it is made
an offence -under this Act for a person, having another man's
bottles or boxes with his brand on them, to remove the
brand, to deface or erase it. Therefore, the object is not to
secure that a manufacturer's name being branded upon his
packages they shall be filled only with the goods manufac-
tured by him, but, as the Minister bas pointed out, it seoms
that the effect of it will be, that however careless a manu-
facturer may be in the distribution of his goods and his
empty boxes, they are to ho taken care of by the community
at large, and if they do not do so, they are liable to fines,
imprisonment and penalties. I quite agree with what the
Minister has said. I do not wish to oppose the Bill on its
second reading if the hon. member is anxious to send it to
committee, but I think that the work of the committee will
be very formidable, because it certainly never could be
allowed to pass in its present shape. I think, as suggested
by my hon. friend, and as has evidently been suggested to
the Minister of Justice, that if there be any diffieulty by a
party using the names of other manufacturers to sell hie
inferior goods, by using their empty packages, that they
would be entitled to protection in that respect, if it is not
already given to them in the Act relating to Trade Marks.
But I think it is; if not, the Minister has said that he is
willing to consider that matter.

Mr. EDGAR. I have looked over the copy of this Bill, as
it has been amended in Committee of the Whole, and as
it is proposed to be reprinted; and although it is proposed
to remove some of the objectionable features from the Bill,
I still agree with the Minister of Justice that there are
many remaining. The provisions as to issuing a search
warrant to find out whether a person bas these bottles in his
possession, without proving that there bas been some theft
committed, is very unusual and unreasonable, I think. And
so with regard to the provision as to the penalty for parties
having these bottles in their possession. Stili I think
something ought to be done, because surely it is desirable
that we should encourage the sale of these cheap temper-
ance drinks. We are desiring in this House to promote
temperance, I think, in every legitimate way, and if we
support legislation which will protect those who make and
sell what is generally known as pop summer drinks, we
wil be doing a great deal for the cause of temperance
It does seem not unreasonable that when bottles made
by owners especially with their own marks upon them, and
containing these cheap drinks, costing three or four times,
I believe, as much as their contents-I think it is not un-
reasonable to throw around them some protection. I think
that, at least, if the M inister of Justice eau put in the Bill
which he bas before the flouse now, the Merchandise Marks
Offences Act, taken, I believe, from the English Act
of last Session, largely, if ho can insert in that a clause
which will not prohibit people from having possession of
these things, and force them to explain ail about it, but
will prevent them from exposing for sale these bottles so
marked, I think ho will be doing a right thing, a fair thing,
and a service to the country.

Mr. THOMPSO0T. I do not think there is any objection
to that at ai]. I may say that the present Trade Marks
Act makes it a misdemeanor to sol a bottle, for instance,
that is trade marked, with compounds in it other than those
produced by the person whose trade mark it ias. While
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that will be a misdemeanor under the Act, it will be under
summary conviction, and the penalty will be much more
stringent. I think the object can be quite as well served
by the Trade Marks and Registration Bill.

Mr. DENISON. The Minister of Justice stated a short
time ago that apparently there was no effort made on the
part of these people to keep any record of their bottles.
Although I am not well informed as to the manner in which
they conduct their business, I am told it is almost impossi-
ble to keep any proper record of the bottles, and to have the
bottles returned; that, on account of the competition being
so keen, they have to let the bottles go with the contents,
and trust-if I may use the torm -to luck to the bottles
coming back. The effect of that condition of things is,
that these smaller dealers may buy up bottles belonging to
large dealers, and use them to sell their manufactures at a
cheaper rate. You can easily see that if the larger
dealer has to pay 75 cents a dozen for bottles, and 25
cents for the contents, while the smaller dealer can
buy up the empty bottles at half-price, it puts the
latter in a botter position to compete with the large
dealer. I am informed that some of the large dealers
lose as much as four or five thousand dollars a year in
bottles alone, that are used by smaller dealers and other
people. I would like to say a word aq to the question of " the
use " referred to by the hon. the Minister of Justice. That
' use " has been struck out of the amended Bill; but it says:
" No person shall buy, sell, expose or offer for sale, dispose
or traffio in bottles," The object of this Act, I may say, is
not to prevent any persons having bottles in their posses-
sion, or giving them away, but it is to prevent the traffie in
bottles. It is principally aimed at the junk dealers who make
a business of dealing in those kînd of articles. However,
Mr. Speaker, what we want is not particularly this Bill,
but we want relief, and although I think it would be a little
more convenient if this Bill should go through in its present
form, still, as the Minister of Justice has statel that he can
see his way clear to give us some measure of relief in his
Trade Marks Act, I think that I will be quite justified in
letting this Bill stand in the meantime, with the permission
of the louse.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I think the best plan
would be to adjourn the debate, thon the Bill can stand on
the paper, and my hon. friend, after examining the Govern-
ment Bill, can consider whether he will prose bis own. I
move the adjournmont of the debate.

Motion agreed to; and debate adjourned.

DISCHARGE OF SECURITIES TO THE CROWN.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK moved second reading of Bill
(No. 4) to amend the Act respecting Defective Letters Patent
and the discharge of Securities to the Crown. Hoesaid: I
move the second reading of this Bill at the request of the
hon. member for Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). It is a Bill to
remedy an old and anomalous state of the law, and it refers
to transactions which occurred prior to Confederation and
aitogether in the Province of Ontario. Prior to làth
August, 1866, it was the law of Ontario that bonds given to
the Crown either to secure debts or as surety for officiais,
such as postmasters, custom bouse officers or others,
were filed in Lhe office of the clerk of the Court of Qncen's
Bench, ipso facto created a lien on the lands of the bonds.
man without any further registration, any specific registra.
tion on the lands, in the varions counties where the lands
were situated. This required so much searching that no
man could get a clear title to lis land or any parcel of land
hg was buying witlhout having a search made in the
office of the clerk of the Court of Queen's Bench.
That was remedied by it being enacted in 1866
that those bonds should no longer be a lien on tle
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lands unless specifically registered against them. The
Legislature of the Province of Ontario, by the Revised
Statutes have released the lands from those bonds, so far as
that Legislature has authority to deal with them, that is to
say, from any debts due to the Crown, which were within
the provincial jurisdiction ; and it is now asked by this Bill
to release the lien on lands in all matters that come under
the juriediction of the Parliament of Canada. The difliculty
has been suggested by the Referee of Titles of the Province
of Ontario, who says it is a matter of very great difficulty
and expense now to pase a title without going back and
searching over those old bonds to the Crown, and difficulty
arises if a man has acquired his title from a man, say named
John Smith, because there are several registrations under
that name, and it must be shown that that was not the John
Smith whose title is now being searched or affected. This
difficulty is so great that the Referee suggests that the
Dominion Parliament follow the example of the Legislature
of Ontario, and release the liens upon the land so far as they
are subject to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada.

Mr. EDGAR. I understand that this Bill is an exact
copy of the section of the Revised Statutes of the Province
of Ontario, changing the words "Provincial Government " to
" Dominion Government," and I think it perfectly proper
that it should pass. I suppose the blank date left in the
clause will be changed, and it will be made to apply from
and after the passing of this Act.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, from lst of May or some
such date.

Mr. EDGAR. The title of the Bill is also defective.
That, however, cannot be changed until the Bill reaches its
last stage.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second time.

PROTECTION OF RAILWAY EMPLOYÉS.

Mr. DENISON moved second reading of Bill (No. 5)
for the protection of railway employés. He said : I
have been requested by the hon. member for Simcoe (Mr.
McCarthy) to move the second reading of this Bill, and in
doing so I have only a few words to say in regard to it. I
regret very much that the hon, gentleman is not present,
as this is a very important measure for the protection of
the lives of railway employés. I have before me a state-
ment of accidents to such employés during the year 1886,
and I find that in coupling cars there were 210 cases of in-
jury and 12 deaths; walking, standing or lying on the track,
72 deaths and 63 persons injured, or in all 135 accidents on
the track. I suppose a considerable portion of these have been
due to one of the causes referred to in this Bill, frogs on rail-
way tracks not being packed, with regard to wbich pro-
visioneis made in this Bill. I have here a copy of a pre.
sentment sent by the Grand Jury of the County of Elgin,
in which they pray for several matters in connection with
this Bill. They pray that all boxed or covered freight
cars that are run over the various railways shall by law be
required to have a one and a-half ineh plank or board on
the centre of the top outside for the use of the brakemen
as a walk, the plank to be not less than eighteen inches
wide. Alse, that iron railings shall be placed along the
footboards at a oonvenient height for the further protection
and safety of brakemen. Also, that the old system of coup-
lings and brakes, being insecure, uneafe and fraught with
danger and accident, should, at as early a date as possible,
have a modern improved system substituted therefor.
Also, that all eugines shall have a steam brake and
cylinder attached to them after due notice has been given.
There are also other matters mentioned in the presentment
which it is not proposed to cover by this Bill.

Mr. KIRKPATRIo.

Mr. COOK. I also regret, as does the hon. gentleman
who bas just taken his seat, the absence of the hon. member
for North Simcoe (Mr. MeCarthy). That hon. gentleman
bas given considerable attention to this matter, and I think
he introduced the same Bill last Session. I have taken a very
deep interest in this matter for a number of years past.
While I had the bonor of a seat in the Ontario Legislature
I introduced a Bill similar te this, and, after introducing it,
the Government appointed a commission, took the matter
in hand, and passed the measure which is now the law in
the Province of Ontario. But upon the passage of the Act,
the hon, gentleman who now occupies the position of
Finance Minister of this country, being at that time Min-
ister of Railways, carried a Bill by which he took over all
the roads of the Provinces; that Dominion Act rendered
this Ontario Act almost worthless, because in that Province
we have searcely any roads that are under that juris-
diction. The packing of frogs is a very important matter,
but in my opinion the hon. gentleman has not gone far
enough. There is one difficulty in the way, and that is the
throwing open of switches. As switches are at present,
they are thrown three inches apart, and the brakeman or
man in the yard is as likely to be caught in the switch as
in the frog. My former proposal was to have the switches
so arranged as to be thrown open six inches, so that a rman's
foot could not be caught in them. It is from men having
their feet caught that accidents of this nature occur,
and they are crushed by the cars. The proposal respect-
ing running boards is a very good one. On the whole,
I approve of the Bill, and I hope it will pass into law.
I trust the hon. member for North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy),
will be more successful this S-Ission than he was last,
and that the proposal to refer the Bill to a committee
is not for the purpose of burking this very useful and
important measure. The mover (Mr. Denison), on be-
half of the hon. member for North Simcoe (gr. McCarthy),
stated the great amount of accidents that have occurred in
this way. I think it is nothing but right and just that
the Government ot the day should have an Act of this kind
made law, so that protection can be extended to the people
who are working on railways. There are such a large
number of people now working upon roads in Canada that
the danger has increased every year, because of the greater
number employed. 1[think, Sir, that as this Government has
passed an Act by which they took away from the Province
of Ontario the large number of railways, formerly under
the jurisdiction of that Provincial Act, that it is their duty
now to afford railway employés, by Act of Parliament, the
same protection that they had under the law of the Pro-
vince of Ontario. I have an instance in my mind which
bears on the question. Shortly after the paaing of the
Act by which the railways were taken over by the Domin.
ion, an accident occurred upon the Midland Railway, which
charter was obtained from the Local Legislature and which
was under the jurisdiction of the Local Legislature. The
party to whom the accident occurred sued the railway
company for damages, but the couit decidd that as the
Ontario Act had no jurisdiction the complainant was non-
suited. I contend, therefore, that the Government should
see that protection is extended to that class of people in this
country, who richly deserve the same protection at the
hands of this Government that they receive at the hands of
the Ontario Legislature.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). This no doubt is a very impor-
tant Act and there eau be no objection to referring it to a
special committee. At the same time it appears to me that
an Act of such importance proposing to deal with intereste
of such a large extent and in such varions ways should be
taken charge of by the Government, and that they should
deal with a matter in which the public are so largely
intereeted. I hope the Government will take that view of

762



COMMONS DEBATES.
it, and when it comes from the select committee will propose
the measure to this House and accept the responsibility
of it.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). Mr. Speaker, this I consider is
one of the most important Bills that has been brought
before the House during the Session and I agree with the
hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Jones) that it being such an
important measure the Government should take the Bill in
their charge and in amending the Railway Act that they
should have the principle of this Bill incorporated in it. No
one who has had an opportunity to witness the number
of casualties on railways to brakesmen and others who
earn their living by being employed on railways will deny
that there should have been long before this some pro-
vision made whereby the lives of these unfortunate indi-
viduals might be protected to as great an extent as possible.
We know very well that the avocation of the railway
employé is a dangerous one under any circumstances.
They have to endure hardships which perhaps in no other
calling are people called upon to endure. That being the
case it ought to be the duty of those who have charge of rail-
ways and railway companies to make provisions whereby
the lives of employés may be protected. When the Do.
minion Government assumed the control of the railroads
chartered by the Local Governments and took them out of
the hands of the Loual Governments, thereby preventing the
enforcement of the Provincial Acts they should have made
provision for enforcing the law for proper packing of
the frogs. They neglected to do so, however, and very
many lives have been lost on account of this neglect.
Perhaps the most dangerous work connected with railroad-
ing and in which more lives have been lost than in any
other is by brakesmen who are compelled to remain upon
those cars and pass from one car to the other to set brakes,
falling off and being killed. Although the packing of
the frogs may be absolutely essential and necessary
for the protection of parties employed in and about the
yards, I consider the necessity of making suitable and
ample provision for the running boards so as to protect the
brakesmen, of far greater importance. Any one who has
witnessed the brakesmen running from one car to the
other can readily understand the danger those men under-
go while performing their duty on those cars. They not
only have to be at their dangerous work when the weather
is fine and when the cars are in safe and proper condition
for them to pass from one to the other but they have to be
at their post at all times and at all seasons during the most
inclement weather, when perhaps from cold they are almost
unable to move. They have at all times to go from one car
to the other and run the risk of a sudden jerk, or a sudden
jar which might precipitate them to the rails or between
these cars, when they would be crushed to atoms in a second
of time. It is utterly impossible during the prevalance of a
storm of sleet or snow to keep those running boards in a
safe condition for use. They become slippery and the mon
who are compelled to step from one to the other are placed
in the greatest danger. Yet we find that the country las
been quite indifferent to the dangers and the hardships
which those men endure. The necessity of a proper run-
ning board should be considered by this House. I can
underetand that we cannot perhaps legislate in this direction
immediately, and have all cars passing through the country
properly protected in this way, as the United States has no
law on this subject.

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

After Recess.

Mr. WILSON (Elgin). When the House rose for recess,
I was endeavoring to show the necessity that exists for

protecting railway employés. I pointed out the absolute
necessity of having the frog thoroughly packed. I believe
that it is in the interest of the companies as well as of the
employés and general public that every proteotion should
be afforded to the employés. The company would be les
liable to damages in case of accident, and would have
fewer maimed men on its hands. The Bill not only pro-
vides for the packing of the frogs, but also for improving
the running boards. Everybody who las had an oppor-
tunity of witnessing the difficulties and hardships endured
by brakesmen in connection with their dangerous employ-
ment, will agree with me that if any device can be found
for affording better protection to them, it is the duty of this
House and the railway companies to see that such a device
is employed. We all know that the present system of box
cars with running boards is a very dangerous system,
from which many lives have been lost. The space between
the cars being considerable, when a sudden jar or jolt takes
place, the brakesman, while passing from one car to another,
is very liable to be thrown forward, and having nothing to
hold by to proteot himself, is liable to be thrown between
the cars and killed. Then, these boards are frequently
wet, and covered with ice or snow, so that it is almost im-
possible for the men to pass along thom even during the
day time. But consider for a moment the difficulties a
man must experience during the night when passing over
the cars with a lantern in his hand. If there is a joit or jar
when he gets near the end of the car, having nothing to
take hold of to support himself, he is liable to be thrown
between the cars, or thrown down on the top of the car
and rolled off on the track. Many lives have been lost by
these accidents, which are constantly occurring. If we take
the whole of the mortality in connection with railroading,
I suppose there is no other cause that has produced as great
a destruction of life and limb as this very cause. It may
be objected that so long as our present close commercial
relations with the United States continue, with cars coming
from the American side to the Canadian side, and not cou-
structed in the same way as our cars, the present system
must continue, But this is no excuse. It is our duty to pro-
tect our own citizens. We all know the value of a life; we
all know the value of a citizen of the Dominion of Canada;
and those who are injured are generally young and useful
men, who have arrived just at that time of life when they
are going to increase the wealth of the country. They are
those who have just started out in life, and they may have
a wife and small family depending on them for their mainte-
tance and support. If we can make any provision whereby
the lives of these men will be more secure without injuring
the railway companies, it is our duty to do it. Instead of
injuring the companies, I think I shatl be able to show
that sucb a measure of protection for the men would be a
material advantage and saving to the railway corporations.
Not only should the running board be improved, but the
space between the two box cars should be overcome so
that there would be, as it were, one continuons board from
one car to another, so that the brakesman would not
be obliged, as at present, to leap from one car to another.
I think this could be done without much difflculty. When
the cars are attached, a running board with a coiled spring
could be so arranged as to allow the boards to come together
when the cars are tense, and to spring back when neces.
sary, so as not in any way to break connection of the
running board. As at present, there is a considerable
space between them, the ends of the running boards are
also frequently broken, thus increasing the space over
which the employés have to jump when passing from
one car to another. Thon I think there should be a hand
rail on each side of the running board, extending from
one end of the car to the other. In the Bill it is proposed
that there should be a side rail, either of iron or a chain,
two and a-half or three feet high. Such a rail, plaoed Qn
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either side of the munning board would give the brakesman
something to take hold of in passing along the car. It could
be made, say, of gag pipe, and when approaching the end
of the car lot the side rails turn to the right and to the left,
seo as to embrace the whole width and end of the car. If that
were not done the brakesman would be obliged to stop over
the railing to apply his brake, and might be thrown from
the top of the car. This device would I think very materi-
ally protect the brakesman in passing over the tops of the
cars. As this is a question in which we ought aIl to feel
an interest, I may be allowed to read you letters which I
have reeeived from men who are conversant with this sub-
ject, and who take a great deal of interest in it. One of
these is Mr. Deyell who has written me as follows: -

" The old running board in general use by railway companies is still
retained within a short distance of each end of car, this space being
occupied by our device whieh consiste of a easing, into this casing is
placed a ulide that can easily be moved in or out of casing and pro jects
sufficiently over ends of car to fil up gap caused whea two cars are
coupled together, thus making a continuous running board whole length
of car. It ia made self-adjusting by coil springs back of alide and
inside of oasing allowing them to cushion into casing when two cars
come together. It is lîkewise provided with a hinge in order te over-
come unevenness of track or when two cars come together of different
height. "

He mentioned here a difficulty that I had not pointed out.
Yery frequently those cars are of different heights, some
being from two to four inches higher than others. Of course
there is less danger when they are of the same height, but
when there is a difference in height, there is danger that
a person running along the foot-board would slip in jump-
ing from one car to the other. This device is so arranged
that it is on a hinge, and when one car is higher than the
other the hinge will raise up, and allow one board to pass
in such a position under the other as to keep continuous con-
nection between the two cars. Now if such a device as this
can be made applicable to freight cars, and it in no way in-
terferes with the operating of the brakes, the cost of the
hand rail is of very little expense indeed; then 1 have
made out a just case for calling on railway companies to
comply with the request I am making. I have a letter
from the secretary of the order of railway conductors.
These men are constantly employed in railroading, and
ought to be able to know what would be the best device in
the interest, not only of the companies, but the men they
employ. The following is the letter:-

ST. Tomas, Ont., 18th March, 1888.
"I. DUYELL, Esq., St. Thomas. Ont.

" DuAi S,-We have this day been shown a model of running board
and roof box car, as designed by you, and after thoroughly examining
the same have found it to be a complete device which will fill a long
felt desire of al railway men whose business requires them to go over
the tops of trains, as it makes it impossible for a person to fall between
the cars when in the act of stepping fren one car to another, and we
heartily recommend its adoption on ai freight and box cars.

" Signed on behalf of the members of Union Division No. 13, Order of
Railway Oonductors.

"G. H. HILL,
" Secretary and Treasurer."

I have also another letter from the Brotherhood Brakesmen,
the men to whom, I am contending, this boon ought to be
given :

1"0AA Dt, Esq., St. Thomas.''ST. Tfoxàs, 27th March, 1888.

" DEaÂ Sua,-I am instructed by our lodge to inform you that we, as a
body, have inspected your automatic running board, and it was the
lepnion of the whole lodge that it is the best device for protection of
braemen tht has ever been brought betore us. The points that we look
at are, namely, an unbroken run way, no leaping from car to car, and
the hand railing which you have placed along te runaning board and
encircling the brake, will make it as safe as it is possible to do. We
feel grateful to you, and will say if your device had been in use prior to
this, we would not mourn so many brothers who have met their deaths
by falling between and off the aides of trains.

"Tours sincerely,
"#. W. OOWLEY,

Mr. WILSON (Eigin).

Of course, not being a railway man, I cannot say positively
that this device will be a success, equal to what these men
anticipate it will be. But I can say that no one who has
seen the model can fail to see what a groat improvement,
as regards safety, its principle will croate. I féee earnestly
in the interest of railway mon that something should be
done to protect them. There is another provision in the
Bill which I heartily approve of. That is the provision
making it compulsory on all railroads to have some means
whereby the cylinders may be oiled from the cars. That
system is the one adopted by the majority of the roads at
present, but there are some which do not adopt it, and
which compel the fireman or engineer to go out of the car
and run along the running board forward to the cylinder
and there to place the oil in a cup over the cylinder. This
was the system followel to a great extent uipon the Michi.
gan Central road until the last two or three years, and
it was the cause of many acoidente, the mon being com-
pelled to go out in the dark on these running boards, per-
haps only six inches wide, carrying their can of oil in one
hand and with the other raising the covering of the oil cup,
without any means of hanging on to anything, so that often
they were suddenly thrown from these running boards
and killed. Now, although the majority of railroads
are oiling from the cab, yet it is not compulsory,
and some roads -still adhere to the old system.
I think it is in the interest of the country, as well as it is
in the interest of those who are employed upon the road,
that this should be made compulsory on all railways, that
they should have a device by which the cylinders may be
oiled inside the cab, se as to prevent the necessity of the mon
going out at all seasons, at'ail hours, and under aIl circum.
stances to oil the cylinders. I believe our railway sys.
tom is a very important one in the interests of this Domin-
ion. I believe it is something we ought to do our utmost
te make as complete and efficient as we possibly can, and
there is nothing that will conduce to that efficiency so nuch
as to give that protection and assistance to those who are
employed upon it. If we could possibly make railroading
as safe as other employments, railway companies would be
able to employ men at a more reasonable rate, perhaps,
than they are now compelled to pay, and it would not only
benefit the mon by saving and protecting their lives,
it would net only benefit the various insurance com-
panies who now lose heavily by the accidents to the
mon employed on the roads, but it would protect the
companies which are more or les liable for the accidents
which occur to their employés while they are in their
employ. It may be said that the company compels these
men to sign an agreement that they will not expect in-
demnity when an accident occurs to them, but, if it is
shown that this is caused through the negligence on the
part of the company, I think they are liable in a court of
justice for damages for injury to the individual employed
on the road ; and, if that is not the case, it ought to
be. If it is owing to the carelessneoss of the company
the individual who is compelled to remain in their
employment, in order to obtain his daily bread, is injured,
the company ought teobe held responsible, and the time is
not far distant when a compulsory law of that kind will
come into force. Therefore, if you can make a pro-
vision to protect the company and the men, it is the
duty of the Government to consider the Bill carefully, to
adopt its provisions and to incorporate them in the con-
solidation of the Railway Act, and to make it compulsory
on every company to adopt the provisions of this Bill in
every Railway Act which is placed on the Statuto-book.
Feeling this, I shall support the Bill with much ploasure.

Mr. SHANLY. I do not suppose there can be any
special objection, at least I do not myself know of any
special objection, to granting the special committee which
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has been moved for by my hon. friend from West Toronto
(Mr. Denison), in the absence of the bon. member for North
Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy). But, as regards the Bill itself, it
appears to me that it is entirely behind the times. I under-
stand from some words which fell from the hon. member
for East Simooe that this Bill bas been introduced from year
to year to this House, and now it is simply what I would
call a Rip Van Winkle Bill. It is not changed in any par-
ticular, and it is evident that the mover, in reprinting it
from year to year, has reprinted it without any knowledge
of what is going on in the railway world around him. I
believe that the matters which this Bill proposes to deal
with will never be settled by any legislation in this House,
and my reason for so thinking is that the matter is now
engaging the attention of a far abler parliament for this kind
of legislation than ever assembled or ever will assemble
within these walls. That parliament is composed of men
of the best brains and the best trained intellect in this
direction that are to be found on this continent, or I migbt
say in the world. It is a parliament composed of the master-
mechanies of all the great continental railways, in which par-
liament Canada is represented, and it is a parliament in which
every member knows wbat he is talking about. You may
ask perhaps what this parliament to which I refer bas done.
I will tell you what has been the outcome of it. Already
the old-fashioned coupling, which bas caused so much loss of
life and so many accidents to limb, is a thing of the past. The
decree has gone forth and an automatic coupling, which is to
take the place of the old-fashioned contrivance, is to be ap
plied to all the railway cars of this continent, as well to those
of our country as to the cars on the other side of the f rontier;
and what will compel us to adopt that improvement
is not any legislation we may pass here, but a far higher
law, the law of necessity, because we have to interchange
with railways on the other side, and whatever improve-
ments are decided upon by the parliament to which I have
already alluded, and of which our own mechanical managers
are members, will be used in Canada, without our legis-
lating here in the crude fashion which is proposed in
what I bave called this Rip Van Winkle Bill. My hon.
friend from East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) has given us a very
long dissertation upon another matter which is a fruitful
source of very sad accidents, and that is the necessity which
exists for the brakesmen on railway freight trains to run along
the cars from end to end, be the night ever so dark, and the
tops of the cars ever so slippery. The hon. gentleman did not
exaggerate when he said that that is one of the most fruitful
sources of aocident, and scarcely an accident of that kind
occurs which is not fatal. But I do not think the remedy
my hon. friend proposes, or which is proposed by certain
correspondents of his, will be worth patenting, because, be.
fore he could patent his invention and apply it to the cars,
before the running board that the Bill of the member for
North Simcoe (Mr. McCarthy) provides for could be applied
to the millions of cars which are now rolling from end
to end of this great continent, the necessity for the poor
brakesmen to run along the tops of the cars will have ceased
for ever. The same parliament that I have spoken of are
now providing for the adaptation, to freight trains, of the
Westinghouse brake which bas been so great a succees in
securing the safety of passenger trains, and on some of the
western roads it has been so successfully adapted that a
pattern train of some 30 cars has been sent, at the expense
of the Westinghouse Company, to travel all over the Union
and to show how easy is the adaptation of the Westing-
house brake to freight trains. That being go, my hon.
fiiend's running board passes away. The patent is not
worth paying for.

Mr. WILSON. I would ask the hon. member, even if
you had that law, would it be possible to do away with the
neoesity of brakesman pasing upon the top of the cars.

Mr. SHIANLY. It wili not necessitate the passing of
brakeemen from car to car at all, or along the tops of the
cars. The object of the Westinghouse brake is to get rid of
the necessity of employing brakesmen to run along the tops
of cars. Now, it is only by unanimity of plan, and by single-
ness of action, that we can hope to obtain practical legisla-
tion of this sort, so as to do away with the dangers which
now beset so many railway employés. I would ask, what
can we expect from this Bill before us? It provides for a
running board ; but can we, with our few thousand miles of
railway, legislate for the tens of thoasands of miles upan
the other side of the frontier. Why, Sir, after we have
adapted our running board to all our cars, we may any day
see cars from 500 miles beyond the Mississippi, 500' miles
east of here on the Intercolonial Railway ; not a car of
them with running boards to match ours, which thus be-
comes a trap and increased source of danger. It is not in
our power here to legislate for all or any of the foreign
railway companies sending their cars over our lines. By
uniform, concerted and continental action only can the
safety appliances under discussion be brought into success+
fui use. Such action is now being taken by those most
cnmpetent to deal with it, and with them it will be wise to
leave it. Sir, I say again, this Bill evidences want of
thought, carelessness of study and oensequent ignorance ot
current railway events. It may very well be referred to
a committee, but the conclusion which the committee wil
assuredly come to will be that the best course will be to
wait for the improvements that are now being devised by
the parliament of master mechanics; and when they are
perfected and brought into use, as they will be, the higher
law of necessity will compel us to adopt tbem. Interchango
of cars is absolutely neceesary for us. We eau no more
work our railways without assimilating our cars to those
in use on the Unitel States system, than we could work
them if we used a different gauge. The inconvenience in the
one case would be just as great as in the other I may add
that attempts have been made by almost every State in the
Union by State logisilation to adopt just such plans as sug-
gested by the hon. member for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson),
and laws have been enacted by various States that such and
such coupling, for examples, be used, and such and such
devices adopted. But the law was always inoperative,
because the moment the trains reached the frontier of
the State they came to a different system of coupling, to a
difforent system of improvements, and their own became
entirely useless. Therefore, while I do not object to a
special committee amusing themselves over this Bill, the
conclusion they will come to will be that they know very
little of the matter referred to them. The special committee
will come to perceive their utter want of knowledge on
the subject on which they will be expected to report, and
they will assuredly come to the conclusion that the true
way to deal with this matter is to leave it in the handi
of the great parliament composed of the master mechanics
of the continental railways.

Mr. LISTER. The hon. gentlemen who have preceded
me to-night have addressed their remarks almost exclu-
sively to this running board. I do not know that the mon:-
ber for East Elgin (Mr. Wilson), bas any particular object
in advocating this running b>ard, other than the interests
of railway men.

Mr. SHANLY. Allow me a remark. I see no reason
why my bon. friend from Elgin should net advocate it, I
am merely putting him right upon this point, and telling
him that something is going to happen that will render
this running board uselees.

Mr. LISTER. We agree about the running board, to
some extent-I do net know anything about it.

Mr. SHANLY. I would suggest that my bon. friend's
name be added to the ospecial committee.
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Mr. LISTER. It is very likely that there is something
in the running board. I have no doubt the hon. gentleman
for Eat Elgin was actuated by some sort of a motive in
saying so much about that running board. It is probably
a good thing, but there are other features of this Bill, Mr.
Speaker, that deserve the attention of the .iouse. In the
first place, I think it is greatly to bo regretted that the
hon. gentleman who in Lroducod this Bill, is not here for the
purpose of explaining to the flouse its peculiar features, and
the advantages to be derived from the passing of this Bill.
We do know, however, that my hon. friend from Simcoe (Mr.
Cook) several years ago, when he was a member of the
Ontario Legislature, introduced a moasure of this sort for
the protection of railway employés, and we know that the
measure he introduced was, to a certain extent, adopted by
the Legislal are of Ontario in 1881. Now, Sir, that legislation
does not deal with this question of running boards, but it
deals with questions which, I think, are of equal importance
to the railway employés of the country, and which would
not make it necessary that the rail way companies should
buy the patent that las been referred to by the hon. gentle-
man from East Elgin. In 1881 the Legislature of Ontario
passed an Act for the purpose of making provision for the
safety of railway employés and the public, and that Act
only proposed to deal with the question of frogs, and with
overhead bridges. Now, the whole legislation of modern
times is to compel the employers of labor to provide,
as far as is practicable and possible, for the safety of the
people in their service; and if it is the duty of the
manufacturers of the country to do that, it is equally
the duty, if not more Fo, of tho railway companies, so far
as possible, to protect the thousauds of mon in their service
from the daogers incident to the employment in which
they are engaged. That legislation of Mr. Mowat was
excellent legislation, so far as it went, and if that Act was
copied by this Parliament and made the law of the Dominion,
it would be excellent legislation, if it went no further. I
think that this louse, if they thought proper, could
expunge the objectionable clauses of this Bill and compel
the railway companies to protect, as far as they can, their
employés by packing the frogs, and thus prevent many an
accident resulting in death or injury to limb. If this House
had not interfered with the railway charters granted by the
Legislative Assemb'y of the trovince of Ontario, if they
had not confiscated the railways that we in Ontario have
paid for with our own money, the employés of the rail-
way companies would have the right, under this law, to
compel the railway companies to compensate them for
injuries they have sustained by neglect t, comply
with the provisions of this Act. But, Sir, this Logis-
lature, in its wisdom, thought it was necessary
that the railways we built in that Province, should
be taken away from us and brought under the ex-
clusive jurisdiction of the Dominion Parliament. Railways
extending only a few miles, and that could by no process
of reasoning be held to be for the general advantage of this
Dominion, were taken from us. The resault was that rail.
ways which cost the Province of Ontario well nigh the
830,000,000 have been taken away from the Province, and
control over thom hais been assumed by this Parliament.
The sonsequence is that thousands of men who were in the
employ of those companies find themaslves to-day without
remedy or redress for injuries which under the law that
incorporated those companies would have given them com-
pensation. It has been held by our courts in more than
one case, and in one case of a peculiarly painful character,
that the Dominion Parliament having assumed control of
the road, having declared them to be for the general advan-
tage, the laws of the Province of Ontario did not apply,
and men who would have been entitled to damages under
that law were thrown out by the courts in consequence. If
this Parliament takes control of these roads, I say in all

Mr. SH&NLr,

fairness and honesty we are bound to give the workmen
employed by those companies the same protection they had
when this Parliament took control, if we go no further;
and if there is one thing about railways more
dangerous than another it is an unpacked frog. Year after
year, almost month after month, life las been lost,
men's prospects bave been ruined by injuries which they
have received Within my own knowledge and within
a year past a young man, the support of an old woman
and several relatives, lost his life by having his
foot caught in a frog. It was caught and he was unable to
extricate hi mself before a.train came along and he was killed.
His friends had no redress. In another case a young man
lost his leg; and these injuries are going on almost monthly.
Shall it be said that this House, which poses as the pro-
tector and defender of the working classes, refuses to give
to those men a measure of protection they had when we
assumed control of those railways? I say it is unfortunate
that the hon, member who introduced this Bill is not here
to-night to promote it. If this Bitl is referred to the special
committee which has been propo.ed, what does it mean ?
Why, it is a delusion and a snare. The workingmen are
led to believe that the hon. gentleman who introduced the
Bill is the champion of the workingman, and if it is referred
to a committee it means that the Bill will never be chrys-
talised into law during this Parliament and probably never.
I am not here to attribute motives to any hon. gentleman.
He may be interested in railways or he may not; but as a
legislator, as a member here for the purpose of passing law
in the interest of the community at large, I say that the
interest of the railway companies should not for one moment
interfere with the protection which the people of the
country are entitled to receive as against those roads. Wo
give the companies great privileges and great rights, and it
is the privilege of the people to see that in return the com-
panies give the people an ordinary measure of protection.
That is what this Bill asks, and it will be compatible with
the dignity of this House, with what we owe to ourselves,
to strike out every section except the third section, and say
that that section shall become law, and that the railway
companies shall be obliged to pack the frogs as is provided
in that section.

Mr. SIIANLY. I did not at all touch upon the ques-
tion of packing the frogs. I quite agree with rmy hon.
friend in regard to that matter. I touched up')n the points
respecting which I said we could not practicably legislate,
the interchange of trains between this country and the
other side of the line. As regards protection with respect
to frogs, we can do as we like. I quite agree that that
clause should stand if it stands alone.

Mr. LISTER. I say, then, we should get legislation by
degrees. If that clause is passed and becomes law we have
done a great deal, beoause we shall make our law almost
the same as that in Ontario, with the exception of the sec-
tion relating to overhead bridges. I know nothing practic-
ally about running boards-of course, I know what they
are, and presume they are exceedingly dangerous-but if
some means could be devisel for the purpose of reducing
the danger it would be a very great benefit. But I can
readily understand that, perhaps, the passage of this law
immediately might throw burdons upon the railway com-
panies and disarrange their affaira in a manner that would
not be at all desirable. This matter should be referred
either this Session or another Session te a committee which
could hear evidence and consider the whole question, and
devise some method to ensure the safety of the men on our
railways; but so far as the third clause is concerned, I say
again there should not be the slightest hesitation, we will be
faithless to the duty we owe te the public if we do not
make that the law during the present Session. That would
not throw burdens on the railway companies and it is some-
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thing that will add greatly to the safety of the railways,
not only for the men employed, but the people who may
be upon the track for business or otherwise. I trust so far
as that clause is concerned, it will become law. I am glad
boyond measure that the hon. member for Grenville (Mr.
Shanly) takes the view he does of this matter, because he
is a man of great experience and bis utterances are entitled
to great weight upon such subjects. I think, as I stated a
moment ago, we owe it to ourselves, to the people of Onta-
rio at all ever ts, to make the law as it was when the Domi-
nion Parliament assumed control of the Provincial rail-
ways.

Mr. TISDALE. I think if the hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister), had confined lis enquiries with a view to
arriving at practical conclusions, it would have been more
desirable. In dealing with these matters, it should be the
aim of hon. members to deal with them so as not to ho
adjudged as attributing motives, and thus be enabled to
approach the subject in a proper manner. Surely we
would then be able to approach subjects of this
kind respecting which there is no shadow of partyism,
and where no Dominion or Provincial rights would
come into consideration. I regret this, because in
a large part of the remarks of the hon. member
I think the whole House will concur. I regret ho should
have deemed it necessary to speak as he did about the pro-
moter of the Bill. As I understar d, the promotion of a
Bill of a public nature is this: as soon as a public Bill is in-
troduced into the House it becomes the property of the
Huse, and the introducer of the Bill must be considered as
having discharged a greater duty than the balance of the
House because he has taken the responsibilty and trouble
of putting it into practical shape and submitting the result
to the louse. I hold that the hon. member for Lambton
(Mr. Lister) is now as responsible for this Bill as is the in-
troducer, and if he is equally capable, as I believe he
is to perfect it, thon I think he should confine himself
to improving the Bill, and if this course were fol-
lowed we would get along a great deal botter. In
the few remarks that I feel called upon to address to
the House I propose to try and act in that spirit. I do
not agree with the hon. member for Lambton (Mr. Lister),
that referring a Bill to a special committee means burying
it. If the hon. gentleman is not satisfied that thu members
named on the committee will do their duty and report
promptly to the House, it is within the right of the hon.
member, and I would support him in it, to change their
names and substitute a committee who will report. I know
that in the Railway Committee and in the Banking and
Commerce Committee when special committees are
appointed they report in a day or two. If these gentlemen
who have been named are not of that-sort ho eau move, and
I will second him, that members ho appointed on the com-
mittee who will discharge their duty. As I understand it,
the reason for appointing a special committee ie to expedite
and not to delay the proceedings of the House, and I have
no doubt that the gentlemen named on this committee will
take that course. I fully concur in the very practical
remarks of the member for Grenville (Mr. Shanly) as to the
care which should be taken in endeavoring to legislate upon a
matter which we understand so little of. I think it would
be a great mistake for this House to endeavor to deal with
the subjects mentioned in this Bill in any other way than
by a special committee. There, the practical men connected
with the railways should be given an opportunity of inform-
ing us from their experience and from their practical
knowledge as to their views upon these subjects. They
need not rule nor eontrol the committee but hon. gentle-
men must all admit that those who spend their life time
in the management of such matters are those best capable
of giving information on which we eau form our ideas. Let1

me say this, that although I have nothing to do with rail-
ways, no more than most hon. gentlemen here, if you take
this continent and this country and sce the great progress
that bas been made in the safety and all other appliances
of railways, we ought not to insinuate and I do not like to
hear it insinuated as it were, in the House that the railway
companies are against those improvements. Look at our
Patent Office or go to Washington and see the thousands of
models of patent rights, such as the hon. gentleman from
East Elgin (Mr. Wilson) mentioned, and yon will wonder
how railway men know what to choose from, there are so
many things which come under the notice of railway
managers, enlightened, intelligent, as a rule merciful as they
are, which it would be their own interest to adopt, or as
the hon. member for East Elgin said, it was a matter
of pounds, shillings and pence to them if those appli-
ances could be adopted. There is no doubt that all
those approved appliances if found practical when put
on a railroad are a saving of money to the companies,
because they are in some way or other liable for compensa-
tion for loss of life or property. I believe that the special
committee is the only proper way to deal with those ques-
tions, except perhaps the question of improved frogs. I
think it is wise that a special committee should, as far as
they can, investigate it and report to the House. With
regard to running boards I venture to say that if you ask
a brakesman on one of those trains of mixed cars whether
he would like a change of this sort or not, it is doubtful if he
would say that he would like it. I will tell you why. If you
get a man used to one setof appliances with a broad running
board and supports he gets as it were to trust in them, and
the fiist thing he knows, if the night is dai k or in a mo-
ment of danger or excitement, whon he bas all he can do
to manage the brakes, he strikes another car that has not
got the same appliances, and ho is sure to go down
at once. He had relied upon the appliances upon
one car and this led him to trust to tbem when he
got on the car they were not on. These are matters
that should ho considered. I am not speaking against the
principle of the Bill. I believe we ought to get such light
as will enable us beyond peradventure to legislate in a way
that will make our legislation an improvement and not
simply an experimcnt. I do not believe in theories in these
matters. Take for instance putting oit cups in the cabs
of locomotives. Sone of the railway companies obiect
to putting them in the cabs. If you enter into any
railway furnishing shop in this country, or in the States
where there are so many thousands of miles of railway,. you
will see all kinds of patent oil cups, but the trouble with
them is that sometimes they won't work, and the machine-
ry on wh ch the safety of not only the engineer and fire-
man on the train, but the lives of the passengers and the
property depend will get out of order. Within my own
knowledge in running a small private railroad we had those
oil cups, and we found that we had to take thom off, bo-
cause they would not work. The men never could tell
whether the oit went into the machinery or not, and al-
though great expense had been inourred we had to remove
them and return to the old-fashioned way. I mention that
as an illustration why our Parliament should not exercise
its power-and it is ail powerful-in legislating
about matters without having sufficient knowledge
of them to legislate upon. It would be well, I
think, that a special committee should examine this matter
and let us have prompt action and report on which we can
decide whether we should take the responsibility of recom-
mending some of those appliances. If we say to the rail-
way companies that this thing must be done it is a very
serions matter. Suppose for instance that this Parliament
should say those oit caps should be put on the trains and
suppose the oit cups do not prove effective and lead to a
disaster we take the responsibility of this by relieving the
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railway companies. We should not touch anything except
simple matters about which there can be no discussion
without baving the opinions of the people who are respon-
sible for the management of those great railways. It is a
most dangerous thing to interfere in those matters without
a proper knowledge of the subject and I think it would ho
highly improper for us to take any action without a special
examination before a committee who understand what
legislation should take place upon the matter.

Mr. BARRON. I have listened carefully to the remarks of
the hon. member of South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale) and I was a
little disappointed to find that ho made no reference to the
fact of the Dominion of Canada confiscating the railroads of
Ontario. I think, Sir, as the representative of an Ontario
constituency ho should have dwelt somewhat on that fact.

Mr. TISDALE. I would ask the bon. gentleman if ho
thinks that that is part of the discussion. If ho doos I can
say a good deal about it, because I think the matter was
not fairly put by the bon. memier who preceded me. I
said I proposed to discuss the matter in question without
bringing anything into it which might stir up feeling on the
opposite side of the House so long as it is not pertinent to
the question before us.

Mr. BARRON. I will agree with my hon. friend, who
sits to my right, in saying that it is a pity the Dominion of
Canada confiscated the railways bonused by the Province
of Ontario.

Some hon. MEHMBERS. Question.
Mr. BARRON. I am coming to the question. Because

by their so doing tiey deprived the employés and the
workmen of the railways of Ontario of a law which gave
them certainly more protection than they bave under any
Dominion Act. As my hon. friend to my right says they
have no protection at all under any Dominion Act. I agree
with my friend to my right that it is a pity that the bon.
gotleman who has introduced this Bill is not in the flouse
t'-'-ight to promote it. I recollect last Session a similar
B Il was introduced by the hon. gentleman towards the end
of the Session. Why it was not introduced till late in the
Session cannot be understood, exce)t for the reason that it
was not desirable it sheuld become law. It does appear to
me that by referring the Bill now to a committee, such as
is proposed, that the intention is that it shall not become
law this Session, and that employés on railroads
shall not have that protection that they had under
the Provincial Act before the railways of Onta-
rio were confiscated by the Dominion. Now, Sir,
different gentlemen who have spoken have pointed
out some defects that exist in the Bill as introduced.
One thing that the Bill does not provide for at al is over-
bead bridges. It is a fact, I believe, at all events the cases
in the Province of Ontario have shown, that in the case of
probably one-half of the railway lines the brakesmen have
no protection from overhead bridges. Take for instance
the Midland Railway. The Grand Trunk Railway Company
is the lessee of that road, and has escaped the obligation to
raise the overhead bridges to the proper height above the
tops of the cars by reason of the statute requiring the owner
of the bridge to do so. Then again the statute requires the
railway company to raise the bridge to its proper height
within twelve months after the passing of the Act; but that
provision does not meet the case of the Grand Trunk
Railway, as lessee of the Midland Railway, because
the Grand Trunk acquirei that road more than a
year after the passing of the Act. Taus we find that a
cause of serious injury and sometimes death exists on the
great lines of railway in the country, and there is no remedy
provided by law. Therefore I tbink it is a pity that the
hon. gentleman who introduced this Bill this Session, and
the same Bill last Session, is not in the House, because

MUr, Tupisp.

h would have recollected that I drew his attention to this
matter last Session in order that ho might introduce into
the Bill some legislation to meet the serions case
I have spoken of. I find that the Bill is also defec-
tive in not providing for a sufficient space in the
switches. I believe that the Bill provides that they shall be
opened three inches. It must be apparent to any hon. gen-
tleman that danger is as likely to result from these switches
as now resuits from frogs. We know how numerous rail-
way employés are at the present time. Our whole country
is honeycombed with railroads, and there are necessarily a
great many employés, and their occua tion is a very
dangerous one indeed. Therefore, I tbin that this Bill,
involving as it doos such an important matter as the safety
of human life, should be taken up by the Government. Let
them follow the example set by the Government of the
Hon. Oliver Mowat, as they have done on other occasions,
and let them take control of and assume all responsibility
for this very important measure.

Mr. TISDALE. The General Railway Act regulates all
the bridges.

Mr. BA RRON. If my hon. friend will take the trouble
to read the case of McLaughlin vs. the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company-

Mr TISDALE. I am not speaking of cases; I am
speaking of the law. The bon. gentleman has induced the
Elouse to believe that we have no law to regulate the
height of overbead bridges; and ho is finding fault with
this Bill because ho claims that it should do that. The
General Railway Act provides that bridges must ho so
built as to be free from danger.

Mr. BA R RON. I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
that the General Railway Act does regulate overhead
bridges, but unfortunately that Act has been held not to
apply to the Grand Trunk Railway as lessee of the Mid-
land, for the reasons I have stated. Thus it was that in a
case where the Grand Trunk Company was morally re-
sponsible for the loss of a man's life, it escaped that liability
by reason of our legislation not being sufficient to meet the
case.

Mr. TEXIPLE. The hon. gentleman who bas just sat
down bas not spoken to a single section of this Bill. The
hon. member for East Elgin (Mr Wilson), i think is the
only one on that side of the House who has spoken to any
section of this Bill. He speaka in favor of having the
frogs closed up to a certain extent. I agree with him and
with the Bill on that point, aLd I had that done myself
years ago when I was connected with a railroad. With re-
gard to the running boards, I think the hon. member for
South Grenville (Mr. Shanly) is perfectly right. I do not
see how you are going to have running boards withial1 the
different cars that are in use. There are thousands of cars
passing backward and forward over the international
boundary for thousands of miles; and though you might
bave all the cars in this country built with the runiing
boards in one form, al the cars from the other side of the
boundary would have another kind, and these cars are mixed
together in almost every train. Therefore, it is a matter of
impossibility to make any change in the running boards,
and there would be more danger and more loss of life in
having different systems of running boards on different cars
in one train than there is at the present time. Therefore
we should con iemn that part of the Bill. With reference
to the oiling of the cars, it is done by this system with a
great deal of danger, and the system is in tact not practic-
able, so that it is given up by different railways. You
caanot tell by this system whether the lubricator is working
or not, and all the machinery may be broken up for the
want of oil. There is therefore only one section ot this Bill
that can ie recommended, and I think the best plan would
be to reter the whole Bill to a speial committee.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. I did not understand the hon. mem-

ber for West Lambton to cast any reflections on the pro-
moter of the Bill for bis absence to-night. I understood
him simply to say that be regretted it, and I say that I
regret it too, because I believe that bon. gentleman has
made a special study of the matter, and it would be to our
advantage tc-night to have the result of his study and in-
formation. For that reason and no other, we regret his
absence. The hon. member for South Norfolk (Mir. Tis-
dale) has told us that there were plenty of patents of inven-
tion in the patent office to secure everything wanted. I
know there are numerous inventions there, but I know
also that not one in fifty, in railway matters as in others,
is practicable, and the best evidence of this is that they are
not adopted for use. It is time that we were doing some.
thing in this matter. I was happy to hear that a far higher
parliament than this has taken the matter in band and
that we might expect to see the whole thing settled. It is
refreshing to know that the highest intellect in the land
are considering this matter, and that, when they see fit,
they are going to remedy all the evils; but I would
simply say they have been a mighty long time about
it. Thousands of lives have been lost within the last
thirty-five years. In fact not a week passes but we
hear of the death, or the wounding, or maiming of
some railway employé, yet these demi-gods have been
asleep or on a journey all that time, and it is only
now, when there is an attempt to do something, they
tell us to keep quiet, and that they will soon settie the
whole difficulty. I cannot help thinking that it will not do
for us to shelter ourselves behind their gigantie intellects.
Although our intellects may be limited and our experience
small, yet we have a great responsibility resting upon us,
and that responsibility becomes the more apparent when we
consider who the parties are that require protection. These
men whom we de 3ire to protect are the employés of rich
and powerful companies; they are men who have not the
means nor the influence to protect themselves, they
are men wbo are exposed to the greatest dangers. So
well known is this that insurance companies charge the
higbest premiums to brakesmen of any class in the com-
munity, aud it is a well known fact, established by statis-
ticians, that the average life of a railway brakesman is the
shortest of that of any clase. It is therefore high time that
this louse took some action in the matter. Reference bas
been made to the fact that the Dominion Government bas
taken over almost all the railway lines in the country. In
most of the Provinces, as in Ontario I believe, they have
passed laws to protect the employées of railway companies.
By the taking over of these railways by the Dominion, these
Acts have become inoperative, and it seems strange to me
that the Government should have neglected all this time to
make some provision for the protection of these people. In
view of this fact, I think it is a great pity that the matter
was left to be dealt with by private members of the House.
It certainly was one with which the Government should
have dealt, as they have access to more sources of informa-
tion than have private members, and it was their duty to
deal with the matter.

Mr. SPROULE. The Bill before the fouse is too im-
portant to be dropped, even though the hon. gentleman who
proposed it is not here. I am sure he is as much disap-
pointed as any hou, gentleman here can be, having to be
absent. I had a conversation with him some time ago about
this measure, and I am quite satisfied that some of the
amend ments suggested by hon. gentlemen were intended to
be introduced at the proper stage by the promoter of the
Bill. I think there would be a better outoome for the Bill
if it were referred to a special committee with power to
call witnesses and papoer. I do net think any hon. gentle-
man who has ever given conaideration to the question, or
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bas ever gone into the yards where a large number of cars
are standing and seen the narrow spaces men have to travel
on in fair weather and foul weather, in daylight and dark-
ness, will fail to admit that in the interest of humanity it
is important some change should be made. When we
remember that these railway employés are obliged to travel
in daylight and darkness on these freight cars, with a
very narrow board, in some cases not more than twelve
or fourteen inches wide, and often covered with a sheet of
ice, and that these narrow spaces on the tops of the
cars are not guarded by any railing to which the brakes-
man can possibly catch on, we cannot wonder that the
number of accidents is so large. It is therefore of great
importance that we should, if possible, devise some means
of removing this evil and saving a large number of lives.
One clause of the Bill provides for making the board of a
certain widtb, sufficient to allow a man to pass along con-
veniently ; in addition it provides a railing and also for the
running boards coming as close together as practicable, so
that mon can pass from one car to another without running
the risk which they must now run. If there was nothing
else in the Bill, it is important that it should become law,
but there are other important amendments that could be
introduced in the select committee, and that select com-
mittee should be enabled to take evidence and to look into
the matter more closely. There was another question
brought up by hon. gentlemen opposite, and they seemed
to hold that it was a drawback in connection with our
control over railways in this country, and that is the fact
that the Dominion Government has said that certain rail-
ways are in the interest of the Dominion, and therefore come
under Dominion control. If I understand anything about law,
I think that is an advantage to the employés on the roads,
because they are passing constantly from one Province to
another, and an accident may happen in one Province to-
day and in another Province to-morrow under the old
system. That necessitates carrying on the action for
damages under different laws. The law in one Province
may be different from the law in another. Now, no
matter in what Province the accident occurs, the
prosecution is always conducted under the same law,
and therefore the people are able to understand and to
interpret the law and are able to understand the responsi-
bilities of the company and what redress they may have in
the event of accidents. I believe it was intended to go
further in this law and to provide also for compensation for
all accidents to employée on the roàd no matter from what
cause. Some may hold that it would be unwise to make
such a provision, but other countries have adopted it and
have found it to be not injurions to the railways and to be
beneficial to the employés; and I think, remembering the
large number of accidents which occur from year to year
and the causes of the accidents and remembering the care-
less indifference which is generally exhibited by railway
companies as to the safety of their employés, it becomes ail
the more important that the Legislatures of the country
should take up the subject and pass some such imperative
law to compel them to provide for the safety of human life
where provision for it can be made.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have listened with very
great attention to the very interesting and important dis-
cussion we have had. I am quite certain it would be very
difficult to find any question which would appeal more to
the feelings of members on both sideà of the liouse than
this, which is a matter of vast importance. I regret ex-
ceedingly that the promoter of this Bill is not present. The
very fact that he has from time to time moved in it shows
that his attention bas been dra*n to it, and that he has
given it a very considerable amount of consideration, but I
am certain that .rery neniber of the louse must have been
very much impre. dwith the very practical observations

1888. 70



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 12,

made by the hon. member for South Grenville (Mr. Shanly).
It is a great advantage to this House, when questions of
this kind come up, to have gentlemen whose profession has
directed their attentien to matters of this importance, and
whose great ability is recognised throughout the country
as fitting them to give advice to the House on questions of
such transcendant interest. I feel the force of what has
been said by several members on both aides of the House
as to the great responsibility that must necessarily
devolve upon the Government in relation to a
matter of this kind affecting the safety of human
life and the prevention of a great number of very deplora-
ble accidents, and, I think, under the circumstances, in the
absence of the promoter of this measure, and in view of
the fact that the Minister of Railways has an important
Bill on the paper, which I trust his restored health wili
enable him in a short time to present for consideration, the
best course to take would perhaps be to adjourn the debate,
and allow the question to rest on that adjournment until
the railway measure for which the Government is responsi.
ble is laid before the House. Then this Bill can be brought
forward, and gentlemen who have taken an interest in it,
who have investigated the subject, and who may be pre-
pared to offer valuable suggestions, will have the opportu-
nity of presenting those views, and we would be in that
way enabled to incorporate any feature of this Bill or any
suggestion, having in view the attaining of the important
object at which this Bill aims, in the Bili for which the
Government is responsible. I trust, therefore, I shall meet
with the approval of gentlemen on both sides of the House
if, with that object, I move the adjournment of this debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

AID TO WRECKED VESSELS BILL.

Mr. HAGGART (for Mr. KIRKPATRICK) movcd second
reading of Bill (No. 7) to permit American vessels to aid
vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters. He said :
The object of this Bill, as I understand, is to give similar
privileges to American wrecking vessels to those which are
allowed us on the other side. I believe legislation has been
passed in the United States which allows our vessels to,
assist wrecked vessels in United States waters on condition
that similar legislation is passed in our country which will
allow American wrecking vessels to enjoy similar privileges.

An hon. MEMBER. Rociprocity, is it ?
Mr. HAGGART. True reciprocity.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am sorry that the mover of
this Bill is not present. It is a Bill of very great importance,
and one which, I think, ought not to be proceeded with by
the House on the very brief statement of the hon. gentle-
man who has been kind enough to move it in the absence of
the hon. gentleman who is responsible for it. The measure
is one of great public importance, which I think should not
be hastily or summarily dealt with. The question has been
before the House, it has been made the subject
of a good deal of diplomatie intercourse between
the Government of the United States and the
Government of Canada. A measure somewhat similar
te this has, I think, been put on the Statute-book of the
United States, providing that, in a certain contingency,
there sbould be reciprocity in regard to this matter. It is
very well known that the Government of Canada have for
a very long period been extremely anxious to expand that
reciprocal action between the Government of the United
States and the Government of this country, and to place it
upon a very broad basis in ocnnection with the coasting
trade. A standing offer, as the House is well aware, is
upon our Statute.book inviting the reciprocal action of other
countries, and a number of countries have taken advantage

Sir CaKÂLis TUPPEa.

of it. We stand in the position that we are quite prepared
to offer the great advantages of the enormous coast which
we possess and the very valuable coasting trade of Canada
to any country in the world which is prepared to give to
Canada the like privileges in its waters. I hope the time
will come wben the great country to the south of us will be
prepared to meet us on that question, and when we shall
have an opportunity of registering Canadian built vessels
in the United States of America and giving similar privi.
leges to vessels built in the Uaited States to have registry
in Canada, and that under the same arrangement vessels
under the flag of the United States will have the same
coasting privileges that our own vessels have, while
we on the shores of the United States will enjoy the
same privileges which we are prepared to extend to them.
I think, Sir, under these circumstances, we have reason to
look forward to a much larger measure of reciprocity than
the limited one involved in this question of wrecking. But
apart altogether from the general question of reciprocal
trade between the United States and Canada, there is the
coasting trade of the inland waters. I believe it is very
well known that the Government of C.mnada have again and
again proposed to the Government of the United States,
that if they were not prepared, on the Atlantic and Pacifio
coasts of the two countries, to have mutual reciprocity in
coasting, we have invited them to have reciprocal action in
regard to the coasting trade of inland waters; and recipro-
cal action in regard to the coasting trade of the great lakes
and the inland waters, would at once dispose of all the
difficulties connected with this question of wrecking. I
did not intend to offer a single remark upon this subject
until I had heard what was to be said by the advocates and
the opponents on this measure, if it has any opponents;
but I could not allow the second reading of this Bill to pass
accompanied only by the few observations of the hon. mem-
ber for Lanark (Mr. Haggart) who was not responsible for
the Bill. I, therefore, rose simply to prevent the ques-
tion being put to the House until we could have an oppor-
tunity of hearing what was to be said for and against this
measure. Therefore, if it is intended to proceed with the
Bill, as the promoter of the measure is now in hie place, I
would like to be allowed to rest my observations at this
point, until I hear what that hon. gentleman has to say in
regard to this question.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I am sorry I was not pre: ent to
relieve my hon. friend of the duty of moving the second
reading of this Bill. I intended to listen to what was to be
said by hon. gentlemen, and to offer some remarks at the
close of the debate ; but as the Finance Minister has asked
me now to explain the object of this Bill, I shall take the
opportunity of doing so. The Bill, Sir, is a very simply one
in form, but it is far reaching in the principle it invoives.
The question of reciprocity of wrecking is one which interest
a very large number of our citizens. When I tell the
House that the number of vessels navigating the inland
waters of Canada is upwards of 4,000, that there are 35,000
seamen employed on those vessels, and that the capital
invested in our inland marine amounts to many millions
of dollars, the House will perceive the great importance
of the subject dealt with by this Bill. The question of
preventing vessels, either American or Canadian, fron
assisting others which may be stranded, or in distress,
or wrecked in the waters of either country, seems
to have been of somewhat recent date. I believe it is only
within a few years that any attempt was made to prevent
Canadian vessels from rendering assistance to American
vessels or Canadian vessels in American waters, and vice
versa. In 1842, the question of the free navigation of the
inland waters was dealt with by the Ashburton Treaty, as
stated by the hon. member for Bothwell (Jir. Mils) the
other day ; but I do not think that treaty gives the
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right to aid vesels wrecked or distressed. It does
not give that right explicitly, and it is only the com-1
mon law of humanity which would compel us to claim that
right. But the customs law as enforced now, distinctly
says that American vessels cannot afford assistance to
Canadian vessels or American vessels in Canadian waters.
The law wa so interpreted by the late Government in
1878, and the then Minister of Customs issued a circular
to all the custom bouses informing them that American
vessels were not to be allowed to render assistance to
vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters, and that if
any American vessels did so, they were liable to be seized.
in consequence of that circular some American vessels ren-
dering assistance to vessels wrecked or disabled in Cana-
dian waters were seized, and now application has always
to be made to the customs authority for permission. The
hon Minister of Cusatoms sated~< the other day that suchb

late Government. I have here a copy of the instruction
issued, and I will read it. It is a circular issued on 8th March,
1878, addressed by the Commissioner of Customs to collec-
tors of customs throughout the country, and is as follows.-

'<Sra, -I am now Instrncted by the Minister of Oustoms to call your
attention to the bearing ofthe oustome law upon the treatment of
wrecked vessels or property in Canadian waters, which provides in
effeet that no vessel, foreiga or canadian, has legal right to interfere
with vessels or material in anadian waters, unless permitted by the
coilector of enstoms at the nearest port after reporting to him. And
no foreign vessel should receive such permission, as it is contrary to
customs law, and should be placed under detention in case of violation."

I can hardly believe the statement I read in sone of the
papers published from the Secretary of State at Washington,
alleging that actually where an American tug went to an
American vessel and removed the frozen bodies of the
captain's wife and others from the wreck and saved part of
the cargotm she wason actuall fine fore redein such assistpermission was never refused if it was shown that no tue Cargo nce we aCTuai nu fur ronuering

Canadian tug or Canadian wrecking vessel could go to their ance.
assistance. But, Sir, I submit that before that information Mr. CHARLTON. Wbat case was that ?
can be obtained, befot e it can be ascertained whether there
are any Canadian tugs that can go to the assistance of a Mr. KIRKPATRICK, That was the case of the Augustus
vessel in distress, great injury to life and property may Ford driven ashore near Grand River in November, 1874.
occur, and the critical moment may have passed when The vessel Bryant which was passing neai the place at the
assistance could be of any avail. The American Govern- time took off the frozen dead bodies of the captain's wife
ment seeing this, and having such a large number of and others and saved part of the cargo of the wrecked
vessels-because American vessels far outnumber Canadian vessel, and was fined for doing so. It is truo that part of
vessels on our inland waters-desirous of having reciprocity the fine was remitted afterwards, but the fact remains that
in this matter, they passed a Bill in 1878, declaring that for rendering that service in the hour of distress an Ameri-
Canadian vessels of all description: can vessel was actually subjected to the laws of this country

and was fined. It is hard to believe that there should be such
"May render aid or assistance to Canadian or other vessels wrecked a want of co nmon humanity and neighborly feeling between

or disabled in the waters of the United States contiguous to the Dominion these two countries as to permit such a thing to be possible.
of Canada, provided that this Act shall nottakeeffectuntil proclamation
by the Preuident declaring that the privilage of aiding American or I hope now that the United States bas shown a desire to have
other vessels wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters contiguous to the reciprocal action in this matter, that she has held out the
United States, has been extended by the Government of the Dominion of hand of neighborly good feeling, we will have a si milar law
Canada, and declaring this Act to be in force." placed on our Statute-book to that in the United States. It
Now, Sir, that Act has remained on the Statute-book of the bas been objected that we would be giving away a great
United States ever since 1878, and no action bas been taken deal by doing so, that we should insist upon some other
by this Government. An opportunity now offers for us to reciprocal right being given to us, for instance, that of the
put in force the principle which was recognised by both free navigation laws or the frue right of towage. But if the
sides in this Housi the other day, one side asking for unres. United States will not give us this, let us not insist in
tricted reciprocity with the United States in everything. If dragging in something notgermane to the subject and which
they ask for unrestricted reciprocity, surely hon. gentlemen will destroy its whole effect. Let us in the cause of com-
will be glad to take partial reciprocity as a means towards mon humanity, as they term it, provide that the firmt per-
that end. Every bon. gentleman, I take it, on that side of son that shall come to the aid of life and property in dis-
the House who voted for unrestricted reciprocity, will be tress shall have the right to 'do so. It has buen stated a
prepared to vote for this very important measure of partial large portion of the wrecks are in Canadian waters. I hold
reciprocity. Those hon. gentlemen on this side of the in my hand a statement which disproves it, a statement of
louse who voted for a resolution declaring that they always the wrecks of last year, and it will astonish hon. members,

have been in favor, and were still in favor, of reciprocity I am sure, to know that last year there were 204 lives lost
with the United States, provided it did not interfore in our inland waters, and not less than 82,500,000 worth of
with the National Policy, must, I think, favor this Bill property was destroyed ; the total losses comprise 73
alto; because the National Policy is not in any way affected vessels, representing over 20,000 tons. Out of those
by this Bill. In fact it helps the National Policy. The 73 vessels which became a total loss only 11 were lost in
National Policy was adopted for the purpose of fistering Canadian waters. We have been told that the reason for
the shipping industry, among others, that large interest enforcing the customs law was that the wrecks were in
which we want to develop and strengthen ; and everything American waters as four or five to one; but here is this
that would tend to the prosperity of that interest ought to statement that of 73 vessels that proved a total loss only 11
receive favor at the hands of the friends of the National were wrecked in Canadian waters, and of 100 vessels that
Policy. We find all the shipping men of the country in were a partial loss only 12 were in Canadian waters. Tbis
favor of a measure which will render them assistance and shows that we will not be giving up a great right for the
help to protect their property when in jeopardy. The in- benefit of Americans. We are opeuing up to our own
surance men, who derive a large income from our marine wreckers and those who have wrecking vessels and appli-
interest, are all in favor of this measure. Every facility ancas a large territory in which to ply their vocation.
should be given to parties who will invest money in wreck- Moreover, it must be remembered that of those vessels
ing appliances and in bringing, as quickly as possible, which are navigating the lakes the largest and most valua.
wrecking vessels to the aid of vessels in distress. I think, ble of them are American vessels, and they ply more espe.
therefore, both sides of the House should favor this motion. cially in Americau waters. The wrecks that are most
I said that this stipulation or restriction upon the right of valuable to the wrecking companies are American vessels and
common humanity to render assistance to vemsels in dis- the greatest losses are in American waters. I contend, there-

tros and to save life and property was rst passed by the fore, that it wQuld be a distinct advantage to our Canadiau
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wrecking companies and wreckers if we had in this matter
a reciprocal right of free wrecking.

Mr. COOK. What proportion of the mercantile marine
of the great lakes belongs to Canada ?

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. A very small proportion at
present. Out of four thousand vessels a very large propor-
tion are American, and they are the moat valuable. But I
may tell the hon. gentleman that I have good reason to
believe that this la going to be rapidly changed, owing to
the opening up of our North-West, and the large crop of
wheat which is coming down to Fort William and Port
Arthur, to be shipped from those ports either to the St.
Lawrence or by Buffalo to New York, which will require
Canadian vessels to bring it to the St. Lawrence. That hias
caused a great demand for Canadian tonnage, and to-day
we know there are two large vessels coming from England
across the Atlantic to be employed in this grain trade.
Mr. Marks, of Port Arthur, and Messrs. Crandall & Grasset
of Toronto, bave each ordered a large steam vessel of over
two thousand tons burthen, and these are only the forerun-
ners of the large fleet that will be required to carry the grain
crop from Port Arthur and Fort William. In a very few
years the Canadian tonnage will bear a very fair proportion
to that of the United States, but at present American ton-
nage is much larger and altogether out of proportion to
Canadian tonnage. When the Americans not only offer
reciprocal wrecking to us but press it upon us, and in the
despatches received from Washington which have been
printed and brought down in the papers, it appears they
express a very great desire that the common right of
humanity, as they express it, should be acoorded by this
Government and we should have free wrecking, and that
the right to render assistance to life and property when in
distress should be as free as the air we breathe or the
sunlight. If the louse will give the Bill a second reading,
when it comes up next week I will propose that some
changes can be made which shall make it applicable to all
the points that may be raised. It now does not provide, I
think, sufficiently to meet the wants of the case, but I would
prefer to make those amendments later on and I hope the
House will give it a second reading.

Mr. SHANLY. My hon. friend the Minister of Finance
just now referred to this Bill as limited in its scope. It cer-
tainly is very limited, but t.he cases for which it is proposed
to provide are almost certain to be of a very urgent char-
acter indeed. When our house happens to be on fire we do
not generally ask where the firemen came from with their
engine before we allow then to couple on the hose. There-
fore I hope when the matter comes up for debate again the
Government will not ask that this Bill shoald be postponed,
until a larger scope of reciprocity in other cases will be
decided upon.

Mr. CHARLTON, Before the Bill receives its second
reading, if it does receive its second reading, I desire to
address a few remarks to the House in connection with the
consideration of this question. Reciprocity in wrecking is
rather a captivating term, and upon the surface it would
seem that the proposal made by the American Government
in their statutory offer of 1878 that there should be reci-
procity in wrecking between the two countries was a rea-
sonable proposal. But I thinki Sir, when we examine into
the question a little deeper, that facte will present them-
selves for the consideration of the House which are not
apparent on the surface of the question. We have a very
skilful use made of the hu manity cry, and I shall be able to
show a little later on that the cours of the Canadian Govern-
ment in that respect cannot be oalled into question at all,
and that the action of this Gover&ment has. been invariably
humane in every case of eaergency. In .very case wherej

Mr. KIRaPrTraIL

there was danger of loss of life or danger of loss of property
that could be averted by prompt action, the Canadian customs
authorities have always promptly granted a permit for
American vessels to act. I will come to that more fully later
on. This policy of restriction, with regard to wrecking upon
the coasts of our great lakes, whether right or wrong, is a
policy that was not inaugurated by this Government, but it
was inaugurated by the American Government. They
initiated the orders of which my hon. friend from Frontenac
(.Mr. Kirkpatrick) complains, and our Government was
simply forced, in self defence, to issue orders of the same
character protecting our own interests from the attack
made by this order of the American Treasury Depart-
ment. This course, Sir, which was rendered necessary by
American action happens to have proved to be a course
which bas redounded very largely to the advantage of Can-
ada, and in consequentbe of that fact we have the American
Government applying to us through its statutory offer of
1878, and making applications in various ways, to induce
us to give reciprocity in wrecking. They are going
back on their own action, retracing their steps and asking
us in point of fact to enter into an arrangement that
would give thom nearly the whole business, which I shall
proceed to show later on. The way the thing bas worked
bas been this : It is true as my hon. friend says that the
greater part of the tonnage on the lakes is American ton-
nage; it is alseo true as is shown by the report made by Mr.
Lewis (which unfortunately was lost between rome two
departments of this Government, and never was published
and which is alluded to only in the records) that up to that
time a large portion of the wrecks on the great lakes had
taken place on Canadian couats. It is this fact that leads
the American Government, the American shipowners, the
American insurance companies and wrecking companies
to desire the alteration which my friend from Frontenac
(Mr, Kirkpatrick) also desires should be made in reference
to this policy. The hon. gentleman tells us that surely if
we cannot get all we want in unrestricted reciprocity it
would be a good thing to take a little. Well, that depends
entirely upon the circumstances of the case. If that little
is something entirely to our disadvantage I am not in favor
of taking it. If I may be permitted to refer to the matter,
I may say that the hon. gentleman referred to the little we
took the other day in the shape of the admission of trees
and fruits and so forth. So far as. I am concerned I think
we took that little with rather a bad grace, and had it not
been for the unfortunate offer which we had made which
forced us into rather an unfortunate position and rendered
it expedient to take these, I think that most of the mem-
bers of this House would not have taken that small measure
of reciprocity we took the other day. I am not much in
favor of taking another dose of the same kind when the
circumstances are so much different. Now, the business of
wrecking pertains to the coasting trade. Wrecking is
an incident of that trade. We have upon our Statute-
book an offer, which is also a statutory offer, made in the
year 1870-eight years before the American offer was
made-which is contained in chap. 14, 33 Vic., sec. 2, and
in that section we extend to the Americans this offer. The
statute gaes on to make provisions with regard to the
coasting trade, prohibiting in the first section any but
British vessels carrying passengers or freight from one
port on our couast to another. The second section con tains
this offer:

" The Governor in Council may, from time to time, declare that the
foregomg provisions of this Act shall not while sach Order in Council
is in force, apply to the ships or vesuels oiany foreign country in which
British ships are admitted to the coamting rade of such country and to
carry goods and pamengers, from any port in sech country to another,
and may, from time to time, revoke or alter such order in Coancil."

As I said, wrecking is an incident in the coasting trade,
and I am not in favor of allowing the American people or
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Government to select that particular incident of the trade,
in which reciprocity will be a great advantage to them, and
drop all the rest where reciprocity in trade may be ofsome
advantage to us. If they desire reciprocity on the great
lakes let them give us reciprocity in the coasting trade as
well, of which wrecking is an incident, but to allow them to
select this one thing in which we had the advantage over
them-an advantage acquired by their own act, for their
own act forced upon us the course that we took, and which
resulted to our advantage-would not be fair. If they desire
that incident of the coasting trade let them open the whole
question as to trade on the waters of the great lakes.

Now, Sir, with regard to the orders issued by the Cus-
toms Department in this country, and with regard to the
assertion that the policy pursued by this Government bas
been an inhuman one, and one not characteristic of the
spirit of this age of civilisation, I wish to point out what
those regulations have been. I have here Vol. No. 9 of the
Sessional Papers of the year 1880-81. This subject of
wrecking had been made a subject of communication be-
tween the Governments at that time, and Sessional Paper
No. 50 of this volume contains the correspondence in rela-
tion to that matter, I have selected from this correspond-
ence some portions which will clearly show in what spirit
our Government had treated this question. The first paper
is the copy of a report of the Committee of the Honorable
the Privy Council for Candaa, approved by His Excellency
on the 6th of June, 1879:

" The Committee have had under consideration a despatch from
Her &ajesty's Minister at Washington to Your Excellency of 18th
December last, and enclosures, relating to the regulations in force on the
lake coast of Canada, respecting the treatment of wrecked vessels and
property in Canadian waters.

" The Honorable the Minister of Customs, to whom the above mention-
ed despateh and enclosures were referred, reports that the question ap-
pears to be misunderstood by the authorities at Washington, owing, he
believes, to the tact that the action of the Customs Department bas
been presented to them not only in an exaggerated but a very erroneous
light.

" That as it respecta the Department circular of 8th March, 1878, a
copy of which he submits, it was, he states, addressed to collectors of
customs ouly, and was intended to remind them of the proper bearing of
customi law upon wrecked property actually stranded upon the Cana-
dian shores, and this they thoroughly understood. That no Canadian
officer ever interpreted the circular or the law, as justifying interference
with the efforts of vessels of any nationality to succor any vessel in dis-
tress and save human life or property, while there was a possibility of
preventing their loss, nor bas any case of such interterence ever
occurred.

" That in the matter of the steam tug Sarah Bryant, wrecked in
November, 1874, alluded to by Mr. Evarts, it is plain that the circular
could have had no influence upon the officers concerned, as it was not
issued until about 3 years after the occurrence, and that the assertion
made by the master of the Bryant that he took off the frozen dead
bodies of the captain's wife and others is not justified by facts,
there being living witnesses and documentary evidence, of the most
unquestionable character, to prove that the living and the dead were
taken from the wreek by a Canadian boat's crew, before the tug arrived
at the scene of the disaster. The correspondence upon whieh point ho
also submits.

" That in the case of the Champion it bas been freely admitted
that the officer who seized her, did so under a mistaken impression as
to the nature of the Act, and that he was simply, as he supposed,
enforcing the law prohibiting foreign vessels from towing in Canadian
waters. That this description cf work bas never been allowed by the
United States Customi to Canadian vessels in their waters. That the
vessel, bowever, was not detained an hour, and the only inconvenience
suffered was leaving a deposit for a short time with the collector of
customs of the sm of $400, which was promptly returned as soon as
the Commissioner of Oustoms became acquainted with the tacts of the
case.

" That the desire of the Government of Canada bas always been, and
still is, to effect a mutual arrangement by which the coasting laws
might be so ameliorated on both sides, as to enable them to dispense
entirely with the present unpleasant and inconvenient restrictions
upon the movements of the vessels of either nation, but that in the mean-
time the laws must be respected, and while the claims of humanity
have been, and always will be, duly recognised, it is thespecial duty of the
Department of Customs to protect the rights and interesta of the Cana-
dian commercial marine against the encromchmenti of all parties.

" That the Government of Canada il not ouly willing but anxious
that the most liberal intepretation shall be given to laws relating to
the navigation of the inland lakes and rivera, and are ready to enter into
negotiations witb the Government of the United State, with the view
to the adoption of a more liberal policy in this respest, but that they

cannot consent to any measure wkich would give United States ship
owners privileges in Canadian waters not seeured in equal proportion
to Canadian ship owners in United.States waters, nor can any partial
system of reciprocity be accepted, which in its practical operation
would favor the latter at the expense of the former."

That is exactly what is asked here, a particular system of
reciprecity that will favor the United States at the expense
of Canada; that is the partial application of the systemn of
reciprocity that is asked by my hon. friend. Then, we have
in a circular (No. 231) the following addressed to the col-
lector of Customs:-- -

"l CusTous DEPARTUIENT,
" OTTAwa, 19th September, 1879.

"BSî,-Referring te the departmental circular No. 210-3, of 5th of
March, 1878, on the subject of wrecking by foreigu vessels lu Canadian
wateri, I am desired, by the Minister of Oustoms, to inform you that the
circular is not to be understool as having any application to case
wherein life may b. endangered, or where propertv may be jeopardised
by delay, such, for instance, as the grounding of a vessel in circum-
stances in which immediate assistance would prevent a wre< k. Nor is
there any possible case in which vessels of any nationality should b.
prevented trom going to the rescue of persona li peril of their lives, or
of vessels in danger of being lost.

" You will understand the terme 'wrecked vessels or property in
Canadian waters' as referring to vessels and cargoes cast upon the
Oanadian shores, and stranded or wrecked requiring apparatus for their
removal or discharge of cargo into other vessels, and to goods which
may have been- discharged or floated off therefroma and elst upon the
coast, and in either case coming within the provisions of the revenue
laws.

"I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
"J. JOHNSON.''

In reply to this we have the following from the State De.
partment at Washington, dated2nd October, 1879:-

" Sia,-I have the honor to acknowledge the rece pt of your note of
the 30th ult, transmitting a copy of circular issued by the Oustome
Department of Canada, defining the terms of circular No. 210, of 5th
March, 1878, in relation to wrecking by foreign vessels in Canadian
waters. and to express to you the gratification with which this Govern-
ment has learned of this measure of relief.

"I have, &c.,
" W. HUNTER,

" Acting Scretary.
"The Right Honorable

" bir E. TBoRNToN, K.O.B., &c., &c."

So that we see that the character of the interpretation by
the Customs Department of their regulation was satisfac-
tory to the authorities at Washington. Then we have, in
the foregoing Minute of Council, the actual facto regarding
the tug Sarah Bryant, referred to by my hon. friend, from
which it appears that the dead bodies were removed from
the wreck at the month of Grand River by a Canadian boat's
crew before the tug Bryant arrived at the scene of the
disaster, and that the allegations are witbout foundation.
Now, I have here some other documents to show the nature
of the charges made against the customs authorities of Can-
ada. Here is one, referring to the case of the Jane McCloud,
addressed by Hon. Wm. M. Evarts to Sir E. Thornton on
the 3rd of February, 1880:

" The case of the Jane M'cCoud is, in particular, notable. That
schooner went ashore at the mouth of the Six Mile Ureek, near Wilson,
on th- morning of 2nd November last, and was towed off by a Oanadian
tug, which latter was not only not detained and heavily fiaed, but was
permitted to accomolish ber humane work without ber name being even
ascertained. I need scarcely advert to the treatment which au American
tug might, under similar circumstances, have met with in the waters of
the DominioD, inasmuch as past correspondence has served to familiarise
both of as with the aspect of the subject, and to make clear ihe difficulty
which in such a case might attend the exercise of the discretionary
power of deciding whether lite or property was or was not imminently
endangered within the meaning of the recent explanatory circular of the
Dominion Government."

In reply to this we have this communication contained in
a copy of a report of a Committee of the Honorable Privy
Council on the 19th November, 188O:

" The communication of Mr. Evarte to Sir Edward Thornton, of th
3rd February, refera to former oorrespondence on the same subject, and
transmits for Sir Edward's information a copy of a letter from the
Secretary of the United States Treaary, with reporte from the cuastome
ot.ers of the United States stationed at Wilson and OldMott, in tho
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district of Suspension Bridge, in the State of New York, relative to the
cases of certain Canadian vessels which went ashore on United States
coast of Lake Ontario during the month of November, A. D. 1879, and
to the assistance rendered on those occasions by Oanadian tug boats,
calling special attention to the case of the Jan McOloud, which went
ashore on the 2nd November, 1879, at Six Mile Creek, in the State of
New York, and was towed off by a Osnadian tug boat without, 'Mr.
Evarts observes,' the tug boat being detained or heavily fined by the
authorities, but permitted to accomplish ber humane work without her
name or nationality being aucertained.

" The Minister submits that the aid in this case afforded to the ves=el
in distress without the nationalty of the tug boat which accomplished
the 'humane work ' being enquired into, was an act which, if performed
by a United States tug boat towards a vessel in like distress on the
Canadian coast, would be treated in the same mannerand with the same
consideration as was shown on the occasion referred to by the custom
house officers of the United States.

'I The Minister observes thst the cases of Canadian schooners, Gold
Hunier and Wave Crest sunk in harbor of Oldoott seem, from the state-
ment of the deputy collector of Oldcott, to have been ubstantially as
fllows :-These vessels having been sunk were respectively raised and
floated without any assistance having been rendered by Canadian tug
boats, but they were afterwards towed to ports in Canada by Canadian
tug boats, towing in tbis character being by usage a recornised right of
vessels of either nationality, being quite consistent with the coasting
regulations both of the United States and Canada."

So much for those charges. Upon examining into them,
we find they are without foundation. Then a very serions
charge was preferred in the case of a raft of 2,000,000 feet
of timber in the tow of the tug John Owens which was
driven ashore on a point below Pelee Island. Representa.
tions were made to the Department of State that this raft
was in imminent peril, that the American tug having it
in tow was not allowed to do anything for the relief of the
raft, that other American tugs were not permitted to en-
gage in the work of relief, and that the raft lay in a posi-
tion of imminent peril for thirty hours before aid could be
obtained. We have a communication from the State
Department to the Canadian authorities on the subject,
dated 13th June, 1879. I will not take the time to read it,
but will show that the charge was entirely without founda-
tion. In the first place, the assertion that a timber raft
would be in imminent danger after going ashore was pre-
posterous. It would make no difference in danger to the
raft whether it lay there thirty hours or thirty days, and
there could have been no emergency or danger of loss of
life on that score. But in a report by the hon. the Minister
of Customs, of November 7th, 1879, contained in a report of
the Committee of the Privy Council of November 12th,
1879, the following facts are set forth :-

" First, that the raft was actually in the condition of being towed by
the two United States tugs above named at the time it was injured.

"ISecond, tbat the cause of the injury was a heavy storm which pre-
vailed, combined with the fact that the two United States steam luge
exerted too much force in endeavoring to prevent the ratt from being
diven on shore by such storm, the consequence was that the raft was
torn to pieces by the said tuge.

" Third, that no Canadian officials refused to allow any United
States tugs to proceed to the assistance of the raft.

"Fourth, that no application was ever made to any oustom bouse officer
in Canada for permission to allow any United 8tates vessel to give
assistance in the case, and that at the date of the occurrence there was
no Canadian custom officer located on Pelee Island.

"Fift.h, that the masters of the tugs John Owens and Kate Wlliams
submitted that they were not interfered with, and that Mr. S. P. Blis4,
the owner of the raft was not only no party to the complaint, but repu-
diates the idea of his knowing any complaint or cause of complaint
against Canadian customs officials in that case."

That was all there was of that case. Then we had another
very serious complaint, in the matter of the seizure of the
American lug Relief with a raft in tow, by the Canadian
tug Prince Alfred, and it was asserted she was seized in
American waters nearer the American shore than the Cana-
dian, at the head of the River St. Clair. When that com-
plaint was examined, it was found the tug Relief had
gone contrary to law to a Canadian harbor without report.
ing at any Canadian port, and had taken a raft of timber at
Georgian Bay, and was trying to escape the payment of
export dues and of timber dues. She was seized in conse-
quence of contravention of the Canadian law. When we

Mr. CARLTON,

examine the charges against the Canadian Government, they
prove in all these cases to be entirely baseless, and I repeat
the Canadian customs authorities have dealt with this ques-
tion in a broad humane spirit from first tolast, and that the
American Government and vessel owners have no cause of
complaint against us. The system is one inaugurated by
themselves, and whieh we have simply followed; and the
regulations of the Castoms Department, at Ottawa, through-
out have been of a character to compare most favorably
with the conduct of the American Government, as I will
proceed to show.

I havehere the Executive Document No. 204,50th Congress,
1st Session, which contains the correspondence with regard
to the wreck of the Algoma, and the application of the mana-
ger of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company for permission
to use their own plant in rescuing that steamer, and which
shows the course pursued by the American authorities in
reference to that matter. The case was briefiy this: The
Algoma was wrecked upon Greenstone Island, near Isle
Royale, during a snowstorm in November, 185. The
manager of the line, Mr. Beatty, of Port Arthur, applied to
the proper Department at Washington for permission to
send for the plant belonging to the owners of the boat, the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, to rescue the boat.
The tugs of the company were sent to recover the dead
bodies and the purser's safe ; but they were not
permitted to pursue their work. Then formal application
was made for permission to use the company's wrecking
plant, and the fact was set forth in the application that
Duluth was 200 miles distant while Port Arthur, where
the company's plant lay, was but 50 miles distant and
almost within sight. The correspondence thon shows that
the Duluth collector informed the authorities at Washing-
ton that there were no means procurable on Like Superior,
within American jurisdiction, for the performance of this
work, and after a correspondence extending over a number
of months, the Canadian Pacific Railway were finally com.
pelled with their own plant in sight of the wreck, to go, not
only to a distant point, but to go bayond Lake Superior to
the other end of Lake Huron, to the city of Port Huron,
Michigan, to get plant. There cannot be a case pointed out in
the history of the Customs of Canada in which so rigid an
interpretation of the law has been insisted on, and the
owners of wrecked property compelled to go such a distance
to obtain relief, when reliel from the other side was near at
hand. I shall read a report on the correspondence because
it places our own Department of Customs in the most favor-
able light in contrast with the Department at Washington.
The first letter is from Mr. Henry Beatty, manager of the
traffic linos :

"ToRONTo, 27th November, 1885.
" DEAR SiR,-Upon the morning of the 7th November, the Canadian

Pacific Railway Company's steamship Algoma was wrecked upon Green-
atone Island, off Isle Royale, Lake Superior The survivors were brought
into Port Ai thur the evening of ihe 9th, and itbecame necessary to take
immediate steps to secure the mail, the purser's and ship's books and
papers, and the bodies of the drowned. It was impossible to make ar-
rangements for American tugs, and I, therefore, ordered the company's
tug Liskievat to the scene of the wreck, with instructions te spare no
pains to find all the bodies possible and return with them to Port
Arthur. I also telegraphed my chief clerk in Port Arthur to be parti-
cularly careful to do nothing to contravene the United 8tates Customs
regulations. The tug returned on the morning of the 22nd, having
uceeded in finding tour of the bodies. I am anxious to make arrange-

ments to raise the boiler, machinery and such cargo as may be secured,
consisting of steel rails, bridge material, &c., early in the spring. Will
you be good eaough to let me know if boats belonging to this company
may be employed, or, failing this, if I may arrange for boats belonging
to Port Arthur which may be suitable. I desire, of course, to secure
what remained of the vessel worth saving at as little expense as pos-
sible, and shall feel extremely obliged if you can consistently with ex-
istiug regulations, favor me with the necesçary information.

"Yours obediently,
"HBENRY BEATTY,

Hon. D&n. UX£ix, I"Manager Lake Trafic.

"Secretary of the Treasury."

774



COMMONS DEBATES.
Here is the reply from the commissioner, Mr. Patten:

" TaEiRn DEPARTMENT, BUREAU oP NATIGATION,
" WABHINOTON, D. 0., lith December, 1885.

"DE ia ra,-This office received on the 9th instant, by reference from
the Secretary of the Treasury, your letter of the 27th ultmo, relative to
the wrecked steamship Algoma, and the employment of certain vessels
to raise the boilers, machinery, cargo, &c.

" As an answer to your enquirywhether the tugs of your company and
boats belonging to Port Arthur, which are suitable, may be employed in
the business, I transmit, herewith, a copy of a letter dated the 4th in-
stant, addressed to the collector of customs at Dulatb, instructing him
in regard to the matter.

"It is suggested that yon communicate with him on the subject.
"Very respectfully.

"JARVIS PATTEN,
" Commssieoner.

"UE Y BEÂTrY, Esq.,
IlToronto, Canada."

Here ls the communication to the collector:
"TusAsuRy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU Or NATIGA TION,

"lWASHINGTON, D. 0., 4th December, 1885.
"BSa,-This office is in receipt of your letter dated the 24th ultimo,

stating that you have noticed that two or three Canadian tugs from Port
Arthur have been engaged about the wreck of the steamship Algoma iu
picking up bodies, &c., and enquiring if vessels have the right to collect
the cargo, and what action shall be taken by you in regard to the matter

" No authority oflaw exista under which they can pursue their business
in waters of the United States, and the masters or the persons employing
the vessels should be advised accordingly.

" It is understood that, in this case, the tugs were employed in the frit
instance by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.

" A notice from you to Manager Beatty, of said company, that the em-
ployment of the vessels is not in accordance with the regulations upon
the subject, would probably serve to cause the persons responsible for
the vessels to refrain from any violation of the law.

" Please give him notice without delay, and take such other measures
as on further investigation you may find tobe necessaryin the premises"

"Yours respectfully,
"JARVIS PAT'EN.

" Commissioner.
" COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS,

"lDuluth, Minn."
Thon we have, following this, a letter from Mr. Beatty, dated
the 14th December, addressed to Jarvis Patten, commission-
or, making further application with regard to the desire to
obtain permission to use Canadian wrecking plant, and in re-
ply to that on 16th December, we have another letter from
Jarvis Patten, refusing the application. Thon, on the 18th
February, we have a letter from Mr. W. C. Van Horne, to
which I call particular attention, because Mr. Van Horne
relates instances where the Canadian Government have
permitted the use of American vessels in the case of wrecked
vessels in Canadian waters:

" OmAI PcimIo RAILWAT Co.,
' MONTREAL, 18th February, 1886.

"Sr,-I beg to inform yon that on the 7th November last the steam-
ship Algoma, belonging to this company, and laden largely with steel
rails and fish plates, the property of the company, was wrecked on
Greenstone Island, near the eastern extremity of Iole Royale, in Lake
Superior. The wreck lies in such a position that the engines and other
valuable parts of ihe steamship may be recovered, as well as the rails
and splices above mentioned. The nearest American port from which
tugs and wrecking outfit can be obtained is Duluth, about 200 miles dis-
tant from the wreck, while this company bas tugs and wrecking ontfit
of its own at Port Arthur, only 50 miles from the wreck, and almost
within sight of it. I beg, therefore, to ask permission to use the tugs
and appliances of the company in recovering its property from the
wreck; and in doing so I would respectfnlly direct your attention to
the tact that in numerous instances permission ias been accorded by the
Canadian Government to use American tuge and ontfit, among which
the following comparatively recent cases may be rocited :-

" May 22, 1883, schooner Ellaworth, ashore near Sarnia, was permitted
to use American tugs.

" September 12, 1883, schooner Winslow, ashore near Point Edward,
was rmitted to use American tuga.

"i etober 18, 1833, International Wrecking Company were permitted
to use American tuga at Southampton.

" November 13, 1883, International Wrecking Company were per-
mitted to use the American tugS Balize and Smith, wrecking at 8outh-
ampton.

" November 21, 1883, schooner Carter, ashore near Kineardine, was
permitted to use American tugs.

" May 7, 1884, American tug Smith, with wreeking outfit, was per-
mitted to work at the wreck of the steamer Manitoba at Southamp-
ton, and schooner Carter at Kincardine.

" April 9, 1885, permission was given to Armerican scow, with wreck-
ing outfit, to raise the tag Berou, sunk in Georgian Bay.
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" March 18, 1885, permission was given to one J. Donnelly to use

American tools, &c, in relieving propeller Owsn Sound, above Sault
Ste. Marie, in Canadian waters.

" May 30, 1885, permission was given to J. Donnelly to use United
States tuga to relieve the Cty of Owen Sound, above Sault Ste. Marie.

" October 10, 1885, permission was given to the steam barge J. H.
j Fairweti to relieve the schooner God/rey, ashore at Stag lsland.

"I have the honor to be, Sir,
" Tour obedient servant,

"W. 0. VAN HORN,
" Vee-Preside.

"Hon. DANIEL MAWNIN,
"Secretary of the Treasury of the U.S.,

"lWashington, D.O."

Now, Mr. Van Horne cites these numerons instances,
among many others whioh ho might have cited, where the
Canadian Government had allowed the use of American
wrecking plant, Amorican tugs and American lighters, to
relieve vessels which were ashore on the Canadian coast,
and yet we have the refusal of the American Government
to allow the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company te use its
own plant 50 miles distant to relieve its own vessel. We
find it was driven, not te Duluth, 200 miles away, but to
Port Huron, 600 miles away, to get the plant to relieve that
wreck. On the 19Lh April, 1886, the following communica-
tion was sent to the Collector of Castoms ut Duluth, from
Jarvis Patten, the Commissioner of the Bureau of Naviga-
tion at Washington:-

"Sla,-This office is in receipt of your letter dated the 13th inst.,
transmitting a communication from the United States' consul at Winni-
peg relative to an application by George A. Priest, in which he requests
permission to use certain wrecking plant owned in Canada, in raiàing
railroad iron and machinery from the wreck of the steamer A/goma, now
lying on Isle Royale. You are doubtless aware that the Canadian
Pacific Railway Compauy made a similar application, and that special
exception in its favor te the regulations upon the subject was not au-
thorised. This office is not advised wheth er reasonable facilities eau
be obtained at your port or elsewhere in the vicinity, in the United
States, for doing the work. Where such facilities exist, it bas been the
practice to require their use in ordinary cases. It does not appear,
therefore, that any special additional instructions to you in re-
gard to the matter are now necessary. In this connection, reference
is made to the communication addressed to you on the 4th of December
last relating to the vessel.

" Respectfully jours,
"JARVIS PATTEN,

"lCommissioner."

Then we have Mr. Patten's letter to Mr. Van Horne:

"TRaAsURT DARxsTMENT, BUREAU Or NAVISATIoN,

IlWisINeToN, D.C., 28th April, 1886.
"Sîm,-This office received on the 26th instant your letter dated the

18th of February last, relative to the use of certain wrecking material
in the case of the steamship Algoma. The matter bas been considered
by the Acting Secretary. It does not appear, however, that, as the
regulations now are, special instructions can well be given to the col-
lector of the district in which the vessel lies. A copy of your communi-
cation bas been forwarded to him, for such action as may be requisite
under the general regulations upon the subject.

"Respectfully yours,
"JARVIS PATTEN,

" Commisuioner.
"W. 0. VAN HoRa, Esq.,

"Vice-President of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company,
"Montreal, Uanada."

Thon we have this communication from the collector at
Daluth to Mr. Patton, the Commissioner of Navigation, on
the 24th May, 1886, and I call particular attention to this
communication :

"Sn,-In reply to yours of 19th instant, relating to the wreeking of
the steamer Algona, would say that upon enquiry I cannot learn that
reasonable facilities exist on Lake Superior for doing the requisite work.
There are no such facilities here or near her.

"Very respectflly,
"H. B. MOORE,

" Collector."

And we have a letter on the Sth June f rom Mr. Patten,
the commisioner to the collector at Duluth, as follows :-
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" WASSIN$ToN, D. 0., 8th June, 1886.
SRa,-Referring to previous correspondence, I have to state that

the manager of lake traffie of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
inform this office that facilities for wrecking in the case of the steamer
.Algoma have been found at Port EHron, Michigan '-
"and that a contract has been made accordingly."

"Respectfully yourx,
"JARVIS PATTEN.

Comm!ssioner.
"COLLIOTOR OF CUBrOUS,

"Duluth, Minn."

The owners of that steamer were driven to Port Huron, a
distance of nearly 600 miles, though they had their own
wrecking apparatus within 50 miles of the wreck, and the
commissioner was informed by the collector at Duluth that
there were no appliances on or rear Lake Superior fit to
perform that work. Then, on the 5th March, 1887, we
have an enquiry answered by the Commissiorier of Naviga-
tion :

"I SB,- In reply to your letter of the 5th instant, you are informel
that this office s fnot aware of any law preventing foreigners wrecking
in American waters, subject to the disabilities imp.sed by the tariff
and navigation laws ; that i8 to say, articles imported by them or ves-
sels brougbt by them, would be subjeet to duty in the usual manner "
The foreign vessel could engage in wrocking if the owner
would pay duty on bis vessels and on bis wrecking plant
which he took in just for the purpose of engaging in the
operation at that particular time.

I have bore besides a communication from Parker &
Millen, of Detroit, enquiring of the Treasury authorities at
Washington as to regulations, and, as this correspondence
is short, I may as well read it:

" DETROIT, Mica., 27th September, 1887.
"DEAR Sîa,-Can a Qanadian steamer clear from a Oanadian port and

go to au American vessel which bas run aground in American waters
and release ber, either by pulling her off, or by lightering a portion of
ber curgo, and take ber to a Canadian port? An early reply will much
oblige.

Yours respectiully,
"PARKER & MILLEN.

"Bon. O. S. FAIRCHILD,
Secretary of the Treasru,

"1Washington, . C."

And this is the answer:
''"WAsINrToN, D.C0., 30th September, 1887.

"GENTLExUU,-This office is in receipt of your letter dated the 27th
instant, stating a hypotbetical question relative to the rights of certain
foreign vessels in Ame-rican waters. The answer toyour enquir> would
depend upon the facts surrounding the case, which are not fally stated
by you, and you are intormed that it is the practice to decline answering
bypothetical questions. If you have an> particular case in view, in
which there haa been a violation of law, the bureau will give the matter
full consideration on receipt of a statement fromz you showing the facts
in detail.

"Respectfally yours,
"C. B. MORTON.

" Commissioner.
"Messîs. PAIReE & MILLEN,

15 Atwater St. West, Rooms 3 and 4,
"Detroit, Mich."

"15 ATWATIR ST. WUsT, Rooxe 3 Ax 4,
"IDTHoRIT, Mica., 10th October, 1887.

" DA RS,-Yourletter of 30th September is received and noted. It
is to avoid violating the law that we ask a question. We want to know
what the law is relative to Canadian tugs wrecking and towing in Am-
erican waters The facts are these : We have a large fieet of steam ves-
sels navigating the lakes, and they veryoften get aground l Detroit and
St. Clair Rivers and Lake St. Clair. The majority of those gronading
are in Canadian waters, and in order to release, them quickly, we have
provided ourselves with a Canadian steam lighter which is capable of
lightering a portion of their cargoes and then pulling them off the bottom.
Now, it sometimes happens that they ground in American waters, and
we want to know if tis same stean li.hter can clear from a Ianadian
port, go to these veesels aground in American waters and pull them off
and tow them to a Canadian port, and i unable to pull them off without
lightering, could she lighter a portion of their cargo and replace it again
when tLe vessel got into deep water ?

"dRespectfullyyours,
"PA[tKR à MILLE.

"0. 1. Monro, Boq., Oomr., Treasury Dept,
"Washigton, D.0."

Mr. CnARlToN.

"TREAIUrY DUPARTXUNT, BUREAU or NAVrITIO.
"IWASINGTON, D.O., 13th October, 1887.

"GaNTLEMuN,-This office is in receipt of your letter of the 10th inst.,
stating that you have a large fleet of steamu vessels navigating the lakes
and enquiring whether you eau use, in connection therewith, the Cana-
dian steam lighter which you own, in lightering and wrecking said ves-
sels sbould they eet aground in Ameican waters. In reply, I have to
state that this office is not aware of any authority of law for such a pro-
ee.ding. These questions are usuali> acted upon, in the firat instance,
by the collector of the district in which the work is to be doue.

"Respectfully yours,
"C. B. MORTON,

ilCommisioner."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I leave it to the House to say whether
the American regulations, as shown by this correspondence
in reference to the wreck of the steamer Algorna, and as
shown by this correspondence with Parker & Millen, of
Detroit, and another letter that I omitted to read, to a
collector on Lake Ontario in answer to the enquiry, which
stated that permission had never been given in that district
for Canadian tugs or vessels to do any work upon the Ame-
rican coast-I say I submit to the House, in view of these
facts, whether the regulations of the American Government
have not been more stringent than the regulations of the
Canadian Government, and whether their conduct in
matters of wrecks has not been, if we are to use the term,
more inhuman than the conduct of the Canadian Govern-
ment; and 1[hold that the conduci. of our Customs Depart-
ment contrasts most favorably with the conduct of the
Treasury Department at Washington in regard to this
matter, Now, Sir, the investments made by Canadians in
wrecking plant and outfit, which amounts to a large sum,
would, on the upper lakes, be rendered practically valueless
from the passage of the Bill of the hon. member for Fronte-
nac. The effect of this species of reciprocity would be to give
to American wrecking companies nearly the en tire business.
l brief their position is this: we ask yon to rescind a regu-
lation which you passed in retaliation for a similar regula.
tion passed by us; we ask you to rescind that regulation
which you passed in self defence and to abandon the advan.
tage which that regulation gives you, and to abandon to as
the entire wrecking business of the upper lakes, of which you
have now a large portion. That is simply what it amounts to.
It may be questioned whether the result would be as I
state. Now, Sir, while appliances for wrecking are just as
good upon this side as upon the Amorican side, and while
the prices for relieving vessels are just as low as those
quoted by American companies, I wish to draw attention
to this fact, that the principal part of the tonnage is AmE-
rican tonnage. The underwriters insuring these vessels
have their offices chiefiy in Chicago, Detroit and Buffalo.
Now, in case of the wreck of an American vessel, when in-
formation is received at the underwriter's office, or in any
office where she i8 insured, the most natural thing in the
world is for that underwriter to make arrangements with
the wrecking company who is, perhaps, at his door. There
is a systen of commissions, not exactly bribes, which the
underwriters receive from these companies, that make
it to their pecuniary interest to give these con-
tracte to American companies, and the result would
be, I repeat, that if this proposition of the
hon. member for Frontenae is accepted, nearly the entire
wrecking business upon the upper lakes would pass into the
hands of American companies and the large investments
made by Canadian citizens for tugs, for diving apparatus,
steam pumpe, hydraulie jacks, chains, and pontoons, and for
the various appliances in wrecking, would be rendered prac-
tically valueless. I have pointed out, Mr. Speaker, that no
necessity exists for this step; I have pointed out what our
customs regulations distinctly say, that in case of danger of
loss of property or loss of life, the utmost latitude is given,
that ap lceations are never refused. And I can testify from
persona knowledge that applications of that kind are
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not refused. Not only is that the case, but the Customs
Dpartment has gone still further, and has dealt in a most
liberal spirit, as was shown by those cases quoted by Mr.
Van Rorne, in granting application for the use of Armerican
tugs and appliances on the upper lakes.

Now, Sir, my position in this matter is this: I say that the
advantage we enjoy in the matter of wrecking is a very
great advantage; I say that advantage does not accrue to
us from the inseption of a policy by ourselves, but that
advantage was thrust upon us by the action of the American
Treasury Department; that they themselves inaugurated
the system for the purpose of protecting theirown interests.
They are placed in the position of the Irishman who was
crossing a pasture one day, and was attacked by a bull. He
got the bull by the tail in running around a stump, and
took his shillelah, and beat the animal until ho bellowed
and was glad to get away. The Irishman said: " Bellow,
you murtherin old villain; who commcnced this scrimmage?
Now, we did not commence this scrimmage, the Americans
commenced it, and it has worked against them, as a majority
of the wrecks occur upon our coast, and they are excluded
from the wrecking of their own property. They complain,
it is true, but this alleged advantage accrues to us in conse-
quence of their own act, and I am not in favor of giving up
the vantage ground we possess urless the Americans will

it by one of his own supporters. And it is still more
delightful after the very contradictory opinions we have
heard on the subject of reciprocity to find the hon. member
taking precisely the same ground with respect to this
matter that the First Minister took with regard to the reci-
procity treaty. I think the ground he has taken is a
perfectly correct one, and I hope the same ground will be
taken throughout whether it is in regard to reciprocity in
wrecking or in natural products or in anything else. The
hon. gentleman has just said we are not to take one par tic.
ular thing and agree to reciprocity upon that, simply
because it happens to suit the Americans. That is precisely
what was said at the beginning of the reciprocity debate by
the First Minister, and I wish the same contention had
been kept up throughout on this side of the House. I am
not in favor of reciprocity; I think that the country can
manage its own affairs and can do what we think will suit
as best whether in regard to wrecking or natural products
or anything else. That is a subject I shall not discuss, but
I could not resist the temptation to congratulate my hon.
friend upon the remarkable spirit which has been mani-
fested by him in the speech he has just made, and of which,
I hope, we shall have many instances before the Session is
drawn to a close.

make further concessions. Now, we have a standing offer of Mr. CASEY. I can agree witl a great many of the
reciprocity in coasting contained in chap. 14, 33 Vic, made in promises advanced by the hon. membar for North Norfolk
1870, previously alluded to, in which we offered to the Ameri- (Mr. Charlton) and these advanced by tle hon. member for
cans, or any other nation, reciprocity in the coasting trade. Muskeka (Kr. O'Brien), but I cannet agree in their conclu-
Now, if the Americans want reciprocity in wrecking upon the sions. I have te cenfess that I arn favor cf reciprocity
great lakes, lot them go further and propose reciprocity in pure and simple, and in favor cf reciprocity in wrecking ai
coasting in toto, and I shall be very much in favor of it. well as in other matters. There are tir aides to this quas
If they will open the coating trade on wters contiguous tien. There is the position et the man who owns wrecking
to Canada, on the great lakes, wrecking and all, that is ah plant, and that cf the man ie owns a vessal tlat may be
right; but if they want to select one incident of ooasting in in distress, and 1 think, taking the two tegether, tie
which they can secure the advantage and retain all the rest, chances cf injury te Canada are more by refusing the pri.
where some little advantage would accrue to us, that is not vilege cf Arnerican vessels assisting Canadian vessels than by
reciprocity, gentlemen, and we will not accept the proposi- admitting tint assistance. I think Caradiar interests would
tion. Bither go the whole thing ornothing. That, I think, is gain more by supporting the Bil of the lon. member fer
a reasonable position to take. These are my views, I think Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) than by eppesing iti
them reasonable and common sense views, with reference to that it would be more te our interests te allow American
this question. As I said before, I repeat again, that we are not wreckers te assist Canadian vessels in distress ie Canadian
in the position with regard to a statutory offer here tiat we waters and allowing Canadian vessels te assist Arnrican craft
were the other day, when we felt compelled, in order to ln American waters thar by the pret system of non-inter-
avoid any semblance of bad faith on our part, to accept courte. I lave ahways ld that position. Thepresertsystem
an offer from the United States that was not much to our la net due altogetler te the Goverument in power. If 1 am
advantage. We are not in that position now. We have net mistaken, it came inte existence before this Goverrmert
here a etatutory offer that says, not " any or all," but it obtained offi2e. I have aimnys bld, and I bld now, that reci-
says all coasting trade. This offer covers wrecking, but can- prccity in wrccking is te tic interest boti of the Amerîcan
not be made to appear to mean wrecking alone, and if the marine and cur cm marine, and for that reasor 1 ar in
Americans want to come to that statutory offer, all right; favor cf the principle cf the prescrit Bih, and wilI tierefore
and if they don't want to come to that, let them stay where vote for the second reading. Whou we corn te conaider its
they are. That is the proposition I have to make. I believe prosent details in committee I may have something te say,
we are entitled to stand upon that proposition, and if we do but se far as thc prirciphe 18 concerned I ar in favor cf it,
we will get concessions from the Americans that otherwise and I believe tînt the interest cf those wie owu the vessels
we would not get. They are actuated generally, I wh:dl may ho in dlstress, and whicl may lave an oppor.
think, by considerations of their own interest, and we may tunity cf being assisted by United States wrecking tug-, is
as well be actuated by the same considerations in dealing te be ever more conaidcred thar the interests cf those who
with this question, and perhaps by following that policy owr wrecking crafts on our ciraide cf the lakea. I do net
we may get more than we otherwise would. I shall not like te differ frem the lon. gentleman fer North Norfolk
trouble the louse longer at this time. I was intending (hir. Charlton) and other lin, gentlemen mie lave laid
to submit an amendment offering reciprocity in the coast- before me pomerful arguments in faver cf tliir view cf thc
ng trade of the great lakes, wrecking and all, but I shall cae; I de net like te appear te ho acting agairit thc

not do so at the present moment. interesta cf my cm section cf thc country. It is well
understood tînt on Lake Erie, at ail eventa, Most cf thie

Mr. O'BRIEN. I have never In my short parliamèntary wrccks occur on tic Canadian shore. It las been urged
experience listened to anything with so much pleasure as to uper me that because moat cf the wrecks occur on thc Cana-
the remarks of the hon. member for Norfolk (Mfr. Charlton). dian shore wc mIe hive on tle shores cf tle lake. and repre-
It certainly is something new in our parliamentary exper- sent tic ceuntica borderirg on tic lake, oliond not
ience when a leading member of the Opposition comes support tus Bill. I say tlat is tic renson wly
forward, and in such glowing and sensible terme defends a we slould support tic Bil, becauso tic intereste cf
department of this Administration from attacks made upon owners cf Canadian vessels likely te ho wrecked on
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our shores should be considered before the interests
of those who own wrecking craft which would be called into
requisition. The present system is a purely protectionist
system, it involves protection to those who own wrecking
craft, it involves protection of the most odious and unplea-
sant kind, a protection which involves possibly loss of pro-
perty and life to Canada. Consequently I feel bound by my
duty to my constituents, who are to a considerable extent
owners of vessels navigating the lakes, and by my duty to
other Canadians who own vessels navigating the lakes, to
support the principle of the Bill, which provides that when-
ever a Canadian vessel is in distress a United States tug
may be solicited on the condition that the Americans will
allow our Canadian wrecking tuge to enjoy the same right
in their waters. In regard to Lake Erie I believe the
extension of this privilege will be rather in favor of the
American owners of wrecking craft. In regard to Lake
Ontario it might be in favor of the Canadians. I do not
care whether these wreckers should gain more or ours
should gain more, but I am of the opinion that our people
interested in lake shipping would gain more by the adoption
of the Bill than by its rejection and the continuation of the
present system. For this reason I support the Bill in prin-
ciple, and I reserve my opinion as to details until we go
into committee.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). I observe by the remarks
of the bon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) that the
effeot of the Bill is misunderstood by him as it is misunder-
stood by several members of the House. In order that fuller
information may be placed at their disposal, and that the
Government may be prepared to deal with this question in
the manner in which they deal with all questions that come
under their consideration, I hope they will assent to adjourn
the debate. In making this suggestion I refer to one point.
The hon. gentleman is entirely in error if he supposes that
at any time the operation of the existing wrecking regula-
tions interfered with assisting vessels in distress. I have
never known a case where the Department of Customs bas
refused permission to American tugs to work in Canadian
waters when there was a question of imminent danger to
life or property. I would therefore not go into the ques-
tion to-night if the Government would consent, in com-
pliance with my request, to agree to the adjournment of the
debate in order that fuller information may be had for their
own satisfaction and the satisfaction of members of this
House so that the question may be intelligently discussed
on its merits. I move the adjournment of the debate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I must say that I think the
course proposed by the hon. gentleman will meet with the
views of gentlemen on both sides of the House. It is a
very important question of public policy as I ventured to
remark in the few words I said before the hon. member for
Frontenac (Mr. Kirkpatrick) addressed the House. I am
sure after the very interesting dscussion that we have had
it will be considered only desirable that in a question of such
an impertant policy the Government should have an oppor-
tunity to carefully consider the statements made on both
sides of the flouse before the matter is disposed of.

Mr. EDGAR. I understand the hon. member for Essex
moved the adjournment of the debate, and not the adjourn-
ment of the House, because I have something to say on this
question.

Mr. PATTERSON (Essex). Yes, the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to, and debated adjourned.
Sir IECTOR LANGEVIN raoved the adjournment of the

House.

Motion agreed to; and House adjourned at 11.10 p.m.
Mr. CAszr.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FDEÂr, 13th April, 1888.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three o'clock.

PRArmats.

CHIGNECTO MARINE RAILWAY COMPANY.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN moved that on Tuesday next
the House resolve iteelf into committee to consider the
following resolution:-

Resolved, That it is expedient to provide that the timne for the com-
pletion of the works df the Ohignecto Marine Railway Company, shall,
as respects their title to receive the subsidy heretofore authorised, be
the lot July, 1890, instead of the lot July, 1889; also that the company
may be accorded a further delay of twenty-four months for such com-
pletion, on the condition of the payment of a monthly penalty of
$5,000 for each month during which the works remain uneompleted
after the first above-mentioned date, and also that the amount of capi-
tal mentioned in section 2 of the Act, 49 Victoria, chapter 18, as that
on which the payment of the subsidies limited so as to make up the net
earnings to seven per cent. per annum, shall be $5,500,000 instead of
$5,000,000.

Motion agreed to.

PRIVILEGE-NEW YORK, WADDINGTON
OTTAWA RAILWAY.

AND

Mr. HICKEY. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I wish to draw the attention of the flouse to a portion of an
editorial in last evening's Evening Journal, speaking of a
railway charter which I have before the House. After a
good deal of nonsensical verbiage, this paragraph occurs:

" In this new scheme, Dr. Hickey has associated with himself, several
members of the Dominion and Local Houss, the applicants being J. F.
Wfood, M.P. for Brockville, George Taylor, M. P. for South Leeds -

Along with others. I wish to say that neither Mr. Wo>d,
nor Mr. Taylor, nor any other M. P. bas anything to do
with this charter. They are not applicants at ail. These
two gentlemen signed the petition out of courtesy to me,
with others, for leave to introduce the Bill into the House,
but they have no association with it whatever.

REPORT OF TiHE RAILWAY COMMISSION.

Mr. IIOLTON. I wish to enquire of the Government if
it is intended to distribute among members of this House,
copies of the report of the Royal Commission upon Rail.
ways, and the evidence taken before that commission ? It
seems to me that we cannot pretend to consider intelligently
the Railway Bill that bas been introduced by the Minister
of Railways, without having these papers in our hands.

Sir HECTOR LANGEVIN. The other day another
hon, gentleman called the attention of the Government to
the fact that this report had not been printed or circulated
among the members. Upon enquiry I found that although
a printed copy had been brought down, it had been printed
by the action of the Railway Department, which had had a
number of copies printed some time before, and one of those
copies was laid on the Table as the return, to be printed in
the ordinary way. I have enquired as to the reason of the
delay in the printing of that return, but I have had no satis-
factory answer. I will call the attention of the chairman
of the Printing Committee to the matter.

Mr. LAURIER. If that report has been laid upon the
Table, it has been printed, I suppose, and there is no use of
having it printed again.

THE BEHRING'S SEA FISHERIES.

Mir. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the Minister
of Publie Works when we may expeot the orrespondenoe
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in reference to the American claims of sovereignty in
Behring's Sea, and the seizures of Canadian whaling and
sealing vessels in that sea ?

Mr. FOSTER. I may say with reference to the Bebring's
Sea papers, that in the present state of diplomatie negotia-
tions it is not thought advisable to bring them down.

THE FISHERIES TREATY.

House resumed adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Sir Charles Tupper for second reading of Bill (No. 65)
respecting a certain Trcaty between Her Britannic Majesty
and the President of the United States.

Mr. JONES (Halifax). Mr. Speaker, in resuming the
adjourned debate on the Bill now before the House, asking
us to give effeet to the treaty lately passed at Washington
between the Dominion of Canada and the United States of
America, I desire to discuss it in the sense in which the
hon. Minister of Finance recommended it to the considera-
tion of this louse. I desire to say that in a matter of so
much importance to the people of this country, in which the
peace and welfare of 70,000,000 of the people are concerned,
there are two considerations involved. The first is in its
national character, the second is in its commercial character
and the aspect which it bears with respect to the commercial
interests of the people on this side of the line. I am free to
admit at the outset that a measure of this kind, calling for a
settlement of some of those questions, which have been veed
questions between the British Government and the Ameri-
can people for so many years, was highly desirable. I am
prepared to admit that, as composing part of the Empire, the
people of Canada might be called upon, if necessary, to
make a certain amount of saerifice to brnng about a satisfac-
tory settlement in that regard. If the hon. Minister of
Finance, in introducing his Bill, had brought it down with
the statement that it was purely in the interests of the
Empire; if he had made the statement, which we all believe
to be the case, that, if not at the dictation of England, at
least in compliance with the strongly expressed desire of
England and ber representative at that congress, conces-
sions were made to the American people which the Govern-
ment of this country had previously refused, that we were
called upon in fact as part of the Empire to make those
concessions in the interest of peace and good neighborhood,
I think ho would have fairly laid the ground of his action
before this House. In that case we would, perhaps, have
been able to discuss it in a different line, yet at the
same time we would have been compelled to point
out to the Government, to Parliament, and to the people,
how the changes which had been made under that treaty
were going to affect the people most immediately con-
cerned-that is to say, the people of the Maritime Provinces
of this Dominion. Looking at the Bill from the beginning
to the end, and regarding it very carefully in the light of
the explanation given by the hon. the Minister of Finance,
and the hon. the Minister of Justice, I have arrived at the
conclusion that every concession which the Americans de-
manded in 1886, under Mr. Bayard's proposal to Lord Salis-
bury, has been grantei. Those demands made by Mr. Bay-
ard in that year were indignantly rejected by the Canadian
Cabinet in language strong and emphatic, as bas already
been read to this liouse by the member for Queen's, P.E.I.,
(Mr. Davies). We sustained the action of the Government
on that occasion, we sustained them in defending the fisher-
ies, and in every word I ever uttered in this louse or out of
it I guarded myself against using any language which
might be used by the Americans or their advocates in de-
proiating the value of our fisheriea. The Government we
fMlt, and I felt, were dealing with a question of so much
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importance in the general interests of the country, that
ithey required and had a right to be sustained by every per-
son who was in a public position, who by his voice or by
his influence could strengthen their hands in the ne-
gotiations, and therefore in this House and on
public occasions elsewbere I always, I repeat, guarded
myself so far as to use language which the Americans
never could use against us when the fisheries question was
considered. The questions which were submitted by Mr.
Bayard in 1886 were of a character which formed part of
the present treaty and negotiations. We find that under
this treaty all those demands made by Mr. Bayard have
been yielded. The hon. Minister of Finance asked us the
other day not to press him in this discussion to compel him
to say anything in defence of the treaty which might be
used against its adoption on the other aide of the line. The
hon. gentleman need not have been laboring under any
anxiety on that account. Ingenious as the hon. Minister of
Finance is in his public discussions, with all the fertility of
his imagination and resources, and I admit they are great,
the hon. gentleman was not able, during that long and able
address with which he favored the House on that occasion,
to point out one single or solitary advantage which the
people of Canada would gain if this treaty was put into
effect, except that it removed doubts on certain points for
which the Americans were contending, but which we on
this side, and the British Government behind us, had
always as steadily maintained. If it was negotiated
to surrender points in favor of which we had been contend-
ing, which international law and treaty obligations showed
we had a clear right to demand ever since 1813, if it was
to give up those treaty rights to the Americans under the
operation of this treaty, I do not think the Minister of
Finance could point te them as any advantage to the peo-
ple of Canada in this direction. He need not have been
afraid of using any language which could have injured it.
He pointed te the Treaty of Washington in 1872, and he
said that the language which he and the leader of the Gov-
ernment used in defending that treaty in this flouse had
been cited in the American case before the Halifax Com-
mission. That was quite true, because in their great
anxiety to carry the Washington Treaty, they made state-
ments which could not be corroborated, and which were in
contravention of the actual established facts of the case.
Moreover, he said that all things come to him who waits,
and the Washington Treaty which was assailed by parties
in this House, and by myself among the number, was now
looked to as a measure to which we would gladly resort.
There was just this difference. I opposed the Washington
Treaty on the ground that the right bon. gentleman who
negotiated that treaty had been untrue to the interests
of the Province which I represent. The right bon.
gentleman during the negotiation had been offered free
admission of coal and lumber and salt, in addition
to free fish, but in his anxiety to obtain other advantages
and not being able to gauge the American plenipotentiaries,
he threw away the offer which was so advantageous to the
interests of the people of Nova Scotia for the moment, and
when it came to be brought up again, the American pleni-
potentiaries withdrew the offer altogether. Subsequently
he was obliged to accept a treaty much less favorable to
the people of Nova Scotia than the one which had been
previously offered by the American people. Now, Sir, it was
on that ground, and on that ground atone, that I opposed the
Washington Treaty, and if it were to be renewed to-day un-
der similar circumstances, 1 have no hesitation in saying
that my course would have been the sarne. The hon. the
Minister of Finance says that Mr. Bayard and the Govern.
ment, in 1885, made a proposal for a commission to consider
the whole position of their relations with Canada. It was
not solely with regard to the fishery question, but with
the prospect of negotiating for the development and
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extension of trade between the two countries. Mr. Bayard
said that:

" Entering into a temporary arrangement whereby the American fish-
ermen were allowed the privilege during the remainder of the season of
1885, that the President would bring the matter before Qongress next
Session aud recommend a Joint Commission of the Goveruments of the
Unied States and Great Britain teconsider the question in the intereste
of neighborhood and friendly intercourse between the two countries."

Then we had the prospect of negotiating for the develop-
ment of trade between the United States and British North
America. Mr. Bayard's idea, it will be observed, at the
very commencement of the negotiations seemed to look not
only to a settlement of the fishery question, but to look to
some arrangement whereby the commercial intercourse of
the two countries could be extended and eplarged. The
second commission, which was so happily iraugurated by
the bon. the Minister of Finance and suggested by Mr.
Wiman, led to a similar expression on the part of Mr.
Bayard. In that letter, which has been so frequently
quoted during the recent discussion, Mr. Bayard again re-
newed the same idea when he said:

" He was confident that we both seek to obtain ajust and permanent
settlement-and there is but one way to secure it, and that is by a
straightforward treatment on a liberal and statesmanlike plan of the
entire commercial relations of the two countries."

lere, again, we have Mr. Bayard's reiteration of his de-
sire to consider the whole trade relations of the countries,
as weil as the settiement of the fishery dispute. The hon.
the Finance Minister, in reply to that, expresses his desire
in very nearly the same language. He expresses his will-
ingness to negotiate in that spirit, and when this position
was arrived at and the Washington plenipotentiaries met,
the Minister of Finance, as h. bas told us, and as we knew
before, made the proposal to the American plenipotentiaries.
Now, there is something very suggestive in this letter of
the hon. gentleman, because, when you come to read it, and
read it carefully, you will see it contains more than would
appear on the face of it. He says:

" Sir Charles Tupper begged leave to submit that, with a view of
removing all causes of dificulties in connection with the fisheries, it is
proposed by Her Majesty plenipotentiaries that the fishermen of both
countries abl have al the privileges enjoyed during the existence of
the fiabery articles cf the Treaty ofWashington."

That is to say, that we were to have free fish for free fish-
eries, although it will be remembered by hon. gentlemen
that the hon. the Minister of Justice, in his remarks the
other night, most indignantly denied the idea and repudiated
the idea-and I suppose he spoke -for the Government of
which h. is such a distinguished member-that he would
be willing to resort to the old principle of free fish for free
fisheries. But the hou. the Minister of Finance goes on to
say that:

" They were to have enjoyed during the existence of the fishery
articles of the Treaty of Washington, in consideration of mutual arrange-
ments for greater freedom of commercial intercourse between the United
States and Canada."

Therefore the hon. gentleman, as he frankly said, seemed to
have had in his mind the idea at the very earliest stage of
the negotiation, that the fishery question was one by itself,
but it was desirable to use the fishery question as a means
whereby we were going to secure a greater freedom of
commercial intercourse between the United States and
Canada and Newfoundland. In pursuance of this idea the
hon. gentleman told as with frankness that he made the
offer of unrestricted reciprocity. He made that offer to the
hon. gentleman, and h. said :

" The offer was unrestricted reciprocity and I intended it should be so.
I intended to give the Government of the United States the fullest op-
pertunity to etate jut how far they were prepared to go in reciprocity
of trade with Canada.">

Was the hon. gentleman in earnest ? I would be sorry to say
that he was not. Was the bon. gentleman sincerely desirous

Mr. JoNEs (Halifax).

of testing the opinion of the Government of the United
States when he made the offer of unrestricted reeiprocity ?
I hope he was. But, Sir, if we may gange the opinions of
bis Government and his supporters, who during his unfor-
tunate illness ard during the long debate, which I hope it
is not improper to refer to, that idea of unrestricted reci-
procity which was only asked for by the motion of the bon.
member for South Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright), was
repudiated by every speaker on the other side of the House,
and by every member of the Government who spoke on the
question, although the hon. the leader of the Government
did not commit himself further than by his vote. [ say
that the idea of unrestricted reciprocity, which the hon.
the Minister of Finance made, was either in earnest
or was in jest. It would be a poor compliment
to the Minister of Finance to suppose that ho
went to Washington to jest on snob a serious sub.
ject. I shall not do him the injustice to suppose that
he would be so far regardless of bis own dignity and the
dignity of the country and of the Government he repre-
sented on the Commission, as to have asked that the Govern-
ment should have considered the proposition, which
remember if they had met in a fair spirit, if they had
turned around and said: Yes, we will meet you in a spirit
of unrestricted reciprocity; would have compelled that
hon gentleman to have brought down this Session a measure
of unrestricted reciprocity similar and in accordance with
the resolution of my hon. friend from Oxford (Sir Richard
Cartwright) which he and his party have just voted down.
In that connection I cannot understand the position of the
hon. the Minister of Finance in making that proposal;
and I should be very unwilling to suppose for one moment
that he was not serious in doing it. ie replies over and
over again that h. did Canada great service in ascertaining
the views of her Government in regard to a matter in which
we were all materially interested. Well, Sir, what did the
resolution call for which bas been voted down by the
Government and party to which the hon. gentleman
belongs? Lt only said this:

" That it is further expedient that the Government of the Dominion
should take eteps at an early date to ascertain on what terms and con-
ditions arrangements can be effected with the United States for the pur-
pose of secuing full and unrestricted reciprocity of trade therewith."

1 ask any fair-minded man if there is any difference between
that resolution which hon, gentlemen opposite voted down
the other night and the deolaration the hon. Minister of
Finance bas made bere, that he offered unrestricted reci-
procity to the American plenipotentiaries when ho was at
Washington ? But the hon. gentleman would say that Mr,
Bayard*gave an answer adverse to bis proposal. That is quite
true ; but he should have stated with equal frankness the
grounds on which Mr. Bayard based that refusal. H1e might
have stated to the House, so that it might form part of bis
very able speech when it went to the country, that the
reason, and the only reason, assigned by the American pleni.
potentiaries for not considering his proposal for unrestricted
reciprocity was that it was not consistent to do, by an
executive act, that which was the peculiar power and privi-
lege of Congrees alone. Congrees alone could deal with a
matter of revenue and tariff ; and while the American pleni-
potentiaries gave that as an explanation why they could not
entertain the hon. gentleman's proposai, because it was
beyond their power to deal with a question of revenue and
tariff, yet, so far as we can gather from the information
that bas been laid before us-and I regret that
it was not more full-they do not appear to have
expressed themselves as hostile to the proposition of my
hon. friend for unrestricted reciprocity. Therefore, we
may, perhaps, gain this consolation from the discussion that
bas taken place between the hon. gentleman and the Ameri.
can Government, that that question may still be considered
in abeyance, and that we may hope at no very distant day
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-perhaps when those changes are brought about which the
hon. gentleman intimated to us the other day-to see the
hon. Minister of Finance come down with a measure of un-
restricted reciprocity as large and full as any member on
this side of the House, during the last three weeks, has called
for. But, Sir, it was not very consistent, I think, in the hon.
gentleman to cover up the ground in the way he sought to
do, and it does not reflect any great credit on him in the dis-
tinguished position he filled on that occasion, to come back
to this House, and after having made this proposal for un-
restricted reciprocity, and after having read it to the House,
to tell us, with regard to the debate that took place here,
that for nearly three weeks we had wasted the time of the
House and the time of the country in discussing a measure
that was about as practicable as the idea of building a
railway to the moon. I say, after the hon. gentleman had
proposed unrestricted reciprocity at Washington, and be-
cause we were seeking to give effect tQ the same idea
through the representatives of the people in this Bouse,
the hon. gentleman came here and almost says: I was
only jesting, I was not in earnest, and you are wasting the
time of the House in discussing a matter which is just about
as unreasonable as a proposal to build a railway to the moon.
I think it was not a very dignified position for the bon. gen-
tleman to assume. The hon. gentleman says he was in-
structed to obtain a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854,
for reciprocity in natural products,and a renewal of the Treaty
of 1871 relating to our fisheries. In this connection the hon.
gentleman said that he found that the Americans did not
want our inshore fisheries. I was very sorry to hear it. I do
not wish to undervalue our inshore fisheries at all. On the
contrary, I am disposed to attach a great deal of value to
them; but the value of an article in a market is always
just that much that you can obtain for it in open competi-
tion; and if the Americans do not value our inshoré fisher-
ies to the extent of desiring the use of them, it is pretty
strong evidence to my mind that- our inshore fisheries are
not quite as valnable as I had always hoped and still hope
them to be. The Americans are pretty good judges in
these matters; they have as large an interest in the fisheries
as we have; and they know very well, from the information
they had been able to obtain, how valuable our inshore fish-
eries would be to them, and if they were not anxious to
obtain them it only shows that they did ·not re-
gard them as being as valuable as we had hoped.
1 look upon this as very unfortunate-as the more
unfortunate, because we thought them of such a valuable
character that they would form the most important factor
in future negotiations. But it seems that the Americans
have taken a different view, and they came to the conclu-
sion that they only wanted the privilege of purchasing bait,
the use of our ports, and the privilege of transshipment for
their cargoes; and they have got all these by the provisions
of this treaty. And now, in any future negotiations we
may have, looking to further trade relations with them, we
have nothing whatever to offer them in return for any con-
cession we may ask from them. Therefore, the moment
the hon. gentleman found that the Americans did not value
our inshore fisheries, from that very moment he should
have held on with a firmer grip than ever to those privi-
leges which they did value, such as shelter and transship-
ment of cargoes. The hon. gentleman said he found that
there were 65,000,000 of people embittered against us, the
people and press of both sides of politics, in consequence of
the action of this Government in defending our fisheries.
That was a very unfortunate condition of affairs, no doubt.
It was a very unfortunate condition of public opinion in
the United States, and I have no doubt that, to a certain ex-
tent, the hon. gentleman is right; but the hon. gentleman
js well aware, as are other hon. members of this House, that
that was not the primary cause of hostility against the
people of Canada. The real cause and the beginning of

the trouble arose when the Tory party, in 1878, led by the
right hon. gentleman, laid down a policy of retaliation
against the people of the United States. From day to day,
in this House, by hon. gentlemen opposite, and in the pub-
lic press of this country favoring their views, and in publie
speeches in all parts of the Dominion, by their supporters,
it was represented that we could force the Americans into
trade relations by means of the National Policy; the people
were misled into believing that if we adopted the National
Policy, that policy would have the effect of keeping out
American products from the Domicion, and would force the
Americans to adopt reciprocity in a very short time. I re-
peat that that was the commencement of irritation on the
part of the United States; and in order that there may be
no doubt as to the views entertained by the leaders of the
Government, I will quote a speech made by the Minister of
Finance, in 1878, at Charlottetown, P. E. I. The hon.
gentleman was then dealing with the position of the coun-
try; he knew how anxious the people of Prince Edward
Island, and, in fact, the people of all the Maritime Provinces,
were to secure a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty; he
knew there was no other subject which would go home
so directly to their individual interests and into their every-
day life; he knew, when addressing the farmers of Prince
Edward Island, whose produce found a market in the
United States, and in the United States alone, that there
was no argument he could address them so potent and so
likely to lead them to favor bis policy as the argument
that, by adopting it, we could secure a renewal of the Reci-
procity Treaty, and on that occasion the hon. gentleman
said :

" AIl that you have to do is to support the protective National Policy
of Sir John Macdonald, in order to obtain reciprocity with the United
States within two years."
All they had to do, he said, was to sustain the national pro-
tective policy of Sir John Macdonald in order to obtain in
two years a renewal of the Reciprocity Treaty. The people
were suffering for want of communication with the United
States, and it was not unnatural that when they were lis-
tening to a gentleman of the persuasive eloquence of my
hon. friend, and believing that the American people were
crowding our markets with their products, w hile at the same
time they were shutting out our products from theirs-I
say it was not unnatural, under these circumstances, that
they should have taken him at bis word. But years passed
by, and the National Policy, instead of having the effect of
bringing Americans to their senses, as was predicted by its
authors, had the effect, as we have seen-and as the hon.
gentleman bas admitted, though he gave some other
reasons-of embittering the public mind of the people of
the United States against the Dominion of Canadi, and
they said : Here are four and a half millions of people on our
northern border, who are eoing to adopt a fiscal and com.
mercial policy of their own, which is going to teach sixty
five millions of Americans how to conduct the business of
their own country; we will let them severely alone. They
did so, and, probably, but for Mr. Wiman's interference, we
would be let alone until the present moment. But time
went on, and we came to 1886, and again the Minister of
Finance spoke at Charlottetown, on 7th September of that
year. The bon. gentleman no doubt felt that he was called
upon to explain to the people, whom he had addressed
eight years before, the reasons why this Reciprocity Treaty,
whiob was to have been the result of the National Policy,
was not obtained, Ie said :

"l Since the expiration of the Washington Treaty we have shown our
American neighbors that we intend to stand up for our rights and
interests, by adopting that policy which will obtain a commercial treaty
with the Americans at no very distant day, and I have every reason to
hope that within two years we shall have snch a treaty."

The hon. gentleman here again had to explain to them
that by the continuance of such a polioy we were going to
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bring the Americans to their senses. I did not, and I do
not now blame the Government for carrying out rigidly
the harbor regulations, except when they were carried out
by incompetent men in an offensive manner. If we had
oar fishing rights under treaty, I hold it was the duty of
the Government to insist upon their being carried out in a
dignified manner. But what I found fault with was that
the irritation, which was constantly growing between the
American fishermen and the incompetent mon who had
charge of our small cruisers along the shore, added to the
irritation which arose under the threat of the National
Policy crystallised public opinion in the United States
against us and was the cause of that hostility to the people
of Canada which we always regret. I say that I have
always been anxious for a renewal of the treaty, and on
more than one occasion I have been spoken to with refer-
once to it. While the Commission was sitting at Washing-
ton, I was int erviewed with reference to the possibilities
that might result from it. I saw the difficulty the Com-
mission might have to encounter with regard to coal and
wheat, and I suggested that if by leaving ceal and wheat
out of the question, an arrangement for other natural pro.
ducts might be arrived at, it would be satisfactory. I said:

"If by leaving coal and wheat out of the question, you could con-
oiliate the coal and wheat interests of the United States, is it not
possible that a treaty embracing aIl other natural products might be
made acceptable to both countries. The Americans want our fish,
lumber, potatoes, barley, and possibly oats, which, after wheat, are
onr chief products, and the y also take many art cles, such as cordwood,
&c., which even now find a market across the line. This appears to me
a reasonable and a rational modus vivendi, and if commercial union is
found to be impracticable at present, such an arrangement as indicated
might, for a time, be satisfactory. The commercial intercourse in this
exchange of natural products would doubtless pave the way for larger
concessions on both aides in the future, and lead in a natural way to
commercial union, which, in the opinion of so many of our people, it is
desirable to obtain as soon as possible. Any concessions to the Ameri-
mans giving them the use of our ports for shelter, bait and transport,
without concessions from their Bide of a satisfactory eharacter in return,
would, I feel confident, never prove acceptable to our people or be
ratified by Parliament."

pressed to yield these points which otherwise ho would not
have done. Now, roferring to the treaty, we are told in
Article 10 that :

" United States fishing vessels entering the baye or harbors referred
to in Article 1 of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations com-
mon to them and to fishing vessels of Caada or Newfoundland. They
need not report, enter, or clear, when putting into such bays or harbors
for shelter or repairing damages, nor when putting iuto the same, out-
aide the limite of established ports of entry, for the purpose of purchas-
ing wood or of obtaining water ; except that any such vessel remaining
more than twenty-four hours, exclusive of Sundays and legal holidays,
within any such port, or communicating with the shore therein, may be
required to report, enter, or clear; and no vessel shall be excused here-
by from giving due information to boarding officers. They shall not be
liable in such baya or harbors for compulsory pilotage; nor, when
therein for the purpose of shelter, of repairing damages, of purchasing
wood, or of obtaining water, shall they be liable for harbor dues, ton-
nage dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues."

There is a difficulty in this matter which I think muet have
escaped the notice of the hon. gentleman, and whieh I hope
it is not, though it may be, too late to remedy. I have
gone very carefully over the treaty, and I do not find that,
while the treaty gives to the American fishermen the right
to enter our ports without paying any harbor dues or light
dues or other similar dues, or pilotage, the same privileges
are not extended to our fishermen in the ports of the United
States. Tnat is a very important omission, if I am right,
because our fishing vessels visit Portland and Boston
very frequently, and they should at least have the same
privileges in American ports that A merican fishermen have
in our own. I speak with reserve, but I have looked over
the treaty pretty carefully. I know it says:

" Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the
Atlantic coasts of the United States aIl the privileges reserved and
secured by this treaty to United States fishing vessels in the aforesaid
waters of 0anada and Newfoundland."

But it does not say that there is any exemption from harbor
-dues or light dues.

Sir CHPARLIES TUPPER. Would that be a privilege ?
Mr. JONES (Halifax). No, it would be an exemption.

I was then apprehending just what bas taken place. I S CHARLES TUPPER. Weuld net that be a pri-i-
was then fearing that the hon. gentleman was pressed, as
I believe he was-for it is all very well for him to stand up
here and say that he was nobly sustained by his co-pleni- Mr. JONES (Halifax). Whetber iL would be a privilege
potentiaries from Great Britain-I believe that ho was or net, this provision is indefinite. I hope I am wreng,
ustained so long as he kept in the line of their desires; I but this sbeuld b. se distinctly nnderstood that there ehould

believe that there was a strong, steady, persistent desire be ne diffioulty about iL. Thon, the other day, I notîced
manifested by those pleni potentiaries for the settlement of that the Minister of Marine, in reply to a question put by
this question, and I believe that the hon. gentleman was Lb. bon. member for West Ontario (Mn. Edgar), with re-
fored to yield to an arrangement which, under other cir- gard te the duos paid by our fishermen, laye down the law
cumstances, ho would never have given way to. I say, on that occasion, and esys
with all due deference to that hon. gentleman, and without
any desire to exalt him in the opinion of this country, that In Halifax, harber masters' due are net paid by any vesos under

woul raher avehad ne ir haris Tpperat hattwenty tons, uer by coastiug vesseha, which include fiahing vessels. AtI would rather have had one Sir Charles Tupper at thatexacted
Commission alone than ten Right lion. Joseph Chamber- from ail vessels over forty tons regiateri whether, in prâctice, fishing
laine that England ever pIoduced. The one was familiar veseels are exempt wheu over forty tons cannot be stated without cor-
with the wants of our people. He understood the condition rpondence with the harbor masters ef these ports."
of affaire, and, if ho could have acted independently in I eau attention te this bocause, whiie the treaty wonld
regard to Canadian interests and Canadian sentiments, exempt American fishermen frem tbese dues iu visitiog the
alone, I believe ho never would have conceded these points, harbore of Pictea and Sydney, the Nova Scella fisbermen
which are all the Americans want, and obtained nothing would b. ebliged te pay the duos if th. bon, gentleman's
whatever for the fishing interests of Canada in return. I anewer is acconding te the iaw. These are important
repeat, with all due respect to those distinguished gentle- places. Pictou is often vieited by American fisbermen en
men who were on the Commission witb the Minister of route te the North Bay, and te Prince Edward Island, and
Finance, that their desire was, and their sole desire was, to Sydney barber is also an important place of eau, and if our
bring about a settlement of questions which had been fiehermen are ebligod te pay ail thos dues which Lb. hon.
of an irritating character between the United States and gentleman eays they are on ail vessela over 40 tons regieter,
England ; and we have been told by Mr. Chamberlain and the American vessels are exempt under the operations
publicly since hie return to Engand, that ho came out of the treaty, il fellews às a maLter of course that our own
here to make a treaty, that ho had effected it, and fisbing vesseis are plaeed at a very coneidorable diaadvan-
had brought about a peaceful solution of a difficult tage. The question witb regard to bait ie one of the greateut
question which he believed was going to extend fer possible importance. I is ene whicb lies at the root of the
many years between the two countries. The view I fiahery question, and tb. Amenicans jnatly underetood and
take from this evidence is that the hon. gentleman wu apprciated ite value when tboy seiurod the privilege of

Mr. JoJOE ((alifax).
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obtaining bait under this treaty. The result of the opera-
tion of this will be that the bankers going to the Western
Banks commonly use clam bait, but those going to the
Grand Banks, where they get the fish which are suitable
for the larger markets, cannot expect to catch those fish
,without the use of fresh bait. They are a long way away
from their own home, and their fresh bait will only last a
short time, and if they are compelled to return to their
own ports to get fresh bait if they eau, and the supply is
doubtful, and they cannot always get it, they would, practi.
cally, be almostcompelled to give up the business altogether.
But, now, ail they have to do is to run into any near port
on the Nova Scotia coast, from Cape Breton ail along the
Coast to Halifax, and theywill get their bait and be ont on
the fishing grounds again in a few days competing with our
own people. This is still further a disadvantage to our own
fishermen, though I do not say it is a disadvantage to our
people, because they double the price of bait to our own
fishermen.

Mr. FOSTE-R. Do you say they get that privilege under
the treaty ?

Mr. JONES (Halifax). They would. They get it under
this proposal.

Mr. FOSTER. In what way ?
Mr. JONES (Halifax). Under the modus vivendi and

under the treaty also. We are discussing both. They
eau to-day come into Nova Scotia coastsuand ports and buy
bait from our fishermen along the coast, and in consequence
of their coming there the cost of that bait is nearly double
to a Nova Scotia banker. Now, I repeat, there are two
interests in this matter. There is the interest of the man
who sells bait, and there is the interest of the Nova Scotian
or American who buys bait ; but I am, in this connection,
only discussing the way in which it affects our fishermen.
I say, therefore, that the bait alone, which is a very im-
portant item in that connection, will be largely increased
in expense to our Nova Scotia fishermen. These people
then go ont on the banks again, they return just as otten as
they like and get bait. Now, Sir, I was interviewed two
years ago by the representative of a Boston paper on this
very subject. Of course, I endeavored, as I always do, to
maintain our own view of the subject, and to show our
rights and the value of our privileges in this connection,
and generally in regard to our position. I said to the
reporter of that paper:

" Another very important point that should not be lot sight of in this
connection is that under this treaty the American fishermen could
enter our harbors and bays,.set their own nets and catch their own
bait. The value to them of this privilege can scarcely be overestimated.
As some idea of the value, I may adopt their own view. It will be re-
membered that, sorne five or six years ago, the fishermen of Fortune Bay,
Newfoundland, forcibly prevented American fishermen from taking bait
for one day Of course, under the treaty, the American fishermen had the
right, and the Ne'wfoundland fishermen were wrong in attempting to pre-
vent them, and the resalt was an immediate demand from the United
States Government for compensation for interference with their rights.
This interruption was continued for a day or so, according to my recollec-
tion, and the American Government estimated the damage done the in-

banka, and compete with our own people, the privilege to
them is just as great as was estimated by themselves, at
from 815,000 to $25,000, for one day's interruption in seour.
ing bait, at only one point, remember, along the extensive
coast of Newfoundland and Nova Scotia. Therefore hon.

r gentlemen must see that in this matter the question of bait
i was one of life and death to them. The exclusion of Ameri-
* cans from the privilege of obtaining bait was having its
a natural effect, together with the protection of our fisheries;
. and one only has to take up the report of the Boston Fish

Bureau for 1888 to see what a gradual decline has taken
place in that great industry in the United States since 1883.
I ln the year 1883 the total catch of fish was 1,061,698 quin-
tals; in 1884, it was 1,001,303 quintals, a gradual deoline;
in 1885, 902,455, still declining; 1886, 828,572, still further
declining; 1887, 676,723, showing an enormous decline.
That is to say, that, whereas in 1883 the catch was 1,061,-
698 quintals, in 1887 it was only 676,723. The number of
vessels employed deoreased proportionately from 746 in
1883, showing a gradual decline through all the years to
which I have referred, down to 1887, when there were only
560 vesmels engaged in that business. lIn the same way the
number of men employed gradually declined from 8,601 in
1883, down to 7,700 in 1887. Therefore hon. members will
see that under the operation of the protection of our fish-
eries, and the exclusion of the Americans from our orts
for the purpose of buying bait, they suffered to
a very great extent. Now, if the plenipotentiaries
had had that report of the Fish Bureau in their
hands when they were negotiating this treaty, and
been able to point out to the American plenipotontiaries
that under the operation of this treaty it was a question of
life or death to them, whether they have a right to enter
our harbor and take our bait-I say that our plenipotenti.
aries would have been able, in myjudgment, humble though
it be, to obtain a very different result from that which they
ask us to accept now. Then, again, take the mackerel
fishery during the same time. In 1878, the catch amounted
to 196,468 barrels; in 1879, 220,599; 1880, 349,674; 1881,
391,657; 1882, 378,863 ; 1883, 226,000; 1884, 478,076 ; 1885,
329,943. In 1886, remember, under the operation of the
exclusion, when it became most effectual and rigid, the
number of barrels of mackerel instead of boing at the point
of 1885, during the time they had the privilege of entering
our ports, amounted to only 79,998; in 1887, it was 88,882,
Therefore, again, in respect to their mackerel as well as
their cod fishery, this book shows incontrovertible evi-
dence, produced by themselves, that under the operation of
this treaty and their exclusion from our ports, their fiih.
eries were gradually declining in the rumber of vossels and
the number of men employed, and lu the number of quin-
tals of fish and barrels of mackerel that were taken. 8o, I
say, that if hon, gentlemen had been in possession of
a book or a table like that, from Armerican sources, and had
been able to point that out to the American plenipotenti-
aries, I think it would have been as strong an argument as
they could use. Now, Sir, Article Il provided:

terest of their fishermen at $15,000 to $25,000. I do not at this moment
remember the exact amount, though I am pretty confident it ws "United States fishing vessels enterlag the p rtsbaysud harbor of
the latter um. But adopting the lower sum for one day's interruption, the eatern and north-eastern coasts of Canada, or of*the coasta of New-
it would show conclusively the vital importance of the privilege of the foundland, in distress of weather, or other casualties, may unload, re-
Americans. The English Government settled the laim for very nearly load, tranuhip or ebl-"
the amount claimed, and although at the time it ws generally regarded
as a most preposterous demand, still looking at the effect it would have I need not read the whole of that paragraph. The next
upon the interesta of the fishermen lying there for bait, I scarcely think paragraph says
that the amount wa more than it ought to have been."p

"ILicenses to purchase in established ports of entry of the aforesaid
Now, I was speaking at that time of the right of the Ameri. coasts of Canada or of Newfoundland, for the homeward voyage, snch
cans to set their nets and take bait themselves, which is provisions and supplies as are ordinarily sold to trading vessels shall be

.o I agranted t tUnitedState fliahing vessels in such ports promptly upon ap-
not permitted under the present regulations, I admit, but plication and without charge, and uuch vessels having obtained licenses
the principle Stilapplies. Ifmthey can come in and buy in the manner aforedsid, shall also be accorded upon al occasions such
bait it i just the same thing to them, although it may cost facilities for the purchase of casual or needful provisions and.supplies as

them a little more-probably not very much, however. If aror n y ranteàdta ing barer nobutsuch rovisions orsu
they can come , I repeat, and buy bait, and go out on the obaan
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It will be observed that in this section it says they should "Ârtiele 2 would suspend the operation *ofthe statuteB Of Great
be offered facilities for the purchase, not that they shall Britain sud of Canada, and of the Provinces now constittinOada
purchase. That is to say, that the authorities cannot inter- netomnly as nd ain fndwonnet thefishing ut
fere with them,; and the authorities will not be able to of the United States privileges in Canadian porta which are not enjoyed
interfere with any fishing vessel coming in there, as was by vessels of sny Cher cia, or of any other nation. Snch vesseis

statd th Miuistr o TheMiiiste ofwould, for exampie, be free from the duty of reporting at the Oustoma
stated by the Minister of Finance. The Minister of Finance, on entering a Canadian harbor, and no safegnard eouid be adopted
in explaining that section, took a very different view from to prevent infraction f the Customs laws by any vesoel assert'ng the
that of the Minister of Justice, who was disposed. the other character of a fishing vessel of tie United States."
night to be rather facetious in regard to this matter, indeed Section 8 of Article 15 of the treaty provides with respect
ho was rather facetious all though, and I thought treated a te hait that it may ho secnred by barter. 1 think the hon.
very important subject in a very jocular manner. However, gentleman will find it difficuit te enferce the Customs laws
the Minister of Finance says that they could purchase any under such an arrangement. The Minister of Finance and
supplies, including salt. The Minister of Justice said, the the Minister cf Marine and Fisheries are weii aware
other night, we could not for a moment allow them to pur- that ail along the coast of Nova Scotia, from e
chase bait, because bait was not an article usually granted end te the ether, there are ports frequented by
to a trading vessel. I would ask the hon. gentleman what our own fishing vessels as well as the Amerioan
is the difference between bait, which the Minister of Justice vessels. Take the port of Sambro', twenty miles frem
says they may not obtain, and salt, which the Minister of Halifax. An American fishing vessel wili core there
Finance says they may obtain ? They are necessarily sup- for bait, and under the privileges cf this treaty it may
plies under the circumstances, and equally necessary for secure that by barter. To what will that lead ? iilit
the prosecution of their industry and their voyage. The net lead te a violation cf the Oustems laws, in fact te
Minister of Finance said ho would be glad to believe that smuggling? WiiI the Government be able te have oustom
the article would meet with the hearty approval of the houge officere at ah these different points te watch Amen-
House and the country: can vessels and se that the Americans do net smuggle

" Would feel that he only acted with wise judgment ad due regard when they come in for their supplies? The privilege given
to the best intereste of Canada, for the sake of removing an interna-te them ef giving barter for hait will lead, in my
tional unpleasantness in putting those provisions into this treaty." judgment, te an immediate, open and direct violation

of the Customs laws every time snch a transaction
The whole thing seems to have been a sacrifice to peace, takes place. This treaty was uudonbtedly undertaken
not a sacrifice in the interests of our people, but a sacrifice with a view of settling difficuities on varions points, ef
to conciliate the Americans, who raised their hands, after ail explaining away difficut points in the Treaty of 1813.
that had taken place and after they have been irritated to I would ask anycue uneading this present treaty carefuily
such an extent that they threatened-that is the word- te compare it with the oid eue. If there was one uncertain
the Dominion of Canada if we did not withdraw what they expression, or on. peint that could be taken advantage cf
thonght interfered with their people along the coast, that in the oîd treaty, there are fifty in the present ene. There
they might retaliate in a manner which would be nupleas- is nething but wbat may lead te future trouble; and se far
ant to us. I say this clause, with regard to purchasing as I can see the cause of irritation between the United
supplies, is one that is likely to lead to a great deal of mis- States and Great Britain, se far fnem boiug removed will, in
conception. I contend that under the operation of that effeot, ho more likely te be iucreased year by year. Take for
clause vessels may corne in, as the Minister of Finance says, instance the.pnivilege cf entering our ports for hait and for
and may procure their provisions, including their salt, reshipment. What dees that mean? h means simply
and if they take salt, why not take barrels, and if barrels, that yen cannot seize au American vessel when she is with-
why not take bait ? We have the word of the Minister of in the thrc-miie imit. If she is fihing or pneparing te
Justice, it is true, but I am disposed in this matter tofish cf course she is subject te seizure, but there May ho a
accept the opinion of the Minister of Finance in prefer- dozen cruisers there, and though they may go te that vessel
ence, because the Minister of Finance doubtless is aware sud ask her what she is doing there she can repiy simply:
what was the intention of it, and the intention evi- Weare geiug te enter for hait, er supplies, under the pro-
dently appears to be that the Americans are to get those visions of the treaty. I say that that very clause wiil lead te
supplies under those circumstances. I say that Mr. complication cf a most serions character, sud notenly that,
Bayard asked for all those privileges two years ago. because if our inshcre fishenies are cf any value-
In a schedule attached to his proposal for the aud I contend they are-these Amenican vesseis going
settlement of all questions in dispute in relation in sud eut cf pont under the sanction cf the
to the fisheries on the north-eastern coast of British treaty, wiil violate that treaty whenever they get tie
North America, he lays down certain propositions. First, opportunity, within the three-mile limit. Dees auyone im-
he asked to have the headland question settled in iavor of the agine that an Amenican vessel, going lu or eut ofoecf oun
Americans. The Government have yielded, and have given ports along our coast,,and meeting sheals cf fish, is going te
up a contention which the British Goverument have made salithnough them, ont of any respect for treaty obligations?
for the last 70 years, and which the Americans have Net at ail; they do net know the fishermen if they Lhink
practically admitted under the treaties which have been se. Fishermen will take flsh wheneven they core te their
made since that time, and which they practically confirmed net, and those Amenican fishermen, as they go in sud out cf
by the decision in their own courts with regard to the port sud find oun fish, whether iuside or outside cf the limit,
seiaure made by a Confederate vessel in the mouth of oe unles there happons teneo a cruiser there-snd it ie impos-
of their own bays-all of which bore out the contention sible te have a cnuiser lu every pot-those people will
which the British Goverument put upon the headland practicaily have the whoie use cf our own inshore fishenies,
question. I am not saying whether it was right or wrong valuabie as the hon. gentleman Bays they are. In effect,
to have yielded it, but it was asked by Mr. Bayard fn 1886,yen concede te them the right te enter our ports, you con-
and the hon, gentleman has yielded it and has given the cede te them the right te obtain supplies, you cencede te
Americans just what they asked. The Government on them the right of transshipment of their cargees, which La a
that occasion answered in very strong and very emphatic mest important one, snd I say, Si, yeu have given up your
language. The Government, in a paper called "Observations whoiecse, you have given up the whole value of your fish-
on Mr. Bayard's Memorandum" on page 251 of the Fishery cries te the American people. Let us understand it, fer if
paporsBay " that is the objet the hon. geteeman haso t view, if that la

n .o a o o t fgs (,tifax).
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what the Government desire to give to the Americans under in Dacember, or whether, as it is stated it may
the operation of this treaty, not directly, I admit, but be. thrown eut of the United States Senate altogether.
practically, the value and privileges of our inshore fish. If is îhrown ont of the United States Senate altogether,
eries, let them say so, and let us understan1 it, because 1 think our position would be a very unenviabteoe. If k
that and no other will be the result in reality. 1 is only carried ever to the December Session of Congress,
say it is utterly impossible for the Government, by their then ladmit itwould not be qQile in thebame position; bat
fishery and custom house officers, and by their cruisers, to if we pass the treqty here, and if the Senate throws k out, I
watch along our Atlantic coast and keep American vessels think we wilI feal rather cheap ut the offors whieh we
off the three-mile limit, when they have a right, under the have made and which the Americans have not, fbr politicai
treaty, to go into port through that very water which iireasons, it may bo îhought, fit to accept. The fihermen of
contraband for the purposes of taking fish. Take the privi- this country are those who are most interested, and my
lege of reshipment. That is one of the most important anxiety is on their account, for I see plainly that having
privileges that you can give to the Americans. I confees yielded te the Amricans ail that they wanted we have no
that I always thought it was very bard, on the face of it, prospect, and we have no probability, for does it seem
that while our vessels could go into the United States and wthin the range of probability in the very ncar future,
reship thir cargoes, the American vessels had not the that there je any chinca of oui' aving fish admitted free
privilege of coming in and reshipping their cargoes in this inte the United States. Thay have the use of our portefor
country. Still that was the treaty; those were the words their operations, for purchasing their hait, and for landing
of the treaty and they could not do so. But understand their cargoes; and under the8e circumatances our fiabermen
now what the advantage of this is. if one of those vessels wilI continue te labor under the disadvantages which they
is bound to the North Bay, up the St. Lawrence, for mack. are under tn--ay. A large portion ef their catch must
erel fishing, and she has been successful, she can transship go te the United States, becauce we have no other
her cargo in Canada. Before this treaty if she had ber market. That ie well understood by the hon. members
full cargo on board, she had to go back to the United of this fousa, and was vary fully explainad by Sir
States and land it there. She could not land John A. Macdonald ln 1871, when he spoke as followe
it in Prince Edward Island, or in canso, or in Halifax. , seema t me that, in Iooking at the treaty in a commercial point
And the time that @he occupied in making the of view, and looking at the qupRtion whether it is right to accept the
voyage fron the fishing ground to a port in the United articles, we bave to consider mainly fbat interest which is mout pecutiar-
States ard bavk to the fishery ground again, exhausted a ly affected. Now, unles I1aouigreatly mi8informed, the fibing inierescf te saso, wbch e vry sorton hatin Nova Scotia, with one or two exc-fitions for local reasons, are alto-large portion of the seson, which is vry short on that hr in favor f the trety. v are auouoge freeadmisiion
coast. Now, in the privileges granted by hon, gentlemen for tb-ir fiib loto the Amerîcan market, that they would view with great
the American vessels can land their cargoes in Charlotte. sorrow any action of this HoUse which wOuld exclude from them that

townundr te eeraien f tis reay, nd pt teirfie onmarket; that théy look forward with increasing confidence to a largetown under the operation of this treaty, and put tbir fish on development other trade, a f that great industry, and I &&y that
board a steamer going to Boston, or she can run into Cansothat being the case,-ifi the intere thefihermen, and to the
and put it on board a steamer bound for Boston, and the adyantage of that branch of national industry, setting aside ail other

fishje n te mrketaI nce Ths Icontnd e amee im considerationî, we ought flot wilfally to injure that intereet. Why,fish is in the market t once. This contend is a most ir,wht thefac of the case as itad Theoy market
portant concession to the fishermen. We have only to look forthe0aaaianNo. mackerel in the worll la the United States.
at how the Americans themselves regard it to see this. That le our enly market, and we are practically excluled frein il by the
The hon. gentleman fairly stated that the treaty was o preent dty. The cosequence of that dutyie, that or fishermen areo-at Ithe mercy of the American fiàhermen. They are made the hewers of
posed for political purposes by a certain political section wood and he draw-rs cf water fr the Americans. Tbey are obliged
of the American people, and in this connection it appears to selitheir fibhat the Americans' own price The Amarican fibhe'in
to me that the question naturally arises whether we are urcha'e their flsh nt a nominal value and control the Ainerican mar-kit. Th,- great profits of the tra ,e arihell ver ta the Ainerican
doing a very wise thing in passing this treaty befoî a wc fisermen, or the«Anerican merchntB eugaged in the trade;-and they
know what is to be its fate in the United States. It ap- profit te the los8 of our own industry ant oîr own peple. Let any
pears to me, Mr. Speaker, that if this Parliarnent deliberatelyugodown the St Lawrenc on a summer tnp-as many of uq do-

and caîl from the deck of the steamer to a fisberman in hie boat, and
acce pts the treaty, that our hands for all future see for what a nominal price you can secure the whole of his catch;
time will be tied, and we never can in any and tlat is from the absence of a market, and from, the fact et the
future negotiation go beyond the points which have Canadian fiAermen being completely under the controt ofthe foreigner.
been yielded in is reaty. We neer can raise any objc- the duty off canadian fi, the Canadian fisherman maendibeenyiodedin tis reay. e invereaurais au Obec-fiali aI the right time, when he can obtain the best price, 10 ihe Ameni-
tion to any demand which is conceded under the operation can market, and thug be the mAans of opening a profitable trade with
of ils varions clauses. But if theParbiament of the the Unoted States in exehan ted
Dominion did net in ils wisdom ralify Ibis treaby, The rig t hor entleman there mSatcorrect y interpreted
or if the Government did net ask Parliament te our position. But whit position are we na to-nay? We
ratif y it until it receives the sanction of Cengress, thon the are ttily sut ont of that marke , and bave ne prospect of
Government and the people of Ibis country wili be able to getting into it. The concessions made a IbisibreatyI
say lb les quite truc a îreaty was agrced upen by pienipo- migh almest say precde, ai possihility of thrAsericans
tentiaries fron Great Bt tain and Canada, embodying certain ever opening beir market te our frscp ; and how arc we te
concessions te bbc people of tbe United Stabes, but that compe e witha bemla the sa itsa when tey have afil
treaby neyer received the sanction of Parliament. It wili advantages of Our prtse and of oar prximity tete acfising
thon stand in a very différent position in bbe future fromground e sgven ther ac, and whn, i addition t that, they
wbab it will if tbe Americans in any future negotiations cautake th e mhorsand barrat et mackerlted w hUnied
arc able te point te the fact and say bat tbbciîeaîypunder o States and sali them for roil more tyn our fisermen
which we yielded those concessions was deliberawely ac- can gel for a tbousan d barrli in the t em nmarktu? It le
ccpbed by your people. In any future inegeiabiens hctween only by eUningt bbmarkets e thae tnied States that our
us these concessions must ha taken ais bbcttarting point, and gret fpeing industry can bg exteridet. O.ir mark la is
althongh I know bbc hon. gentlemen will net adopt my thare, and tbc Amemîcans know il as weil as wc do They
suggestion I do bink Ibat il is a malter of policy whicb lb have been bold lb by bhec hon. Firet Mlirisber and by others
would ho wise for them te consider, wbclber ttey would again and again. A ur ftch must go there, and we have
inet be acting in bbc interctaleof the country te let Ibis tepsy tie duty on abr uweend, becausa their fis heymn
malter stand for a tler stage in the Session and take bundlarge t portion, and our tch mu st go in at the
îec what action je takan in the United States- markatvalu minuste duty bey impose on us. I ay,
whether lb le mercly pas"ed over for reconsideraIitn smookings to he position of our fthebrmen a cme p oisent
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moment, I regard this treaty as a most fatal blunder and
as an injury to our fishermen whicb they will not be able
to survive very long. They have been hoping year after
year that as soon as they gave up those advantages which
they possess in the fisheries, they would be placed on an
equal plane of competition with the Americans; but they
see'all these advantages swept away, and they are obliged
to compete with the Americans with these disadvantages
againbt them. Under these circumstances, I am very sorry
I cannot give the hon. gentleman that credit which bas
been given to him from Imperial as well as colonial sources.
If, in the interest of the Empire, it is absolutely necessary
that we should make these concessions, let us understand
it, and I shall be prepared to make them and to take my
share of the responsibility. But let us not put the matter
under any false pretences-and this treaty bas been sub-
mitted to this House under false pretences, if I may use
such an expression, and if it is not unparliamentary,-

Some hon. M EMBE RS. Order.

Mr. JONES. I do not think it is out of order. This
treaty bas been submitted to this louse with the repre-
sentation that it is in the interest of our own people, and I
say it is against the interest of our own people who are en-
gaged in that industry. It is in the interest of peace, 1
admit, and I admit tbat as part of the Empire we are ob-
liged to make some concessions ; and if the hon. gentleman
will put it on that bigh level, and appeal to the people or
the ground that we are obhige to make sacrificcs for the
sake of Imperial interests, atd to maintain a good under-
standing between two great peoples, L would be with him
to a certain extent. But he bas taken another ground; ho
has defended the treaty on the ground that it is in the in-
terest of our own people, which is not the case. I repeat
that if it would bring about a botter understanding bc-
tween the United States and the people of this country,
which is very much to be desired, that is one point in its
favor. It is the only point in its favor. If there was no
other point that would commeid this treaty to me, but if
it would remove ail causes of difference between the Aimeri-
cans and uurselves -if it would remova all those causes of
irritation which have been brooght about by the unwise
fiscal policy of the present Government-if tbc Amenri-
cans are led hy it to see that there are five millions
of people iu this country who are anxious to establish trade
relations with them which w,>uld be of mutual advantage
to both coeuntries, and are willirg to make concessions under
Ibis treaty in order to obtain unrestricted reciprocity, thon
I say the sacrifice, injurions as it is to the fishermen along
our coasts, if it leads in the future to those greater advan-
tages of wider commercial relations between the two cour.-
tries, will possibly not have been made in vain.

Mr. KENNY. Mr. Speaker, the question now under the
consideration of this flouse is to my mind the most import-
ant one that has becu uider discussion since I have had the
honor of a t-eat here. Tb measure now before the Flouse
provides for the> scttlcment of the oly question which
bas ever caused a misunderstanding between the people
of Canada and the people cf the United States. It ecntem-
plates the removal of the barrier which now stops the way
to our freer commercial inter course with the people of
the American republio0; it beals all old sores, and wili lead
to a more healthy condition of feeling between the peoples;
of the two countries; it establishes friendly relations be-
tween them; and I bolieve, Sir, if the treaty is adopted by
both countries, they will go hand in hand, each under their
own flag, in the paths of peace, prosperity and progress.
Believing that these results will follow the adoption of
this treaty, I think I am warranted in saying that the
question now before us is the most important one we have
had to consider during the present or past Session of this

Mr. JoNEs (.alàfax).

Parliament. It must be remembered, in considering this
Fisbery question, that it was not the fault of the people of
Canada that the happy relations which existed between the
countries, while the Treaty of 1851 and the Treaty of 1873
were in force, that is from 1854 to 1866 and from 1873 to
1885, ceased by the abrogation of those treaties. Those
treaties, which disposed, for the time being, of the conflict-
ing opinions that existed on both @ides of the line as to
certain sections of the Treaty of 1818, were both cancelled
by the Congress of the United States, so that the people
of Canada are not responsible for the retrogression from
1885 to 1818, and for the altered state of publie feeling ex-
isting since 1885 between the two countries with reference
to fishery matters. For that retrogression, from 1815 to
1818, the Congress of the United States is, in my opinion,
solely responsible. The Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 was
evidently more in consonance with the spirit of the age
in which we live, ard with the changed condition of both
countries than was the ancient Treaty of 1818. It disposed
of the troublesome fi hery question, and also permited the
interchange of certain commodities on terma fair and reason-
able and advantageous to both countries, I find, on looking
into this matter, that during the existenceol the Reciprocity
Treaty, from 1854 to 1866, there was a large trade between
the two countries. That was before Confederation, and to
arrive at the exact figures, I have had to take the trade of
each Province. I find that the importa of Canada, Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, daring
those years, from the United States, amounted to over
8319,OUOoo, and that the exports of those Provinces
amounted to some $352,000,000, leaving a balance of trade
in favor of the United States of over $67,000,000, and yet,
notwitbstanding that very favorable financial result of
the woîking of the treaty, the treaty was abrogated by the
United States in 1854, and we were compelled to revert
to the Treaty of 1816. Subsequently, under the fishery
clause of the Washington Treaty, the disputes or differences
of opinion which existed between the people of Canada.
a.nd the people of the Uinited States, as to certain clausea
of the Treaty of 1818, were silenced, to the very decided
advantage of the people of both countries. Thut amicable
arrangement was also brought to a close by the action of
the people o the United States, and we were again driven
to the Treaty of 1818. At the terminatiou of the troy in
1885, it will be remembered that Canada, at the suzL'ý -'i-n

of the Executive of the United States, and to show)e.v hAr
friendliness and since: ity in ber negotiations for the iciewal
of a reciprocity treaty, refrained 1or six or nine months
from enfôrcing the conditions of the Treaty of 1818, nd
waited until the President of the United bSates submitted
his Message to Congress. When Canada found that the
Senate of the United States refused to act on the suggestion
of President Cleveland, and refused to appoint a commission
to consider this question, Canada adopted the only course
open to ber, and that was to revert to the Treaty of 818. It
was the ouly courte consistent with her own self respect rnd
with the interests of ber fishermen. I contend, therefore,
that for the ill-feeling to which the hon. the senior member
for Halifax (Mr. Jones) Las referred, as existig in tei
United States toward Canada since the abrogation of t ho
treaty in 1885, the Congress of the United States is alone
responsible. That ill-feeling originated, of course, in tho
enforcemeut on our part of the conditions of the Treaty ot
1818, and yet that was the only course open to us; ard it
seemcd to me a mockery and an absurdity, that after we
had those pleasant relations with our neighbors under tie
treaty which expired in 1885. we should have to go back to
the ancient Treaty of 1818. It is not creditable that two
friendly nations, two adjoinirig pcoples, who have so mu-ch
in common as we have with the people of the United Soute-,
sboald be wrangling and quarre!iing over a document that
was brought into existence over 70 years ago. No matter
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how clear the conditions of that agreement may be, iti
not creditable that in the present day we should be wranf
lirg over it. It is much more sensible that we should com
together, discuss the points in dispute, arrive at some mu
tually satisfactory solution. and tben mawe a fresh star
That has been accomplished. The representatives of al[ th
parties interested met at Washington, and atter long an
careful delibeatiors have placed their labors before us i
the form of a treaty, and have submitted it to us fo
adproval. We know that the treaty bas aiso been sent t
the Senate of the United States by President Cleveland
accompanied by bis recommendation in favor of its adoption
and he bas pronounced it a fair and an honorable agreement
I admit that Oanada, in negotiating this treaty, bas made cer
tain concessions. As regards the full scope or precise valu
of those con cessions, it i8 i mpossible tc-day to esti mate them
but we knew, when we submitted this matter ta a commiE
sien or an arbitration, that palpably and inevitably con
cessions must follow. And I was a littie surprised to fin
my hoi. friend and colleague, the senior member for Hlli
fax (Mr. Jones), complaining of these concessions I wa
under the impression that he had himself recogrnised that i
was absolutely necessary that some concessions should b
made on both sides in order to arrive at a happie
state of feeling than has existed during the past twelve or
eighteen months, bocause I find that my hon. friend is re
ported in the lalifax Chronicle of Juy lst, 1836,-I believe
le quoted a portion ot the interview, but I did not catch
these words-as having said:

" Nothing but mutual concession and a determination on the part o
both Governments toavoid cause for open disagreemeut canpreventthe
most irritating cons(quence,; and our trienlly relations miîght b 8trained
to a degree that could scarcely bear further tension."

I thiink my hon. friend there has laid down the doctrine
i hat mutual concessions are necessary even to preserve
peace between the two countries. As regards the matter
ot concessions, we all know that, in the ordinary affairs o
life, if there is a dispute between neighbors the most oxpedi-
tious and satisfactory way of settling it is to call in parties
acceptable te the disputants a d to ask them toconsider the
matter in dispute and adjudicate upon it, and what is bene-
ficial in private life is equally salutary in national life.

Mr. JON ES (Halifax). Not for one to give up every
thing and the other nothing.

Mr. KENNY. I did not interrupt the hon. gentleman
but I do inot object to this interruption. The bon. gentle-
mun knows well that as soon as a matter is subinitted
to ai bitration, or to a commission, that is a recognition
of the fact that concessions are .necessary on both t-ijo.
Now, looking at this question nationally, I say that,
when I am called upon to vote on it, I consider that I
am called te vote upon the most important question which
bas been submitted te Parliament since I have had
the honor of being a member. But as my hon. friend
and col:cague has mentioned, it is especially impor-
tan t to the people of the Maritime Provinces, and notably to
the Province of Nov a Scotia The whole fishery product of
C.nada in 1886 amounted to $18,679,2S8, and of thatamount
N ova S otia's share was $8,415,361. Hon. gentlemen will
recojnise at once how mach more concerned we are in that
Irovince iii ail that relates to fiabery questions than is any

h Province, of this Dorninion. It will also be found that
v i- in the whole of Canada, there were 55 731 men en-
i in dshing, of these 21,4d5 beobngod te the Province

N ava ootin; and while the tmnnage engaged in that
ur'u-y arnounted to 44,000 tons, 29,000 belonged to Nova

&oua. While the total value that Canada hd invested in
tishing boats, ships, nets, &c., amounted te $6,814,295, of
that amount Nova Scetia possessed nearly $3,000,000, or
almoest balf. Of the whole fishery product of Canada, it will
be found that we exported in that year $6,843,388, and that

is Nova Seotia exports of fish amounted to 83,899,077. I find
g that, of that amount, although my hon. colleague says the
e American market iî the ouly market for our fish, of our ex-
a- ports of 83,894,077, only about on-thüid, or 81,358,024,
t. went to the United States. As regards the condition of
e our fishermen, in whom we all tatke a very groat interest,
d and who form a very large ard important faotor in our
n population, their condition to-day is, in my opinion, more
r satisfactory than it bas beon for many years. I believe
o that, at least as far as the fishermen of Nova Scotia are con-
1, cerned, and I do not prsu me to speak for tho fishermen of
, any other part of the Dominion, their condition as a whole
. is more satisfactory at present than it bas been for many
- years, My hon. colleague has referred, in the course of
e hiS remarksC,3 te the iLushoro fisheries cf Canada, aud bai
1aIse calied attention te thre rotrogrosbion whîch ha'4 taken
-place iu thre general fishing interest cf thre United States cf
-America, sud he instanced tbo amaîl product cf mackerel

d for the year 1887. I think Lle could not have given us a
-bel ter proof of the value et» the jushore tisheries than that

,s instan ýe, bocauso, if ho had taken the troutile te enquire
t -and thoe~ are few gentlemen botter irformed on the sub-
ajeet than my hon. f riend--he would have discovered that
rthre Iast season was a poor mackerel season, especially for

r the Americans. Thre fish was oaugbt principally inside the
*» thrce-mile limit. The flsih wculd net sohool off shore, se
aour fihermen caught mackerel by the old method cf hock

suad lino, and they did weli, and that fish was almoat ai
oaught within the three-mile limit. My hon. friend kuows

rthat the Amoricans bave exhauqted their own fishorios by
impropor and injudicicus fiýhiug, sud that thore i4 certainly

ta i isk cf Choir doiug thre same, if thoy are net preventod, ln
car waters. The United States fisherm-3n ignore thre Can-

3 adian regulations, as far as thoy are permitte'i, and have
3thre habit cf throwing overbeard thre offal sud fiýsh they do
rnot waut, sud thus bhelp te destrcy the inahore fisheries. 1
fregret that, when tIns treaty was under cons3ideration, means

were net adoptcd, by international agreement, te put a stop
te purise seune flabing. That method is more destructive

,.,

than any other mode cf fiehing, snd, if iL be persevered iu,
will destroy the fishing on car coasts. Lt la known that, by
tbe system cf purse-seining, large quantitisof etfish are
caught wbich are considorcd valacless by the American fisb.
el muanbûeause ho only wants the mackerel, and ho tbrows
the other fi-h overboard, te thre great injury cf our ti,,hing
banks. I regret excoedingly that it was net possible te arrive
at bomne international modo of putting a stop te this injurions

1systern of fishiîrg. While itis persevered in bytheAmeriosus,
iour own people, te a certain extent, are almoat compelled
te adopt iL ini scIfdoeence. My hon. colleagneo, in thre course
of bis remarks, bas referred te the fact that under the
modus vivendi, the Antericanas are permitted to comae into
our barbara for tIre purchase cf hait. The bon. gentleman
must be aware that they eau cnly exorcisa that privilegte
by paying for it, aud that under the modus vivendi, they
eau frequent our barbora, on paying s tar cf 08L.50 per
ton, fer tIre paroIsse cf hait and other supplies. Wliy,
Sir, it wau only a few days ago that tIre Halifax Morning
(JYuranee, with which thre hon. meraber is familiar, fotind
great fault witb tbe conditions cf thre treaty, becanse it did
not permit American fisher mon te corne inte car harbors
fier hait. T1hat is oeeof thre chargea brouglit acainst tIre Min-
iiter cf Finance, cf excluding thre American fiihermea frein
our barbors sud preventing thoin frein acquiring baiL. My
Ion. friend says that Mr. Bayard consideied there "flshory
question as eue by itself," anud ho found tault, as I under-
atoiod him, at least, with the bon. Minister of Finance for
net geing f artber and using this cpportunity for negetia-
tiug a reciprocity treaty. Well, Sir, as I underastand the
atate cf feeling which prevails among the stateanien sud
politîcians cf the United States, LislatIroir desire sud doter-
mination tliat the flrst questioa that shall b. disposed cf is

1888. 787



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL 139

this fishery question, and they will n1ot entertain any trade
negotiations on the part of Canada, any offers on the part of
Canada, for freer commercial intercourso with them, until
this fishery question is settled ; therefore my hon. friend
is right in saying that "the fishery question is ono by
itself," and it must b disposed of before any other
negotiations can be opened between the United States and
Canada. And I notice, also, that my hon. friend has found
fault in respect of the headland question; ho says every-
thing bas been given away in the headland question, and
that Mr. Bayard got exactly, in that matter, al[ that ho
asked for. Sir, I suppose I can hardly expect my hon.
friend to praise the Government for this treaty, or for
anything else they do; but I find that ho to k an interest
in this headland question many years ago. In the Globe of
May 16, 1872, I find that my hon. friend, in addressing the
Parliament of Canada when the Washington Treaty was
under discussion, found fault with the right hon. gentleman
who was thon leading the Governmont and advocating the
treaty, bocause the heailand question had not beon settled.
On that occasion ho was roported to have said:

" The first question the arbitrators would have t o decide would be
the headland question, whether from headland to headtand, or along
the coast. It was, therefore, of the greatest importance that the High
Commissioner should have settled d-finitely the question cf headlands,
so that the arbitration would have a basis on which to make their valua-
tion."

Now, Sir, my hon. friend foun.d fault in 1872 because the
Government bad not provided for a settlemernt of the head-
land question, and now be finds fault with them bot 'use
they have settled it. The hon. gentleman, in the course of
his remarks, states that in order to judge of the merits ol
this treaty, we should sec how it is considered on the other
side of the lino Well, my hon. friend knows that this very
opinion which exists in the United States, and to which ho
has referred, as to the value of our inshore fisheries, gained
importance and gained notoriety in the United States from
the fact that a commission was held, and that certain
of the public men of the United States visited the districts
that were interested in fishing matters, Massachusetts
especially, and held a commission in Boston and Glou.
cester, and received the evidence of those who were
interested in the trade, and the general consensus of
opinion in those places was that our inshore fisheries were
comparatively of littile value-that evidently seemed to be the
opinion. He muet also have noted that this fishery treaty bas
been frequently assailed by people of the United States, and
by those who are most interested in fishery matters in that
country, because, they say, that it concedes every thing to
Canada, wbile my hon. friend takes the stand that every-
thing has been conceded to the United States. Now, Sir, I
think that impartial people will1 arrive at the same conclusion1
aa has been pronounced by the President of the Unitedi
States, that this treaty is a fair and honorable settlement
of the difficulty. My hon. friend his not told us whether
ho is going to vote againet the treaty or vote for it. Hei
reminds me very much of what I read in the Biglow papers,i
of a man "that ho cooled off when ho came to understandt
it." Now that my hon. friend and some of his neighbors have1
come to understand the question, they very likely have-
"coolod off." But the organ of opinion which represents him c
in the lower Provincos, the Halifax Chronicle, informed us î
the other day that the House should be divided on this t
question, and that the treaty should not be rat tied by t
this Legislature. With that I cannot agree. I regret t
exceedingly, Mr. Speaker, that it was not within my power i
to arrive at Ottawa in time to have board the very able, t
the very eloquent, the very exhaustive speech with which g
the hon. Minister of Finance introduced this important li
measure to the Parliament of Canada. I may say, Sir, W
that the criticisms which I have read of that speech in the r
public pres, and the commenta which I have heard from f
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hon. gentlemen who had tbe pleasure of listening to it,
very much add to my regret. I was also sorry that I had
notan opportunityof hearing the very brilliant and very in-
cisive speech of the lon. Minister of Justice on that occasion.
After those two distinguished statesrmen have discussed this
question, I think I almost ought to apologise to the House
for taking up its time in referring to it, but the importance
of this question to Canada, and to Nova Scotia particularly,
must be my excuse. Sir, assuming that there will be
a division of the House, I am prepared to say that I
will vote for the treaty for several reasons. I will vote for
it because I believe it is the best answer this House can
give to the retaliatory Edmunds Bill of the United States,
because Mr. Bayard says this treaty grants to American
fishermen all they can reasonably ask from Canada. I will
vote for the treaty because i believe, when it is calmly and
dispassionately considered and judgad on its merits by the
people of Canada and of the United States, it will recom-
mend itself to their sober judgment and approval. I believe
that the adoption of the treaty will improve the relations
between the two countries and establish such friendly feel-
ings as ought to exist between us, and that they will be
lasting. I believe that tho adoption of the treaty will
remove every possib.e cause of' misunderstanding betwoen
the people of the United States and the people of Canada,
and that it widl unite in the closest ties of mutual esteem
and respect all the members of the great English-speaking
races. For these reasons I will vote for the treaty,

Mr. EISENH AUER. As the treaty now under considera-
tion will very largely affect the countywhich I have the honor
to represent, I desiro to offer some remarks on the question.
1 think it wilI interfere very seriously with the rights of a
large class of our population, especially the deep sea fish-
ermen, and I am of the opin:on that it will press most un-
justly on our fishing interests Several hon. gentlemen
who favor the treaty have endeavored to lead the House
to believe that it will in no way press injuriously on
that class of our population. I, however, think other-
wise. We have a very large fleet of vessels engaged in
what is called the deep-sea fishing. The fleet from the
town of Lunenburg alone comprises from 80 to 90 sail
averaging 89 or 90 tons each, besides about half as many
more which come from other ports in the county. Most of
these vessels are engaged in the trawl mode of fistiing and
are obliged to use fresh bait, in faut that is the only bait
they can use. During the years of the treaty when American
fishermen were allowed to come on our coasts and purchase
hait, the priceof bait to our fishermen was very much enhan.
ced. Ikuow that i n same segions our fishermen were obliged
to pay as high as 81 to 85 for a barrel of herring. During the
two or three years that have elapsed since the abrogation
of the treaty, they have obtained their bait for about 50 per
cen t. les-, and in some cases at even a greater reduction. The
coit of bait far one of these vessels for a season during the
existence of the treaty would average from $600 to $800,
and in some cases it has cost even higher. During
the last two years, however, the cost of bait for a vessel
has not averaged more than $300 or $400. The price
of bait again will be enhanced to what it was during the
operation of the Washington Treaty, if the Americans are
allowed to come in and purchase bait. It has been stated
by hon. gentlemen opposite that no surrender has been made
by Canada, and that tho concessions made were of a very
trivial character. I should like some of those hon. gentle-
men to come down to my county and endeavor to make
the fishermen bolieve that such is the case. Those hon.
gentlemen, even the Minister of Finance, have sought to
ead the louse to believe that Canada has made no conces-
ions. For what, then, were we contending; for what
eason were the Government so rigidly enforcing the
ishery and cnstoms laws and regalations? Nothing is to

788



COMMONS DEBATES.
be gained by ratifying the treaty at the present
moment. In case the treaty was ratified by us
and not ratified by our neighbors across the border,
we would stand in a very much worse position
than we would occupy if we allow the matter to
drop. I think the Government would be acting in the true
interests of the country, and the fishermen especially, if
they would consider this matter seriously before the treaty
was ratified. The chief reasons given for the arrangement
arrived at are that it was entered into to prevent the United
States carrying out their policy of retaliation. I cannot
help saying that, in my opinion, the Government are some-
what to blame for the irritation that has been aroused
among our neighbors across the border. In my humble
opinion the Government have been too rigid and too
severe. I rnay give an instance or two in which I was
somewhat interested to show how very rigidly the Govern-
ment have enforced ail the regulations. The master of a
vessel in which I was interested happened to fall in with
an American vessel 14 miles distant from any headland.
The American schooner was short of provisions and the
men had scarcely anything left to eat, and the captain of
the Nova Scotia vessel supplied the American with a bar-
rel of flour and other small articles. The vessel, whiob was
the Scylla, was seized and a fine of $400 imposed for what I
consider was only a humane act. The Government were,
however, obliged to retract and refund the amount. In
another case the master of a vessel in which I was interested
borrowed 12 or 15 barrels of salt from a brother in com.
mand of an American vessel the year previous to the abro-
gati in of the treaty, and in 1886 those vossels fell in
with each other and my captain returned the salt. That
vessel was again seized and tined 8100, of whichthe depart-
ment remitted $300. I think that hon. gentlemen will admit
that this was very severo and rigid, but these are only a few
of the examples whieh have corne under my own personal
knowledge. I think there is a good deal of truth in what the
hon. the senior member for Halifax (Mr Jones) stated with
regard to the treaty, for there are many points in it that
will be open to contention and dispute, and instead of the
treaty settling all former disputes I think it will just be the
reverse. The hon. gentleman is also correct in his view
with regard to severai charges from which American ves-
sel, are exempt under this treaty, and which our vesuls aie
obliged to pay. I think that is very unfair and bears
very harshly on our fishermen. In my view it is impossi-
ble to carry on the fishing industry of our country, especially
as regards pickled fish-mackerel and herring-when we are
met w ith a heavy tariff of $2 in the United States. It seems
to me that under this treaty we have given away the key
of the whole situation. lIt is said by some gentle-
men on the other side that this treaty will be
the means of removing ail difficulties between the two
countries and will gradually lead up to wider trade relations.
I hope that that may be the case, bat I very much fear we
have given away the key we had in our hands and which
we could use in order to bring about this very desirable
result. As was pointed ont by the senior member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Jores), the provisions of tha treaty wili enable
American fiýhermen to secure larger quantities of fish for
their market, and it will consequently reduce the price for
our fish. The privilego of transshipment of their fish in our
ports enables those vessels to catch larger quantities of
mackerel than they were formerly able to do, because the
time they lost in going to ports in the United States with
their fares and coming back to the fishing grounds will be
saved to them. I do seriously think, and believe, that this
treaty will work very injuriously to our fishermen. I must
say that I anticipated the resuit of this Washington com- i
mission ail along. I knew very well that the Home Gov-E
ernment was very anxious to have this matter settled, and (
that they would be quite ready to settle it in a manner
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very much contrary to our intereste, so that I am not at ail
surprised at the result. That is very unfair to us; we
were the weakest party of the three and we got the worst
of it. It has been very properly stated here by a number
of gentlemen that the American market was the only market
for our best qualities of mackerel. We bave four qualities
of mackerel that find their way to the United States, besides
a large portion of ail the poorer qualities. During the
year 1886 I think it was, the price for our best qualities of
mackerel in the United States was very low, as low as 83
or $3.50 a barrel. On this fish we were compelled to pay a
duty of 82, as well as commission and other charges, so that
the poor fishermen had not enough remaining to pay for
barrels and sait, while the Amer icans had, at ail events, the
$2 duty. During the treaty many of our vessels could take
their tares of cod direct into the American ports from the
Banks, and they got their return almost immediately. If
this treaty is ratified they will not be able to do that, be-
cause the duty upon a fare of codfish equai to 2,000 quintals
when dried would amount to 81,700 or $81,800 ut a duty of
half a cent a pound on green cod. Wo are, therofore, to a
certain extent prevented from getting rid of the surplus of
our codfish in the American market où acc>unt of tho duty.
This drives a large quantily of tish into the West India
markets-a much larger quantity than those murkets are
able to consume, and consequently it lowers the prico there
as well. I think it would only bo just and fair to those
poor toilers by the sea, if the Government should increase
their bounty to the amount they wili roceive from the
Amorican Government for licenses taken out by their fish.
ing vessels. This treaty if ratified will injure the county
which I have the honor to represont more than any county
in the Dominion that I know of, for the reasons I have
already given, and I thirk it would be only we i that the
Government ehould pause beforo ratifying this treaty,
which will work so injuriously to ail our deep-sea fishermen.
There are a small number of fisbermen who use the hook
and line, and do not use fresh bait, who would not be much
injured, but all others would be injured to a very large
extent. Now, I am quite frea to admit that the privilege
of selling bait will be a benefit to our inshoro fishermen, but
I am quite sure that if our inshore fishermen had the choice
they would prefer to romain as we are at present, provided
by doing so there ais any reasonable hope of gotting rid of the
American duty on our fish. After ail, it is only a compara-
tively small portion of their catch which our inshore fisher-
mon soli to the deep sea fishermen for bait. A very large
portion of their best herring and mackerel are shipped to the
American market. In the later part of the season nearly
ail their catch of mackerel finds its way into the American
market, and they have to pay a duty on it of 82 a barrel.
Now, I do not wish to take up the time of the House, but 1
would repeat again, in the intereste of the fishermen of the
county I reprosent, and in the interests of the fishermen of
the country generally, that I consider that the Government
has made some very valuable concessions. The junior
member for Halifax (Mr. Kenny), who has just taken his
seat, seemed to think that the concessions do not amount to
much. Well, if that hon. gentleman goes down into
his county, I think he will find that the fishermen
there will teli him a different story. I think the con-
cessions are very valuable; in fact, I think the Americans
have got almost all they wanted, while we have got nothing
in return. The hon. member said there were concessions on
both sides, but he failed to point them out, and I have
failed to hear any hon. member point out the least conces-
sion which we have got from the Americans. Therefore, I
would very strorgly urge on the Government to stay their
hands from ratdying this treaty, for the present at all
events, for I believe it wilt prove most injurious to a large
class of our fishermen. I am sure that no arrangement
that oau be made between the two countries wil satisfy
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the fiehermen that does not provide for the free admission
of fish into the American market. I am very sure that
the whole of those engaged in the deep ea fisheries, if they
gave expression to their feeling, would be against the rati-
fication of the treaty. For these resons I do hope the
Governnent will take into eonsideration the advisability of
withholding the ratification, at all events for the present.

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

After Recess.

IN COMIITTEE-THIIRD READING.

Bill (No. 79) to incorporate the Tobique Gypsnm and
Colonisation Railway Compainy.--(Mr. Weldon, Albart.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 91) to amend the Aqt to iricrp 'rate the B>ard
of Management of the Church and Manse Buiiding Fund of
the Presbyterian Church in Canada for Manitoba and the
North-West.-(Mr. Daly.)

FISHERIES TREATY.

House resumed debate on proposed motion of Sir Charles
Tupper for second reading ot (Biil (i5) respecting a cor tain
Treaty betwen fHer Britannic Majesty and the President of
the United States.

Gon. LAURIE. The hon. tho Minister of Finance took
the flouse with him through a long and eloquent retr.opect
of the history of the fishery queltion ; but there was one
point to which the hon. goutleman did not alludo, and I feol
that ho will not object to ry supplying the omission. When
the Washington Tieaty wus abrogated, and it becamen noces.
sary that we should protect bur tisheries, cruisers were sont
ont to do duty along our coasts, und a large expendi ture was
incurred in the piotection of theme fisheries, Af ter two
years of this protection a general election took place, and i
say it with pride, and it must appeal, I am sure, to the na-
tional sentiment of every hon. gentleman in this House,
upon whichever side ho may sit, as showing that we are
not any longer purely a paper nation, that we are not any
longer Canadians by Act of Parliament, that, at a time
when it was most desirable in tho interests of party
to make every point icore against the Govornment, I
did not find, from one end of the Domiion to the
other, especially in the western part ot the Doninion,
where certainly no direct benofits accrue to the popu-
lation by protection Io the fisheries, that any voice
was ever raised against this expenditure for the pro-
tection of our just rights. I feel that this is a thing of
which we may well bo p:oud, because when i go back to
the history of the United States, 1 find that, even after they
had existed as a nation ; as a confederation of States for
twenty years, after the war with Great Britain in 1812,
when the matter was brought before the commissioners
appointed to arrange terms of peace, the feeling grew so
intense on the question ot the tisheries, which were claimed
by New England in their entirety, and which the other
States did not trouble themselves much about, that a breach
nearly occurred, and it was a very serious question whether
the New England &atts would not separate themselves
from the rest of the Gonfederation. i mention this a1
pointing te the fact that I think our national sentiment has
already grown to a point when we may claim that every
portion of the Dommion feels a patriotic interest in
what eencerns any other portion. It is a matter oft
pride, I must say, that when we compare our progrees
with that of the nation te the south of as, wel
fiad that even twenty years after the contederation of theJ
diferent frovinces of nda into one Dominion, we have
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formed a true national spirit and are prepared to co-operate
with euch other in every respect in defending the intereets
of our people in whatever parts of the Dominion these in-
terests msy beaffected. Our natinal spirit leade ns to
cultivate and protect the interests of another portion of the
community rather than see it go by default and suffer, and
in that sense we show that a national spirit has already
taken root amongst s. In connection with the question
before us, i am happy to say that, although, of course, being
detained by my parliamentary duties, I have not been able
to go amongst my constituents and heur their views, I am
in constant communication with them, and I am pleased to
learn from ail parts of the constituency that the people
have not made this a party question, but very generally
approve of the provisions of the treaty. With reference
to the remark of the hon. member for Halifax (Mir. Jones)
that this treaty is composed of concessions made in favor
of the United States, that may ho the case. It is the case
undoubtedly, but I would ask if those concessions made to
the United States are not injurious to tho interests of
our fishermen, why should we object to them. If
we fini that the concessions made by us are in no ways
inimical to our people, it is a triumph of statesmanship to
have overcome by this means the difficulties of the situa-
tion and have arrived at a settlement satisfactory to both
sides, There was some historical error in the statement of
the hon. member for Halifax which I feol bound to correct.
He said that under the Wvshington Treaty the interests of
the Province of Nova Scotia were sacrificed, because the
right hon. the First Minister refused to ofier the United
States plenipotentiaries free lumber and coal. I think that
is undoobtedly an error, which I cannot allow to pass on
the present occasion without correciing it. My impression
is that the right hon. gentleman did not refuse to mako
this offor, but that the offer was declined ut the request of
the British plenipotentiaries, on the ground that the compen-
sation offored to Canada was not sufficient to offset the advan.
tages which the United States had obtained, and whilst the
matter was under consideratioí2, the United States with-
drew the offer. I have called attention to this because
I do not feel it right that this statement should pass
unnoticed. The hon. gentleman regrets very much
that we did not offer to the U.ited States the privilege of
free fish in Canadian waters, in return for reoiprocity
in natural prodneta, and b says that was the lever
whichahould have been usedtoobtain recprocity. Thehon.
gentleman poses as a friend of tho fisherron, but I hardly
think it is consistent with that position which ho assumes,
that ho should be willing to sacrifice their interests for the
purpose of obtaining a coneision which would benefit
other interests. I do not think it is the duty of true
friende of the fishermen to sacrifice their interests for the
sake of others. The hon. gentleman went on to say that
ho regretted that the Americans did not ask for the inshore
fisheries, and he has assumed therefore that they placed no
value no our inehore fisheries. Whatever value the Ameri-
cans may place on them, I do not hesitate to say that our
people place a great value on our inshore fisheries. It is
by means of those fisheries that a large portion of the
population of the Maritime Provinces derive their exist-
ence, and were it not for this source of livehhool, they
would te force to eeek a living elsewhere, as this is the
only resource of the people living on those rocky shores,
Were the Americans permitted to return to our fisheries as
form'erly, in a few years the fisheries would be fished out
and destroyed by their reckless habits offishing, and a large
portion of our population forced to seek a living elsewhere.
The hon. gentlemen referred to Article 1l of the treaty. Weli,
I oould bardly iollow his reasoning with regard to it. He
referred to that question of licenses, to purchase for the
homeward voyage each provisions and sup plies as are sold
to ftdig veu , H asmas from that although the hon.
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the Minister of Justice set him righ t, thit these vessels could the treaty as now made preeludes further negotiation, and
come in and purchase bait and salt and barrels, and in fact finally closes any possibility of the American market
everything they required, so as to make our coasts a base being opened for our fish, which he as well a% I and
of supplies fortheiroperations. Ido not thina that igtherend- every man who h andi les tis! must desire, and everyone who

ing of the treaty and that it is so understood by the plenipo- is euterested in the fishirg comrnunity miust equally desire;
tentiaries. He thon touches on the headiands contention, and but, so far from tha, it seemns to me that wo have placed our-
makes an assertion which I was a little surprised at, because selves in the very best position possible for this further ne.
if he had listened to the discassion across the floor. when the gotiation. The plenipotentiaries on either side were not

treaty was introduced, between the Mini-tor of Fin ii Co pcrmit-ted to make alterations in the tariff; they could only
and the bon. meaiber for Northumberland (&r. Mitchell), submait them but; while they stated that they were not au-
he wou'd have had botter information. He asserts that thorised to negotiate on the basis of a tariff arrangement,
the headlands contention bas been maintained by the Bri- they so made their arrangements that, until the tish are
tish Government for the la't seventy years. I think he placed on the free li[t, the Amorican vessols that fish

might have heard that, on instruntions fron home, the h >n. off our coasts will bo at a disadvantage in this respect,
member for Northumberland (Nir. MiLchell), when ho was that, even if thoy have lieonses, they will have to pay a
Minister of Marire, thought proper to withdraw that! license feo theretor, and, therefo, t hey wiIl ho at a greater

contention, and not to instruut tho Cruisers to keop the expense than our vessois wi:l ho. The hon. gintleman pro.
Ameîieans outside of that linit. The fact is that, in 1S63i duced a book, the report of the B>stonî Fh Burea,

and 1870, as we have had already told uq, the three miles which he appeared to thrk an authrily on the matter of

boundary following the coast was all we were per- fish, ar d ho said if the Minister of Finance had had this
mitted to preterve. Lut row, urder this new treaty, they bok wnich I hold in my hand, ho wou!d not have nego,
have adopted the regulations applicable to the North So tiated this treaty. Why not'? What is there in this

Convention and adopted by ail the nations of Europe, and book to preclude it ? I have also a copy of the book

have protected all bays where tho headlands are ton miles in my hand, and I do not find anything in this book to pre,

or less apart. IL is a distinct gain. The Americans have vent the Minister of Finance tegotiating this treaty. I
now acknowledged this, whereas they formerly claimed find that the hon. gentleman stated somo facts from thia

that tbey could cone within three marine miles of the book, and also I regret to say that, no doubt

shore at any point. le also objected to vessels boing permit-. entirely unintentionally on his part, ho made soma
ted to enter our harbors to purchase bait under the article of misre preenta tions of fac's. 1I0 quoted from a

the treaty by which, under license, vessels can enter for table and said that the total importation of mack.

certain purposes, and ho went on to show that this would erel into the United States in 1887 was 99,995 bar.

lead to smuggling unless a large addition was made to the rels, and ho mentioned how much the catch of maekerel ia

customs staff. I am afraid that, as long as foreign vessos the United States had been reduced since they were ahat
are allowed to enter our harbors, as long as duties are out of our inshore fisheries ; bat, when I examined this re.
levied, there will be a necessity for that, and, whelber those tu n a little more attentively, I found that that amount is
vessels enter our harbors to purchase bait or anything e4e, the total recoipte in the Boston fsh market of domestie and
for barter or for gold, as long as people require certain foreign catch. Then he went on to say that, as our cabti
goods, those goods will bu landed on shore unless stops are was simail compared with theirs, the price of maekerel was
ukcn to prevent it. He alo says those vemsels will fish regulated by the home catch there, and our importation had

within the three-mile limit, unless cruisers are there to to pay the duty. Withont gorag into that question me»,
guard against that. How is this to ho prevented ? We fully at the present moment, I find that the domestic re-
have a long coast, aid whether vesseis come in for bait, or ceipts in the Boston murket are 25,664 barrels, and th*
drift in, as they claimed last year, they wilL come in. As foreign receipts 51,643 barrels; so that the toreign reeeipta
has been stated by the hon. gentleman, if the fieh are there in Boston are twice as much as the domeatie receipts, in
they will corne after them, and I do not think the faet that mackerel. If his argument is goo4 for anything-and I am
they can come in to buy bait is of any consequence in that prepared to eadorse it on that peint that, where thore is a
connection. Thon the hon. gentleman saye that we ought sufflciency of the article in the market the importer will
to wait until the Sonate of the United States have deait pay the duty if ho chooses to send in any more, bat that
with this question. I do not agree with him in that. I de where there is not a sufficiency the consumer will pay the
not think it is desirable that we should place ourselves in duty, and the home producer will gain the benefiL-,hera
the osition of a subordinate Logislature to the Sonate of we see that the imported article is double the quantitt
the VIaited States, I think, as far as this matter is conoerned, of the home production; but that is only in the Biston
we are a sovereign Legislature within oureelves in 'egard fiah market. There really was a larger eatch than

to approving or disapproving of this treaty, and it is for as that in New England, amounting to 88,000 barreis, which
to deal with matters of interest to our own people without was the smallest catch for forty yeare. I think that is a
reference to the Sonate of the United States. le says we proof that our protection of our fisheries, as I maintai an&

will feel cheap if the treaty is rejected there. I do not as our fisher men mairitain, and ear keeping the Americans
hold with him on that point, and I will give my grounds. outside the three-milo limit allows the mackerel to find a

We have been charged with carrying on oar protective home there, where they are lesas disturbed, and larger quan.
service in a barbarous manner, it has been charged that tities wilb talt into the hands of our fishormen, who fish in

we bave followed practices thut would not be followed by a botter and more mut hodical manner than the Americjas,

any other civilised nation, and, if that is the case, if this and the Americans will take a smaller quantity year after

matter should come to arbitration at any time, and that year. The fi-h have a sort of intelligence, and they will
assump-ion prevailed, it is quite clear that we would have corne wi.hin h thre-mie limit where tàey are loss dis-

to surrender these points. S, it ii better for us to sho f tu bid. Tho bo. getiionani who preceded me, the bon.

that we are prepared 1o accept this raional and mo!ora imeom fr Luinburg (1r. Eiienhauer), is a goritlemaa

interpretation of the Treaty of 1818, aid in so doing we for whose opinioni on the tikhory question I have the
shIll have the synpathy of ail nations outsido. Soij hiigie be rjeput.. N -nun im this Iouse is a better authority,

the muatter be referred to aibitration later, the arbitrator on ish than he is, and ho deserves the highest credit for the

certamnly would not be prtjudiced against us as a nition i pulse he is tgiven to the courity ho represents, and for

pursuing barbarous an-d irrativnal pract.ccs. I auo f'aii to uîi iibein1t way in which le hai bu;lt up the trade thora.

aee the point which ho tried to mag:e in asserting that AI! honor to him for it, bat when ho spoke on this point, ha
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naturally spoke from the point of view of the particular
branch of the fishery trade in which he is interested.
He has a special interest. The inhabitants of the county of
Lunenburg are much more engaged in that business, as he
said himself. He poke most fairly on the subject. Ho
told us that his constituents were deeply interested in the
deep-sea fisheries, but he went on and told us. and I give
nim credit for that too, how they were interested. He said
that when the Americans, under the Washington Treaty,
were given entrance to our harbors to buy bait, the price
of bait rose $i per barrel for herring; that since the abro-
gation of that treaty the deop sea fishermen had been en.
abled to buy their bait for 50 per cent. less. lie showed us
that during the treaty, thè fitting out of a vessel going to
the Gi and Banks for bait, would amount to from $600 to
V',000; whereas since the abrogation of the treaty, they
could purchase the same quantity of bait at from 830 to
$400. Well, Sir, who gets that money ? Where is it spent?
Why, they buy their bait from the inshore fishermen, and
these get the money. You will observe by this that the
protection of the insbore fishermen has conduced to their
advantage. The permission is renewed, and the price of
bait will again rise. Bit if it raises the price of bait,
that bait will be bought from the toilers along our
coast, and they will get the money for it; in
that sense the treaty would not be an injury to
the inshore fishermen. Now he also made the point that
it is most desirable that the duty should be taken off all
sorts of fish, including codfish, because the United States
people were our bost market for our best class of codfish ;
and if they took them off our bands, they would enable us
to obtain a higher price in the market that takes the largest
quantity of our fish, but a second class article, that is the
West Indies. Now, Sir, I do not hesitate to say that it is
most desirable that the duty should ho taken off. He
tonched upon another matter in regard to the application
of the license fee, assuming that the Americans are going
to pay it, and from what I hear from my county they are
already making arrangements to do so. The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax says that we got nothing and that the
Americans Government got everything under the treaty. It
we get nothing, and they get everything, I think the faire-t
way to ascertain is to ask, in the first place : What are the
interests of our fishermer.? We are dealing with a very di-
vided interest. I do io t say that the interest of the varions
classes of fishermen along our shores are antagonistie, but I
do say they are diversified and different one from the other.
They are all important. There is a large amount of capital
invested in each of these industries. We will take, first,
the shore fishermen. Now, how are our shore fishermen to
suffer under this arrangement? Sir, when I had the mis-
fortune, or the good fortune-I am not prepared to say
which it was,-of running two elections during the last
year, in a fishing county, as nmy opponent was opposed to
the Government, I heard everything that could ho said
against the Government, and every point possible was made
in order to throw discredit upon the Government. One of
the points that was made in December last was that the
Minieter of Finance had gone to Washington and that he
would palm off, ho would surrender, the shore fisheries to
the fishermen of the United States, and that no price we
could obtain would be sufficient to compensate our shore
fishermen for the surrender of those fisheries. The Finance
Minister bas come back, but ho las not partcd with our
shore fisheries; and although the hon. member for Halifax
says ho is sorry that the Amoricans did not ask for them,
1, Sir, am very glad they did not ask for them, and I am very
glad they did not get them, because I conisider they are of
the greatest value to us. When I talked to our shore fisher-
men, and in all my communications and conversation with
them, "whatever you do," they said, "keep the Americans
outside the three-mile limit." Well, Sir, they are tg be kept

Gon. LAva.

out, and not only that, but a very lucrative market is to be
opened to our fishermen, if the treaty is ratified; and if, by.
and-bye, the duty is taken off fish, or the modus vivendi la
established a very lucrative market will be opened to them
and they will be benefited by a vast increase in the price of
b it that they will be able to sell, not only to our own fisher-
men but also to the Americans. Now, Sir, we have a
second class, the deep sea fishermen, those in whom the
hon. member for Lunenburg is particularly interested, and
in whom I am largely interested and whom I largely
represent. Their principal desire is that theduty be taken
off fish going into the Srates. But, Sir, how can we com-
pel the Congress of the United States to tako that duty off ?
You recollect, -ir, the old story of a traveller with a cloak
on; and the sun and the wind were contes ting which should
get bis cloak off first. In this case the wind will not get
that cloak off first; the sun may. We may succeed by
offering them certain inducements, we may get that cloak
off, we may get the duty taken off. In the first place let
us show them, as we are doing, as we have done under this
treaty, that we are animated by no hotile spirit, that we are
prepared to meet them in a fair and reasonable
way. When they come to pay their license fee year after
year, they will see that, on the whole, it will be
advantageous for them not to pay the license fee,
that it will be as well for them to let us enter into competition
with them in their market, as to conti nue the present system
of competition. That being the view, I think we bave
adopted the very best plan, under the circumstances, of
getting the duty taken off. Now, there is a third and a very
important class, and that is the shore traders who
supply the fishermen. To them it will be a very great
boon that the American fishermen may come into our
harbors, may come upon our coasts and purchase such
supplies as they need under the treaty, or under the
modus vivendi. It will tend to increase the consumption of
the products of our soil, and other products, oven our
manufactured products and aiso stimulate trade among
ourselves. One large and important industry there, is
the collection of ice in winter. Now, ice is suppliei row
only to our own fishermen, but under this arrangement, it
will h supplied, on a very much larger scale, to American
fisbe men as well. Frost is cheap in our country, and so is
water, and we cas make ice on a large scale, and sell an
article that does not cost anything except in the labor of
gathering it. Thon we have a fourth class, that is the class
who man the Gloucester fishing vessels. It is a common
delusion among the people of the United States, which they
manifested when they got up this cry about our shamefut
treatmont of their fishermen. They said : This is an in-
dustry of extreme importance to us, it must be protected,
because it is the only nursery for our navy in time of war.
Why, Sir, men from the Provinces man the United States
fishing vessols, and therefore they have to be considered
too. That is a very important element in the consideration
of this question. One of the great grievances of these men
is that they cannot visit their home during the sommer.
Now, if this treaty is carried into effect, or if the modus
vivendi is adopted, and they obtain a license, they will prac.
tically be able to visit their homes. They often rus into
port from the Roseway Banks and the Western Bank, to
shelter on our coast, and in doing so one of their great
grievances will be removed. I moition this because, even
in the matter of duty half willtcome to our men, because, as
a rule, the crews of vessels receive one-half the out-turn.
Now, it is the impression that they are protecting Ameri-
can fishermen, that the duty is practically a bounty which
goes to American fishermen as opposed to provincial fisher-
men; but, as a matter of fact, these fishermen, not wild
harum-scarum young men, but for the most part fathers of
families who have made a practice of going aw ay to the
United States, who own they do not do any better when

792



COMMONS DEBATES.
they go, but who go because they have been in the habit of
going and do not like to change the system, obtain one-half
of the present duty so long as the duty is imposed. So the
duty, instead of going into American pocket-, largely goes
into the pockets of our owa fishermen and is brought home
by them at the end of the season.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, oh!

the opportunity was not offered until lately, and that at
the earliest possible moment our Gorernment and the
British Government availed themselves of the opportunity,
with the result that we now know. I think it is all very
well to say that the treaty is only a concession to secure
the peace of the Empire. I think the Empire has a certain
claim upon us and is in terested in our keeping on good terms
with our neighbnrs. The country from which we spring, the

Gen. LAURIE. Perbaps, if the hon. gentleman will country tbat furnishes an army and navy te wrkwitt
visit the Maritime Provinces he will find ont that what I t ours and that enforces oar treatics and supports the. iî
am saying is an actual fact; I am not speaking what I have worthyofsomeconsideratienandîhisreasonableand nodorn
read, but I am speaking what I know. There are, however, intorpretation of the Treaty of 1818 bas placad us in a posi
disadvantoges in connection with shipping in United States tien tbat, ovon if the United Statos Sonate should refuse tc
vesse s. They are more reckless in sailing ihmi our ratify thii troaty, we have the distinct plodyo and guaran.
vessels, and while they do make larger returns, they teed support of the mother countrv te enfoico Our conter-
also make larger losses. I now reter to the book, tiens and enferco oui riglits. Thore is one further point
which the Finance Minister was told he should have on whieh I thou1d like te touch- it ii that dwolt on by the
referred to more frequently, and I find that the losses of hon, member for Lunenburg (Mr. Eisenhauor) and it is a
Gloucester vessels during the season of 18S7 amounted mattor worthy of cousideratien. The modus vivendi la te be
te 22 vossels and 145 lives, of which I am sorry to say a iutroduoed undor a system by which a licenso is te ho paid
very largo proportion, far more than the maj >rity, were by the Unted States vessols for certain priviloges, which
those of fi hermen from the Lower Provinces. I think, as I are to bo grantod to then froo wher our fli can go in free
mcntioned already, that the connty whicb I have the onor t r the United States. Until the anited Statos abolish
Ie roproeo, wbere political feeling as a ruie runs high, bas ibis import tax, practieally a beunty is given te them
Dot undortaken, 1 arn happy to say, to regard the fihery Ï-w tho shape of tho daty when they carry thoir ares
queston frin a party point of viow. The people regard it baek to port, and which raises the price te the con
fror the commercial urnd practical point as te whethar it sumor. They benefit and our vsel sufer te that
will bo a benefit to thon or whether it will be an iDjury, and extent-they are in a worse position by the arount
the consensus of Opinion, aven by those who are on othor ofthe buntt a e.nf e contention f the bon. membor for
points po!itîcally opposed te the G-overnment, is that on the Lurmenbur (fr. Lenhur) is a most r )asonable one,
whole the new treaty will be a very great benefit. Ttieir mand t hope the mattor may recive the consideration of the
idea was, and their idea stili is, as it must be the G-evernmont. It is net a matter in connection with the
ides of every sensible man, that if in discussing tho treaty but a matter of municipal regulation, and the sug-
Treaty of 1818 with the United States we were te gestion is that the amount ot the licenses paid by the
hold to our extremo position in regard te its inter- lUnit d States vessels shah g- for the b efit cf our i fisher-
pretatien and caim everything that wc coulI clai e mon, se a n te c tmpontate thom in sorn degca for the duty
under the treaty, ne progress would Ih made. The that ts charged on their fih going i b the United States,
United States did net contend that our position was a fals so as to place them ou an equal footing with those wbo fsh
ono further than that our intorprtation was net i bar- on the same bank ahu carry, te a large extont, thoir fish to
meony and consonance with the mode viw, and, therefore, the same markets, but who have the advantage of that
they were not prpared te abide by it. This is rot the only bountyiuthey enfivor Under ail these ci'cumstances If e l, a l
instance of a nation rf'asing te abid by a troaty. Won era thins bonsidr, thnt whilc on 1îavo mado concoions te
go back to a time witiu the recovernctin of most cf us whon th United Stats, which I think wil most their reasonable
this occurred. After the Crimean war th Treaty of Paris requirements, do net think our fishermen have sutfred
was signed by France, Eugland and Sardmnia and by tussia, te ny seriots extent, and therefore, I feel it te ho My
and under it Russia bound hersef te certain conditions in duty as rprosenting a fishing corstituency te support sud
the Black So ; but when France was prostrated at the vet for this treaty.
fet of Germany u 1870, Russia thon thouglt it would
he a rtod time to repudiato the troaty. Sie bas doue Mta. MITCh ELL. Mr. Speaker, I fol that on rising te
so. I say, thereforo, it al very wol for us te aodross the house on this occasion I arn tpeakiug on
assoert that the traty laid down suuh and suc condi. prhaps eue of tha most important subjets that bas ever
tionsy and, therofore, te the nd o tirne, we are bound occupied the attention of this colonial logibiature since the
by thorm. Natios-lt may ho s matter of ba.d faith- Dominion was forrnod. It la net tee mueli te Say that par-
need not pdo s; the precedent of violatisg troatis has haps ne question bas voer cere befse us which bas eaused
been sot, ofd boing set it bas been practically cepiod by s muchi agitation, so ach publie attention on theo part
our noigbors. ie, threforeo, was net wiso for us te stand ef 1cer Majsty's Mincstrs at ome and se ruch trouble
up and domand fr the rquirments o the treaty, lik sud interest te doer Majostys Ministers n the colonies
Sylock, but rath r to obtain the bet intorprntation we as this fishery question. And, Sir, t a s more than
bould agd satify tho reasonabloe views f the Americans, se pleasod te find that the gntleman wh bave spken upon
long as tay wereo net seriosly te oui ijury. 1 coucive that question on boh oides ocf the use have spokn on it
that whale the treaty dees net fully satisdy cither party as I believo ree from ny inflaences se party plitis evd
nither bas strong reason te complain. Lt was charged Itin a manner te show that we are prppared te appronoh the
again t the Govprrment time nd again that they should cosidoeration of it and te continue the discussion of it cu the
bave arrived at seme reasonable understanding l regard te seo spirit. Sir, I Iisteuo i with grcat attention te the
this matter sonie years ago. If it was wrong for them, net te very able and eloquent rpeech of the hon. the
arrive at s reasouablo understanding thon, surely it la rig oft Finance Ministor, erd whil I have always admird that
te have arrivd at a reasonabl one ntw, ou the principle at gentlerean's auility, nd acutenes, and digniy and loie-
al events that it is botter fate than nover, but at the same tim e qaence, perhyps on ne occaion haS hiever prelsented a cae
the Minister ef Finance bas shown geed rossonis why ihis te the Hon-e lun whic'h a bad capse was se Weil put as that
was net dsae, sfd I beaobve the majrity of the pepl , put by the hon, gentleman on Tuwsdav last. Sir, 1 pistoned
judging from the expresions usod throughout the country, te hi with great attention wobn oth aikdd this ouse te
are prepared te endorse the view that ho exprrssed, that m blieve that the Goverament of whih ho wa a momber
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and the commission of which he was one of the representa- last forty years will sustain; ad, Sir, when I come to that
tives of England, in securing this treaty had performed a part of my speech, or rather my exphanation; because 1
feat which would command the admiration of Canada, and will not call it a speech, [ will ask the forbearance of this
enure to the benefit of her people. Sir, on these points I Rouse if I have to delay for some time, perbaps it may b
differ with him, but though I may differ with him too long, in reading authorities with regard to the btatement
in relation to the praise that ho takes for the I am making that the record of the lat forty years has been
Commission and the laudation which ho gave to gen- a British desertion of the interests of her brightest and
tlemen connected with it on the British side, and to the greatest colony. My hon. friend devoted a great part of
conclusions at which ho arrived in reference to the benefits his time to laudation of the gentlemen with whom ho wae
it would be to this country I muet say that, looking at it, associated. With that I will not pretend to find much fault,
and looking at it in the consequences waich the perpetua. but I will say this with relation to Mr. Chamberlain; whom
lion of peace with ourgreat neighbors on the south will bring the hon. gentleman said: No man in England could have
about, although I look at the treaty as completely giving been selected more fit to represent England and to secure
away the interests of Canada in almost every par icular, I the intorests of Canada at Washington than the lion. Joseph
muet tell this House that "give away " as it is and what- Chamberlain. That Mr. Chamberlain is an able and a
ever the consequences of it may be, we have got to confirm clever man no one will deny. That ho eccupies a promi-
and tooarry out the treaty. We have got to do that, Sir, not nent position in the political life of England is true, that'he
because it is a just or a fair treaty to Canada, which it is not may have rendered services to the country of his birth and
and beforeo I sit down.1 think I will b able if not to satisfy of his occupation is also true, but, Sir, when he was selected
gentlemen on that side of the House I will ho able at all to come out and to represent Canadian interests-or rather
events to induce the hon. the Minister of Finance to say that nominally English interests but practically Canadian in-
ho coertainly bas colored the advantages which ho alleged terests-at Washington, 1 differ with my hon. friend when
Canada would receive rather too highly. I speak now not haesays that the solection was a good. one, and that no
for the purpose of opposing the treaty, but I speak for the more fitting man could have been selected te occupy that
purpose of putting the case ofCanada fairly before thie House position. Sir, surely Mr. Chamberlain showed before he lef t
and before the country. I do it not for the purpose of England. thatho wanted and lacked that discretion which a
obstruction, or bringing into disrepute the efforts of the statqemsn should posses. At a public meeting, shortly
hon. gentleman whose work during that long and before he left .England,, ho boasted of the position ho was
tedious negotiation of three months in Washington, going to occupy and said that ho was going Out and that he
I have do doubt they were in the best interests as would conclude a treaty, and heparticularly-referred to the
ho conceived of the country which ho served. Canadian claims whieb had been made and which could not
I $peak, Sir, for the purpose of placing that gentleman and and ought not be sustained. Sir,. what would you think of
the Government ho reprosents on this side of the water, a juryman going on a jury to try a man for his lif, who
and the Government on the other side of the water that ac- told us before ho went on that jury that ho knew the man-
credited him to Washington in the position which 1 think was gilty. Suppose you appointed a person as arbitrator
they ought to b. in, and to show that the credit they what would yon think of a man stating before ho went on
assume to adopt,, for having accomplished the conclusion there that ho was going to give a:verdict against yon. That
of a difficult question is not of that creditable character l isthe position of Mr. ,Chamberlain. But there is another
them which thehon. gentleman assumes it is. Sir, tlsee. objection to Mr. Chamberlain and I think it is a subject of
gentlemen believe that in accomplishing peace at any prige, regret, because of it, that he was appoiated. We know, Sir,
they have aacomplished a benefit for the country. Well, that there is a very powerful section of the British Empire
Sir, they have. Peace at any price is an ad vantage to who have a great cause of grievance againt the Government
Canada in her position in relation to our great neighbors to of that country. We know in Ireland where the people have
the south. Peace at any price is an advantage to Canada in been strivingand struggling, whether rightly or wrongly-I
the situation in which we are placed and in consideration believe rightUy myself whatever difference of opinion there
of the way we have been deserted by Her Majesty's Minis. may b. about that-I say whether rightly or wrongly they
tere in England and by that British Government which the have been struggling.for privileges which have been denied'
hon. gentleman bas stated to us when h.espoke the other them, and Mr. Chamberlain has been one of those mon who
day .when he said: That when we appear at a con- have taken a strong part against those national aspirations
mission or a convention or a public assembly of any of the Irish people. Sir, when we. look at thle United
kind our weight and our influence is measured States and find, the composite character of its population,
by the power that is behind us, and I sitting when we find the large number of seven or eight millions,
at that commission in Washington as the represet- if not more, of Irishmen. and theirdescendants who are in
ative pf the greatest Empire in the world, felt that my that country and wherever Irishmen are you flird them
statements and words carried with them a weight which I occupying prominent positions in the exeoutive of the coun-
could not have asanned nor could have carried had I been try, in the legislative halls and in the administration of
simply a repreaentative of Canada. Perhaps in somecases the public affaira. Will anyone teil me if we desire to get
the hon. gen tleman might be right. It ie au advantage that treaty passed -if it is a desirable treaty to pas-that
whoi we appear in a representative character to have the fact. that Ur. Joseph Chamberlain was appointed to
power and influence behind us, to have a moral and come ut to endeavor to secure the treaty was malculated
mate! ial weight that cen carry out our wishes or that can to reeommend him to that important and influential
enforce our wisbes with power if it is necessary, or with clas of people - in America who have something to say.
that moral weight which it is alwaye desirable to have, about the passage of this treaty before the Senate?
But, Sir, when that moral power and that moral weight Je Sir, my impression is that Mr. Chamberlain made a mistake
simply a name, as it bas been for forty years past, then, in his utteranees,. and my impression is that the Briti-h
Sir, I think it is of little use toma man sent to represent the Government made a mistake on the part of Canada in
interets of a country like Canada, and is it not a fact to be selecting Mr. Chamberlain for the position. Perhaps I
proud of. That is the position which I assume, and before, might have said nothing about that were it not that my
I sit down I think I will satisfy my hon. friend, and the hon. friend, with a generona desire to speakfriendly oflthe
gentlemen who sit beside him, as weil as gentlemen on-this men with whom he has beei associated, foit it neoessary te
side of tho House, that I am right, ln making that state- give Mr. Chamberlain an amouat of landation:and- credit to
ment I am mai#ing a statement which .th records of the which I have grave doubts about his being enti Lied. That

Mr. MITcHELL.
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is my justification for referring to him; and had the hon.
gentleman no! brought before thisiHouse Mr. Chamberlain'%
public services, hies great ability, and his fitness for the
position, and praised the Government who selected him, I
ahould not have telt it necessary to refer to him in the way
1 have done. With regard to Sir Sackville West, I believe
hïim to be a very respectable man. He also came in for a
copsiderable degree of praise and laudation f rom the hon.
gentliman. Weknow that in his association witb other
men, t,he great talents and abilities of our friend the bon
Miniter of Finance command attention and respect. We
know that Sir Sackville West is and bas been all his life
an employé in the diplomatic service of the British Govern-
ment, and we know that his object is to serve the British
Government. Serve Canada ! What cares Sir Sackville
West for Canada ? What cares, Mr. Joseph Chamberlain
for Canada? What they desire to secure is the commenda.
tien of England and the English Government. That is the
thing they have aimed at, and that is the thing they have
obtained by this treaty, and it is the only thing. Sir,
my hon. riond, in his speech of Tuesday last, gave an
historical account of the fishery question for the past
one bundred years. He pointed out what the arrange-
ments were under the Treaty of 1783; then he came to
the Treaty of Gbent ; then he came to the convention of

118 ;, and he wentou to tell us that the [British Government
bad for the laat forty years abandoned the view they had
.entertained as to the construction of the convention 0f
l88. for the previous forty years. The hon. gentleman

notieed me shaking my head.when he made that statement
because I knew it was not true. I do not mean to impute

ìlbful misstatements to the hon. gentleman. I would be
sorry to do that, and if anything I say would seem to have
tb t bearing, I know he will believe that I would not desire
in the least to doubt his word, or suppose that he would
2nke a atatement to thi 8louse which ho knew to be in-
correct. But, Sir, I have been identified with this fishery
question. 8even yesrs of my life I spent in working it up.
Wlen'I took it in hand the British Government was about
to desert us; and for seven years my efforts were directed
to trying to keep those men on the other side of the water,
in the British Foreign Office and in the Colonial Offie,up to
their work, and preventing them fromesarifi ing nd desert-
ing Canada. 'Sir, I am making bold statements, but I will
prove them before I sit down. The hon, gentleman next
referred to the Treaty of 1854, efected by Lord Elgin, ánd
he pointed out the great advantages which we had derived
from that treaty, and I entirely agree with bim. T believe
that that treaty was the firdt entering wedge of ree com-
mercial intercourse between Canada and the United>$tates.
During the twelve years that that treaty lasted, to 1866,more
r»al commercial progress and prosperty were developed in
Claada, more farming industries were created, more me.
ehanical employments were given to our people, than they
had at any period up to that time. Sir, it was a matter
of regret, not alone to the people of one section of this
country-for we were then a number of isolated Provincen
-Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island
sud British Columbia, with separate Governments, Quebee
and Ontario as old Canada united-but every Province
sharing in the benefits of that treaty, regretted its abroga-
tion at the irnstance of the American Government. Sir, the
hon. gentleman stated rightly that efforts were made by
the several Goverrments to bring about a renewal of that
treaty. Their efforts failed, I am sorry to say. Neither
onu party,no-- the other of the .political parties in this
country was to blame for that failure. It arose from the
fact, as the hon. gentleman rightly stated, that an un-

,prjudice existed, whether rightly or wrongly,
l&d datbelief ht wehad favqred the southernuþortion

oho ziegitd States in the interneome stragge which had
been carried on -lthiat ountry for six or seven yearM.

Whether we did or did not may be a matter of opinion, but
my hon. friend's statement was correct, I have no doubt,
that a very large portion of the people of this country sym-
pathised with the North, because for one man who was
found in the southern army, six or seven or eight were to
be lound in the Northern. At any rate, the treaty was
repealed, and the United States Government refused to
renew it; and when Mr. George Brown and Mr. Justice
Henry, who I am sorry is so low to-night -

Mr. FERGUSON (Leeds). Butter.
Mr. MITCHELL. I am glad to hear it, for the country

can il[ spare a man like him, who bas taken snch a prom-
nent part in this country, both in his political and judicial ca-
pacity. When he was sent from Nova Scotia and Sir Albert
iSmith from New Brunswick and the gentlemen from
Canada went to Washington and failed te obtain a renewal
of the Treaty in 1866, it was a matter of great regret in ail
the Provinces. Those who remember the history of
Canada will remember the position the eountry was in at
that time. Old Canada was so torn with political dissen-
sions that there was scarcely a Government that could last
a week with any degree of certainty. We found one of the
old Provinces struggling against another, and it was then
that the idea struck the right hon, gentleman at the head
of the Government and a number of hon. gentlemen con-
nected with him, to form a confederation of British America.
Sir, we did form it, and t am proud to say that I took some
part in its formation. As the Premier of my own Pi ovince,
after one defeat I was successful in bringing the Province
into lino and nducing it to enter the Confederation. When
1 came here and took the position of Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, what did I find ? I found that those gentle.
men, inl l66, the year before we came hure, had protosted
against the efforts of the British Government to induce us
to allow the Americans to come in and occupy our fisheries
for a year. I will say for the Government of that day that
they wrote a most pungent dispatch, in which, although
requested by the British Government, they refused to allow
the Amrericans to come in and occupy our fisheries ai they
had done under the treaty. They oommunicated with the
Governments of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island, and 'those Governments, out of defer-
ence to the wishes expresscd by the British Ministers,
consented, as did the Government of Canada, to an arrange.
ment for allowing the Americans to come in on
paying a tax of half a dollar a ton, but for only ohe yèar.
That arrangement was agreed to in response to a despatch
of Sir Elward Cardwell, then Colonial Miinister. That des.
patch can bu foundi in a roturn brought down in response to
a motion made by Mr. Blake in 181Z2. Sir Edward Cardwell
urged the Government of the Provinces to permit the
Americans to occupy the fisheries on the same terme as
they did before the repeal of the treaty, stating that if
they would consent to that, before the year was out
some new arrangement would be made. We did it, the
severat Provinces did it, and before the term came
around again in 1867, we had formed Confederation, and
the duty was imposed upon me of creating the Departmient
of Marine audFisheries. I did croate that departmint, and
I think that I can appeai with satisfaction to the Hfouse
and to the people generally to say whether, during my
record of seven and a-hall years, I did not perforn my
dnty faithfully and effectively. When, Sir, in 1867, we
were appealed to again to renew the arrangement, I was
called upon to enquire into and make a report on the matter,
and I did make a report which l contained in the publie
records of this Parliament In that report, while I disap-
proved ef the policy, at the urgent request of Ier Majesty's
Government, I recommended an increse of duty and con-
sentod te a contimluanceof the arrangement, but only for
one year more. That year passed away. The nuib.reof
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vesselswhich took out licenses the flrst year was considerably
larger than the second, and when we were applied, the third
year, to allow the Americans to fish on the same terms, we
resented the application. We increased the duty, but con-
sented only to put it on for one year more. Before that year
was finished, I found that the British Government had again
weakened, and when I studied up the history of the question
for the previous sixty or seventy years, I found that while
the British Government had strictly enforced the headland
question and the exclusion of Americans from the bays, and
protected our inshore fisheries, about which there was never
a dispute, for nearly forty years after the Treaty of 1818
was made, yet, wben in 1h54 the Elgin Treaty was made,
our exclusive rights over these fisheries were susponded
during its existence, for twelve years, and the Americans
were permitted to go in and participate in the fisheries under
that treaty while it lasted. But when that treaty expired,
in 18S6, ,England resumed the protection of the fisheries of
Canada, and stated the existence of our claims as boing re-
vived, as they existed in 1854, and lad Canada to believe
that she would enforce the Treaty of 1818, as she had donc
up to the period of the Elgin Treaty, when our exclusive
rights wore suspended. In place, however, of defending the
position of Canada, as she had donc for the previous forty
years, wo found that she weekened, and a largo amount of
correspondence had to be carried on to stiffen the British
Ministers, but while occasionally they would stiffen, they
would weaken again. Whon the hon. the Minister Of FiL-
ance taunted me with the fact that we had not carried out
our first instructions as issued by myself as Ministe-r, ho
knew the reason, and I am surprised ho did not do me the
justice of explaining that it was under instructions fromu the
British Government that I had issued my orders to carry
ont the instructions of Sir Edward Cardwell, thon Colonial
Secretary. Under this pressure, we had to recall our
first instructions and to limit the exculsion to bays
six miles in width instead of ten miles. From that time,
my efforts commenced ; and lot anyone refer to the
volumes of sessional papers in the library and read over
the efforts that were made during those seven years to
protect the interests of Canada, and he will see, at all
events, that the Government of that day did their duty by
Canada, and insisted upon the British Government not
abandoning our rights. I will not pass this stage without
paying a tribute to the right hon. the leader of the
Government-for whatever may have been my feelings
about him of later years-in those days, at least,
ho stood out for the interests of the country that lie gov-
erned; and in every instance, without one single deviation.
ho took my part in my efforts to bring the Colonial and
Foreign Ministers of England, who were both weakening in
the interests of Canada, to their senses, and we did bring
them to their senses pretty well. What came next ? In
1870, a crisis arose in relation to the fishery question. It
was evident to every one in the Cabinet of Canada,
and Out Of it, who understood the facts, that the British
Government were weakening in sustaining our. claims.
First, in 1866, they asked as to allow the Americans to
come in for one year; tIen they asked us to allow them
to corne in for another year; and then, in 1868, for another
year ; and in 1869, at last, a little rebellion of a mental
character arose in the minds of some of us at least. It
became my duty to deal with that question, and I did deal
with it. But before discussing this point, I may aek the
permission of this House to read in reply to the statement
of the hon. gentleman my report, because his remarks
imply nothing less than that I went back on my report and
the position 1 assumed when I issued the orders and circu.
lar to the marine police which I had organised. In that
report, I will prove that the statement of the hon. gentle-
man that the Bridish Government had stood by Canada was
Dot correct.

ir. rMITOMLL.

Sir CHARLES rUPPER. My hon. friend bas entirely
misapprehended my whole argument, and my reference to
himself. He las not only misapprehended my argument,
but ho has completely inverted the argument, and I will
ask any gentleman who bas looked at the verbatim report
of my speech, if my argument is not this: that while fier
Majesty's Government had technically always sustained the
extreme headlands extension, and the exclusion of the
American fishermen from our bays, they had refused to
sustain my hon. friend in his efforts to shut the American
fishermen ont of bays that are not less than ton miles in
width. My argument was the reverse of what my hon.
friend says it was. I showed that he had made that effort.
I read his instructions to the House in which ho had upheld
the ton-mile limit and gave his instructions to that cffect to
the cruimers, and I read Lord Granville's despatch not to
to carry out those instructions, but to limit the exclusion
to the three-mile limit. I showed that my hon, friend had
been obliged, under the pressure of Her Majesty's Govern-
ment, who would not support the larger contention, to issue
further instructions in accordance with the expresed request
of Lord Durham.

Mr. MITCHELL. I will read exactly what the hon.
gentleman did say :

" I will now, Sir, proceed to deal with the subject of the treaty itself,
and I take up first the most important question, that of delimitation I
need not tell you that that is a question whieh for seventy years has
been an open sore. It is a question, which from the day the Treaty of
1, 8 was signed down to the present hour, as my hon. friend from
Northumberiand (Ur. Mitchell) knows, bas been a most fertile cause of
discussion between the United States and Great Britain and Canada.
The Americans have maintained from the very outset that what we
termed our exclusive right to shut them out of aIl bays was not well
founded in the treaty.''

That is not correct,-
"They have maintained for seventy years that they had an indefea-

sible right under that treaty to approach within three miles of the shore
of any bay or indentation. My hon. friend shakes his bead; but I hold
in my hand anthorities, and I could give them to him by the score, in
which they have again and again maintained that position, and
demanded that right.

" Mr. MITCHELL. Did not Great Britain for forty years enforce her
construction of that Treaty of 1818 ?

" Sir CHAIRLES TUPPER. I can only say that nobody knows better
than my hon. friend that Great Britain induced him to recall his regu-
lations and instructions."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

M. MITCHELL-
" After he had issued them, and restricted hie juriediction to within

three miles of the shore.
"Mr. M['TCHIELL. Au] why? Becuse Great Britain could con-

trol the Government of this cointry, and I had, to do it; that is why.
" Sir CHA RL LESd TUPPE R. Never mind. My hon. friend's enquiry was

as to the position of Great Britain, and I give it to him. Great Britain
has always cautended, auilihas rigntly coatended, for technical exclu-
s'on from any bay."

What I contend is that there was no technical exclu-ion for
the first forty years, bat thore was an actual exolusion up to
the year 1854 wheu the Elgin Treaty put our rights in sus-
pense. That is what I contend, and what I will prove before
I am through.

I And the Orown officers of Etagland hava sust-ine1 that c>ntention.
But my hon. frieni kaows that it is oae thing to hcl 1 a techaic1 con-
struction, and it is another to undertake to enforce it."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL. My hon. friend has interjected that
word " technical " into this discassion. I have never found any
such word in any of the correspondence -or the despatches,
which I have read and studied, and which I think I under-
stand pretty well, during the seven years of my experience
in that department, and for the previous forty years down
to) 1854.
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"Mr. MITOHELL. Will the hon. gentleman let me put one question

to him ? He states that Great Britain has held a technical construction
of the Treaty of 1818. I would say that Great Britain has effectually en-
forced her technical construction for forty years. And with reference
te wlhat the hon. gentleman says about exclusion from baya, the first de-
cision was given in reference to the Bay of Fundy, where the headland
on one side was American and the headland on the other was Oanadian
or Nova dceotian. That was the first give away of our treaty rights.

" Sir OHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend then means that for the
firat forty yeara Great Britain held a particular view which she has aban-
doned for the iast forty years.I

The House will see how the hon. gentleman, with that aE-
tuteness which characterises all his debates in this House,
and, for anything I know, in other places, twists my words
and puts a construction on my utterances which they would
not bear. I do not say that he does that deliberately, but
it is the diplomatie construction which he has learned in the
last few years; and I may say that I congratulate him on
the improvement in his treatment of public men, on there
being less of the heavy attack and more of the suaviter in
modo than there was before ho took his residence in London
and associated with peeresses and lords and kings and
princes.

" Mr. MITO HE LL. I do not mean that."

You see ho would try to get that forced upon me.

" I do not mean that. I will say what I mean if the hon. gentleman
will let me. I say miat for the first forty years Great Britain legiti-
mately enforced th 5t contention and the Americans recognised it."

And I will prove that too,-
" Under the decision in the case of the Bay of Fundy, one aide of

whih was American and the other aide Nova Scotian, it was held
that that bay was net exclusively an English bay, and upon the decision
in that case o.ur rights were given away aud suspended by England, and
were not enforced as strie tly as they had been bef ire. "

And ho closed the discussion thore, and I submitted.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend has just
stopped exactly whore ho should begin. I said, referring
to the Department of Marine and Fisheries, that:

" From th, time it was organised under bis charge ha showed the
greatest possible aetermination te hold on to all that he had, and to get
as much as he could in the interests of 0 anada.''

Was that charging my hon. friend with surrendering any~
thing ? It was the very reverse.

" Now, I will draw the attention of my hon. friend and the House te
the fact that, actuated by that motive, in 1870, he sent out the follow-
ing instructions :

"'il such capacity your jurisdiction must be strictly confined within
the limit of three marine miles of any of the coasta, bays, creeks or bar-
bers of CanaJa, with respect te any action you may take against Amer-
ican fishing vessels and the Unite States citizens engaged in dlhing.'

"Mr. MITCHELL. Under instructions from Englani.
"Sir C HA RL ES 1U P P >lR. No. This i3 before the pressure, as the

hon. gentleman will see, but he went on trying te get in the thin end of
another wedge, and I commend Lis attempt. fHe said :

"' Whare any of the bays, creeks or harbors shall not exceed ten
geographical miles in wi<th, you will consider that the line of demar-
cation extends from headiand te headland, either at the entrance of sueh
bay, creek or harbor, or trom and between given points on both aides
thereof, at any place nearest the mouth, where the shores are les than
ten miles apart; ad may exclude foreign fishermen and fishing vessels
therefrom, or seizý, if found within three marine miles of the coait."

" Then ha went on te give the jurisdiction and the Action that should
be taken undtr it; and tue bays from which ha instructed his officers te
exclude American fishing vessels are tho!e ten miles lu width. What
sinee? We have a despatch froin Lord Graaville te the Governor
General:

"' Her Majesty's Government hopes that the United States fishermen
will not h ror the present prevented from fishing except within three
miles froin land or in baya which are less than six miles broa I at the
mouth.' "

" That ls the answer te the instructions. My bon. friend, 1 grant you,
was under compulsion; he was, I grant you, under pressure from der
Majt sty's Government; but that only makes the case stronger from my
standpuint, and my standpoint l that in the position we occupy,
dependeut upon Rer Majesty's Government'

So I very reluctantly interrupted him in order to show
that, instead of attacking the hon.gentleman for not having

discharged his duty, I really commended him for attempt.
ing to carry out as far as he was able what we all thought
were the rights of Canada, and I quoted the despatch of
Lord Granville to show that it was under pressure from
the Imperial Government that my bon. filend was not able
to carry out his own views and wishes. I thought [ ought
to correct the erroneous impression which ho had forned
in regard to my remarks.

Mr. MITCHELL. And my hon. friend wound up that
portion of his argument by saying that the terms we had
obtained at Washington were better than those obtained
before. Since there is a difference of opinion between my
hon, friend and myself as to the attitude of the British
Government on ibis matter, I will proceed, with the per-
mission of the House, to prove it. I hold in my ha.nd a
State paper which has formed part of the records of this
House. It was brought down three ycars ago in answer to
a motion for all papers connected with the Washington
Treaty, which had not been brought down under Mr. Blake's
motion, and this is one of them. I may say that I prepared
this paper with great care, and there is not a statemont in
it that is not true, and it is a record of the groatest humilia-
tion that England could show in the treatment of her great-
est colony. If the House will bear with me, I will road it,
though it is rather long. It is dated, Department of Marine
and Fisheries, 4th July, 1S70. And I may say that, of all
the British statesmen I have had to correspond witb, I never
found one of themn so weak in the back as Lord Granville.
I may aliso say that [ dated tbat paper on the 4th July on
purpose, for the signification of the date, so that they might
understand it:

" The undersigned had ri ferred to him for report, a despatch from
Lord Granville to the Ge:nor General, under date the 6ti îltimo,
having reference te the instructions given to British and (anadian ves-
sels for the protection of the fihbries, and also te instructions from the
Colonial Office of 30th April last extenaing the privileges of American
fishermen beyond what they previously enjoyed, permitting them te
enter baya not leas than six miles wide, and directing that no vessel
should be seized unless actually taken within three miles of shore, or
within a six-mile bay, as stated therein ; appended te which is a memo-
randum from the Governor General, under date of 22nd June, inform-
ing the Council that it la indispensable that the instructions issued te
Canadian cruisers should h brought into complete conformity with
the latest instructions on the subject, issued by the Admiralty te Vice-
Admiral Wellesley.

" The underaigned has the honor te report that the instructions te
Canadian cruisers were amended on the 27th ultimo, as requested by
Lord Granville.

" It would appear that Lord Granville contemplated by the despatch
te convey-

" lat. Thathis telegram and despatch of the 30th April, were intended
to modify the Colonial Office instructions of 12th April, 1866, while the
council construed it as being requîired to hé read in connection there-
with, and they did not imagine that sncb au important concession of
the rigbts uf our fishermen, would have been made withoutconsultation
with, and the previous approval of the Canadioan Government.

"2nd. That though the instructions from the Admiralty te the officers
in command of ships et war employed in the protection of the fisheries,
snd from the Canadian Government te their officers similarly situated
since April, 1866, whihh prohib ted foreign fishermen trom entering
baya less than ten miles wide at the mouth, and which instructions sug-
gested that the forfeiture cf such vessels was, if possible, only to be
.nforeéd when fishing had taken place within three miles of shore; yet,
notwithstanding the instructions, His Lordkh p now, for the first time,
communicates to the Canadian Government the fact that it nover was
intended tobeo acted upon.

"3rd. That If any doubt existed about the meaning of the instruc-
tions, or the possible chances of a trespasser being taken by Ber
Majesty's cruisers, that doubt la now removed, inasmuch as his lord-
ship intimates that it never was the intention of Her Majesty's Govern-
ment that thair vessels should seize a trespasser under any circum-
stances, and f >r fear of sush a possibility his lordship now removes all
chance of it by stating that ' the effect of my despatca, or rather of the
letter of the Admiralty, which, it transmitted for the concurrence of
your Government was, as regards Her Majesty's vessels, to make the
direction of non-forfeiture se far absolute, as to require that no fishing
vessel whatever should be seiz'd, exeept within three miles, and for an
offence committed withmn those limita. It was intendet te imply,
thougb it was not expressed, that as the only ultimate means of exclud-
ing Americans beyond thèse limita was not te be used, the exlusion
itself was not to be enforced.

" The Canadian Government, by the approved report of the under.
signd, of the 2Oth Deomber let, was pledged to er Majsty's Gof.

1888, 791



COMMONS MES. APRI 13,

ernment to maintain an efficient marine police to enforce the law
within the three-mile limit, in the belief that Her Majesty's Govern-
ment would command respect to national rights outside thereof, and to
which this Government conceived them to be pledged, as Dominion
vessels, by the limitation of the exclusion of foreign vessels to bays
from ton to six miles wide, are precluded from, in any case, seizing
beyond three miles, and as British cruisers are now positively directed
not to seize unles& the offence is committed and the vessel actually
seized within three miles of land, the reasonable presumption is that
Her Majesty's cruisers are not intended to seize at ail As a matter of
fact, they did not se ze a single trespasser in the past four years It
will alo appear, on reference to the reporta of the commandera of Her
Majesty'e vessels on the station, t bat though they repeatedly boarded
vesels within. the three-mile limit, which vessels had no license, and
were liable to seizure, there i no instance of a aingle seizure having
been made."

There it is as clear as day that they are determined to
abandon the whole thing but the three-mile limit, aban-
don the head line question, abandon our bays, abandon
everything but the strip of three miles around the sinuosi-
ties of our ooast.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

Mr. MITCHELL, Yon will not say "hear, hear" pretty
0oOn.

"l It would seem but reasonable, that if that policy as laid down, is to
be maintained, and acted upon, that our fishermen who bave had actual
possession of the privileges referred to up to 1854, and who again by
the lapse cf the Reciprocity Treaty in 1866, were entitled to the same
rights they enjoyed in 1854, should be maintained in their possession of
ell these privileges.

"7th. The despatch further remarks, that 'they (Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment) do not abandon the hope that the question of abstract right
may yet be avoided by some arrangement between Canada and the
United States, or that the limite may be definitely settled by arbitration
orotherwise, and while any expectation of this kind exists, they deaire
to avoid all occasion of dispute, so far as this je possible consistently
with the substantial protection of the Canadian fisheries.'

"in this paragraph there are two probabilities referred to:
"lot. The probability of an arrangement (trade arrangement, it in

presumed) with the United States.
" 2nd. The probability of the limite being fixed by arbitration, or

otherwise
"l I reference to the first of these, it would have been much more

eatiefactory to the Government of Canada if the ground upon whidh
Ber Majesty's Government have founded the hope thus expressed, had
been stated. Sach hope entertained by Her Majesty's Ministers, has
been held since 1855; it was believed in by Her Mjesty'e Government
when Lord Clarendon wrote the despatch of 1866, which so ably indi-
cated lthe position of British subjects in relation to these fisheries. Mr.
Cardwell expressed a.confident belief*pon this subject when he induced
Canada to aopt his licensing system ) as a measure of expedieney, for
cOe year. Hi Grace of Buckingham and Chandos entertained the saume
hope ; and now my Lord Granville, though five years have elapsed since
notice of abolition, does not seen yet lto have abandoned the hope that

rome arrangements may be secured.
" The Canadian Government regret that they cannota see either in the

past or in the future, the sme ground for believing that a satisfactory
arrangement will be arrived at, nor, indeedî while the present fishery
poliey je maintained, any arrangement that Canada would be justified
in accepting. On the contrary, it is believed thht the chances of sch a
result are not so good as they seemed l 1866 and 1867 - and that, so fiàr
from there being any thing luithe course taken by the bnted States to
warrant the expectationt f a fair trade polioy being adopted by them ;
everything indicates the contrary result, ad nothing tends more to,
encourage Americans in the course they have pursned than thespirit of,
concession towards them which bas oharactermed thea fhery pphey cf.
the lastfi"e years.

In 1866 they, after a year's notice, volantarilyabandonald le Re
proeity' Treaty, notwithstanding our efforts lu the fail ofél tp, evsnlt
'thatresult." e * a . a

ma=ngmfnt on the months of baya, creeks and harbçrs. Tbie line of
dearation-b.ten. exolusive and common waler, the United 8tates
contmnd-a in the tracing et the general colt .line three marine miles
froudand-should at aU baya continue to describe th ontline of the
shores ef.tgeu indents as if they were sinuosities of the poast.

"This is ain brief the main point involved in the dispute known as
'The fisbery.Question.'

"c-he minor dierences, more or les tribgtary to this, have entered
intothediscussion, but this substantisëlly inoludes the only disputable
ground of the controversy.

'The argument of Great Britain on this point ii twofold
lat. That the accepted definition of baye, harbora, and creeks is that

established by international law throughout the civilised world, which
distiictly adopts a headland line, irrespective of the configuration of any
part of the coast, or the formation or extent of its indentations.

$m nd. ,That the territorial and maritime jurisdiction of all nations,
and particularly of the United States, is so clearly laid down as not to
admit of any exceptional application such as that claimed in connection
with thee..fishing privileges in British America, in derogation of
national righta.

"Moreover, Great Britain maintains that in the article of the Con-
vention of 1818, Americans expressly relinquished the liberty before
'enjoyed ' or ' claimed," to pursue their calling aaywhere else within
Britih jurisdiction than in the limita desoribed in the treaty. The toxt
thereof being as follows:-

I need not read the text because you understand it,-

"The Americans have, up to 1854, persisted in arguing for an excep-
tional application of the law of nations, as regards bodies of water, such
as the Baya of Fundy and Chaleurs, and other, indente along the sea-
coast of thcBritish North American colonies, in which 'United States
fshermen were formerly wont to pursue and capture the fishes of the
sea, or to which they still resort to take bait.

" Yet, while they desired exceptional construction of treaties, and
were especially as applied to the Baya of Fundy and Chaleurs, their
statesmen had to admit that the right of exclusion as claimed by us,
existed. Secretary Webster, 6th July, 1852, writes thus:

" ' It would appear that by a strict and rigid construction of this
article, fiehing vessels of the United States are preclnded from entering
into the bays or harbors of the British provinces, except for the pur-
poses of shel:er, repairing damages, and obtaining wood and water. A
bay, as is usually understood, is au arn or recess of the sea, entering
from the ocean between capes and headland, and the terin is applied
equally to large and small tracts of water thus situated; it is common
to speak of Hudson Bay, or the Bay of Biscay, although they are very
large tracts aof water.

S'T.he British authorities insist that England lias a right to draw a
line from headland to headland, and to capture all American fishermen
who may follow their pursuits inside of that line..

And forforty years they did it, and captured lots of them.

" 'It was undoubtedly an oversight-"

Sir CHARLES TUPPE R.

Mr. MITCHELL:

Bear, hear.

".lit was undoubtedly an oversight in the Convention of 1818 to make
so large a concession to England, since the United Statea ad. usually
cemeideredMaat hose vast mets or recesses of the ocean ought to be
opea tÂmericun fihermen as freely as the.ea itself, to itithinthree
.marne jiles nf the shore.'

.",gaip, Chanceller Kent, in his able commentaries, lays down as a
rdl. -that bays, such as Delaware Bay (resembliag in its characteristicg
and extent the Bay of Obaleurs) is wholly within the 'territorial juris-

0tie -the United 8tates, while the States of New Jersey and Dela-
tare eaeh exercise jurisdiction te Its centre, and for three miles

seaard, from Capes May and Henlopen. The same rale applies to
Oles*p.eke Bay, and the dlate of Maryland exercises juriediction over
hat«traIèt of water, which is morc thau double the extent of Bay des
haleurs. The ame rule is applied to Massachusetts Bay, with'an

utsacee fifty miles wide betweën Cape Ant and Cape od ; indeed, the
pu4rmlple s spplied inithe United States univerSalIy, and however much

"To do this, the underigned wmeIld state our rights, as claimed by amedea sa .smen muy reret lth appliation af-1the ien te bay4
the Empire, and admitted by the United States i 4e Teay ef 8e of' tbisàDominion, they cannot deny its strict jnstiee, nor their-own

-and also what were theerigbhs of Uaied £tates Sefhermea- at lh. time ren.mueetion of al elaim to admission by the lot articleo dithe Treaty of
te tseuty was conolnded. 1618. Yet from that time Up to1854 the fiahermen of the United States

"6rticle i eofthat treaty provided,- aeeepted the tact reluctantly, aid frequently infeinged within er limite

"Is. onoraent libersy otieag ewithinlertain .pecified limite wherthey thought they could do so with impunity; but the Briti h
.between the .abjecte of..Har Majesty and -those of the Unitedâtate, IGovemeat enfued aur treaty rights, including -tiiheadiari e a is,

issjee teoetui eprnfeduessvaion 'up to- 1%4, 'ith te excepd"on'cfftlia &ay et Fuudy, ie refeone, tè whiieubWet to eartain spoeidedt seervatons a '185
2 "',Znd. The privilege to A*erioan subjecte to land, dry and cure lash they U .peial exceptin of a temporary character u .1845

in certain disericts, aloiswubject to certain qualifications.
&3rd. Limite ,seerved exelusively to subjecte of Ber Majeaty, ad1 On.t4A t I wil just .explain as I go along. Why was-the

,oeprised wiiiu ibounds of oausiae leagetremoihle coustIs, ybs, Jay of Faady t*mporily excladd?-Sir, history repets
harbors, asnd ereeks-the line of xclusion 4nd measuremeat -Dt e f a e e oha-ida e men in hare th
three, classes of indentalast above mentioned, beiagdeûaed by straight The mon of tha day, the mon in charge of the
-lies drawnaerosi from headland to eadland. fluet of the British Government, were charged to protect

"Ltmay bestate4ithat spon the emastrutiou of Nos. IAbad 2, no the fisheries. These were the men who enforced the treaty,
serions différenees ai opinion exit.

ag ltherr o fa No. e the Amraa .o r h diery miights; and ±Jbaa .en isoifed the chooner
s ei.tlins,...,-te most ieuad ofwhigh isa4e id gf ,WUŠN1$0* 1R : .Day.7 Of iandy5  but they -. or4ot

M.r. M.ITOHZLL,
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able to show, when the vewsel was before the orts that loth of aroni, 1i , urged upo these ProVtees' tbat It was 'desr-
she was within the points oflantd cf theBay of Fondywhere abe,.frin an imperial point of view, to forbear -from uss*rtIes the
it was British territory on both sides, as the American right which reexsrre4 t, theni at its ternination, ani to avoid tsbility of dlf'rence betWeen the British and American GoverhM.aclaimed that one of the points of land, whioh was outside of from an att-mpt to prevent encroachments by fore ge fishermen. HRé
a line near Calais, was on the Amorican territory and the Majesty•O Governmtent felt disposetdto allow the freedom of fishing that
other was on British territory. and upon that gfdund the bad prevailed since 1854 to continue for the season of 1866, on the dibi

, tinct understanding that, unless some satisfactory arrangement betwêeenvessel was discharged. Lord Aberdeen, then Colonial Mini g the two countries should be made in the courseof the year, such privileg.à'
ter, because that decision was made in a case which w weld e , and ail concssion imade in the treaty just about to expiré
not a parallel case to 99 ont of every 100 es e that now beliable to withrawal. Mr. Secretary Oardwell, in a despateh bearing

date the 17th of March, 1866, refers to the near probability of some con-
occur, abandoned the whole Bay of Fundy to them, ont cessions on the subject of the tariff being made through a Bill then
of a desire to conciliate the Americans. Sir, there is under the consideration of Congress; the prospect of a satisfactory
case of to-day. The Adams was seized upon a frivolous arranement appearing to the OColonial Office an additional reason for'
pretext, and she is now on trial before the courte; and ng the matter to anothsr season."
though my hon friend says that the delay is not entirely due Just as to-day. They say we have concluded a treaty,
to the Goverument, [1venture to say that some of it is due but there are certain Bills in relation to commerce coming
to the Government. I am not in the secrets of theGovern- before Congress and you may hope to get what you desire.
ment and do not know, but I know enough of American " The colonial authorities, whilst assuring Her Majisty's Government
fishermen and vesse owners to know that they will not of their earnest wish to abstain from any act which could possibly
willingly allow one of their vessels to be tied up in the embarrans them, and althouih actuated by a sincere desire to deal with

the actual situation in a spirit of conciliation and liberalttr towards
courts for a couple of years, without some good roason. The their neighbors, irrespective of whatever inconveniences and injuries
Bay of Fundy case was a weak case. It was a case that mig'ht attend deferment of the ju;t and valuid rights of colonial sub-
would not hold water, becanse one side of the bay was a jecets, experieneod much difficulty in accegting the conclusion to which

their assent was invited. A Minute of Council was adopted by the
British headland, and the other wae American or al- lanadian Execntive, on the 23rd of March, 1866, setting forth the
leged to be, and the courts held that it was net exclu- groundn upon which they believed that the proposed policy could neither
sively a British bay for that reason. But had the vessel he carried out so as to avoid serious and lasting injury to the interesti
been 8eized ten miles forther or five miles further this deci of the country, nor attain the purpose it was deinels efect.l tho

intrlnsic worth of the fisiheries was polutti out, and sign thmir value t0
sion about the Bay of Funday would never have been had, the Oonfederation of the British North American Provinces, then in
and the probability is that this trouble about bays never prospective, as a staple of extensive trade with foreign conutries, a
would have reached the point it bas reached. Letd Aber nrsery for hardy seamen, and an inexhaustible resource for ihe indus-

P . .im trial energies of our maritime population. The great and pecu:iat
deen abandoned the right of the colonies of the Maritime advaniages which their exclusive working by British coloniets would
Provinces and gave up the question of the Bay of Fanly sfford to ihi United Provinces wî. likewir dwelt upon.
altogether, with the exception of the smaller inlets or bays The memorandum in qiestion proceeded to say tht *:

The anadian Government receive this expression of the opinibn of
leadingnto it. I will piroceed :Fer Majesty's Government with the utmost respect ; but they doubt'

whether its adoption woid not in the end produce most serions eviIê»
"It may also be here stated that the Province of Nova Scotia supple- They fear there is no reasouable hope of satisfactory commercial relM

mented the British squadron by several veEsels during the years pre- tions being restored with the United States within the year. Théy think
ceding- 1845, and that during that time many seizures of American the progpeet of attaining thiq result in the future will bo greatly diz'inà
vessels were made at points ranging from near the shore to a distance of ished if the United Stîtes fi ihermen continue to exercise the rights g*ea
upwards of ten miles from land, on the' groud that they were within by the late treaty. The withdrawal or their privilegel a yeat heùtê4
beadland, many of which vessels vere condemued and confisated fer will createlmore irri*ation then than now, a ehaving the bht]a(ater of
such violation of our rights. In State documents, No. 22, pubitshed iu retaliation. The step, if taken nW', is plainty and publicly khowrtte
the Ameriern Sonate in 1862-63, I find the following fact reported by the be the eonsequence of the act ot the United States. They, and not
United States <jonsul at Pictou, vi:. Great Britain, have caneelled the agreement, and voluntarily surrenderé

" Tue seizures in the course of the year were numerous. The Javo, et the rigiht of fishing. The course soggested would certainly be r&
Battille, jWa(ifl>w.r, Choarles, Elîiz, Shettan4, Hyler Al, inIependen-, garded'by' the American people as evidence of weaknes on the paltof'
eart, Ocean, L>rector, Atlas, Magnolia, Amazon, and TArae Brother. Great Britain, an d of aninllspositionatomaintain the rightsof the ColeBa

were among the number.' ies; while it would disturb and alarm the Provinces. The determina-
" The Reciprocity Treaty of 1854 gave to the Americaus the use, under tion to persilt in encroachments, and in resistance to law, would be

certain restrictions, of our bay and inshore fiaberies, and for which we stronger by the lispun>ity of the past year, and the danger of coIlisioao
were supposed to have received compensation by certain trade arrauge iswhen exciusien becomes necessary, would -thus be much icreaed ;
ments. This treaty the United States Goterament put a end td of whiile the value of the rigbt of fishing, for the purpose of negotiation,
their own act, professing to believe that it was m irS to the advanlage would be diminished precisely in proportion tu the low estimate which.
of-the colonies than thseir o*n. Doubtless the treaty; during -its o- the Pidrinces would thiurappear to have placed upon it.
tinuance, was beneficial to both countries, but it was notl Novaboutia " 'The committee would also reFpectfuliy submit to er Majesty'Oiuw
cosidered that they'had received the equivalent In tradei for wht they ernment that any apparent hesitation to assert an undoubted natiozak-
correctly-designated a ' their priceleas iheries.' Soe Min«teof (coJnci iright will certainly be misconstrued, and be mad the ground for other
of that Province, 10th April, 1884, as follovi:- add'nzre seriots exsotiot, till-such a point is reaehed as-neither c eat

"'Atthe same time it is proper that the undersigned shoutdskethi try ca recede frout witr honor "
opportunity to express the unusaI sentiment pervading-this Proiue.,
that, in the construction of that treaty, fair consideration wasa-t gven That was a despatch worthy-of the hoit. g4ntleman of th»
to the interests whioe inexhaustless isheries of priceless valusw.rdà . I d« notnen the Finadoé Ministert the Preralergiven away without the coasting trade, or the rightto rerter-olenial-t
bout shippingshaving been secured in retura to thoe Btith AMerica it did him honor and did him credit.
Provinces.'

" The treaty terminated in March, 1866 after the year'w etlee for "Notwithutmsdingthe strong opinions thiai etertained, the Gover.
which, it provided had been given by the trited Stats'GêveranMbnt, ment of Oduada reluetantly aueueciug in the sagitetion of Ber MaU
The thon Provinces of Canada, Nova Scotia, and NeW Brunswlsh wit& jesty's Gorernment, adopted the temporâry, expedient of ialnlgsesou
the approval-of Her Majesty's Government, sent delegatus to Wash- ticeuses to United States ufihing vessetl, ait a nominal tonnage'rate, sé-
ington, to endeavor, if possible, to secare the continuance of the treaty, as fermolly-to preserve the righto f sovereignty without -oeessitisg
or else to t ffect some other arrangement which would meet *the approvl any dangerous complicatinnu, such as were apprehended by the Lmperid'
tof both countries. leIhis they were unsaccesofol. The delegation hèltd authorities. Under &bis provisional system any vessel attempting to filh
several conferences with the Committee of Ways and âeam, and the wtthot licences, and refusinlto procure them from the cruisrngofefieroi.
record of their proceedingi proves that, there was really nodesire were to be removed from the fisibng grounds and punished by consùea'w
evinced to renew commercial intercotrse-with the Provirees ooaay- tien:
basis at all resembling the principles of reciprocal free irade. The "The Executive Government of Nova Seotia gave to tbisexpedient a
efforts of our delegates proved fruitiesi, and they returnid about the' uniliag a3sent. Ina Minute of Council, dated the 9th of May,, 186,
middlef February, 1866. On the 2,th of that month a Royal Pr;ctam- it was stated : -
ation was issaed by the Governor General of Canada, notifyinrAme- "'The Oeuncil, after tire moet serious delbberation, and vith a view te
rican fi.hermea and United States citizens of the termensa*ou, ou the meet the wishes both of thbe Iiperial (,vernment and the Government,
17th day of the ensning month, of the fishing privileges which they hai of Canada, are compelled to state utht they are ut the opinion that s'
enjoyed underthe said treaty, and warning them of the legai penalties concesion at this moment f the aduritted righte of Brîtieh subjets to
wealh they would incur by trespashing upon the inehore fkheries of the exclusive use uf the inshore eshertes of British North Ameria woul&
BritisAnmerica bWelongimg-xlnsively to Kier Majestfs1 saèj.:cts a be must impilitic and drsagroas to the interest of Brissh Nors
the meantime, Her Majesty's Government, in despatchem of the 3rd and America.
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'The privilege of usin these fishing grounis has been deliberately
abanione by the Government and Congress of the United States. and
abundant notice was given to the people of that country by the official
announcement made more than a year ago which abrogated the Reci-
proeity Treaty.

"' If under these circumstances,wben the United States are exhausted
by a four years' wi. and paralysed bv an oppressive debt, any indeci-
sion is exbibitqd in the maintenance of these unioubted and admitted
rights. and a tempnrising policy substituted, which will be certain to be
misconstrued. the Conneil believe that the prospect of obtaining a fair
Reciprocity Treaty will be diminished, that themost injurions results
will follow, and that the diffieulties to be encountered a year hence in
dealing with the question will be vaqtly enhauced.

"' At the same teme the Conncil entirely concur in the view enunciated
by the riebt hon. the Secretary of State for the Colonies recommending
that, while firmly msintainin e the exclusive right to the fishing grounds,
the Local Governments sbould exercise aIl possible forbearance in press-
ing their rihts, and the utmnst caution in slecting the cases for en-
forcing the extreme p-nalty ofconfiscation n this spirit the legislation
of this Province has already been modified so as to remove any rason-
able cause of comp:aint on the part of the Government of the United
States'

" This expression of the views of the Government of Nova Seotia is
referred to by the Seretary of State for the Colonies in a despatch to
Sir W. F. Williams, the Lieutenant Governor, under date the 26th of
Ray, 1866, in the following terms •.'RHer Majesty's Government trusts
on furtber consideration, and when the Execitive Council are informed
that there are reasonable grounds for hoping that before next season
permanent arrangements may be made with the Government of the
Unitedl Stateg, they will feel thetmselves at liberty to withdraw their
objections to a temporary arrangement for the year which bas received
the cordial approval of Ber Majesty's Government.

"1 i mut distinctly inform you that on a matter so intimately con-
nectel with the international relations of this country, Her Mjesty's
Government will not be disposed to vield their own opinion of what it
is reasonable to insist on, nor to enforce the strict rights of Her hMajesty's
subjects beyond what appears to them to be required by the reason and
justice of the case.'

I A turther Minute of Conneil was passed by the Nova Scotian Exe

their refusal to pay harbor dues, at Magdalen Islands, during the pre.
sent season, as reported by Commander Lavoie in May last."

My hon. friend the member for Gaspé will recollect
American fisbermen landing and wrecking the place.

Mr. JONCAS.

the

Yes, quite well.

Mr. MITCHELL:-
"eIn bis annual report for the year 1869, Commander Lavoie also

says:
"' At Paspebisc there was a strong feeling against the crews of

foreign schooners, who two or three times went ashore and cimmitted
all kinda of disorder ; eo much sothat the inhebitants were oblig 1 te
put night watchmen to guard their property, and secure themselves
against tha outrageous condu-t of f Ihese peolp.'

" The effect of this sytem upon the American fishermen was practi-
callv a failure, as will be seen by the following statemeut. showing the
number of liceses issued each year since 1866, and inclusive thereof:

In 1866 there were ......... .................. ......... ......... 354 licenses.
1867 " ........ .................. .................. 281 ''
1868 " ........ 56t "

1869 " . ................ 1. ......... ....... . 25 "

" It will be perceived that in 186. the first year of its adoption, the
vigorons policy indicated in Lord Clarenudon's despatch before referred
to, and a lively recollection of the numerous seizares and confiscations
made by Her Majesty's cruisers, and officers of the Nova Scotian Qaovern-
ment Prior te 1854, for violation of our fishery rights, induced a m9jor-
itv of the American fishermen who reqorted to the nulf that season te
take out licenses. notwithstanding that they required to have three
warnings gven therm by Hfer Majesty's cruisers before seizure could be
efected. T he following year only about two-thirds of these took
licenses, while in 1868, when it came to be u aderstood that the effect of
the instructions issued by Her Majesty's Government, requiring three
warnings, was praetically to nullify the whole system, the number
taking licenses dropped, in 1868, to 56.'

oùtive. on the 21st of June folowing, expressing entire concurrence in1 may say here that one of the conditions of those prote.3t-
the views held by the Government of Canada, regarding the policy ing the
which they felt themselves constrained to adopt; and although adhering
to the opinions already expressed, they recognised the necesaity of given a vesel even whon it was fonnd she was acting i11e-
accepting the suggestions of Rer Majesty's Government. and accord- gally. This was one of the thncs onforcel upon us, and
ingly withdrew all objections to the granting of licenses for that year. against which we afterwards rebelled.

"'u I New Brunswick the same feeling of reluctance to grant licenses
existed, but that Province followed the example of Oanada, and assented "lu1887 the Canadian Goverumeet acted, as it aiso did in 1868 aud
te the license system, entirely out of deference to the wisbes of ler 1869-called attention ta this defective system,-aud Vice Âdmiral
Majesty's Government Her Majesty's Government believed then, as I&uudy lu bis despatch ofthe 151h Vay, 1887, spoke of if thus
they even till exprese the hope, thatsome arrangement might be arrived "Sinca the termination of the Reciprocity Traay of 1866. 1ht mystèm
at, whereby satisfactory treaty arrangements may be secured, and, not- of warninws te traspassers has not realîsed the anticipations cf the
withstanding that sncb a hope was at variance with the convictions of Govrnient by wbich it was esfabiished in that vear. Flence lhe desira
the <overnment of tbe other Provinces, they gave way to the wishes of ofthe p-esri. Drniniou %eotive te resort to th.,morp stri'zent steps
fHer M.ajesty's Government, on the understanding that the license sva-propniel in the minutes cf the niuter of Marine 'tudi The
tem was to continue only for one year in order to give an opportunity Atlsir..l then gîves hi ppobahIe number cf Am'riCal veseis on the
to the American Government to renew negotiations.'"fi.hiug gronmds that mason as 700. In 1869 Rer Majesty's Govrrnent

There is the evid, b-nLy the records of the Counil oonltwarnîng. and uotwithstanding that if se&zure-s were t,)ha male at aIl
the three Provinces where they expressly declared their the danger wss immeasnrabiy iucreaged te foreigu fihermen-durîng
determination to maintain their rights as tbey existed prior that year euly 25 took ont licenses, or abnf one ie 28 of tie estimated
to the Reciprocity Treaty of 1854, and urging upon Her nmber cf vessels on aur coaste On the 26th Aut. 1869, Mr. VernonLnshingtoe oalled the attention of the Admiralty ta the fact ' That the
Majesty's Government to enforce Canadian rights and to Admiral reports that an unuenai number of fisbing schooners belongin
protect and maintain them. We will see how it was done, te the United States bai arrivad on the north shore cf Prinre tdwar

thonghIsland, bat that only a faw lheumes had beeu demanded hy the masters,
though : wbo ebjected te pay the license duty of $2 par ton aud prefer ta rue the

"This license system .ontinued throughout the years 1866 and 1867 rimk cf bing caught within the thrae-miie limits.' 'ha impression pre-
with very unsatisfactory results. It proved quite inefficient in respect vailed amongmt the Americasthat Rer Xajety'a Goverement la their
of enforeing compliance with its chief conditions, and equally ineffective grest desire to avoid auything cf au irritating tendancy le the then
with regard to the influence it was presumed to exercise towards in- tenipr of thekmeriean people towards Britain, arising ont of their
ducing the United States Government to assist in merging it in some Alabama sud ether var grievances, wouid net make any seizures, sud
generai mesmure of a permanent and satisfactory nature. The principal &0 a matter offsat, uetwithmtsudiug rapeated violations, ne eizures
causes o its inefficiency and failure may be found in the extreme anxiety vers made. . Under snob cireumetances the stem of hommes conid net
to avoid enforcing it wherever there was the least probbility f TIT ited prove other than a meut lamentable failre-and there was realiy ne
States citizens nnt voluntarily complying with it, the annotated instru c- substantial protection.'
tions to the naval offiears Tu oommand of Her Majesty's ships isiued by IlThis ort of protection vas cf ne avail as affectiug the infereat cf
the Colonial Office under date of 12tb April, 1867, being conceived in colai fisherman, but impiy ensured Americans lu the practical enjoy-
this spirit. And also to the fact that amendments to the system sug- ment et the saie privileges whicb tbey had enjeyed nder the Recipro-
gested by the various naval commanderasand particularly by Admiral city Treaty, aud if saved theUnited States Goverement from ail trouble
Sir James Hope, in a despatch to the Admiralty, dated the 3rd of asd expause cf maintaiuing s naval force lu tie GuIf.
August, 1866, such as were calcalated to render it real and practically "9 vasumoreovar, a msnifest departu r' from the very terme on which
effective, were prononceed inexpedient by the Lords Commissioners of the syatem vas mc originated, uamaiy: 4That auy vessel attempting te
the Admiralty. fish without heues, yulleéther be required te procure the jicense

l In order to illustrate the complete defeat of the license system, it is from the euising officer, or yul hburemovedfrom tht fishieg groudg.'
sufficient to note the simple fact of Her Majesty's cruisers not having (Fi* Minute of the Executive Council of Canada, dated 23rd March,
during these four seasons, detained a single American vessel, althougb 186) it also reliaved Americans of any pressure such as mighf lu-
it was notorious that great nunbers of United States vesselas were con- fiance their Uevarnment te dasire a aettIçment cf the disputes hieh
tinually invading our limits, even after repeated warnings, a large pro- prevailed up te 1854; sud whila it îrjured the business of Canadian
portion of which ressels when afterwarda boarded were found to be stiil fliharmen by affordirg facilitles Io foreigners, sncb as, together wîth a
unfurnished with licenses. prehibitory duty oa B itisb-caught fiah, enabled fhem f0 compete with

" American fishermen committed other infractions cf thi Treaty of eur fisheruen on nequal conditions, if aiennifiad whataver induca-
1818: such as frequenting our barbors to transfer cargoes and take sup- menta te eater ml e a new commercial traaty wouid e:herwise ha held
plies, creating riots and disturbaríces, and setting the law at defiance, forth, by ros of au indirect counter-tax on their fishing sud maritime
as witness the scene at Paspebisa, in Bay des Ohaleurs, l 1869, uand iduey.

M.5 iiToImzL.
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"'iAnother ill-effect attending this continued indulgence towards

Americans is remarked upon by Vice Admiral Wellesley, in the follow-
ing extract from a despatch to the Secretary of the Admiralty, dated
18th November, 1869:-

''Very few colonial vessels are engaged in fishing, owing to the
almost prohibitory Taiff imposed in the United States, on fish im-
ported in colonial vessels, and the colonial fishermen therefore in
considerable numbers man the American vessels.

" The Government of Canada should view with very serions concern
the baneful effect on our maritime population of such dependence on
American employers. It creates sympsthy with foreign sentiments and
institutions, and affeords opportunities for instilling into the minds of
our people ideas and expectations altogether inimical to British con-
nection. There is actually presented to them the example of subjects of
a Republican power and citizens of a foreign state prosecuting their
calling at the very doors and in the exclusive limite of British subjects
in Uanada, who are themselves shut out of the markets of that country
by a prohibitive tariff, adopted in the interest of their own fishermen,
whilst ours cannot even enjoy their own exclusive privileges. Can the
immediate influence of these circumstances be otherwise than seductive
of the loyal attachment and personal enterprise of our sea-board popula-
tion? It also discourages the independent employment of Canadian
fishing craft, and provincial fishermen. It tempt our fishermen tu catch
and sell their fish clandestinely to United S:ates owners of fishing
vessels, who can afterwards market them in the United States, free of
duty, as American caught fish. This practice demoralises our popula-
tion, and accustoms them to violation of our own laws. The residents
are induced to connive at other infractions of our treaty rights. 'lhe
temporary and local advantages which these practices afford are of
small account compared with the general inj ury done to our people
They militate also against our prospects of establishing an extensive
fiah trade with foreign countries, and others of the British possessions,
and thereby developing the shipping and fishing industries of the
Dominion, and creating a self-reliant and skilful class of fishermen and
sailors identified in property and affection with our national existence,
and attached by past and present associations to Imperial interests.

" A Committee of the House of Assembly of Nova Scotia, in a report
submitted to that body during the spring of 1867, represented that 'the
system of granting fishing licenses to American fishermen, adopted and
practised during the last year by the Governments of this and the
adjoining Provinces, is viewed with deep regret, as nothing could more
injuriously affect the fishing interests of the Province ; and they cannot
in terme too emphatic express their disapproval of the injustice doue to
our industrious and enterprising fishermen, in allowing American fisher-
men, upon nearly equal terms, to fish in our waters, side by side with
the former, while the American market is virtually closed by a high
tariff to their products.'

" The undersigned would now refer to a despatch of the Earl of Cla-
rendon to Sir F. Bruce, the then British Minister at Washington, under
date the 1lth May, 1866, covering a proposition of Mr. Adams, American
Minister at the Court of St. James, in which he proposes the appoint-
ment of a Joint Commission to settle the point in dispute, in regard to
the fishery privileges which the undersigned hopes will not fail to be
secured in any re-arrangement of the treaty. Such was the opinion of
Nova Scotia, and it was largely shared in by the other Provinces of the
Dominion. To the main points of snob proposal Lord Clarendon cor-
dially assented, but asked explanations as to the concluding clause,
which read thus

" ' Pending a definitive arrangement on the subject, the United States
Goverument engages to give all proper orders to officers in its employ-
ment, and fHer Britannic Majesty's Government engages te instruct the
proper colonial or other British officers to abstain from hostile acte
against British and United States fishermen respectively.'

"is Lordship in dealing with this paragrape, remarked:
" 'And Hier Majesty's Government would hold.themuelves entitled to

maintrin, pending the determination of the questions to be discussed,
the principles for which they have heretofore contended, and to enforce
all regulations and assert al rights which, previously to the conclusion
of the Reciprocity Treaty, the British Goverument asserted and enforced.
Therefore, if the purport of the concluding paragraph of Mr. Adams'
paper is meant by the United States to involve an objection on the part
of Her Majesty's tlovernment to continue to allow, during the sitting of
the commission, fiahermen of the United States to enjoy in British
waters the privileges under the Reciprocity Treaty which the Govern-
ment of the United States have now renounced for their citizens, ou
will frankly state to Mr. Beward that into such an engagement Her
Majesty's Government cannot enter.' "

There is straight talk, and I would call the attention of the
hon Minister of Finance to it. That is the talk of Lord
Clarendon, wbo was something like a man.

"'fHer Majesty 's Goverament are most desirous that the rights of the
colonies should be soenforced as to give the least possible occasion for
complaint or discussion. They have cordially approved and have re-
commended to the Governments of the other British Provinces a pro-
posal made by the authorities of Canada, that Ameriean fishermen
should for the present season enjoy, under special licenses, the benefits
conferred by the Reciprocity Treaty, and they will be glad to learn that
the Lower Provinces have adopted an arrangement intended to pre-
vent the change of circumatances from operating suddenly to the injury
of the fishing interests of citizens of the United States, but they cannot
engage indelinitely to adhere to this system.'

, From tbis it will be evident that fier Majesty's Government ait that
time clearly decided-

IM0

"l st. That American fiaiermen should have only those rights which
they had enjoyed from 1818 down to 1854 ; and

" 2nd. That they were resolved to enforce for British fishermen the
full privileges they enjoyed during that period, and which were put la
abeyance at that time by the operation of the Reciprocity Treaty ; and

" 3rd. That the license arrangement was adopted only as a temporary
arrangement at the instance of fer Majesty's Government, and but for
one year. If further evidence is necessary in reference to the latter con-
clusion, I would beg to refer to the despatches of the Right Hon.
Edward Cardwell, the Secretary of State for the Colonies, under date
the 12th April, 1866, addressed to the Lords of the Admiralty; also to
the despatches of the same right honorable gentleman to Viscount
Monck, thon Governor General, under date of 21st April of same year,
in which, referring to the Minute of the Canadian Council on the sub-
ject, he says:

"4' I recognise in this Minute, with much pleasure, the moderation and
forbearance shown by the Canadian Government.

"' The suggestion that Amorican flibermen should be allowed to fish
during the current year in aIl provincial waters, pon payment of a
moderato license fee, meets with the full approval of or Majesty's
Government ; and I should inforn the Governors of the Lower Pro-
vinces that I trust they will readily concur in it. lu anticipation of
this result, Sir James lpe will be instructed to act upon it as soon as
he shall have been informed that the arrangement is concluded.'

" To this arrangement the Province of Nova Scotia dissented in an
earnest Minute of Council, which exhibits wonderful forecast of what
has since occurred, and the Canadian and New Brunswick Governments
assented only out of deference to the expression of Her Majesty'o Gov-
ernment that it was a temporary arrangement for one year, and adopted
in the belief that before the year terminated, arrangements would be
made with the United States ; but by the despatch of 26th May, of ame
year, hereinbefore quoted, Mr. Cardwell informed the Lieutenant Gov-
ernor of that Province that the policy as expressed by Her Majesty's
Government must be carried out.

" This brings the history of the matter down to 1866, when the Col-
onial Government adopted the policy ofe Her Majesty's Government as a
temporary expedient for the then present year, and in the belief that
there were reasonable grounds for the hope that they expressed of a per-
manent arrangement being arrived at with the United îtates.

" The colonies believed-as they had a right to believe-that as the
American Government had voluntarily terminated a treaty under which
they received certain concessions,-each party should revert to the
status quo anterior te the treaty,-and from ithe text of My Lord
Clarendon's despatch of i1th May, 1866, before quoted, it is clearly implied
that Her Britannic Majosty would continue to demand for the colonial sub-
jects the same right and privileges which they had enjoyed previoues to
1854. But it appears from the letter of the Right Honorable the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies, of the 12th April, 1866, before quoted,
that a policy of concession had even thon commenced. It lis therein
stated, 'That Her Majestv's Government are clearly of opinion, by tbe
Convention of 1818, the United States have renounced the right o f fah-
ing not only within three miles of colonial shores, but within three
miles of a line drawn across the month of any Britih bay or creek.
But the question ot what is a British bay or creek la one that bas been
the occasion of the difficulty in former times.' "

There was the first evidence of their weakening. Prom
that time out we have nothing but a record of it constantly
recurring.

"'It i, therefore, at the present the wish of Her Majesty's Govern-
ment neither to concede, not for the preoent to enforce, any rights in
this respect which are in their nature open to any serious question.
Even before the conclusion of the Reciproeity Treaty fier Majesty's
Govern ment Lad consented te forego the exercise of its strict right'to
exclude American fishermen from the Bay of Fundy, and they are of
opinion that, during the present season, that right should not be exer-
cised in the case of the Bay of Fundy, and that American flshermen
should not be interfered with, either by notice or otherwise, unlesa
they are found within three miles of a line drawn across the month of a
bay or creek whichi leas than ton geographical miles in width, in
conformity with the arrangement made with F'rance lu 1839.'

" The Right Honorable Secretary further adda, that in case of seisure
for infringement of the limits, if 'il should become necessary to pro-
ceed te forfeiture, cases should, if possible, be selected for that extreme
stop in which te offence of fishing ha been committed within three
miles of land. Her Majesty's Government do not caim that the prohi-
bition to enter British baya should be generally insisted on, except
where there is ason to apprehend ome subutantial invasion of British
rigta. And, in particular, they do net desire American vessels teobe
prevented from navigating te Gut to Causo (rom which Ber Kajesty's
Government are asked that they may be tomporarily excluded),mless it
saIl appear itha tiis permission s used ltthe injury of colonial fher-
men or for other improper objecta. I bave il n cotmaud to make this
communication te your Lordahips, us conveying lte decision of Her
Majesty's Government on this subject.'

" This despatch recedes from the rights claimed and exercised by
British fishermen up to 1854, and from the position assumed by Lord
Clarendon in his despatch to Mr. Bruce, Iu May, 1866, inasmuch as it-

"PFirst, places in abeyance the headland question; and,
"decoUd, continues the exceptional pernission granted lu relation

to the Ba of Fundy;
"Tird, it fixes the bays from which Americans shall be excluded as

those under ten geographical milesl l widtbi
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" Fourth, it requires that repeated warnings be given (fixed at three);
" Fifth, that when seizures or forfeitures are marie there, 'itZis desira

ble that they should be selected from vessels in which the offence was
committed within three miles of land.'

"Sixth, that Ber Majesty's Government do not desire that vessels
should be prevented from navigating the Gut of Uanso, except it shall
apear to be to the injury of colonial fishermen, or for other improper

Now, Sir, I want to call the attention of the hon. Minister
of Finance to this fact, and to ask him to correct his state-
ment that the British Government has never enforced its
complote rights since 1854. Sir, he knows well that during
the twelve years of the Reciprocity Treaty their rights were
in abeyance, to be resumed in every particular when that
treaty expired. Lord Clarendon admitted that, and the
British Government admitted it, but by their despatches
they tried to induce us to tone down and modify our claims.

" I would observe that these six points of concession or suspension ol
our rights were settled by Her Mfajesty's Government by letter aforesaid
of 12th April, 1866, after Canada had reluctantly adopted their sugges-
tions in reference to the license system, as may be seen by Minute of
Conncil of 23rd March, 1866, without any previous consultation or ap-
proval of such policy by Canada, and against the positive protest of
Nova Scotia, as before stated. The Island of Prince Edward and the
Province of New Brunswick also acted in harmony with their sister
Provinces in the feeling of opposition to the policy proposed.

" r. Secretary Seward proposed, through Her Majesty's Ambassador
at Washington, on the 4th of June of the same year, to negotiate upon
the basis of a reduction of the customs duties on fish imports from the
Provinces, in consideration of admitting American fishermen and fihing
vessels to the free and unrestricted use of our waters. Such proposition
was rejected by the Government of Canada (see Minute of Council, 18th
June, 1866), and the Government of the United States were informed
that no engagements could be entered into which could at all connect
the admission of American fishermen and vessels to the desired privilege
with a remission of duties proposed to be levied by the United States on
Provincial-caught fish The licensing was continued at the request of
Her Majesty's Government, during the year 1867, with the reluctant
assent of the Provinces, such assent having again been given plainly
out of deference to the policy of the Empire, and in the belief expressed
by the Government, that there was still a prospect of arrangements
being arrived at in reference to a trade treaty with the United 8tates.
On the Ist of July and 3rd of September, 1867, His Grace the Duke of
Buckingham and Chandos, being then Colonial Secretary, addressed
the Governor General of Canada, dealing with the question of a con-
tinuance of the policy of licensing and increase of the tonnage duty
payable for such license; and, on the 21st of February, 1868, the then
Governor General, by direction, submitted with these despatches a
memorandum, containing four propositions as a possible means of deal-
ing with the subject.

"lot. To maintain the small fee (of fifty cents per ton, merely as an
assertion of title).

"2nd. To increase the fee to a sum representing the value of the
liberty conceded.

"3rd. To absolutely prohibit fishing by United States fishermen in
colonial waters.

4 4th. To propose to the Government of the United States to admit
their vessels and fishermen on condition of opening Armerican markets
to Canadian fishermen.

" While the policy of the Colonial Office favored the continuance of
the license system at an increase of one dollar per ton, the Government,
by Minute of Council, acting on the reports of the undersigned, re-
spectively bearing date the 20th November, 1867, and 27th February,
1868, were clear and explicit in conveying their opinions that the first,
second and fourth propositions should not be entertained, that the
third was the course which should be adopted, and that by total exclu-
sion the American fishermen could alone be made to realise the import-
ance 0f the privileges which they were permitted to enjoy. It was also
again clearly asserted in these papers that the consent of the colonies
to the licensing arrangement of 1866 was obtained on the faith of its
continuance only for one year, and in the belief that the faith of fer
Majesty's Government was pledged to its abandonment, and that they
would not ask its continuance if the Americans failed to enter into trade
arrangements of a satisfactory character.

"In proof of this position, the undersigned may here quote a few
extracts from the Minutes referred to in the Minute of 20th November
1867, where it is stated that-

"' It was also remarked in this connection that the tonnage duty of
50 cents per ton then imposed was adopted for that year only, and must
not, in any sense, be regarded as an equivalent for the advantages
accorded.,

"It was also distinctly understood, ' that unless some satisfactory
arrangement between Great Britain and the United States, embracing
the whole subject of reciprocal commercial relations, should be made
during the course of the then current year, the special privileges thus
allowed should be withdrawn, and in the same Minute the belief was
expressed that it was upon the faith of that promise alone that Nova
Scotia and Prince Edward Island reluctantly gave their consent. It
further states, in support of the same position, that-

' If there appeared at this j ancture any near prospect of continued
liberality and forbearance being exeroised by the United States-if

Mr. MITCHELL.

there was evinced an active desire to re-establiah a fair interchange of
the etaple productions of the two countries, the peculiarity of our situa-
tion might not press with so great urgency. But unless before the
opening of another fisbing season some more equitable and permanent
arrangement be effected, the existing provisional system ough'. wholly
to cease.'

'l In the Minute of 27th February, 1868, it was stated as an objection
against continuing the license system, ' that besides its inadequacy it is
liable to the grave objection mentioned by Bis Excellency of being
likely to degenerate into a total relinquishment of the exclusive right
ot fishing. A continuation, even for another year, of this nominal
license fee, which system, when established, was expressly limited to
the first year, but has now extended over two years, ought, on no
account whatever, to be proposed.'

" The Minute further goes on to state that whatever may at present
be determined on ' by Her Majesty's Government, unless before the
advent of another fishery season some satisfactory arrangement shall
be effected, the existing and any other merely provisional system ought
wholly to cease, and ail concessive liberties of fishing be absolutely
withheld.'

" This Minute in further stating the temporary character of the
arrangement observes that,-

" 'Uonscious of their rights, and equally anxious to obviate every
possibility of estrangement between neighboring peoples, or of inter-
national difficulty between Great Britain and the United States, they
would rather aceept a further temporary arrangement for the current
ear, provided it shall be made contingent on contemporary enquiries
y a mixed commission of the nature indicated in the Earl of Claren-

don's despatch of llth May, 1866 '
" On several occasions during the year 1868, the subject was again

brought under the notice of Her Majesty's Government, and by a Minute
cf Council of the 9th their attention was called to the fact that evils of
a peculiar character were arising under the new system of licensing
American fishermen, inasmuchi as the Provinces finding that their inter-
ests were neglected, and foreigners permitted to enjoy their fisheries
against their will, were in danger of becoming Ameicanied in their
views,-in fact, the people of Prince Edward I land were, by permitting
the Americans to ignore the enforcement of treaty obligations, bidding
for the trade which our own fishermen should have enjoyed, but which
Americans monopolised, and were thus injuring the neighboring Pro.
vince uf Nova Scotia, where the treaty was enforced In the Dominion
the natural rights of our people, so far as we had puwer, or would be
permitted by Her Majesty's Government to enforce them, wereenforced ;
and Americans, so far as related to the causes for which thev had a
right to enter our ports, were kept strictly to their treaty rights Our
Government precluded them from trading in our ports,-from tranEfer-
ring cargoes from the fishing vessels to the freight and passenger steam-
ers of their country, which visited our p rts for the purpose of receiving
their cargoes,-while in the neighboring Island of Prince Edward they
were permitted as much license and liberty as a British subject. They
bought fils, salt and barrels, sold and trafficked in fishing outfits, landed
and stored their fish, to be again re-shipped lu the line of American
steamers running from thence to Boston, and whose trade was built up
by this illicit violation of treaty rights. A gain, they purchased the fi h
of the island,-shipped them as American fish,-and thus got them into
American markets free of duty, calling them American fish l'he trade
of the island was thus gradually becoming alienated, and the disregard
of the authorities to the constant and continuous violations on the part
cf Americans of treaty stipulations, was doing much harm, as well to
the trade of the adjoining Province of Nova 8cotia, as in sapping the
loyalty of the people of the island. So serions did this become, that it
was made the subjeet of grave remonstrance on the part of Nova
Scotians, and the Government cf Canada despatched, as a Special
Commissioner, the Honorable Stewart Campbell, M.?., to report
thereon. His report fully maintained the facts as previously stated, and
the subject being again brought under the notice of Council upon report
of the undersigned, ot 10th June, 1868, in which attention was called to
the very unsatisfactory state of the fishery question, and suggesting that
the attention of Her Majesty's Government be called thereto,-the Gov-
ernment availed itself ot the presence in England of two of the leading
members of the Cabinet, vis :-Sir George E. Cartier, Baronet, and the
Honorable Wm McDougall, C.B., and directed them ' to secure a per-
sonal conference with the Secretary of State for the Colonies, with a
view to the timely adoption of some permanent and satisfactory policy.'

" The report referred to, after giving a Litf resume of the fishesy
question,-the course pursued by the British authorities and that foi-
lowed by the United States, remarked upon the belief that was enter-
tained by Rer Majesty's Government, that the Americans would shortly
resume their trade relations which they, in 1866, so hastily abandoned,
and upon the fallacy thereof, it again referred to the fact that the license
system was limited to the then current year, and stated ' that during
three successive seasons the same system bas been continued,-that it
wa each year renewed with manifest reluctance, attended as it has been
by considerable lous, and many inconvenences occasioning impatient
acquiescence on the part of the Maritime Provinces.'

"' The burdensome continuance of a system, originated as an amicable
concession towards the neighboring States, does not seem to have met
with the slighest appreciation. The sole practial effect of it bas been to
admit foreigners to a free use of our fisheries, whilst imposing on the
Imperial and Provincial Governments the material expense of regalat-
mng such foreign participation in lucrative advantages, and încurring
the cost of protecting ..ritish subjects in the concurrent use of privileges
exclusively theirs by the laws and usages of civilised nations, and at the
same time guarding their own fishing grounds against substantial injury
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by American fishermen. Under aIl these circumstances, it is respectfully
but earnestly submitted whether the system of licensing United States
fishing vessels, avowedly a provisional one, and implying no principle,
should now be absolutely discontinued, and that it shaluin future give
place te a definite policy of exclusion agreeable to colonial intereste,
and consistent with national dignity and right.,

" The gentleman referred to brought the matter under the notice of
the Secretary of State, but without resulting in any change of policy.

"I he undersigned need not here especially deal with the despatch of
Earl Granville of 21st June, 1869, as it is dealt with in the report to
Council of 20th December of the same year, but would observe that,
notwithstanding all the representations which the Government of Can-
ada bad made agaimst licenaing foreign fishermen, tIh system was still
maintained, though at an increased rate, and he would especially recall
attention to the report referred to, and also to that of the 15th of same
month, on the subject of trade and fidheries, as bearing upon our rela-
tions with thei United States. I may here state that some inducements
were held out by the action of Congress leading to a belief that arrange-
mente for trade might be secured, and a conference was held upon te
subject by Mr. Fish on the part of the American Government and Sir
John Rose on behalf of that of-Canada, but with no practical effect ;
and though Mr. Rose was given to understand by the American Secretary
of State that so soon as the opinions of certain leading statesmen could
be obtained, he would invite the Government of Canada again to send
delegates to meet him, no such invitation was sent ; and notwithstand-
ing the apparent change of sentiment indicated by the resolution of
Congress alladed to, the President, in his annual address to Congres,
on 4h December lst, dispelled all hopes of such an arrangement, and
the Government of Canada adopted the reports of the l5th and 20th of
December, in whicb these remarks appear :-'But Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment cannot fail to be struek with the injustice to us, and the danger
to the Empire which attend an indefinite and temporising policy ; it is
therefore respectfully recommended that, unless the course submitted in
a former report of the 15th instant be pursued, the United States Gov-
erament be at once arged to enter into a mixed commission, of the nature
described in Earl Clarendon's despatch, of t11h May, 1866, founded on
suggestions offered by Mr. Adams.' And that pending the recommen-
dations of such joint commission, as may be adopted and confirmed by
the respective Governments, an improved system of licensing American
fishing vessels shall be enforced under regulations necessary to its effec-
tive operation, and limited positively to the ensuing year.

" 'la the event of the United States Government declining this pro-
posal, the existing licenses which expire with the closing year should
not b. renewed, and a policy of entire exclusion from our fishing limita
should be adopted and enforced.'

" Tu this Minute no answer was received until the 5th May, 1870,when
Mr. H J. Holland for Earl Granville, under date 19th April last, sent a
despatch to Sir John Young, of which the following is the text:-

" ' With reference toprevious correspondence with respect to the pro-
tection of the Canadian fisheries, I have the honor to inform you that
the Board of Admiralty have been requested to send to the Canadian
waters a force suflicient te protect 0anadian fishermen, and to maintain
order.'

"l In the meantime, however, the Canadian Government had passed
an Order in Council, under date 8th January last, to the following
effect. viz.;-.

"'IThat the system of granting fishing licenses to foreign vessels under
the Act 31 Vie., cap. 61, be discontinued, and that henceforth foreign
fishermen be not permitted to fish in the waters of Canada.' They fur-
ther pLovided that six vessels similar to La Canadienne, be employed
for the protection of the fisheries, in addition to the two already engag-
ed on that service; and they also recommend that Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment be requested to maintain on the fishing stations of Canada a
sufficient naval force to prevent riotous conduct, and to protect the offi-
cers of the police in the discharge of their duty. l reference to the
proposal of Lord Granville to support the local force, by the presence of
only one vessel of war, the minute stated that it considered this meas-i
ure of support would be inadequate, and hoped that Her Majesty's Gov-
ermment may be instructed to increase it.

" la dealing with the latter point, the undersigned, inb is report of
20th Deeember last, before referred to, remarked;-

"' With fürther reference to the concluding portion of Earl Granville's
despatch of 21st of June lat, signifying the readiness of Her Majesty's
Government to furniah for next year one vessel of war to assist in giving
effect to regulations for protecting the fisheries, provided that the Can-
adian Government furnish at their own cost such other vessels as may
be necessary, the underuigned would draw the attention of Council to
the national character of this service as contra-distinguished from the
municipal duty which it appears to be considered. It, in fact, involves
important political considerations. The public right of fishiig in the
waters of British North America has been dealt with and dispoied of in
former times by Imperial authority, and las formed the subject of treat-
!es or conventions with foreign powers. The differences which existed
between the British and American Governments under the Treaty of 1878,
arose from concessions of fishing privileges in colonial waters, made by
the Imperial Government in favor of citizens of the Unitel States; and
the succeeding disputes which have arisen out of the Convention of
1818, resulted from the terms of an arrangement made entirely by the
Imperial authorities. Those disputes were the sane that would have
been revived st the termination of the tReciprocity Treaty, had not a
temporary postpouement occurred through the licensing system. The
Government of Canada did not desire to avoid their settlement. If,
therefore, they are now to be still furth3r postponed in deference to the
-iews of fer Majesty's Government, the people of Canada may reason.

ably claim th-tt Imperial connection with the great question ln suspense
shallh be duly represented by Her Majesty'a ships. The purely local or
municipal duties of guarding the coast and inshore fisheries within the
limite of our territorial jurisdiction, the Canadian authorities do not
hesitate to assume, and will amply provide for; but in support of those
national rights on which the whole question depends, it is respeetfully
submitted that a sufficient Imperial force should be maintained in col-
onial waters.'1"

The particular despatch to which this refers is brought out
here. The Canadian Government inform Ber Majesty's
Government that they are prepared to fit out a fleet to
protect Canadian rights within three miles of the shore,
and they ask Her Majesty's Government, instead of putting
on one ship as they proposed, to protect the fisheries outside
of the three-mile limit, to put on a sufficient number of ships,
and they made this response:

" ' Hitherto the number of war vessels detached for this service has
been, according to the testimony of the commanding officers altogether
too few ; and should the inadequacy of the force be further reduoed to the
emall measure of one ship, the moral and material effect would, it la
feared, prove as injurions to our interesti as it is possible to eenceilre.
Were an increased number of cruisers to be employed, the undersigned is
prepared to recommend that they be supplemented by a suffisient number
of sailing vessels, armed and equipped by the Canadian Government as
a marine police, to enforce our fishery laws and protect our inshore
fisheries. These vesels would be similar in build to the foreign fishing
vessels, and well manned. The schooner La Canadienne, now employ-
ed, is described by naval officers as very suitable to the duty, and has
accomplished like duties for several years psut in a most satisfactory
manner. The others might be provided somewhat on that model.
These auxiliary vessels could cruise close in shore, and aocompany the
fishing fleet, co-operating alwaya with Her Majesty's ships, and furnish-
ed with licenses to be issued, if required, to foreign fishermen.'

"l I pursuance of the policy iadicated in that report, the Canadian
Government directed that the force employed for the protection of the
fisheries and maintained by then, be supplemented by the addition of
six vessels of the class of La Canadienne, a style of vessel which was
considered suitabie for that service, and such as was recommended by
the officers in command of Her Majesty's cruisers, as most desirable,
which was accordingly done, and the anadisa force was thas inereased
to one steamer and seven esailing vessels.

" The Canadian Government alo submitted to Parliament a Billuin
amendment of the Act 31 Vic., cap. 61, which was pssed, lntituled:
" An Act to amend the Act reapecting Fiahing by Foreign Vessels,'
which abolished the necessity of giving any waruinge te foreign dsher-
men before seizure if found within our limita.

'' The Government of Canada also submitted special instruetions to
be given to the officers in command of these vessels, under date 14th
April lat, based upon those which had been prevlously approved by
Rer Majesty's Government in former years, varying ouly when the
altered cireumstanoes called for change. To a portion of these instruo-
tions, exception was taken by Mr. Thornton,-at the instance of Mr.
Fish-the correspondence in reference to which will appear in the
report to Council, by the undersigned, under date of the 28th Aprillut,
and the Minute of Council thereon.

" After the instructions before referred to were issued, the Governor
General submitted to Coun cil, on the 2nd of May last, a copy of a able
telegram which he received from Lord Granville, dated 30th April lat,
in the following words

" 'Take steps to secure that American fiahing vesseli are not seized
even between headlands, except within three miles distance of the
Ihore,' and he seked that he might be furnished with an answer to be
sent the Colonial Office, with a copy of the orders which had been given
or which might be given to the commandera aforesaid. To this Oouneil
by Minute othe Brd of May, replied au follows:-

And here is perhaps the explanation of why Mr. Mitchell
had to alter his orders,-

1 ' The Committee advise that Earl Granville be informed that steps
have already been taken to provide against the seizure of American
vessels under the circumstances above mentioned, and that the Instruc-
tions to the officers in command of the vessels engaged in the protection
of the fisheries (copies of which have been forwarded to the Colonial
Secretary) contain special directions on the subject.'

l In agreeing te the above report, Council naturally concluded that
the telegram of the 30th April, had reference to, and wam to be read in
connection with, the instructions issued by Mr. Cardwell in April, 1866,
and upon which the annual instructions of the Canadian Government
were based for the past four years and that if Her Majesty's lGovern-
ment had decided in any way to limit or abandon our righte to the
fisheries of which we were in possession, that before doing so they would
have consulted the Government of Canada upon the subject, or at leuat
have explicitly informed them that they had o limited them, and lu
what particulars."

They actually reduced the limit from ten milets to six
miles without consulting the Canadian Government, and that
is the way in which Canada'a interests were protected.
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" The Government was, ho*ever, somewhat .surprised to receive on Oanadian officers are directett communicate without delay fhe naies

the 25th of May latt, a copy of a despatch from Lord Granville to Sir of any vesseh they ah have notified snt accosted, or anywhich may
John Young, bearing date the 30th April last, informing the Governor es"apeor resnt seizure; this proviso is consonant to theloorelative
General that hie Lordship had transmitted to him a copy of a letter to fising by foreign vessels, as, besides the offence of being -1ound
ad4ressed to the Admiralty, respecting the instructions to be given tofiuing,' it le unlawfnl to 'have been fihhing, &o.1 (Vide 31 Vie., cap 61,
the officers of ler Majesty's ships employéd in the protection of the sec. 1, and amending Act).
Canadiàn fishei-es,land statiïg 'that Her Majesty's Government do not "The undersigned begs to express tbehope that the instructions sug-
doubt that your Ministers will agree with them as to the propriety of gested in Lord Granville's despatehtteimiralty may not le inter-
these instructions to the vessels employed by them.' preted so as to affect suob liability. Itisalsoundergtoolthattheterm

"The letter referred to is as follows :-offence of fishing las been committed,' occurring in he Admiralty
« IlDCWWING STREET, instructions, to which the aseent of the Canadian Government je inviteti,

'3Ot Aprl, 170. are te be construed conformably with the. fishery Iaws, as, under these
30th April, 187. tuespreparing o filinhore constitutes an offence.

'' In Mr. Secretary Cardwell's letter to the Lords Commissioners of I"'The undersigned would, therefore, respectfnlly observe that whule
the Admiralty, of the 12th April, 1866, it was stated that American recommending acquiescence in se much of hie Lordship's suggestion as
vessels should not be 'seized for violating the Canadian fishery law, consiste with these special instructions, it le atvisable ho eued againet
' except after wilful and persayering neglect of the warnings which they any further practical modification of he strict right of enure exclusion,
may have received; and in case it should become necessary to proceediantiaise of summary action, than what has been already provided for
to forfeiture, casese should, if possible, be selected for the extreme step in the very considerate instructions issaed by the Canadian Govern-
in which he offence of fishing has been committed within three miles of ment

laiud.' 11 There shoniti, as far as it je possible, le uniforxity of procedutre in
"' The Canadian Governmet lias recently determined, with the con- these particulars between Rer Majesty's slips ant the snbsidisry force

currence of Her Majesty's ginisters to increase the stringency of the employet by Canada.
existing practice by dispensing with the warnings hitherto given, and "'1Wth reference, however, to that part of Lord GranvilIe's suggestion
seizing at once any vessel detected in violating the law. affecting the order te capture any foreign vessaI hable to seizure oniy

" ' la view of this change, and of the questions to which it may give wlan the slip is actually wihhin three miles of the eoastthe under-
rie, I am directed by Lord Granville to request that you will move signet considers it open te serious objettion.
their lordships to instruet the officers of Her Majesty's ships, employed ci9lothe Imperial and colonial shatuhes regulating fishing by foreign
in the protection of the fisheries, that they are not to seize any vessel vessels, relate te jurisdichion in British waters. The system appiiet
unless it je evident, and can be clearly proved, that the offence of fishing unoar them recognises certain conventional limita as tie basis of achual
has been committed, and the vessel itself is captured, within three miles exclusion. But it woultiseem te be inconistent both with the provi-
of land.' sions of these Acte, ant the object of defence, ho admi of offending

" This despatch the Council read also in connection with the before- vessels avoiding ail panai coneequences of ther trespass by imply page-
named letter of Mr. Cardwell of 1866, and did not conceive, although ing an imaginary hue out of colonial bonts, ant yet being still
the language of it was scarcely consistent with the latter, tiat Her within British juriediction, after having violatetithe provincial laws,
Majesty's Government meant to convey a limitation in connection with and infringed 1h. treaty between Great Britain anthe United States,
the bays upon our coast, inasmuch as the Canadian Government was antialsa the Imperial Ad founded on he same. Tii peculiar facility
not advised of any alteration in that particular; and in the report towihh which foraign fishing vessais may crose ant recrose along Ibis
Council upon it, the text of which I have thought it desirable to give at marine limit, rentiers it possible that under sheiher of the. eemption
length, it will be perceived that Council did not construe it to mean resulting from any instruction of tbe nature suggestet, treepaseers may
a restriction of the geographical limits of our jurisdiction, but mainly present he anomaly of escaping from the marine police of Canada ho he
objected te that portion of the despatch which directed 'that they quast-protectien of'Imperiul autiorfty. Tii existence of such a mule
are net to seize any vessel unless it is evident, and can be clearly muet really invita illegal ancroachments on he part of foreigners ; ant
proved, that the offence of fishing has been committed, and the vesselthe immadiate effect woulti la o encourage intruters to quieken heir
itseli is captured within three miles of land.' "efforts to avetntion and evade seizure, knowing that tle capture

of thair vessais is certain only when caught, as it were, in the. very aet
We protected our fishermen within onr municipal jurisdic- of trespae. It wili certainiy weaken the moral influence of any demant
tion of three miles, and what did the British fleet do ? Did mate by the officers lu command of these Canadian veesels, tepanting,
they protect them outside that limit? No. The instrue- as thay are intructetite do, on he material aid of Rer Ma*ety'ssips

Incase f violence, tiiey boing theinselves unauthorizeti te fire upon andi
tions they had in regard to their action outside were a disableany veseel etiar effering resistance or endeavoring te escape
sham, and, if we could get to the bottom of those instrue-
tions, I believe it would be found that they were in- "TIare is aieo e considerethe probable future raference ho thie
structed not to seize any vessel at all. At least, that is whatetion indonneI t finaleemenh ersevine
they did do. actually trespasset within thrae miles of he shore of the interloT of tle

Bay des Chaleurs, andi escapeti from the municipal force of Canada,
"To the latter clause of this despatch, as te the place of capture, the eh net le afterwarts subjeet ho seizure under British authority au>-

Q*uaan Goyernment had decided objection; it was a new feature in where witiinthe outrance ho tint bay, eay inside of a une drawn aerons
the justrpctions to Her Britannic Majesty's omcers which had never fom Miscou ho Peint Maquereau (distant aýart about 15 miles), ant
before beau given, was a further limitation of the means of preventing where, lu ail otier mathers of a civil or criminal nature, Canada exer-
these encroachments, *hich it was the professed object of eher Majesty's cises provincial juriediction, it mi>'impi>'wàiver of loti Canadian ant
cruisers toccomplish, and ny Lord Granville was in error l assuming Britishicontrel que ad exclusive riglts -f tshing. The Govemument
'tþat the Government of Canada would agree with them as to hbe pro.baving telileratet on anti dterminet te maintMn tus essenhiai point
praty of these instructions,' as will appear by the following report andb>' eveial Orters inConseil aiophed since 1864, it le unatisable ho
the Minute of Council thereon. sanction any sud tinîlous proceeding as migit le iu future presset

" Having reference te a despatch of the 30th ultimo, from the Secre- inho service ho support Ameican views.
tary' of State for the Colonies, covering a communication of the samne "Ocso istenaanhrfrhoeptsrentiDpamnt
date from Bir Freterick Rogers te the Secmetary ef the Admiralty, datetilôth anti201h Decembar hast, in whicl thie disputét part of the
directing attention to instructions given to officers of Rer Majesty's
ship s emlloyed in the protection of the fishaies of Canada, ant tesiring o aeintio terete ea ou reatre
he Canadian Goverment to give correspending directions te oficers s
in command oh the marine police vasse similarly engaged, the under-
signedt has the houer te submit tha t certain respecta, Lord Gran- g estion i A emican MIoiste h Londp
ville's wish ias been alreadn providad fer in the special instructions
adepted by the Governor General u Council ou the 14th instant. h

" Thie offcrs oh Hem Majesty's slips are, it is saidi, instructedi 'net teon h upr hfe aat' qarn emrteefcec fti
seize any vessel unless it ie evident, anti can le clearl proved, that thei mrateranti g be te re ae
offence of fishing las been committed and he vessai itself is captured
within three miles cf land.

t Attention hs respectfully requested te a division of the instructions atompauha s)ota e teo pe, al ete
issueid by the Governmtent o Canada, headedi 'Action,' by whic it wil ofan- estuommn i nien I, vednm
be seen tai exercise of the lawful powe o peremptery' and asolutes mlTetnhe ineee uleresohCanada.
dtietion is net contemplated on the firsh occasion, unless thrn . le a te a ction of thenlppear y o Mintef2n
wilful anTi persistet violation oh hie law; but suhd preliminary' for-nt nsunrtcofter ence hontias athe Minegof ou t
bearance could net possibly le extendetd te any' sulsequent act of' trou-es-te tat'he veaiseabe te e memoandm rein tys
pas. Aenther division of hlese instructions, headedt ' Directions,' pro- ho, hIe inietr of ariead Fihnoes, Mywho m eb e
vides with great carme against the possility fe an offending vesselhioeidesptc antenue em erentiey espectfulin
seizedt by h ie Canadian oficers, except actually within tIres miles of etteicorenceheeianav
land, anti unles îte commission of the offonce can la clearly proveti.e ansîTetionr xCollnterord Grnvîhescntsifhne

"It is, however, intimatei undar the same headi that any offend-ing svint, oh hichnan Gvernetnte e stineobnte
vessel which may reist or avotid immediate seizure within thmee miles init tespaha nd
of land,,gmainua liable te capture for the offence çommitted by Canadian I"1wll hunier le parceived, b>'rehereuce ho Minute of ouneil of
officers in the waters of Canada and by Imperial cruisers wheréver -she 8hhtust, tiat immediately upon -receiptef the lrÀtUetielsised"by
may be afterwards found in British waters, and in onsequence, the Vie-Admirai Wellesley, under the directions oh Ber M4esty's Govemn-

Ma f o.o n inuL.
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ment, a Mrrute Of C0undil was paased-in aecordance therewith, and concession in the same direction, as proposed by Lord Granville (Iden-
amongst other miner changes essential tosecure uniformity, these words tical in the words of that infectual and unjuat claim), may besimi-
were added:- It must be evident *ad susceptible ot the clearest proof larly cmnstrued to our detriment. Thus the whole policy of exclusion
that the o&nce has been committed and the capture effected withia the would be gradually subverted, an i component parts ot a question vital
prohibited limita.' to the future welfare and interests of Canada, become practically aban-

"I need scarcely remind the Council. of the great reluctance that they doned piecemeal.
felt in thus narrowing our powers of protecting the intereste of our "< 'The peculiar concession now suggested would, it is believed, tend
fisberm#n, nor thé feeling of doubt and distrust as to the real intentions te create new differences with the United States instead <f promoting
of Her Majesty's Government in relation 'to these fisheries which was any final settlement of the existing controversy.
forced upon -theu., It became evident that a personal remonstrance " 'Reference je particularly requested to reports of the l5th and 20th
ought:te be- made1hy a member of the anadian Governinent to the of December lait, in which the whole matter in question ls fully set
British Ministry. This course was shortly thereafter reseolved upon, and forth. The conclusions arrived at were, that, as the American Govern-
the Honorable Alexander Campbell was despatched to London for the ment had voluntarily terminatei the Treaty uf 1854, and ever sine
purpose of remonstrating with Her Majesty's Government, and urging failed to consider any propositions regarding an equivalent for the use
them to instat upon a reference of the matters in dispute on the part of of our inshore fisheries, notwithstanding an intermediate license system
the Ameridans to a Joint Commission, or failing that, atonce to enforce which continued to United States citizens the same fishing privileges
and secure the exclusive use of all those privileges and limits which they had enjoyed under the Recipro&ty Treaty, .on merely formal
Bitish subjects enjoyed from 1818 up to their suspension by the Reci- conditions, ail much concessions ehould be absolutely withdrawn and
procity Treaty in 1854. our rghts duly enforced as they existed and were upheld anterior to

" Couneil had hoped that until them ission of ,Mr. Campbell should that rediprocal compact.
hive enabled ithem to judge what they might expect as to the course " 'The undersigned, theretore, respectfully submits that the terme of
Her Majesty's Government might hereafter pursue, that at least they the policy already adopted, and now in actual course of being carried
would not be called upon to make fresh changes, or submit te any out, should be strietly adhered to.'
further limitatims of their rights, and -were surprised at the receipt o " The undersigned would further observe that this resume of the
a copy of a telegrem of the 6th instant, forwarded to the Governor fishe:y question need not be embarrassed with tIc correspondence on
General in Council, from My Lord Granville to bir John Young, in the the points raised , through Mr. Thornton, by the Anerican Secretary of
following words t State, Ur. Fish, in relation to the text of the instructions given to the

"'£Her Majesty's Government hopesthat the United States fishermen fishery officers commanding the marine police vessels in connection
will not be for the present prevented from fihing, except within three with the Magialen Islands, and Labralor, as it is not material to the
miles of land, or in baya which are less than six miles broad at the main question, and has been already answered bv reports and Minutes
mouth.' of Council, of the 31st uit , and the 8th, 14th and 27th inet int, it is

, The Government were-again surprised to fini that a new and further necessarynow to make reference to the Bay of Fundy.
limitation otthe-rights of the British people was resolved upon by Her •'·Upon the concession made in relation to the correspondence it will be
Majesty's Goverument, inasmuch as in ail former inistructions, forpign found that, after the right of Americans to fish lu that bay was dis-
fishermen were excluded from bays which were legs than ten geographi- cussed at length, the foilowing conclusions were arrived at by the then
cal miles wide, while the telegram referred to, limited the exclusion, Foreign Minister, the Earl of Aberdeen, inb is letter of the 10th May,
for the first time, to 'baya which were legs than six miles wide at the 1845, in which, after reasoning upon the merits of the question, he
mouth.' states that:

" The question which naturally presente 1 itself to the Canadian "'The undersigned will confine himself te stating that, after
Ministry was, where is this to end ? and to what extent are ihese conces- the most deliberate re-consideration of the subject, and with
sions to be made? They felt it to ha a duty they owe i alike to Canada, every desire to do full justice to the United States, and to view
for whose Government they were resposaible, as to the whole British the claims put forward on behalf of United States citizens in thepeople, to remonstrate with Her Maesty'a Ministers before issuing the ,
required instruction, and on the 9t instant they adopted a Minute of most favorable light, Her Majesty's Government are, nevertheless,
Council, concurring in the report of the undersigned of the 8th instant, still constrained to deny the right of United States citizens, un.
and requesting that a copy thereof should be sent to Lord Granville for der the Treaty of 1818, te fish in that part of the Bay of Fundy
the information of Her Majesty's Government. which, froin its geographical position, may properly be considered

" The report states that precautions h-ave been already taken againet as included within the British possessions.'
seizare by (Janadian officers of United States fishing vessels outaide of ufHer Majesty's Government muet still maintain-and in this
three marine miles from land on 4he coasts of Canada, and further re- view they are fortified by high legal authority-that the Bay ofmarking upon the despatch, observes that:

'' ' The termination of the Reciprocity Treaty by the United States, and Fundy is rightfully claimed by Great Britain as a bay withn the
the consequent cessation of the labors of the Joint Commise on embrac- Treaty of 1818 ; and they equally maintain the position which was
ing disputed points in the controversy suspended thereby, had the legi- laid down in the note of the undersigned, dated the 15th of April
timate effect of leaving the inshore fishery rights just as they stood in last, that with regard to the other baye on the British American
l8b4f The main point formerly in dispute, involving the definition of coast, no United States fisherman has, under that convention, the
bays, &o., has never since been conceded by the ieperial or Colonial right tofish within three miles of the entrance of such bays, asauthorities. It, on the coutrary, has been steadily asserted in ail sub- desi ated bi a line drawn fromi headland ta headland et thatsequent carrespondence and transactions. The letter of the Secretary e n a
of State for the Colonies, dated 12th April, 1866, expressly reserves it entrance.
and sets forth the opinion of Her Majesty's Go rernment as clear on this "But while Her Majesty's Government atill feel themselves

oint The Canadian Government was, however, desired to forego, bound to maintain these positions as a matter of right, they are,
fthe prebent,' the strict enforceant of British rights in this re- nevertheless, not insensible to the advantages which would accrue

spect, and4 during the (then) prosent season' to accept a conventionaluto both countries from a relaxation of the exercise of that rig t-
arrangement affecting baya or creeks less than ten miles wide at their te the United States, as conferring a material benefit on their
mtrance. oteUieSttsascfern a aeilb eftnthr

It vas so acce ted as part of the temporary system ait that time fishing trade; and to Great Britain and the United States con-
propoued, but has shared with kindred provisions the disapproval jointly and equally, by the removal of a fertile source of disagree-
lopeatei on varions occasions by tehis overnment duing four years ment between them.
past. The policy adopted this year by Canada, and approved by Great I"fHer Majesty's Government are also anxious, at the same time
britain, would in its entirety supersede ail provisional concessions that they uphold the just claims of the British Crown, to evince
heretofore subsisting But, in deference; to the obvious wishes of Ber by every reasonable concession their desire to act liberally andMajesty's Goverument, this policy bas been carriedout in the spirit of ry roabte Uni tates
Mr. Cardwell's despatch of 12th April, 1866, and the sane conventional amicably tevards tie United States.
limit of ten miles will be again for the present observed. The Govern-. "The undersigned has accordingly much pleasure in announo-
ment of Canada ought not, therefore, to be now desired to recognise ing te Mr. Everett, the determination to which Her Majesty's
any further and fresh limitation of our exclusive rights, however tem- Government have come, to relax in favor of the United States
porary and guarded it may b. intended to be made. fishermen that right which Great Britain has hitherto exercised

" ' This disputed matter has now been pending tor upwards of twenty- of excluding these fishermen from the British portion of the Bay
five years, during which period the American Government has had of Fundy, and they are prepared to direct the colonial authoritiesfrequent opportunities and bas been specially invited to juin n au to alo henceforward
cquitable adjustment of the same. The fault that it s still unsettleo .th United States fishermen ta pursue
and the source cf difficulty attached to the United States Government their avocations in any part of the Bay of Fundy, provided they
alone. Great Britain andC anada are mere defendants, as in possession do not approach, except in the cases specified in the Treaty of
of a natural right existing in fact and in law. 1818, within three miles of the entrance of any bay on the coast

" ' TheC ouncil is aware that, when the British Government in 1845 of Nova Scotia or New Brunswick.
opene tie Bay of Fundy to American f&hermen, as an amicable relaxa- "4This concession made by Lord Aberdeen in the interest of
tion of treaty rights, the act was officially regarded as 'a practical peace and in the belief that it would have been reciprocated byabandonment' by American authorities of the Britih construction of peacedS eftiat it su e beereciroate
the Convention of 1818. It was immediately foliowed by a demand for th. United States, and tiat hie suggestion of their taking off he
general application to ail indents exceeding six miles in width. This duties from British-caught fish going into the United States would
extraordinary demand appears to have been for the moment acquiesced have been acted upon, was not realised.
in by- Lord Aberdeen, for peace sake, but was acon aftervards rejected I "An American writer in dealing with this subject (see page 424
by Lord Stanley, on the earnest remonstrances of the colonies. Another of the United States Senate document& of years 1852.53) laya :
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"' The opening of the bay of Fundy consiiered in itself alone,

though nominally confirming the interpretation of the treaty
which the colonial authorities had set up, was, in fact, a practical
abandonment of it, and we have the highest assurance that the
British Government contemplated the further extension of the
same policy by the adoption of a general regulation that Ameri-
can fishermen should be allowed freely to enter all bays of which
the mouths were more than six miles wide.'

" This communication was frustrated by the strong remon-
strance of the Governments of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick,
fortified by an able and elaborate opinion of the then Attorney
General, now the master of rolls of Nova Scotia, on the legal
rights of colonists, in which, after indicating the legal rights of
the latter, he says:

"' The colonists cannot understand the principle upon which
concession in any form should be granted to the American peo.
ple in a case avowedly touching the highest ground of national
policy, even, although concession did not involve consequences,
as it unhappily does in the present case, both immediate and re-
mote, most injurious to colonial interests.'

"l e further says: 'We believe the treaty does not exclude
them, and we but ask a judicial enquiry and determination be-
fore these valuable privileges are relinquished: the highest law
opinions in England have justified our belief. Her Majesty's
Government, in theory, avows and maintains it.'

" The case was finally submitted to the British law officers of
the Crown in a case put by the Legislature of Nova Scotia. The
Advocate General and the Attorney General of England gave as
their opinion 'That, by the terms of the convention, American
citizens were excluded from any right of fishing within three
miles from the coast of British America, and that the prescribed
distance of three miles is to be measured from the headlands or
extreme points of land next the sea, of the coast, or of the en-
trance of baya or indents of the coast, and, consequently, that no
right exista on the part of American citizens te enter the baya of
Nova Scotia, there to take fish, although the fishing, being within
the bay, may be at a greater distance than three miles from the
shore of the bay; as we are of the opinion that the term 'head-
land' is used in the treaty te express the part of the land we
have before mentioned, including the interior of the bays and
the indents of the coast.'

" The colonies sent a delegation and strong remonstrance te
Her Majesty's Government, and on the 17th September, 1845,
Lord Stanley thus wrote to the Governor of Nova Scotia respect-
ing the policy of granting permission te the fishermen ot the
United tates te fish in the bay of Chaleurs, and other large baya
of a similar character on the coasts of New Brunswick acd Nova
Scotia, and apprehending, from your statements, that any such
general concessions would be injurious te the interests of the
British North American Province, 'We have abandonel the in-
tention we hai entertaineci n the subject, and shall adhere to
the strict letter of the treaties which exist between Great
Britain and the United States relative te the fisheries in North
America, except in so far as they may relate to the Bay of Fundy,
which has been thrown open te the North Americans under cer-
tain restrictions.'

" Mr. Webster, in notifying fishermen after the decision of Her
Majesty's Government, and after dealing with this question and
citing the above remarks, states: 'It is this construction of the in-
tent and meaning of the Convention of 1818, for which the colonies
have contended since 1841, and which they have desired should
be enforced -this the Englisho(ivernment has now, it would
appear, consented to do.'

" Yet, notwithstanding this amount of authority in support of
the colonial claitm, no sooner was the concession made as a mattar
of favor to the Americans te fish in the Bay of Fundy, than they
claimed that the concession settled the question as a matter of
right, and that in its operation it should be applicable to all bays,
and the practical effect has been largely te encourage trespassers.

'It will be further seen, by reference te the despatch of Mr.
Everett in reply te Lord Aberdeen's despatchof 1Oth March, 1845,
as regards the concession in reference te the Bay of Fundy, that
no sooner was that generous concession made, than a new and
further one was demanded, viz.: -admission into the sinaller baya
of the coasts of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, within the Bay
of Fundy; this, of course, was not conceded by Her Majesty's
Government.

" This f urther concession, which is now, by the despatch of the
6th inst., temporarily made, limits the exclusion from bays only
of less than six miles wide, in place of, as formerly, froin all bays
less than ten miles wide-is the same concession which was on
the eve of being agreed to by the then Earl of Aberdeen, and

Mr, MLIToiaLL.

which was arrested by the late lamented Earl of Derby, then Lord
Stanley, on the strong remonstrances of the colonists, and will, it
is to be feared, if not at once withdrawn, be viewed by foreigners,
not as an act of grace nor a concession of a temporary character,
but will, in future years as in the Bay of Fundy concession, be
claimed, and its continuance, demanded as a matter of right-
and, under any circumstance, inure te our disadvantage if the re-
ference asked for is obtained.

" The undersigned would now call attention te the question of
the navigation of the Gut of Canso in connection with the fishery
question.

"The points which preserit themselves are :
"let. What are the national rights in relation te the navigation

and user thereof by foreigners, and have British subjects the ex-
clusive right thereto ?

" 2nd. Have the Americans ever obtained any treaty rights from
Great Britain to use it in common ?

" 3rd. What have been the restrictions against foreigners in its
user, and what juriadiction has Great Britain or the Province of
Nova Seotia exercised over it ?

"In order te a clear appreciation of the case, it may be stated
that the Strait of Canso is a narrow strip of water or arm of the
sea, connecting the Bay of Canso, which opens into Chedabucto
Bay on the eastward, with St. George's Bay opening into the
Straits of Northumberland in the Gulf of St. Lawrence, its dimen-
sions are described by Admiral Bayfield, in the report of his sur-
vey of the coast, volume II, as follows:

"' The length of the passage through the Gut from the light-
house at the north entrance to the lighthouse on Eddy Point at
the south entrance is 14J miles, and its least breadth between
Bolache Point and Cape JPrcupine is 41 cables ' (or under half a
mile).

" It is bounded on both sides by counties which now form part
of the Province of Nova Scotia, and in no portion of its length
between the points referred te, is the width up to two miles.

" Under such circumstances, it would seem that, beyond any
doubt, international law would vest the absolute ccntrol and the
exclusive uses of such gut, strait, or arm of the sea, within the
exclusive territorial jurisdiction of the country which controls
both shores.

"' The maritime territory of every state extends to the ports,
harbors, baya, mouths of rivera and adjacent parts of the sea
enclosed by headlands, belonging te the same State. The general
usage of nations superadds to this extent of territorial jurisdiction
a distance of a marine league, or as far as a cannon shot will reach
from the shore, along all the coasts of the state. Within these
limita (i.e. the ports, harbors, baya, and mouths of rivera and
adjacent parts of the sea enclosed by headlands, with three
marine miles superadded) its rights of property and territorial
jurisdiction are absolute, and exclude those of every other nation.'
-Elements of International Law, p. 320. By Henry Wheaton,
LL.D. Second annotated edition, by W. B. Laarence, Boston,
1864.

"' Navigable rivera, which flow through a territory, and the
sea coast adjoining it, and the navigable waters included in baya,
and between headlands and arma of the sea, belong to the
sovereign of the adjoining territory, as being necessary to the
safety of the nation, and to the undisturbed use of the neighbor-
ing shores.'-Kent's Commentaries, p. 25.

"' The property and dominion of the sea might belong te him
who is in possession of the lands on both aides, though it be open
above as a gulf, or above and below as a strait, provided it be
not so great a part of the sea, as when compared with the lands
on both aides, it cannot be supposed t be a portion of them.'-
Grotius de jure belli et pacis, L. 11.

"' The exclusive right of dominion, and territorial jurisdiction
of the British Crown, have immemorially extended t the bayls or
portions of the sea cut off by lines drawn froi one promontory te
another, along the coasts of the Island of Great Britain. They
are commonly called the King's Chambers. A similar jurisdic-
ion, or right of domain, is also asserted by the United States
over the Delaware Bay and other baya and estuaries as forming
portions of their territory. Other nations have claimed a right of
territory over baya, gulfs, straits, mouths of rivera, and estuaries,
which are enclosed by capes and headlands along their respec-
tive coasts, and the principle would seem to be pretty well
established as a rule of international law.'-International Law by
H W. ialleck, A.M., San Francisco, 1861.

"'Gulfs and channels or arma of the sea are, according te the
regular course, supposed to belong to the people with whose lands
they are encompassed.'-Puffendorf Law of Nature and of
Nations, L. IV.
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t"gA we have said of the parts of the sea near the coast, may vailed in reference to this question of the fisheries, and with it

be said more particularly, and with greater reason, of roads, bays, the navigation of the Gut of Cansa.
and straits, as still more capable of being possessed, and ofgreater IlIn 1811 the Fouse of Assembly of Nova Scotia proposed the
importance to the safety of the countiy. But I speak of baya following questions for the cmsideration of lier Majesty'alegal
and straits of small extent, not of those great tracts of sea toadviser8, dated 8th June, 1841:
which these naines are sometimes given, as Hudson's Bay and I. Whether the Treaty of 17, I wag annulled by the war of
the Straits of Magellan, over which the empire cannot extend, 1812, and wbether citizens of the United States possýss any riglit
still less a right of property.'-The Law of Nations, by Mons. de cf fishery in the waters of the lower Provinces other than ceded
Vattel, New Edition by Jos. Chitty, Esq., Annotated by C. D. to them by the Convention of 1818; and if go, what right?
Ingraham, Esq., Philadelphia, 1858.'"si1. Rave American citizens the right, under that Convention,

'•'6According to the current of modern authority, the general to enter any of the baya of this Province to take flsh, if, atter they
territorial jurisdiction extends into the sea as far as cannon shot have so entered, they prosecute the flshery more than three
will reach,* and no further, and this is generally calculated to be marine miles from the shores of such baya; or should the pre.
a marine league.'-Kent's Commentaries, p. 29. eribed distance of three marine miles be measured freinthe

"' Considering the great extent of the line of the American headiands, at the entrance of such baya, se as te exolude thein?
coasts, we have a right te claim, for fiscal and defensive regula- 96 II1..la the distance cf three marine miles te be computed
tions, a liberal extension of maritime jurisdiction ; and it would frei the indents of the coast cf British America, or from the ex-
not be unreasonable, as I apprehend, te assume, for domestic treme headianda, and what is te be considered a headland?
purposes, connected with our safaty and welfare, the control of. "'IV. have American vesseis, fitted otforafishery, arigltto
the waters on our coasts, though included within lines stretching pasa through the (lut cf (anse, which they cannot do without
froin quite distant headlands, as, for instance, from Cape Ann te coming within the prescribed limits, or te anchor there, or to figh
Cape Cod, and from Nantucket to Mauntauck Point, and from there; and is casting bait te lure ish in the track cf the vessel
that point te the Capes of the Delaware, and froin the south of fishing, within the meaning cf the Convention?
Cape Florida te the Mississippi.'-Kent's Commentaries, pp. 291il V. Have American citizens a right te land on the Magdalen
and 30.Isiands, and conduct the fishery freux the shores thereof, by using

"'I is difficult te draw any precise or determined conclusion, nets and seines; or what right of fishery do they possess on the
amidst the variety of opinions, as te the distance to which a state shores cf those islands, and what is neant by tie term shore?
may lawfully extend its exclusive dominion over the sea adjoin- I'1VI. Have American fishermen tho rightto enter the baya and
ing its territories, and beyond those portions of the sea which are harbors cf t!is Province for the purpose of ptirchasing woo], or
embraced by harbors, gulfs, baya, and e>tuaries, and over which obtaining water, }aving provided neither cf these articles at the
its juiisdiction unquestionably extends. Al that can be reason- commencement cf their voyagea, in their own country; or have
ably asserted is, that the dominion of the sovereign of the shore they the right only cf entering sueh lays and harbora in cases et
over the contiguous sea, extends as far as is requisite for his distresa, or te purchase wood and obtair water, after the u4ual
safety, and for some lawful end.'-Kent's Commentaries, p. 29. stock of those articles for the voyage cf sucli ishing craft has

' The preceding dicta should be borne in mind, with especial been exhausted or destroyed?
reference to the plea set up by American Ministers that the limit ",VI[. Underexisting treatieswlîatrights ffisheryareeled
of maritime jurisdiction claimed by Chancellor Kent is with te the citizens cfthe liited States cf America, and what reserved
respect te "belligerent purposes; " and that the principle cf for the exclusive enjynxnt cf British subjects?
drawing lines froi distant headlands does not sanction such a "'lat Query,-In obedience ta Your Lcrdship's conxîxxands, we
definition of marine bounds as affecting territorial jurisdiction and have taken these papera into consileration, and have the honor
piscary. Is not fishery a 'lawful end,' and are not the fishing te report, that we are of opinion that the Treaty cf 1783 was
pursuits of citizens 'purposes connected with our safety and annulled by the war cf 1812; and we are aise of opinion that the
welfare1 ? rights cf fiheryecf the citizens of the UnitediStates muat now

Il For purely belligerent purposea Great Britain takes sixteen be considemed as defineci and regulated by the Convention cf
miles of outaide sea as the linit, and the UJnited States take 1 f18; and with respect te the generai question ' if se, what right 1
Much More, bath estimating the distance 1'from a right linetdrawn we can enly refer te the ter of the conventio, as explained
from one headlanci ta another. '-Çhancellor Kent, p. 30. and eluciated by the observations which will occur in answering

"In Nova Scotia, from"182I5 up te 1854, muce excitement pre Ithen ther specifi Hqueries.
olq'nd and 3rd Queries-Except witin certain defsned lmigal

When the UJnited States, by the Treaty of 1818, solemnly te which thequery put te us does n t apply, we are af opinion,
renounced forever the ight te fish within three miles cf the that by the terma f the convention, Ainerican citizens are x-
coasta, baya, crceka or harbora cf certain portions of North America, luded fre any right of fising within thiee iles of the coastcf
the stipulation was neither extraordinary nom extravagant. It is Britih America, and that the prescribed distance cf thrCe miles
matter cf common histomy that sea-girt nations dlaimi peculiar iltoi be maeaaured froux the headiands, or extrerne points cf land
rights within a league of their shomes; and equally plain that, next the sea, or the coast, or cf the entrance o bays, orindents
according te the maxima of international law, thiadlaim is defined of the coeast; and, ctnsequently, that ne right exista, on the part
by lnes drawn net only between the formation of baya, but from of American citizens, to enter the bay scf Nova Scotia, there-t
the headianda of indentations of the coasts.' Memomial to Hem take fish, although the fishing being within tixe baya, May be at a
Majesty, 2nd Sept. 1852. greater distance than three miles from the shore of the bay, a

Ilt would appear that by a strict and rigid construction cf we are cf opinion that the ter o hadsasd,' is used in the treaty
this article, fishing vessels of the United States are precluded te express the part cf the lan we have before mentioned, incud-
frein entering int the baya or harbors cf the Britishf provinces, ing the interiors of the baya, and the indenta of te coast.
except fer the purposes of ahelter, repairing damages, and obtain- 14th Query.nBy the Convention cf 1818, it is agreed that
iuig wood and water. A bay, as is usually understood, is an arrn or American citizenA should have the liberty cf fishing in the Guf
recess of the sea entering fomn the ocean between capes or head cf St. Lawrence, and within certain defined limitd, in cmmon
lands; and the teri is applied equally teamacl and large tracts of with British subjects; and auich convention desnot contain any
water thug situated. It is coininon te speak cf Iludton's Bay, or words negativing the right te navigate the Passage or Strait of
the Bay cf Biscay, although they are very large tracts cf water.' Cans, and, therefore, it may be conceded that such right cf navi-

"' The British auth'rities inmsVt that England has a right t ' gation is eot taken away by that convention; but we have now
draw a line frei headland ta headland, and te capture al Âme-attentively considered the course of navigation te the Gulf by
rican fishemmen whe may follow their pursuits inside cf that line. Cape Breton, and likewise the capacity and situation of the
It was undeubtedly an oversight in the Convention of 1818, te Passage cf Casse, and of the Brish possessions on either aide;
make se large a concession te England, since the United States and we are of opinion that, independently of tmeaty, ne fereign
had uualy conidered that those vast inlets or recesses of the country bas the sight te use or navigate the Passage cf Catso ;
ocean ought t be open te American fishermen, as freely as the and, attending tae the tera f the convention, reating te athe
sea itelf, te within three marine miles of the shore.- Mr. Secre h liberty of fshing t be enjoyed by the A merican citizen, we are
tary Webster, 6th July, 1852. alec cf opinion, thatthat convention did net eithe expresaly

Il"No United States fisherman has under the Convention Or by necessamY implication, cancede any suchright of using or
(1818), the right te fish within three miles of the entrance cf tuch navigating tle pastnage in question. We are aleh of opinion that
baye as are designated by a ine drawn frein headland te headiand casting bait, toe lure fish in the track of any American vessel
at their entrance. '-Lord Aberdeen's despatch t" Mr. Everett, navigating the passage, woud constitute a fishing, within the
1Oth March, 1845, iegative terma of the convention.
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"'7th Query. The rights of fishing ceded to the citizens of the
United States, and those reserved for the exclusive enjoyment of
British subjects, depend altogether upon the Convention of 1818,
the only existing treaty on this subject between the two coun-
tries, and the material points arising thereon have been specifi-
cally answered in our replies to the preceding queries.'

" The Parliament of that Province took action upon the en-
croachments of the Americans, and an Address was forwarded to
the British Government upon the subject of the Fisheries, as
well as upon the navigation of the Gut, and the Attorney General
of that Province was directed by Lord Falkland to prepare a re-
port on the varicus questions referred to which hé did under
date 16th June, 1845. Again, on three separate occasions, prior
to 1851, efforts were made to bring, under the notice of Her
Majesty's Government, the desirability of exercising their right
to close the Gut of Canso against foreigners. Again, in 1851, the
same Parliament made a fourth report upon the subject of closing
Canso, based upon the action of Mr. Stevenson, the United States
Minister to England, in a letter addressed to Lord Palmerston,
then Foreign Minister, in which he objects to the closing of the
Strait of Canso against American fishermen upon the ground
that, at the time of the Treaty of 1818, one side of it was divided
by Cape Breton, and the other by Nova Scotia, and that the
union of the two could not be held to vest the right in Nova
Scotia. In reply to this assertion, Lord Falkland contended that
Her Majesty's exclusive property and dominion in the Strait of
Canso is maintainable upon the principles of international law
already referred to, and which it is considered will equally apply
whether the shore on either aide forma part of the same Province
or of different Provinces belonging to Her Majesty. The strait
is very narrow, not exceeding one mile in width, and its naviga-
tion is not necessary for communication with the space beyond,
which zuay be reached by going round the Island of Cape Breton

Il t will be seen by the aathorities, hereinbefore quoted, that
the opinion of Chancellor Kent, agreed with the opinion put for-
ward by the British law officcrs of the Crown, and justified the
conclusions at which they arrived, that 'no foreign power, inde-
pendently of treaty, has any right to navigate the Passage of
Canso.'

" Again, the Province of Nova Scotia, for upwards of forty years,
has exercised a control over the Strait of Canso, and imposed a
tonnage due upon ail vessels navigatng the same for the support
of the lights upon her coasts, and enforced the payment of the
same. Such exercise of authority has never been disputed, and
Nova Scotia has by lier enactnients legislated both for the ob.
struction and the restrictions of the rights of foreigners in rela-
tion thereto. 'The object, on the part of the Americans, in insert-
ing the article I of the treaty referred to, was to secure certain
privileges in connection with the fisheries, to which they were
not entitled by the law of nations. Those are enumerated-it
covered certain rights of fishing under limitations-it gave the
right to land, to dry and cure fish in certain inhabited districts,
and gave permission to enter baya, coasts, and harbors, for the
purpose of shelter, and of repairing damages therein, of purchas-
ing wood and obtaining water ; but in no part of the treaty is
there any reference to their right to navigate the Passage or
Strait of Canso, and as they have no right by the law of nations,
and obtained none by treaty, they are clearly proscribed from
setting up such a claim.

I That portion of the Convention of 1818, which relates to the
fishery question, is in the following words :-

" ART. I.-Whereas différences have arisen respecting the
liberty claimed by the United States, for the inhabitants thereof
to-take, dry, and cure fish on certain coasta, baya, harbors, and
creeks, of His Britannic Majesty's dominions in America, it is
agreed between the high contracting parties that the inhabi-
tants of the said United States shall have, forever, in common
with the subjects of His Britannie Majesty, the liberty to take fish
of every kind on that part of the southern coast of Newfoundland
which extends from Cape Ray to the Rameau Islands, on the
western and northern coast of Newfoundland, from the said Cape
Ray to the Quirpon Island@, on the shores of the Magdalen Islands,
and also on the coasts, baya, harbors, and creeks, from Mount Joly,
on the southern coast of Labrador, to and through the Straits
of Belleisle, and thence northwardly indetinitely along the coast,
without prejudice, however, to any of the exclusive rights of the
Hudson's Bay Company; and that the American fishermen shall
à1so have liberty, forever, to dry and cure fish in any of the un-
settled baya, harbors. and creeks, of the southern part of the
coast of Newfàundland, hereabove described, and of the coast of
Labrador - but no soon as the same, or any portion thereof, shall
be settled, it shall net be lawful 4r the a4 fishermea to: <ry-r
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cure fish at such portion so settled, without previous agreement
for such purpose, with the inhabitants, propriqtors, or possessors
of the ground.

"' And the United States hereby renounce, forever, any liberty
heretofore enjoyed or claimed by the inhabitants thereof, to take,
dry, or cure fish, on or within three marine miles of any of the
coasts, baya, creeks, or harbors of Her Britannie Mrjesty's domi-
nions in America, not included within the above mentiolied
limita; provided, however, that-the American fishermen shall be
admitte<t to enter such bays or harbors, for the purpose ofshelter
and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, and of
obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. But they
shall be under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent
their taking, drying, or curing fish therein, or in any other man-
ner whatsoever abusing the privileges hereby reserved to them.'

"l It will thus be apparent that no such right was created by
treaty, and, therefore, no such right exista.

" In April, 1841, Lord Falkland in dealing with this whole
fishery question, stated that ' the greatest anxiety is felt by the
inhabitants of this Province (Nova Seotia) that the Convention
with the Americans, 'of 1818, should 'be strictly enforced,' and,
while stating the efforts of that Province in fitting out armed
vessels to protect her rights, suggeated that additional vessels of
the navy be sent to supplement their efforts; and between that
time and November, 1842, two additional reports of the Commit-
tee of the Legislatur e of Nova Scotia, upon the same subject, were
forwarded to fier Majesty's Government, when the late Earl of
Derby (who was then Lord Stanley) informed the Nova Scotians,
that, ' as regards the fisheries, the precautions taken by the
Provincial Legislature appear adequate to the purpose, and that
being practically acquiesced in by the Americans no further
measures are required.'

"l It would, therefore, appear that the active enforcement of the
headland lines, and the exclusion from the Gut, was, in Novem-
ber, 1842, in the opinion of Lord Stanley, acquiesced in by the
Americans, and was, as a matter of fact, actively enforced.

" The foregoing statement brings the history of this question
down to the present time, and the undersigned will now resume
the consideration of the despatch of my Lord Granville to Sir
John Young, of the 6th instant before referred to, and the memo-
randum of is Excellency the Governor General of the 22nd ins-
tant thereupon.

"lt has already been stated in compliance with the command of
His Excellency, by the directions of Lord Granville, that the in-
structions to the above fishery officers should be altered, and a
report eaibodying that policy has been submitted.

It is, however, the duty of Council carefully to consider the
despatch referred to, and as it is one of so much importance, the
points in which involve such serious considerations on the part of
Canada, it is given at length, It states :

" ' In your despatch of 4th May, you state that you have laid
before your Ministers, my telegram of 30th April, the effect of
which, as of a written despatch now in your possession, was to
modify in one respect the Colonial Office instructions of 12th April,
1866.

"'The instructions of 1866 were to the effect that the United
States fishing vessels were to be excluded from baya less than 10
miles wide at the mouth, but that the forfeiture of such vessels
was, if possible, only to be enforced when the fishing had taken
place within threenmiles of shore.

"l It further states : 'That the effect of my despatch, or rather
of the letter to the Admiralty which is tranamitted for.the concur-
rence of your Government, was, as regarded Her Majesty's vessels,
to make the direction of forfeiture so far absolute as to require
that no fishing vessel whatever should bé seized except within the
three miles and for an offence committed.within those limita.

"'l It was intended to imply, though it was not expressed, that,
as the only ultimate means of excluding Americans beyond these
limita was not to be used, thé exclusion itself was not to be en-
forced.

" ' You enclosed, in reply, a minute of your Ministers, stating
that steps had been taken to prevent the seizure of American
vessels beyond the three-mile limit, and you enclosed certain
special instructions of l2th April, 187.0, as affecting this object...

"' But, in your telegram of 14th May, you inform me that those
instructions conform, or are intended to conform, not to my in-
structions of 30th April, but to the Colonial Office paper of 12th
April, 1866, which those instructions were intended to supersede.

"' I an not quite sure whether you now perceive that the Brit-
ish and Canadian instructions are inconsistent with each other.

"' The Canadian instructions are inconsistent with the spirit of
which I conveyed to-you, in that they still require Canadan fish-

aus
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ery officers to exclude American fishermen from bays more than stood pledged to Her Majesty's Government to maintain an efli-
ten miles in width, and you will see, on perusal, that under the cient marine police to enforce the law within the three-mile limit,
head 'action,' they are inconsistent with the letter of the Admi- in the belief that ier Majesty's Government, having declined to
ralty instructions, by directing the fishery officers, after certain do that which they designated as strictly a police duty-viz., to
warnings,' instantly to seize' any person fishing within 'prescribed command respect to municipal law within the three mile limit-
limits,' which, read with the preceding paragraph, cannot but be would command respect to national rights outside thereof, and to
taken to include bays. which they are, in the opinion of Council, pledged, and as Dom-

"' And under the head 'directions' it is implied that vessels inion vessels by the limitation of the exclusion of foreign vessels
are to be seized for coming into a Canadian bay (whether or not to bays from ton to six miles wide, are precluded from, in any
within three miles of shore), unless they are forced thither by case, seizing beyond three miles-and as British cruisers are now
violent winds or other unavoidable cause. positively directed not to seize unless the offence is comnimitted

"' These objections to the instructions as they stand are not and the vessel actually seized within three miles of land-the
removed by the limitation implied in the words (p. 4), 'or seize it reasonable presumption is that Her Majesty's cruisers are not
if found within three marine miles of the coast.' intended to seize at all, under any circumstances ; and if further

"' I further observe that the decision of Her Majesty's Govern- proof were required than the text of the despatch referred to,
ment not to exclude Ameriean fishermen, except within three the tact is easily veritied on reference to the reports of the com-
miles of a line drawn across the mouth of a bay or creek which mander of Her Majesty's vessels on the station, who, though they
is less than ten geographical miles in width, does not warrant repeatedly boarded vessels within the three-mile limit, and which
their exclusion from that part of the Bay des Chaleurs which is had no license, there is no instance of a single seizure having been
not more than -ten miles wide. made.

"'Considering the importance of the subject, and that your '3rd. That Her Majesty's Government had narrowed the limit
attention appeara to have been especially directed to the sen- of exclusion trom bay8 more than ten miles wide te bays under
tence respecting that part of the Bay of Chaleurs, I am some- six miles in width, and had done this witheut the slightest refer-
what surprised that these points should have escaped your notice. ence te the Canadian Goverment, who are responsible te the

'Her Majesty's Government are fully aware that no steps people of the Dominion for the protection ef their riglite, and this
should be taken which should prejudge the question what are tact waa communicated te the American Secretary ef State before
Canadian waters ? or ehould admit the right of United States fer Majesty'e Gevernment acertained whether or net. t was
fishermen to fish within these waters, except within the limite satisfactory te the Government ef Canada.
prescribed by the Convention of 1818. But they do not abandon Il4th. That it dees net appear from the said despatch that
the hope that the question of abstract right may yet be avoided there was any special reason for deliberately limiting and restrict-
by some arrangement between Canada and the United States, or ing the riglts of fier Britannio Majestys subjects in British
that the limite may be definitely settled by arbit ration or other- America, nor that the Government ef Canada was consulted
wise, and while any expectation of this kind exists, they desire thereen, nor indeed does it seem te have ever been considered
to avoid all occasion of dispute so far as this is possible con- necessary in the changes that have been reeolved upon during
sistently with the substantial protection of the Canadian fish- the currentyear.
eries. With these objects they think it advisable that United ISth. 'That fier Majesty's Gevernment states that they are
States fishermen should not be excluded from any waters except fully aware that ne steps sheuld be taken which should prejudge
within three miles of shore, or in the unusual case of a bay which the question 'which are Canadian waters?' or sheuld admit the
is less than six miles wide at its mouth, but spreads out to a right ef United States fishermen to tish within these waters, except
greater width within. within the limite prescribed by the Convention et 1818.' fer

"' Itjwill, of course, be understood and explained to the United Majesty's Governwent have virtually done this act already, which
States Government that this liberty is conceded temporarily, they profess te dieavow. In 1854 we were in active possession ef
and without prejudice to the rights of Great Britain to fall back the three miles limit-of the baye 10 miles wide-of the headland
on her treaty rights, if the prospects of an arrangement lessens, line et'cest in which our rights we reinforoed and practicaily
or if the concession is found to interfere practically with the pro- recognised,--and it appeare muclilike 'prejudging the question'
tection of the Canadian fisheries.' and te the disadvantage ef British subjects tee-fer.ler Majestys

"Ilt would appear that Lord Granville contemplated by the Government, pending the settiement ef those questions, te waive
despatch to convey- for the time ail but the firet et the positions, and se far as the acte

"lst. That his telegram and despatch of the 30th April, were of her ewn cruisers and their instructions te them are concerned,
intended to modify the Colonial Office instructions of 12th April, probably even that alse. Lt je practically ebandoning te United
1866. States fishermen privileges which they had net by the ireaty et

"2nd. That though the instructions from the Admiralty to 1818, when we ellow them te tish in the Bay et Chaleurs, and on
the officers in command of hips of war employed in the pro- ail e'the best and most valuable tiahing grounde which we po8-
tection of the fisheries, and from the Canadian overnment to sessed within headland hues. No such privilege was conoeded
their officers similarly situated, since April, 1866, were based te them by the Treaty et 1818, nor were they permîtted te ejy
upon Mr. Cardwell's letter of instructions of April, 1866, which them up te 1854, yet ou- exclusive riglts in them a-e for Ole
prohibited foreign fishermen from entering baye less than ten present suspended ;sad in the deepetch which thus deprives us
miles wide at the mouth, and which instructions suggested that et those rights, we are infermed that lier Majesty's Government
the forfeiture of such vessels was (if possible) only to be enforced are aware 'that ne step should be taken whicn should prejudge
when fishing had taken place within three miles of shore, yet the question.,
notwithstanding the instructions, his Lordship now, for the first "The undersigued would further observe that Mr. Boutwell, the
time, communicates to the Canadian Government the fact that Secretary et the Treasury Department et Washington, in hie cir-
it never was intended to be acted upon. culer te the United States Custome Officers, dated lbtliot'May

" That if any doubt existed about the meaning of the instrue- lest, acting on the concession et the three mile limit s0 NScently
tions or the possible chances of a trespasser being taken by Her made, aise prejudges the question, inasmuch as he sys 'That the
Majesty's cruisers, that doubt is now removed, inasmuch as hisautherities et the Dominion et Canada have terminated the sys-
Lordship states:-tom of granting tiehing licenses te toreign vessels, under which

" That itnever was the intention of Her Majesty's Government they have heretefore been permitted te tish within the maritime
that their vessels should seize a trespasser under any circum- juriadiction et the said Dominion-that je te say, within th-e.
stances, and for fear of such a possibility his Lordship now re- marine mileiieof the shores thereef.'
moves all chance of it by stating that 'the effect of my despatch Iere je e clear attempt et limitation et our treaty rights et
or rather of the letter of the Admiralty, which it transmitted for 181by which Americane renounced the right te flsh net enly
the concurrence of your Government was, as regards Her within three miles et the couts, but et the beys, creeks, or lir-
Majesty's vessels, to make the direction of non-forfeiture as far bore et' kis Britannic Majesty's Dominons in America,' while Mr
absolute as to require that no fishing vesse! whatever should be Boutweil's circular ignores that portion et the right which gives
seized, except within the three miles, and for an offence com- us jurisdictien over bays, creeku, or harbors and states our juris-
mitted with those limite. It was intended to imply, though it diction te be enly three miles from the shore.
was not expressed, that as the only ultimate means of excluding Il6. 'The despatch further renîarks that they (ier Majesty's
Americans beyond these limite was not to be used, the exclusion Goverument> do net abandon the Lope that the question of
itself was not to be enforced.' abstract right may yet be evoided by me arrangement between

" It may be stated that as the Canadian Government, by the Canada and the United States, or that the limite iay b delnitely
approved report of the undersigned, of the 20th December last, settled by arbitration or otherwis., sud while any expeotation of

lez



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL i ,
this kind existe, they desire to avoid al occasion of dispute, so
far as this is possible consistently with the substantial protection
of the Canadian fiaharies.'

IIn this paragraph there are two probabilities referred to-
" lat. The probability of an arrangement (trade arrangement it

is preuned> with the United States ;
"2nd. The probability of the limita being fixed by arbitration

or otherwise.
" la referenee to the first of these it would have been much

more satisfactory to the Government of Canada if the ground
upon which Her Majesty's Government have founded the hope
thus expremsed, had been stated. Such hope, entertained by
Her Maiesty's Minister, bas been held since 1865; it was enter-
tained by ier Majesty's Government when Lord Clarendon wrote
the deapatch of 1866, which so ably indicated the position of
British subjects in relation to these fisheries. Mr. Cardwell
expreased a confident belief upon this subject when he induced
Canada to adopt bis licensing system as a measure of expediency
for one year. His Grace of Buckingham and Chandos entertained
the same hope, and now My Lord Granville, though five years
have elapsed since notice of abolition, does not seem yet to have
abandoned the 'hope that some arrangements may be secur-
ed.'

" The Canadian Government regret that they cannot see either
in the past, or in the immediate future, the same ground for
believing that a satisfactory arrangement will be arrived at. On
the contrary, the chances of a satisfactory arrangement are not
so good as they seemed in 1866 and 1867, and that, so far from
there being anything in the course taken by the United States
to warrant the expeotation of a fair trade policy being adopted
by then, everything indicates the contrary result, and nothing
tends more to encourage them in such a course than the spirit
of concession towards them, which bas characterised the fishery
policy of the last five years. l 1866 they, after a year's notice,
voluntarily abandoned the Reciprocity Treaty, notwithstanding
our efforts, in the fall of 1865, to prevent thatresult. The licens-
ing arrangement pressed upon us in the interests of Her Majesty's
Government, and because of their hope of a trade arrangement
gave to foreigners the principal thing that they cared for, which
we had to give. By the liberal policy of England, they had
already practically the free admission to our coasting trade, as
between Province and Province-the privilege of navigating our
rivera and canals.-the advantages of registry for their shipping
in our ports....almost everything in fact--that we had to give, that
they desired except the enjoy'ment of our valuable fisheries, and
this the despateh of My Lord Granville has practically permitted
them the use of. How have our advances been met by the Ameri-
eans in the last few yeara? The advantages which, through the
liberal policy of the Empire, they have enjoyed in Canada have
been responded to by most prohibitory tariffa-their canals
olosed against us.-their coasting trade confined to themselves,
and their refusal to reciprocate the liberal policy of Britain in
refereace to the Registration of Shipping. 'Tis true that a reso-
lution of Congress waa passed in 1869 which induced many to
holieve that they had changed their policy, but this idea was
much shaken after our experiences of that year. Canada soon
discovered that the resolution referred to either meant nothing,
or auch terms as she could not accept. The utterances of Mr.
Sehenck, in referring to the resolution which induced the Govern-
ment of Canada for a time to believe that a change of sentiment
had been created in the public mind of the United States, are
given in the Congremsional Globe of the 3rd March, 1869.

U It states that Mr. Schenck was Chairman of the Committee of
Ways and Means, a position analogous to that oocupied by Mr.
Morrill in the Conferences of 1866. In reply to a question put by
Mr. Pike, when the resolution was reported to the House of
Representatives, Mr. Schenck said : 'I do not believe we ought
to enter into any relations of reciprocity with the British Pro-
vinces, either through negotiating with the Imperial Government
of Great Britain or by direct treaty with the Provinces themselves,
if that were possible. I believe the people of the British Provinces
should be treated like all other foreignera, and made to pay the
same duties on articles they export into our country that other
foreigners are required to pay on imilar articles.' le added: 'I
am not authorised to speak for the rest of the members of the
commtee, but I am not aware of any difference of opinion
between any of them and myself on that subject. But Mr. Schenck
expressed himself in favor of commercial treaties ' in regard to
the fisheries on the coasts of these Provinces, and in relation to the
free navigation of the St. Lawrence River from its source to the
sea.' In the, course of this debate nota single member expressed
himiif in favor of noipro.ity.

Mr.MTnh,

"' Thus upon the pro forma submission of a resolutiou passed
by Congress denying the right of the Executive Gvernment of
the United States to make treaties or conventions with foreign
governments touching 'import duties,' the House assents to
confining the scope of the resolution, although professing to renew
negotiations regarding commercial intercourse,' to securing to
Americans ' the rights claimed by thein to the fisheries,' and 'in
relation to the free navigation of St. Lawrence.' With a com-
mittee, through whose hands our proposition muit be sifted,
already committed to a circumscribed form of ' commercial inter-
course' and avowedly hostile to any relations of reciprocity,-.
with a House of Representatives which (although supposed to
contain soie few members at least favorable to mutual trade
relations somewhat less restrictive than they are) silently and
safely 'recommends to the President' to negotiate for se<urin
certain ' rights' claimed by the United States citizens,-and wit
an Executive which proclaims beforehand hostility to any rech
procal engagement,-what concessions can we hope to obtain ai-
equivalents for the privileges we have to offer ? Even these pris
vileges of fishing and navigation which we might cone4de-in-
return for what ?-must be firat reduced, froin an American
point of view, to the extent of the ' rights' asserted in thia resolu-
tion. With such enunciations before us, and the proceedings of
the delegation at Washington, in 1866, still freah in our memory,
it is difficuit to discover any ground for hoping that new trade
arrangements can be secured on equitable terms, in pursuance of
the resolution of Congress.'

" But this matter may, for the present, be looked upon as
finally postponed, from the official announcement of the Presi-
dent of the United States in his last inaugural message in the
following words:-

"I'The question of renewing a treaty for reciprocal trade between
the United States and the British Provinces on this continent,
bas not been favorably considered by the administration. The
advantage of such a treaty would be wholly in favor of the British
producer, except possibly a few engaged in the trade between the
two sections. No citizen of the United States would be benefited
by the reciprocity. Our internal taxation would prove a protec-
tion to the British producer, almost equal to the protection which
our manufacturers now receive from the tariff. Some arrange-
ments, however, for the regulation of commercial intercourse
between the United States and the Dominion of Canada may be
desirable.'

"On the face of such authority to the contrary, and in the
absence of the grounds on which My Lord Granville rets bis
hopes of an arrangement, the undersigned cannot participate in
the belief that the United States are prepared to offer any termis
that Canada will accept. It is true, that the United States inti-
mated a desire to admit coal, salt, lumber, and fish free of duty,
provided we would do the same, and give ther, besides, the free
use of our fisheries, our River St. Lawrence, and our canais, and
also consent to deepen the latter. Canada feela no iraperative
necessity, as she certainly has no desire, tg enter inte amy such
one-sided arrangement. When we do make an arrangement it
must be on equal and fair terms, or it will not be made at all, and
muat be such an one as obtains for our people the same rights
and reciprocity in trade, registry of shipping, and oQting that
the Americans now have from us, aid in the meantime, until
public opinion so changes in America, as te bring about these
results, Canada can afford to wait.

" This Government, prior te the meeting of the last Parliament,
ceased to entertain the hopes expressed by My Lord Granville,
and felt it to be their duty to deal with the gre.t resources of this
country quite irrespective of what might or might not be hoped
for from the United States. This was clearly indicated in a
report of the undersigned of the lth Deçember lasit, approved
by Council in dealing with a despatch of My Lord Grauville, cover.
ing two memoranda from the Board of Trade upon the subject of
the colonial coasting trade, in which, while regretting the noces-
sity of declining to act upon the suggestions of Her Majesy's
Government by throwing open our coasting trade to the United
States as Great Britain had done, while they continued to close
theirs against us, the subject was there entered into at length, and
a policy outlined which bas met with the approval of Parliament
and the public sentiment of this country.

"The following is an extract from such report:
"' The Board of Trade in their memorandum state that it is to

be hoped that the Legislature and Governments of the colonies -
will be disposed to co-operate with Her Majesty's Government in
their attempt to secure the benefits of free navigation andcheap
freights for Her Majesty's subjects,throughout the British Empire,
and to strengthen their band# in thair efoto t qbtÀin fro=
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foreign countries for the shipping of the United Kingdom and of
the British colonies a reciprocal liberality of treatment.

"' The underaigned is of apinion, as twenty years have now
elapsed since the British Government extended to the shipping
of the United States, in common with the shipping of ail other
foreign countries, the privilege of participating in their carrying
trade throughout the British dominions on equal terms with
British ships (with the exception of the local coasting trade in
each colony), and as the recent Act first herein quoted has shifted
the responsibility of legislating upon or dealing with the question
of colonial coasting trade from the Imperial to the Colonial au-
thorities, and as the liberal treatment of American shipping by
the British Government has produced no corresponding recipro-
city of sentiment on this subject on the part of the United States
Government, that the time has arrived when it becomes our duty
to define a policy which should be pursued towards our neigh-
bors from the standpoint of Canadian interests, and which should
apply, not alone to the coasting trade, but to all matters affecting
navigation and the trade generally.

"' The experience of the twenty years bas, in the opinion of
the undersigned, proved to the people of Canada, that concessions
in matters of trade, navigation, and shipping, voluntarily conceded
by us, have not been reciprocated in by the Government of the
United States, and indeed, have not always been appreciated,
nor the value of them realised.

4 4 The United States Government put an end in 1865, after an
existence of eleven years, to the Reciprocity Treaty, which was
of such great value as well to them as to the several British
American Provinces--they refused to renew or reconstruct it,
except on terms which were not to be defended in the interests
of our trade; and though the undersigned, in common with a
considerable portion of the public of Canada, was led to believe
from the utterances of their press and commercial centres of
trade for the last two years, as well as the expressed opinions of
some of their leading public men, that public sentiment was
changing in favor of ' new arrangements,' whereby trade rela.
tions would be again re-established on principles of reciprocal
free trade ;-these expectations have been dispelled, and the
existence of such opinions to any great extent in the Cabinet of
the United States have been negatived by the Message of the
President, in which he distinctly states,' that the renewal of the
treaty with us has not been favorably considered by the Adminis-
tration;' while he expresses a belief' that the advantages of
such a treaty are wholly in favor of the British Provinces, except
possibly, a few engaged in the trade between the two sections,'
he distinctly states that ' no citizen of the United States would be
benefited by reciprocity,' and yet gives expression to the opinion
that some arrangements for the regulation of commercial inter-
course may be desirable,' and the recent action of Congress
would tend to confirm the belief that no reciprocal arrangement
of a satisfactory character can now be obtained.

i' The undersigned would observe that there are numerous ar-
guments which can be adduced from an A merican point of view
in favor of the position assumed by their chief magistrate against
the renewal of the treaty, and that while England has pursued a
most liberal course towards foreign nations in relation to trade
and navigation, and has offered the fullest opportunities for foreign
competition, the argument which bas done much to remove ob-
jections to such a policy in Canada, has been the belief, repeatedly
expressed by English statesmen, that those foreign countries
which enjoyed the benefits of that liberal policy, and that free
trade would in time reciprocate; and such expectations have not
been without their results in Europe. In America, however, no
such results have followed the liberality of England, although a
generation of our people have nearly passed away; and indeed
national events have tended to make the adoption of such a
policy on the part of the United States much more difficult, and
while we go on making concessions, permitting them to have pri-
vileges, and giving them facilities which they decline to recipro-
cate, while in fact they possess the right of registry for their slips
in our ports, and have practically enjoyed our coasting trade, and
at the same time refused us similar privileges-while they have
had the benefit of our canals and rivers, without corresponding
concessions on their part.-they have compelled our ships to pay
a war tax of thirty cents gold per ton and other customs fees,
without any such corresponding charges in our ports upon their
ships (notwithstanding the 173rd section of the Imperial Act, 16
and 17 Victaria, cap. 107, to which I have referred in the Minute
of Council annexed-we have not retaliated). Our fisheries, too,
they have hal opened to them on the most liberal terms, while
British-caught fish is met with a duty which has closed their
9ountry as a market for our fishermien, sud indeed they have

made their tariff in general alscet prohibitory, and while their
legislation tends towards exclusion, the construction they put
upon their tariff laws, and their execution of tlhem, bear most
heavily upon our people. Under these circumstances, the under-
signed regrets that he should, in viewing the past, arrive at con-
clusions different from those which seem to be entertained by the
board of trade, vis., that a continuance of the policy of conces-
sion would, with that foreign nation in whose trade we are chiefly
interested, lead to the result hoped for, and secure a ' reciprocal
liberality of treatment '; and be thinks it would be unwise to
force it on them unasked at the presènt time. He is of opinion
that the true policy of the Canadian Government at present
should be to retain all the privileges which it now possesses, until
fresh negotiations take place for new trade relations betweeu
Canada and the United States, when the opening of the whole
coasting trade of the Dominion to United States shipping can be
included in any arrangements which may be madé, if the Cana-
dian Government should then be of opinion that it would be ad-
visable and in the interests of Canada to do so.

"' A copy of the report to Council made by the undersigned on
the 2nd April, 1860, hereinbefore referred to, on the subject of
tonnage duties and custom house fees, and other restrictions ink-
posed on British vessels entering the ports of the United State8,
as compared with the charges and restrictions imposed on Ameri-
can vessels entering Canadian ports, and as to the advantages
which American vessels have in the United States as compared
with British vessels, is herewith attached, to which the under-
signed begs to draw attention.'

" The active protection of our fisheries was the first step in our
National Policy- "

Will the hon. gentleman observe that I initiated the Na-
tional Policy, and I am sorry it bas come to be a proteo-
tive policy,-

I -as viewed from a colonial standpoint-and has since been
followed up by legislation which has imposed certain charges
upon shipping and imposts upon articles of trade. It should
however, be clearly understood that these restrictions and
charges we are preparod to remove whenever the United States
are disposed to give us reciprocal treatment. Till then, the pub-
lic sentiment of the country calls for vigorous action at the hands
of the Canadian Government, and demands that this, the great-
est and largest question of them all, and one which our neigh-
bors most appreciate, shall be dealt with with spirit and vigor,
and form part of an important National Policy-Council should
therefore, ask of Her Majesty's Government that which we feef
confident the Empire will not refuse us, viz.: ' That our rights in
the fisheries may be maintained and enforced as they were prior
to 1854.'

" The second probability which I noticed, as referred to in the
despatch of Lord Granville, viz., ' His hope that the limits may be
definitely settled by arbitration or otherwise,' it would be pleas-
ing to see realised in a satisfactory manner. If, however, this is
to be attained, it will not be by pursuing the policy which has
characterised the treatment of the flshery question on the part
of Her Majesty's Government.

" In 1866, Canada reluctantly consented to the licensing polioy
for one year ;-Nova Scotia was forced into it against her wil, on
the faith of what cannot be viewed otherwise than a condition or
a pledge that it was only for one year; New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island assented for the same ressons as Canada,
and because she led the way in this policy.

" In 1867, the Council of Canada protested against its conti-
nuance, as it also did in 1868-69, when it further asked that the
proposition so favorably entertained by Lord Clarendon, for &
Joint Commission to settle the disputed points be again urged
upon the consideration of the United States Government. To
these propositions the Council have, as yet, received no reply,
nor are they aware whether the proposals for a Joint Conference,
have ever been communicated to the American Government, or,
if so, with what result ?

" The undersigned cannot but feel that this trestment of an
important and vital question is not such as Canada had a right
to expect, nor will its people be satisfied with such a result.

" As part of the Empire, Canada is entitled to demand that
her rights should be preserved intact, and at least it cannot be
considered that Council will have performed its duties if we
silently permit ourselves to be divested of them by piecemeal,
as is the case with our fishery interest ; and the people consider
that their valuable fisheries are a trust incident to Canada, and
involve interests which Her Majesty holds for the benefit of hee

1888. 811



COMMONS DEBATES. APRIL .13,

loyal subjects, and which should not be abandoned nor their pro-
tection neglected.

The Government of Canada, therefore, now ask of Her Ma-
jesty's Ministers that they at once require of the United States
the appointment of a Joint Commission, to settle the matters in
dispute, and, in the meantime, that they should be requested
to give such instructions to Her Britannie Majesty's officers on
the North American stations as will secure:

le'Ist.-The exclusion of all foreigners from fishing within our
bays, from which they are excluded by the Treaty of 1818, as
interpreted by Her Majesty's Government.

" 2nd.-The exclusion of all foreigners from fishing within the
limita of three miles from headland to headland, according to the
British interpretation of said treaty.

"3rd.-The exclusion of all foreign vessels from the use of the
Gut of Canso.

"l It is further advised that Her Majesty's Government be
requested to make no concessions nor terms limiting the privi-
loges to which we are entitled as British American subjects of Her
Majesty, and more especially those which were secured to us by
the Treaty of 1818, without firet submitting them for the consi-
deration of, and obtaining the approval of the Government of
Canada thereto.

"The people of Canada have ever been loyal and true in their
maintenance of the interests of the Empire, and feel deeply any-
thing that would impair its material interests or create dissatis-
faction amongst it@ population; and the undersigned cannot but
express lis convictions that the policy recently pursued in
reference to the fishery question is not such as to meet the
approbation of the people of Canada, and he would earnestly
recommend that a strong remonstrance be submitted to Her
Majesty's Government upon the subject.

"Respectfully submitted.
"P. MITCHELL,

"Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
et DEPARTMENT OP MARINE AND FIsHEBRIEs,

" OTTAW, 4th July, 1870."

Now, Sir, in the record which I have read of concessions
yielded year after year by Her Majesty's Government, I
think my hon. friend will fail to perceive that any strong
ground has been taken or any material support given, in
the interest of Canada, such as ho spoke of in his intro-
ductory remarks on Tuesday last. Sir, I think it is a record
which is a discredit to Great Britain-to have the interests
of a great colony, the greatest in the Empire, and one she
is proud of, frittered away by piecemeal, as I have said. It
is a record of concessions which have been made stop by
stop without even consulting the people who are inter-
ested in them. I think the record of the last thirty years,
at least the last twenty years, is a disgrace to the British
Empire and the British Government. In saying what I
do, I do not intend to cast any reflections on the action of
my hon. friend and his colleagues at Washinghton. He
has very patriotically and very magnanimonsly taken the
blame for the shortcomings in this treaty on himself. It
is natural for him to do that in such cases; but I know
him too well, I know the facte too well, and I have had too
much experience in dealing with the fisheries, not to
know that what ho did there he did under pressure.
Although ho spoke of the largest power in the world
being behind him, as a matterr of fact that power
was not there. It was there in name, but not in
power; and if there has been an act since the form.
ation of this Dominion which bas tended to loosen the
bonds between Canada and the Empire, if there has been
an act which will tend to produce dissatisfaction and to
promote distrust in the British Empire with reference to
the affaire of Canada, it is this lst act of hors in abandon-
ing us and taking away our fisheries, in the face of the
fact, as I have shown from the despatches I have read, that
she stood pledged to maintain the intereste of Canada as
they stood when they were suspended in 1854. When the
treaty lapsed by the aot of the United States, where waa
the British Government? Read Sir Edward Cardwell's,
Lord Kimberley's and the Earl of Aberdeen's despatches.

Mr. MITOIaLL.

The only man among the whole of them who has fairly
stood by us was the Eari of Clarendon. Yet everyone of
them, one after another, assured us that England intended
to stand by us in maintaining the exclusive rights which
the British Governmeut claimed and enforcad up to 1854;
and, Sir, everyone of them save Lord Clarendon went back
on his record, and left us to see our rights taken away from
us by piecemeal and under false pretences. That is the
position of the British Government towards Canada for
the last twenty years-and I speak of it with regret,
for I have ever been as loyal a subject as any that
stands in the Dominion of Canada. I have been loyal, in
fact I have been more, I have been aiso loyal in senti-
ment, but the sentiment is knocked out of me, and I fear
that a great many others feel as 1 do; and when we see the
interests of Canada frittered away as they have been in this
case, 1 fear that any desire to croate a more permanent
loyalty will ooze out of us, and we will become a dissatisfied
people. They talk about the federation of the Empire -the
veriest rot that ever was spoken. What interest have we in
common with the other side of the Atlantic ? We owe to
England our existence as a semi-nation, it is true; we owe
to ber our language and our laws, and we are proud of both ;
but while England bas been one of the greatest colonising
nations of the world, there is no nation has worse adminis-
tered ber colonies. Take the case of Cape Colony, a record
of years of mismanagement, misrule and misgovernment.
Look at ber treatment of us in regard to the boundary of
Maine, as well as the Oregon boundary, in each of which
cases an immense tract of territory was abandoned, either
by ignorance or imbecility, to the United States; and again
look at the St. Juan affair, they are all, as our Behrings Sea
interests will I fear be, a complote give away, as our fishery
rights, in my opinion, have been. In future we will have
to look to ourselves to protect our interestarand want no
more diplomatic interference by such men as Chamberlain
and Sir Sackville West. Indeed what would Canada
have been in the past without the administrative powers of
the Canadians themselves?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Without the rebellion ?
Mr. MITCHELL. Look at the record in this case. I,

who was intimately connected with the whole affair and
felt deeply the necessity of standing up for our rights; 1,
who spent day after day, and week after week, pressing
these claims on the British Government and keeping them
up to the mark, found them always receding at the first
opportunity-and now everything is gone. My hon. friend
speaks of the advantages this treaty has given us; he speaks
of the limit of space which is described by the points of the
treaty; ho speaks about the delimitations which are named
in the treaty. Sir, let any man take up a map-and I
regret that my hon. friend should have made the excus.e
ho did about not produciug a map-for it was his duty to
produce one. His excuse is, that there is a provision
made for the appointment of a commission for the delimi-
tation on the treaty. True, there is; that is the official
delimitation. But it was the duty of the Cabinet to
have prepared a map and to have it submitted to
Parliament, so that we could appreciate and under-
stand these advantages my bon. friend has so eloquently
described, but which I cannot see. . I may tell my bon.
friend that, looking to the contentions of Canada and Eng-
land, as propounded in 1818, and maintained up to 1851,
when they were suspended for twelve years under the treaty
of Lord Elgin, after which they were urged to be enforced
again and recognised by the British Government from that
time out, until they were again suspended in 1871 by a
new treaty. I say if a map based on thoso contentions,
was taken from headlan. to headland, and those exclusive
rights of the bays delineated up>n it, this House would see
what the difference in between the delimitation in that map
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and the concessions given up to the Americans. If I can
understaud the meaning of the statements in the great mass
of despatches which I have had to wade through, in order
to define how we have endeavored to maintain the interests
of Canada, I should say that the men who wrote them were
bound in honor to have stood by Canada and enforced those
rights. If they had done se, we would have stood to-day
with our headland system maintained and our rights to
bays recognised-bucause ail that was wanted was a
little firmness some twenty years ago-and we would
not be in the position of having to beg for roc-
procity. About the inshore fisheries, it was never dis-
puted that we bad an absolute right to them, and yet my
hon. friend comes bore with his cloquent tongue and per-
suades us-he knows ho can do anything in this country,
fer ha can do what noue of us can do, ha can control the
First Minister, as he saved him in the contest of a
year aego-be comes with his eloquent tongue and per-
suades us that in this delimitation, which the treaty pro-
vides for, we have obtained a great concession. Sir, we
have abandoned everything, and while we have done that,
my hon. friend has forgotten one thing. Did he know
there were two ends to the shores of America on the At-
lantie ? Where is the provision in the treaty to give the
Canadians the same rights in the Delaware and Chesapeake,
in Boston Bay, and Narraganset, and Albermarle, and from
the Cape of Florida past the mouth of the Mississippi,
that they have captured from us ? Do we find that
the interpretation which they set upon their shores,
bîtys, and coasts is the same as they ask us to set upon
ours ? Have they not rights which they claim from head-
land te headland, and which are enforced even among them-
selves, and from which we are excluded ? Where is our
right to enter their bays ? It is true it is the separate
states own them there, but that does not alter the law
or right on the question. Whare bas my hon. friend prc-
vided in the treaty that we should have the use of those
bays to the south of where our boundary terminates ? Why
have we not secured the same privileges in the American
bays, straits, and headlands, that they demand in ours.
There is no such provision in the treaty. Let a Canadian
fishermen go down to Delaware and Boston, or the Sound,
or go down amongst their oyster bays and attempt to fish,
and he will soon find himself in prison. Where is the
withdrawal of the outrageous American pretension in
reference to Behrings Sea, and why was the settlement of
that outrageons claim omitted from the treaty ? Did my
hon. friend forget ail about these important questions ? I
am sur3 not. But my hon. friend found himself in Wash-
ington with instructions in Mr. Chamberlain's hands te
make a treaty, and as to what that treaty should be neither
Chamberlain nor the British Government nor Sir Lionel
Nackville West cared, and the only man who did care was
my hon. friend Sir Charles Tupper, and le had to obey bis
instructions as a servant of the British Government and
representing their intei ests. He was handicapped, weighted
down and overborne by the influence of that greatest
Empire of the world, of whose power boasted. I feel
I have taken up too much of the time of the fouse
to-night, but I felt it to ba my duty, even at the risk of
wearying the House, to place upon record the history
of this fishery question, not for thes purpose of éclat to my-
self, but as a duty I owe the country, that we may be able
te trace in some available way the history of the iniquitous
manner in which the British Government has treated this
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i desire it. I should regret it notwithstanding this treat-
ment, and while I have heratofore felt proud of belonging
to a colony of England, Canada cannot and will not always
remain a colony, and I should not be surprisod to find that
this treaty will promote such change. Children do not
always romain in their father's house, and we are gradually
g rowing into the position when the interests of Canada
emand we sbhould branch out for ourselves. I do not desire

to sec this for see time te come, but a few more cases like
this and I would not give much for the power of England
in this colony of Canada. There are a great many points I
wanted to talk upon, but I have laken up so much time
in submitting the proof of these matters in order to
sustain my contention, that I think it would be trespassing
too much on the time of Parliament for me to con-
tinue. I will, therefore, not take up the time of the House
any longer in discussing this painful matter. I felt I
had a duty to perform, and I only regret that I bave par-
formed it so inefficiently. Of c urse this treaty will paso ;
there is no doubt about that, but I disapprove of it entirely,
as I think the Americans have got everything and we have
got nothing. I speak with knowledge of the subject when I
say that wa have got nothing. The delimitations that are
spoken of are simply allowing us to retain an infinitesimal
part of what Britain has over and over again declared we
had an absolute right te, and bas for nearly forty years en-
forced before the treaty put them in t beyance. Our rights
revived when that treaty ceased, and what did we find ? We
found that taken from as by the Commission which sat
under the authority of the British Crown. I regret very
much that England should have so much humiliated herself
before her children here, and it is a humiliation, and I re-
gret that it should be done by a nation which professes to
have kept faith, especially with ber colonies. I regret that
I have to speak as I am now speaking of England, but I say
this as a duty to my country, Canada, as a duty te myself,
and as a duty to this House.

Mr. FOSTER. After the long discussion which we have
had on this subject and the exhaustive and able speeches
which have been made on this side of the House by the
mover of the Bill anl the Minister of Justice and other
gentlemen who have spoken, I shouli not have considered
it necessary to have said one word on this question lad it
net been that for two years past I have been charged, in
my position as Minister of the Department of Marine, with
the duty of carrying on the protective service and looking
after the rights of Canada as far as her fisheries are con-
cerned. Occu pying that position, I feel that, before the
debate closes, I will have to ask the indulgence of the House
for a brief time while I make a few remarks. Uertainly
this debate bas not lacked in variety. We have lad ail
phases of opinion expressed by the hon. gentlemen on the
other side. I think an attentive observer of this debate
must have been struck with three things in this
particular. First, the large amount of effort whieh
bon. gentlemen on the other side of the House have
directed to make a case against the Government; second,
the small amount of i ffort which bas been dirocted
towards the discussion of the treaty itself, which is at the
present time before the House, and as te wbether or not it
would be better in the interests of Canada and in the in-
terests of the Empire, that the treaty should be now
adopted; and, in the third place the, I must say, disingenu-
ous arguments and assertions which have beau made with

colony of ours. I am as loyal a subject as any man, and I a view te diacradit the Goverumaut sud te discredit the
hope te remain se, but i will remind the House that the traaty. We bave had avery phase of assertion sud et argu-
time is fast coming when, if the British Government con- ment, and ail varieties ef opinion. My hou, friand £rom
tinues te allow our interests to be frittered away in this Prince Edward Island ssid wa would oocupy a prend sud
way, ahe wiil find. the colony itself frittered away before happy position il we had given up eur position sud lad
long. It is as well some plain speaking should b heard. made blase concessions two yoars ago. My hon, friand
1 do net wish tebouuderstood te express the opinion tIat te senior momber fr GAifax (M. Jones), declares i
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equally strong terme, that the Minister of Finance, who sat
as commissioner at Washington, should have held on to all
these matters and would have got further concessions if
not now, at some future time. Some other hon. gentie-
men have taken the Government to task because bait bas
been allowed to United States fishermen under this treaty.
Other hon. gentlemen have taken the opposite side in re-
gard to that matter. So we have had almost as great a
variety of opinions as there have been persons who have
spoken, or have made their opinions known, outside or in-
side of this louse. Without critieising the individual
opinions of hon. members, if the House will kindly bear
with me, I will state the positions which have been
taken in the main against the Government. The first was
that the G3vernment wasted a valuable opportunity in
delaying to take advantage of what they said was a favor-
able condition of public sentiment in the United States, to
imake arrangements for the continuation of the treaty some
two or threc years before it was denounced. My bon. friend
from Prince Edward Island was especially strong in bis in-
dictment of the Government on that question. In view of
the facts of the case, I believe I can challenge the sentiment
of the Hlouse and the country for the negative of that posi-
tion. From 1878, when the Ralifax Award was made pub.
lic, until the time of the Fisheries Treaty, I contend that no
body of publie opinion in the United States, either congres-
sional, executive, or general. warranted the assumption that
a proposition made to the United States Government for a
continuation of the Washington Treaty would have met
with a fair ieception. Where did my hon. friend find that
favorable sentimunt in the opinion of that country during
the period from 1877 to 1885 ? Where can he find any
resolution of Congress or any utterances of their public
men, or any action of the Senate or of the House of Repre-
sentatives in that direction ? He cannot put his finger upon
one prominent expression of opinion in the public press, or
amongst the public men, or in the Congress or from the
Executive of the United States, which favors the idea that
there was a favorable opportnnity for the continniation of
the Washington Treaty, and the very first moment it was
possible to give notice to terminate the Treaty of Washing-
ton, that very moment it was donc by Congress, and on the
Brd March, 1883, that resolution passed unanimously. It
had previously been brought before the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate and had passed unanimously.
lt had passed the Senate. It went to the Committee on
Foreign Relations of the House of Representatives, and this
is what was stated by Chairman W. Rice, as instructed by
the committee, and who gave these reasons:

"So that the matter standi by itself, or else we enter upon another
term, for whieh England may demand ample payment from the United
States, ancording to the enormous and unjust award of the Halifax com-
mission for privileges which nobody in the United States, who bas in-
vestigated the subject, considers worth keeping. The Senate's Committee
on Foreign Affaire unanimously reported this resolution. It was adopted
by the 8enate without an objection; and the Oommittee on Foreign
Affairs of this House, having fully examined the matter, unanimouely
instructed me to move the adoption of the resolution by the House, whic
I now do under that instruction. With this explanation, I trust that no
objection will be made to the consideration of the resolution, which, I
am very sure, I can satisfy everybody ought to be adopted to avoid
liability to further payment of an extortionate m to Great Britain
for that wkich is not considered worth anything to us, by parties who
are interested in the matter, and who have examined into it."

Well, Sir, the President's message came shortly after that,
on the 4th December, 1883, that great message that my
friend bas characterised as being the outstretched hand,
the message in which the President suggested that a com-
mission should be appointed. What kind of a commission
was that? It was not a mixed commission, it was not a
joint commission; the President did net so propose. He
Baye:

" That Congress create a commission to consider the general question
of our rightt in the asheries, and the mens of opening te our eitiseas,

ir. FoiTua.

on just and enduring conditicie, the tickly étoked fiehi ng *atrs an&
sealing grounds of British North Ameris."

That was not a joint commission to which members were te
be invited from the British Government, or from Canada as
being represented upon it. It was simply a suggestion of
the President that a commission of their own country, to
enquire into their own rights, should be granted. That
message was sent to Congress, and Congress did net even
notice the suggestion in the message. Se far from there being
a favorable opinion toward the continuation of that treaty,
when it was brought to their attention by their executive
head, Congress did net even give it the conrtesy of a con.
sideration. So, Sir, at the very earliest possible moment,
the treaty was denounced, and denouneed in the way I have
stated. Where does my hon. friend find a favorable sentiment,
with the Executive opposed to it, with the House of Represen-
tatives and Senate opposed to the continuation of the treaty,
with no public sentiment in the country, so far as expression
went, in its favor, and with the fishery interest strongly
against it. My hon. friend would have had this Government,
in the face of ail that opposition, make a proposition for the
continuation of a treaty which the whole people, through
their Congress and their representatives, had denounced,
and declared that the privileges contained in it were net
worth having, and they did not want them. Se, I think,
my friend's proposition, that the Government was gailty of
delay, and lost the favorable opportunity for having arrange-
ments made for the continuance of that treaty before it was
denounced, falls te the ground, and I think this case in that
respect is net proven. The next proposition that was taken
by my bon. friend is this: That the policy of the Government
was fiokle and contradictory. Hle says, that at one period
there was the giving away of the fbsheries te the United
States for six months; the next, there was a strong and
almost tyrannical enforcement of protection in the jurisdio.
tien of (Janadian waters; then, again, there was a year of
less strong enforcement, and afterwards the concession
and giving away ; and he tried te draw an inference
from that, and asserted that the policy of the Govern-
ment was a fickle and inconstant policy, and that it
had no consistency in it. What is the test by which
we are to judge of the p)licy of a Government, the policy
of a party ? It is two fold. It is by the motive which
underlies it, in the first place; and it is, seceondly, by the
methods by which that underlying principle is carried out.
What was the policy of the Government with reference to
the fisheries ? Sir, the policy of the Government was te
maintain the fisheries of Canada for the advantage of the
people of Canada, by, what was prerable, a mntual and
amicable arrangement made between the two parties; or,
failing in that, by a strict and prudent recognition of, and
enforcement of, the rights of Canada in the premises. That,
I think, may be stated as the policy et the Gevernment, as
the motive which underlay the polcy of the Government;
and if that be taken as true, I hold that the policy of the
Government was thoronghly consistent on that point. Row
were these fisheries te be maintained for the country ?
They were te be maintained, first, if possible, by having an
amicable, mutual arrangement between the two contries
interested, by which Canada's fisheries côld imure te her
own advantage and te the enjoyment of her own people.
In order te obtain that, the Government of the country, at
the first favorable opportunity, when there was a
change of Administration, when ths Administration that
succeeded the Republican Administration showed that it was
more favorable, te open negotiations; and se the proposition
was made and acceded te, that a period of six months
should be gi zen United States fishermen for the enjoyment
of our fisheries, and that in return a commission should be
recommended by the President te Congress. Was it net
worth that trial? Was not the prospect of a commission,
and the settlement of this gnestion by a 6omâseion, iln û
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amicable way, worth the while of holding ont the olive
branch, worth the while of holding ont a friendly sugges-
tion, that, instead of interrupting the operations of the fish.
ermen in the middle of the season, thereby causing certain
irritation, and perhaps putting off what was wished for by
the whole country, a commission representing both coun-
tries should sit down together and come to a mutually
amicable arrangement which should be for the advantage of
both countries ? I say it was worth the while to give that
advantage, to make that proposition, for the sake of the
prospective gain. Wel, Sir, they enjoyed half a season's
fishing, and the President, true to his promise, the
Executive, true to their undertaking, sent down to
Congress the suggestion for a commission, and the
Congress went againet that. The proposition was not
acoeded to ; by a vote of 80 to 15 in the Senate,
the proposition was negatived, and the Senate gave its voice
that no commission should be appointed to settle this ques-
tion. Now, then, my hon. friend says that the policy of
this Government was fickle,because the Government changed
from the action which they had taken in allowing free
fishing in our waters for half a season, in order to gain
thereby a commission to settle the question, because they
changed that, and introduced a polhcy of a prudent but
strict enforcement of the rights of Canada. What else could
be done, consistent with the underlying principle of Canada's
policy, when the means at first adopted in order to bring
about an amicable arrangement, had failed, and Congress and
the Senate had stated that they were against a commission,
that there was no prospect of its appointment at that time ?
Sir, it then became a duty to carry out the policy of the
Government, to protect the fisheries of Canada, and to
protect the rights of Canadians, so far as their territorial
waters were concerned; and that course was adopted.
In the years 1886 and 1887, it was carried out, consistently
carried out, and my hon. friend is quite wrong in stating
that the policy was carried out differently in 1886 and
1887. The very same instructions that were sent ont
in 1886 were continued in 1887; the very same policy
of protection, and the very same form of protection was
carried out in ail its important features. And it is
not true to say that there was any important material change
in carrying out the protective service with respect
to the fisheries in 1886-87. Well, Sir, that had its effect. I
believe that both the holding ont of the offer of a pro-
poéition respecting the fisheries in 1885, and the prudent,
strict enforcement of the righta of Canada in 1886 and 1887,
bath had their operation and their effect and both contri-
buted towards the proposition for the commission which
was ultimately obtained, and the settlement which has
resulted therefrom. I believe that both of those lines con-
tribute to the success which has ultimately accrued. Se
much then for the fickleness and inconsistency of the policy.
My hon. friend and others on that side of the House with
bim have said: Well, yes, your construction and interpreta.
tion of tiat treaty was all right; we agree with it. My hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr. Davies) said: I have
read over the Minutes of Council, based upon the reports of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and the Minister of Justice,
and I agree with everything that is contended for in those
reports. Ie will correct me if I have misstated his position.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mill@) took occa-
sion in this louse, not many days ago, to declare that h.
agreed with every word, with every contention embodied
in those Minutes in Council. He will correct me if I have
misstated his position.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That is correct so far as the
law is concerned.

Mr. FOSTER. That is so far as the interpretation and
construction put upon the law and put upon what growis
out of tha, so far as the laws were conoerned in those Mi-

nutes of Council, based on reports made by myself and the
Minister of Justice, the hon. gentlemen as co.leaders of
their party and as strong men in their paxty say that they
agree with every word, with every construction, with
every position taken.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mr. FOSTER They agree with the construction. What
was the construction ? The construction was, in the first
place, that the Treaty of 1818 wus mu.tually binding. They
agreed with that construction. In the second place, the
contention was that we had a right to pass our own laws and
to carry ont the decisions of our own tribunals with respect
to the fisheries. They agreed with that. Again, the con-
tention was made that we had a right to refuse commercial
priviloges to the United States fishing vessels. They
agreed with that. Again the contention was that we
bad a right to refuse the purchase of bait by American
fishing vessels. They agreed with that. Again our con-
tention was that we hd a right to construe and carry out
our own customs laws with respect to foreign fishing vessels,
United States or others. Those were the construc.
tions, those were the contentions, and those hon. gentlemen
say they' agree with those contentions to the letter.
Then why do they find fault with the Government ? Is
the hon. gentleman in this position: that ho ardently pro-
fesses a creed but that he stolidly refuses to prastice il,
that he is most enthusiastically in favor of a law, but is most
stubbornly and absolutely against the enforcement of that
law ? If those contentions were correct, and if this
Goverment carried out those contentions strictly, why do
they find fault with the Government so far as that was con-
cerned ? They must admit so far as their agreement with
ail those contentions is concerned that the Government muet
have strictly carried out those contentions, if they were
sincere in their belief of those constructions and in those
interpretations. Ah, yes, says my hon. friend, we would not
object to your strictly carrying ont those contentions, but
we do object to the manner in which you did carry them
out. That is the position which the hon. gentlemen
opposite have taken. That is, to use thier own language,
the rmanner in which those constructions and interpreta-
tions were carried out was tyrannous, harsih and cruel, and
I do not know how many other adjectives the ion. gentle-
man used, but almost ail that could be gathered from the
dictionary. That is the objection, if there can b. any ob-
jection, of my hon. friend. Hie stated that the manner in
which they had been carried out was harsh, irritating, per-
secuting, that they showed the jingo spirit that they arose-
he did not quite fully express it but he expressed
it sufflciently to carry his meaning-that they arose from un
idea that the Government were going to show the United
States people what they could do, that they were going to
use force upon them and that they were glad to have an
opportunity of using force upon them. Now my hon.
friend must be honest in his reasoning, and he must show
where he finds any proof of that desire. Does he find it in
the spirit of the Government as shown in its acion before
the protective service was put on? Why, the Goverumant
had the right to have undertaken this system of restriction
and protection on lst July, 1885, in the very midst of the
fishing season if they had chosen to do it, and if they had
been filled with that spirit of jingoism that the hon. mcm-
ber for Bothwell (Mr. Mille), spoke of they would have
jumped into the fray at once on lst July, put on the pro-
tective force and come down into the ranks of the fishing
vessels which were ail about our comat. Instead of evincing.
such a spirit they made tie proposition of which I have
spoken, that they would not pursue this irritating course,
but for that season they would allow them to fish on our
coasts and would try meanwhile to come to a mutual arrange-
ment with respect to the fisheries. Is it shown in the instrao.
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tions which were issued to the officers of our protecting
cruisers? No. If you will look at those instructions you
will find they have been framed in a spirit the very reverse
of that. First, with regard to the Magdalen Islands, it is
stated in those instructions that:

" Although the liberty to land, to dry and cure fish there is not
expressly given by the terms of the convention to United States
fiuhermen, it is not at present intended to exclude them from those
islands."
With respect to operations upon coasts that are unsettled
or partially settlei it is stated :

" It is not desired that you should put a narrow construction on the
term ' unsettled.' The general conciliatory spirit in which it is desir-
able that you should carry out these instructions, and the wish of aer
Majesty's Government that the rights of exclusion should not be
strained, must influence you in making as fair and liberal an application
of the term as shall be consistent with the just claims of all parties."
Then further there is a direct caution given to them not to
exceed the limit of their power and not to go too far even
in taking a technical advantage of United States vessels
which may have got within the three-mile limit from
unavoidable circumatances, such as storms or accidents.
And the instructions close with these words:

" It cannot be too strongly urged upon you nor can you .too earnestly
impress upon the officers and crew under your command that the service
in which you and they are engaged should be performed with forbearance
and discrimination. The Government relies on your prudence, diacre-
tion and firmness in the performance of the special duties entrusted to
you."
There is no jingo spirit, no undue irritating spirit, shown
in those instructions. If my hon. friend will take up the
instructions which are issued in the second year he will
find that they are still furthor broadened and made more
liberal, and beside liboral provisions having been made for
the reporting of vessels to the captains of those cruisers
who are on the grounds in their ports, there were direct
and positive instructions issued that in all cases they
were to extend all possible courtesies with reference te
United States fishermen. The second instruction ends
with the words:

" The Government rely upon your judgment actuated with a spirit of
forbearance to undertake the delicate and important duties with which
you are entrusted."

Now, Sir, there is nothing of jingoism shown in the in-
structions which wore issucd, neither, Sir, was there any-
thing of that kind shown in the way in which our cruisers
and their captains acted under the instructions that the
Governmont gave them with reference to United States
fishing vessels. It has been stated by men in this Parlia.
ment; it las been stated by the organs of bon. gentlemen
opposite; it has been thrown broadcast through the United
States press that no courtesy and no leniency was sbown
to United States fishermen, but that every pretext was
taken advantage of in order to barass and provoke them.
I hold in my hand a list, and not by any means a complote
list, of the courtesies that were shown and of the mild
and generous treatment which was accorded to United
States fishing vessels for all infractions of the rules which
were not considered to be important infractions. The
Joseph Storey, a vessel that was detained in the very first
of the protection service, bad bought isupplies and did not
repor t to the customs. Whon the report was made to the
Minister of Marine, it being ber first offence, she was
ordered to be at once released, with a warning. The Gov-
ernment had just the same right to hold that vessel, under
the customs laws, as they bad to take any other vessel that
violated those laws. But it pursued a differont course in
reference thereto. The schooner Iereward was detained
for sbipping a man, and was released immediately with
a warning. The Boyaton was allowed to land an in-
jured man from her vessel for medical attention. The
Fanny Spurling was allowed to purchase provisions for
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her homeward voyage. The French was allowed to ship
a crew to take the vessel home when she had discherged her
own crew, and was thereafter long detained for repairs.
The French and Argonaut had their boats seized within the
three-mile limit, and their crews were allowed to be shipped
home in Unite: States fishing vessels. Technically we could
have insisted that they should not have this privilege, but
we gave the privilege and gave it heartily. The schooner
Perkins had shipped a man illegally and was detained, but
she was released after discharging the man. The schooner
Gracey was allowed to ship men to take the vessel home.
The schooner Perkins was extended the same courtesy. The
schooner Pendragon whose ci ew had sickness on board, was,
under medical advice, allowed to purchase fresh provisions
and meats of all kinds juast as long as the doctor gave a cor-
tificate that it was necessary for the health of the crew. The
schooner J. W. Day was allowed to ship mon te replace those
who were taken ili. The schooners Mary Steele and John
S. Quinn were allowed to bny provisions for the homeward
voyage. The schooner Oscar Batton was allowed to take a ne w
set of sails, as her own through disaster had become useless,
and the vessel, in consequence, had been rendered partly un-
manageable. The -N. B. Fry, the Senator Fry, the Rice,
and other vessels were allowed to purchase provisions to
take them on their homeward voyage, thoir own provisions
baving been casually exhausted. The collector at North
Sydney gives a list of a large number of vessels to whom
he allowed snch courtesies, and besides that, vessels which
met with disaster at sea ancd had been driven in by heavy
storms and which were obliged to be put on the slip for
repairs, were allowed to sell the fresh fish which they
had on board, which would otherwise have spoiled and
put the parties concernel to loss and inconvenience.
'These, Sir, are a few of the courtesies among the many that,
in 1886 and 1887, were freely given to United States fisher-
men, and given with the best of spirit. This, I think, is
enough, strong enough, and ample enough to diFprove
the assertion that there was a spirit of malice and a
desire to irritate and provoke which actuated the carrying
out of this service. Let me go one stop further. I can give
an answer, and I think a sufficient reason, to the charge that
in 1886 and 1887 the protection service was carried out in
a spirit of undue interference with the rights and privileges
ci United States fishermen. We must recolloct that that
service was new in 1886, and that new mon undertook
it. Of all that had been connected with our previous
proteotion service, only Captain Scott was concerned in
the protection service of 1886 and 1887. The captains
of our vessels were new mon, the service was new and we
must recollect as well that in that first year, 1886, Unitel
States fishermen came down upon our coasts in very
different spirit to what they came in 1887. They came not
knowing exactly what treatment they were to receive, or
what rights they were to have or what privileges they were
to claim in our waters. Tbey came down from Gioueester
and other fishing towns where there was an idea that they
would not be treated in the same strict way that they had
in 1870 and 1871. Their own papers bad favored the idea
that commercial privileges would now be granted and that
" touch and trade " permits would carry them into all
the ports of Canada and bring them safely home. So
with al[ those things was it to be wondered at that
collisions had taken place ? Was it to be wondered at that
interference, lawful and proper interference, had to be
taken with reference to those vessels ? The wonder is, and
the only wonder, that under such circumstances the pio-
tection service could have been carried on or those two
years without more causes having occurred or interference -
or undue interference than did actually occur. The
captains of the fishery protection vessels boarded in 1886
780 vessels and in 1887 1,362 vesels.
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Mr. MILLS (B>thwell). Hear, hear.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend says "hear, hear "; let
me draw bis attention-
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Mr. FOSTER. It is my hon. friend's contention, if con-
sistent.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). No.

Mir. DAVIES (P.EI.) Let me ask the hon. gentleman Mr. FOSTER. Did he not give his adhesion to this con-
tention, that we had a right to refuse the purchase of pro-
visions, the shipment of men and the purchase of bait ?

Mr. OSTER My hon. friend a year ago, I think, tried
to make a strong point in this louse because our fisbery
protection vessels did not overhaul and board them outside
of the three-mile limit, where they had no right to over-
haul them. We are under no right to overhaul them or
board them there.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) The hon. gentleman will bear with
me, I am sure. I did not intend to make a point that they
did not board them outside the three-mile limit, but that
they confined their boarding to the vessels while they were
lying at anchor, and did not attempt to board them while
they were within the three-mile limit but outside of the
harbor.

Mr. FOSTER. There again my hon. friend is wrong.
The fishery protection vessels board the vessels inside the
three-mile limit wherever they think it necessary to do it,
and they board them outside the harbor as well as inside
the harbor; but my bon. friend knows well enough that
in port, for instance, in the port of Souris, a fishing fleet
of sometimes 200 vessels will lie at anchor at night, and
the cruiser is there with them, and goes out with them in
the morning to cruise about them during the day and to
watch that foreign vessels do not come within the three.
mile limit. If they do, the cruiser bas a right to overhaul
and seize them. The boarding takes place wherever it is
necessary, and the captain of the cruiser is the judge as to
where it is necessary. Well, Sir, as I was stating, 1,362
vessels were boarded in 1887, and 700 in 1886; and of ail
the vessels that were boarded in those two years only 30
cases have been brought to the attention of this Govern-
ment by the Executive of the United States, and it is cer-
tain that everyone who had a fairly grounded complaint
made that complaint to the Secretary of State for the United
States and that the complaint was investigated and for
warded to the Canadian Gwvernment through the British
Government. But thirty-two cases in ail of United States
vessels were dealtwith by the Dominion of Canada io those
two years. Now, Sir, will you listen to me for a moment,
whilu I detail the circumstances of these thirty-two cases,
to sec whether or not the statement is borne out that undue
inter ference, arbitrary, harsh, unwarranted interference,
has taken place with respect to those vessels ? The com-
plaint with reference to five of them was that they were
refused commercial privileges. Wili my hon. friend say
that that was harsh treatment, to refuse a United States
vessel commercial privileges in our ports? That is the
contention to which he gave his adhesion ; and the carry-
ing out of that contention is no grievance to & United States
vessel, and no evidence of harsh treatment on the part of
this Government. As to four of those vossels, the com-
plaint was that they wore warned off a head line. When
the complaint was investigated the collector of Customs
charged with having given the warning denied that he had
given any other warning to vessels than to hand them
the printed warning issued from the Department. With
reference to three of them, le said they had not been in the
port, as was alleged in the grievance. There was no hard-
ship. One was refused the purchase of bait or to ship men.
That was no grievance; it was within our right.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Does the hon. gentleman mean
to say that because it is within his right to refuse to let a
vessel ship men, therefore it ought not to be allowed te ship
mon ? Is that his oontention ?

10l

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I beg to say that I have not
spoken on this question, and I bave never pretended to
give my adhesion to anything. I have neither spoken for
nor against the policy of the Government. I have spoke
of the legal contention, nothing else.

Mr. FOSTER. Did tIh hou. gentleman approve of the
legal contention made by my hon. friend the Minister of
Justice, that Canada under the Treaty of 1818 had a right
to refuse commercial privileges to United States vessels ?

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Had the power to exclude-
certainly I said so. How far sbould we act on the right or
the power is a different question, and that question I pro-
pose to discuss when the hon. gentleman gets through.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend, then, is exactly in the
position of a gentleman who is in favor of the law, but
agzainst its enforcement.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Not at all. I wish to call the
bon. gentleman's attention to the fact that he has under-
taken to defend the Government by saying that they did
protect their rights in four cases. Now, he mentions a case
of one sort, and he says the Glovernment acted properly
because they did not allow those parties to ship men.
Surely the bon. gentleman must see how he is himself
argving on both sides of the policy, although he is on one
side of the law.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend is quite wrong. He las
probably misunderstood me. I mentioned the cases of four
vessels with reference to which the complaint bad been made
that they had been warned off a head line which extended
from point to point some forty or fifty miles, and I simply
stated that the collector denied that he had warned them off
from that extended head line, or had given any warning to
them except simply, as his duty was, to give them the
printed warning sent him by the department. 1. did not
argue on both sides as to that.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I do not wish to interrupt the
hon. gentleman, but that is not the case to which I refer-
red. I referred to the case of the shipment of men, obtain-
ing supplies and making repairs.

Mr. FOSTER. I have stated the facts with reference to
botb of those cases. In the case of one vessel, the grievance
was that she was warned off from fishing in the Bay of
Chaleurs. In the case of another, the Marion Grimes, the
complaint was with regard to interference with her flag, and
the fishery correspondence will show that the regrets of the
Government were immediately sent-not that there was a
technical wrong, but it was thought that such action on the
part of the captains of the crusiers should not be counten-
anced. One vessel had some trouble about the salvage of a
seine that gave rise to a complaint and a very strong
remonstance from the Secretary of State ; but after having
received the answer of the Canadian Government, the Secre-
tary of State wrote to the gentleman who made the com-
plaint, to say that f rom the evidence which wasgiven, it was
clear that his case was not one relating to the fiahries or
international rights, but that it was simply a case of salvage,
and ho could get bis seine by complying with the laws of
Canada with reference thereto. Another case was on alleged
refusai to grant the sale of provisions for the homeward
voyage. When this came to be investigated, it was found
that the statement was untrue. One was for illoged fishing,
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and the vessel was forfeited. Two cases were for buying which are peculiarly Canadian bays, and which ougbt not
bait, violating the customs and the terms of the treaty. to be operied to the United States fishermen. Neither side
Six were for minor violations of cnstoms regulations where has had its extreme contention, so far as the headlands line
no penalty was imposed and the vessels were discharged is concerned, agreed to. Both have made concessions, but
with a warning. Nine cases were for violations of customs notwithstanding the strong remarks made by my hon.
laws and for smuggling and the like, in which penalties friend who spoke last (Mr. Mitchell), I hold that you may
were imposed, and a part of the penalties were afterwards take the map of Canada, you may take your compasses and
remitted. That makes up the whole list, and after careful you may begin at the extreme western point of the Bay of
investigation of these cases, I think they fairly disprove Fundy and go around the whole coast until you pass the
the assertion that there bas been unnecessary harshness, coast of Labrador, and you will find that Canada's construc-
undue influence, or any desire to stretch the authority of tion has not been so very far departed from You will find,
the Government with the view of irritating the United notwithstanding the statements that have been made, that
States fishermen or people. I wish to call the attention of Canada's concessions have not, in any very important and
the flouse to two facts. One is that the Government of essential particular, taken away from her the fishery privi-
Great Britain, which bas been described to-night as sensi- leges and the rights she practically enjoyed during the series
tive on that question, bas reviewed all the correspondence of years that have passed.
and reports with reference to these cases, and in no Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Nine-tenths of the water area
single instance bas the Government of Great Britain for which she contended has been given up, and nineteen-
found fault with the action of the Dominion Gov- twentieths on the coast of Newfoundland.
ernment. Further, and this is also important, these
grievances were forwarded by the Secretary of State for the Mr. FOSTER. That is a point on which my hon. friend

nited States to the Dominion Government, and the report and myself cannot agree.
as to the facts after investigation was sent back, and in Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). 1 am perfectly willing to accept
only one instance was there an attempt made to refute the the measure of aDy competent surveyor who will under-
facts. In only one instanice was there any further corres- take to compare the two unes.
pondence had as to the facts of a case reported upon to the
United States by the Dominion Government. It cannot be Mr. FOSTER. And we wiIl abide by that measurement,
said that in the course of the two years during which this if you get a competent man to make it. With reference to
protection service bas been in operation, any man was the bait question, the statement is that Canada las given
deprived of his liberty or that any strong or undue inter up everything to the United States. You will findthrough-
ference took place with reference to the subjects of the out the wlole correspondance, the contention was made by
United States. Taking the whole history, as given in the the Americans'that their fishing vessels should have th.
fisbery reports which are before Parliament, and in this right to buy hait, and that they also claimed the right of
additional information which I have bEen glad to give to transhipment, and backed that daim up by their very
night, I think it is fairly well shown that there was no desire strongeet arguments. On the other hand, the Canadian con.
shown by the Government to unduly interfere with American tention was that, under the Treaty of 1818, the purchase
fishermen in any spirit of retaliation, but that, on the con. of bait by United States flshing vessels and transship-
trary, in the carrying out of the protection service for the ment could not be allowed. Let my hon. friend
two years, a wise, prudent and generous policy on the part read the treaty, and le will flud whose contention
of this Government was pursued. I wish briefly to deal las beau in the main carried out. In reference to our
with the oft-repeated assertion that this treaty is a con. laws, it was the declared contention in the United States
plete surrender. Nearly every lon. gentleman, wbo has that the penalties were excessive. These have been
spoken on the opposite side, las said that the United States moderated to a certain extent, and tlat i8 a concession
have obtained everything they asked for, and that the con- te the United States, se far as that gees. On the other
cessions have been entirely on our side. The record, I hand, the penalties that have been retained are sufficient
maintain, entirely disproves that assertion. What were for the purpese. With reference te the customs laws, the
the contentions of the United States ? First, with reference Americans claimed that when their vessels entered our
to the headland limit, the American contention from the ports for any of the four purposes mentioned, they slonld
earliest date of this controversy down to the pre- not, no matter how long they staid, be subject te our
sent time, notwithstanding the sole exception of Mr. customs laws. Canada contended that they should, and in
Webster as Secretary of State, which was a qualified that respect thore bas been a concession on both sides. But
exception, I maintain has been always for a restricted the large concession las net been on the part of Canada.
interpretation of the headland question. They have Commercial privileges were claimed by the United States
almost uniformly contended that their vessels should, in their papers and despatches, and their arguments al
approach to within three miles of the shores, and as to the went te show that they hnd the riglt now, under the
bays their limit was not more than six miles wide. The changed order of thiugs brought about by widened com-
proposition, one of the very latest propositions made by the mercial reuations, te commercial privileges in our ports for
Secretary of State for the United States in 1887, was that their fishing vessels with Itouch and trade" permits.
the extrema limit should be three miles from the shore and That is a contention whicl was directly adverse to the
ten miles as regards bays. That is the contention of the Canadian contention. Will my lon. friend find eut which
United States, as laid down in the fishery correspondence, contention las been given up in respect of that? Witl
and embodied in the proposal for a commissiion to settle this reference te the larbor dues and other dues, the United
question, which was made by fr. Secretary Bayard. The States contention was that their vessels sheuld nùt psy
contention of Canada was, in its broader terms, that the them. It was the contention of Canada that she had a per-
line should be drawn from headland to headland, and that fect riglt te demand payment, and payment las bean made.
it should be three miles from the shore in ot her respects. These dues have been given up. That is a concession by
Well, a commission was held to settle the diffioulty. Canada, but the barber regulations have been kept, and that
It has been stated that the Government opposed very is a concession te the principle that these lawà lold good.
strongly a settlement on the ten mile bay limit when it Se, if you take these different controverted points and look
was proposed to them. They did oppose it, because, as they at the contentions of Canada and the contentions of the
stated, if that were carried out, it would take out of the United States, and read the treaty fairly and candidly, you
jurisdiction of Canada, bays such as the Bay of Chaleurs, will find that the treaty itself is a recrd of mutual oonoes-
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sions and that it is far away from the truth to say that the opposed to that treaty becane it proposed for a money con-
United States bave had all their demands granted and that sideration, to give the ise of ourflsheries Vo the Amerioans.
the concessions have been altogether on the part of the Thay said it was selling our birtbright for a mess of potage.
Dominion of Canada. At this late stage of the debate, I do Yet, in 1877, when thé arbitration was held at Halifax,
not intend to take up the time of the House much longer. thoy plumed themselves, when the award was made, on
I was anxious to make this simple statement with reference baving gained that award themeelves, and from that tire to
to the carrying out of the protective service, and there this they have not ceased Vo make out of it sorething that
were one or two points in reference to the treaty in they should gain credit for. They have attacked the Gov.
regard to which I thought some misapprehensions should be ernment for taking the first opportunity which was given
corrected. I do not think it is worth while to seriously at- thera to securo a possible eommission. Thoy have then
tempt to controvert the positions taken by the senior attacked the Government equally for enforcing the laws,
member for Halifax (Mr. Joncs) with refereLce to the whon they failed to geV the commission whieh was at fir4
interpretations of articles 10 and 11 of the treaty as it proposed. Sometimos it seors Vo me a wonder, in view of
stands. The wording is plain It does not seoem that a ail the statements that we have board frornthe other aide,
fair and candid reading of it can lead to any other conclu- that wo should have been able to got a ommission at al;
sion than what is stated by the words themselves is and it is stili more a wondor thut (hoecommission shonid
what is meant and what will be carried out if the treaty huve been able to obtain the treaty whiuh it framéd. The
comes into force. In the first place, the validity of the conditions which were created, so far as the Opposition
harbor regulations is affirmed. United States vessels, put- wore éoncerned, woré noV favorable conditions in the
ting in for shelter or repairs, are not required to report if United States owards the consuumation of a reaty.
they remain only twenty-four hours, providod they do not For some years back the Opposition have been sedu-
communicate with the shore, but, if they remain more than lously creating thé feeling that barslness bas beau used by
twenty-four hours, or if they communicate with the shore, us in the treatment of théir vossols, and a great deal of thé
they are to report to the customs, and at any rate they are feeling in tho United States ofunnecessary harshness on the
under customs supervision. That is far wide from the part of Canada bas takon its risé frorn uttérancés which
statement of the hon. gentleman that the customs laws have been made in Canada itsélf, in the newspapérs
are given away entirely, and that we have no customs of Canada, which have gone Vo the United States,
supervision over United States vessels. My hon. friend and which have been accoptéd as authoritative staté-
tried to make a strong point in regard to these vessels monts as Vo the position of Canada in this regard.
being allowed to come in for supplies, and he said that They fivo sodutously troutod tho opinion in thé United
would practically open the three-mile limit inshore to States that Groat Britain would not back up the conten-
these vessels, and would practically give them the fish- ions of Canada, and so have strivén Vo weakén us in
ing inshore. I noticed that that statement was what should bc, and is réally, the strongest point in
applauded by many hon. gentlemen on the other side, but Cînada's étaim for gétting a flsheries treaty with the
would that be a whit worse than the condition of affairs at United States. They have givén curroncy Vo the idea
present ? My hon. friend said that, if a cruiser overhauled that Canada is falling Vo pièces, that sho is disintègrat-
a vessel, she would say she was going in for supplies, and ing, that the difforent parts are separating from éaeh othèr,
under that excuse the three miles would be in reality opened and that in timo it will faîl Vo piecés, and thon it will hé-
up to the unrestricted use of United States vessels. Why, core gradually a part of thé United States. Thé idea that
to-day United States vessels have a perfect right to go into thore was no future for Canada in horsolf but that annexa-
our ports for wood, water, shelter or repairs; and what is tion or absorption by the United Statos was her ultimate
there to prevent a Uuited States fishing vessl making the destiny-that sentiment bas bien ervated and bas been
same excuse? If a cruiser overhauls ber, she may say; I anm spreadluinh United SLates, froru tho utterances of mon
going in for wood or for water or for ropairs. The same in the Opposition, ani papers in thé Opposition, and that
excuse exists to-day as would exist under this treaty, and, bas beén a very gréat difficulty in thé way of thé proper
if it is possible now to protect the inshore waters, it will be sentiment, on thé other side, for granting us thé advantages
equally possible to protect them nunder this treaty. Another of a reaty. It has bean stated hère to-uight that Canada
hon. gentleman was exercised because, under this treaty, bas beau dcserted by thé British Government, that Great
the price of bait would be raised to the deep sea fishermen, Britain is but a namé béhind ber; and my hon. friend,
and yet he stated directly afterwards that what was iu solemu tones and sad, gave voice Vo his opinion
especially needed was a free market for our productions in that Canala neod no longer look to Great Britain for sup-
the United States. Well, for froe fish in the United port and for aid with roforence Vo this gréat question, but
States markets, as it was under the Treaty of Washing- that Great Bn tain had so acted in this mattér as Vo put thé
ton, it is plain that we must give as a compensation finîsbing hlow Vo bis loyalty Vo thé mother country, and
the right to buy bait. The hon. gentleman finds fault that in thé future, hé would owé littIe of that spirit Vo thé
with this because it gives the right to buy bait by mother country. Sir, thé only sentiment which waa
giving a fée and so enhances the price of bait Vo trongly applandéd in thé speech of thé hon, entleman,
the deep-sea fishermen, and yet hea is in favor of a treaty was that sentiment hé uttéred with référencé Vo Gréat Brit-
which would open the markets to thèse fishermen in the ain, and with référencé Vo thé oozing out of bis loyalty Vo
United States, when the same effect would be found, to make Gréat Britain, I do noV wish Vo stand hère, as a Canadian
bait dearer in the same way. The modus vivendi would go citizen, as well as one who knows sométhing of Great
ont of force the moment the privilege of froe fish is given, Briain's course with référence Vo this fishery matter dur-
and it is the same in regard to the price of hait. Some ng thé two years that havé passed-I do noV wish to stand
hon. gentlemen who have spoken on the other side havé hère aud let that assertion pass without giving it, s0 faras I
made a great deal of the inconsistencies of the Govern- ara concérnéd, my déniai. 1 say that Great Britain bas
ment in the diplomatic positions which have been taken, stood well by us in these twoyénr.3 that havé just passéd; I
I think it comes with a rather poor grace from geatle. s y thut evéry contention that bas beén put forth bas beén
men on the opposite side to speak of inconsistencies with backéd by thé Goveremént of 4réat Britain, aud that in al
reference to this fishery question. When in 1871, the Wash- respects shé has fairly, and consiently, aud continnorsly
ington Treaty was brought about and was later before this given force Vo our contentions, and bas stood flrrny by
House for ratification, gentlemen on the other side opposed Canada in this matter. Sir, an attempt was made Vo malt
that treaty by might and main. They weréespeciallyieapptar that Mr. Chamberlain was not the propr person
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to be entrusted with the commission, and his commission
had not been made public a day before lfinential journals in
this country and infinential men in this country, set them-
selves to work to undermine his influence with the people of
the United States, and to raise prejudices there against him.
That did not look very much like aiding towards the sottie-
ment of this question. The attempt to arouse prejudice
against Mr. Chamberlain, to arouse race prejudice against
him in the United States, in order that his mission
might be defeated, was an attempt which will not bear
scrutiny, and which wili not gain 'he approval of
fair and candid men in this country, or in any other
country. Sir, I do not think so of the people of the United
States, I do not think so of the Irish people, either, who
are a generous people, whose impulses are generous. What-
ever love they may have for their own island, whatever
desire they may have to see ber gain privileges and advan.
tages that they think she bas not now, I do not think that
Irishmen are made of that kind of material that they
would try to break down the influence of Mr. Chamberlain,
or to oppose the settlement of a question with which
he was entrusted, simply because they and he did not
agree as to Irish matters, and the policy that should
be pursued by Great Britain with reference thereto. I
believe, Sir, and I take pleasure in stating here what my
hon. friend has so well said with much greater authority,
that Mr. Chamberlain did his duty nobly and well, so far
as Canada was concerned in this matter, that he stood by
ber contentions, that he loyally supported them, and that
though he started out for the purpose of getting a trety-
and be would not have started except for that purpose-he
started, I believe, with the firm purpose of getting such a
treaty as would be honorable to both countries, and as would
be fair to the rights of Canada as the party greatly inter-
ested in the settlement of the question. Now, what will
hon. gentlemen opposite do with reference to this treaty ?
Ail through the country their papers have denounced this
treaty in the strongest terms. Sir, the head lines that have
been printed with reference to this treaty ought to be
preserved. "Canada lies a-bleeding," says the Mail.

Mr. MITCHELL. And truly, too.
Mr. FOSTE R. "A complete surrender," says the Globe;

"Secretary Bayard's victory," says the Mcil; "A complete
give away," says the Ralifax Chronicle; "Canada betrayed,"
says the Ottawa Free Press; "'So far as the United State-s
are concerned, they have got everything they ever con-
tended for," the Hon. Peter MitchellT; "The great Tupper-
ian surrender," Halifax Recorder; " A base. beggarly blun.
dering surrender," Attorney General Longley. These are
some of the statements made by the party opposite outside.

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand the hon. gentleman
to use my name in connection with this ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.

Mr. MITCHELL. What did Peter Mitchell say ?

Mr. FOSTER. "So far as the United States are con-
cerrid, they have got everything they ever contended for.'

the treaty was disgraceful te Canada and injurions te her
interest, declared in the same breath that lie did not intend
te oppose the treaty. What will hou. gentlemen do? Are
they honest in what they are saying ? Were these head lines
candid ? Are they carrying out the real feelings of their
hearts, or is it simply a something that they are putting
before the people for party purposes which they do not
sufficiently believe in to back up by their votes in the
House ? Now, Sir, in closing, I have just this to say in
reference to the treaty. Everyone knows the length of
time that this controversy bas existed ; everybody who bas
reaI the history of this question knows the difficulty
which las surrounded it, the irritation which it bas
provoked. Sir, I believe that the Dominion of Canada,
in its large and broad heart, from end to end, will
be in favor of this treaty, net because it holds every con-
tention that Canada bas made, net because it carries out
everything that Canada could wish had been carried out,
but because it is, as stated by the President and S3cretary
of the United States, a fair and honorable arrangement on
both sides, in which neither country gets the full of its
contention, but in which neither country suffers great
injury by the concessions that have been made. Taking
into account the future of Canada, her future interests as
well as lier present interests, taking into account the fact
that we are te live beside one great and powerful neighbor,
that we form part of another great and powerful Empire,
that we have conserved our interests to a very large degree,
and that there is a prospect for the future of a permanent
settlement of this question, I believe that the great heart
of Canada, notwithstanding the head lines and the strong
assertions, willbeat with this one sentiment, that after
all this long controversy of year upon year, it is a happy,
a fair, a good settlement, one that bas been made in the
interests of peace and in the interests of the two great
countries which onght to live beside each other in amity
and good feeling. Sir, the executives of the four countries
of Newfoundland, Canada, Great Britain and the United
States have lifted this question from its troubled con,-
dition, have taken it out of the arena where it has been dis-
cussed as au irritating question for seventy years, and they
have come to a final and permanent solution, so far as they
are concerned. They say that this arrangement is fair te
all parties concerned, and they relegate it now to the Par-
liaments and Congresses of the great nations. Notwith-
standing all that may be said for party purposes and tIll
that may be argued from interested motives, I believe that
if the voice of the country could penetrate to the halls of
all those Parliaments and Congresses and have its way,
it would result in an approbation of this treaty and of
this instrument as a conclusion, final, honorable and on the
whole advantageous to all parties concerned. It is in that
view that I support the treaty, and it is with those feelings
that I hope the treaty will be finally ratified by al[ the
powers concerned and will put an end te a vexed and
troublesome question in what I consider a truly honorable
and happy way.

Mîr. KIRK. I move the adjourument of the House.

Mr. MITCHELL. So I say now. Mr. MITCHELL. On this motion I desire to cffer a few
observations in reply to the hon. gentleman who has just

Mr. FOSTER. Then I did not misrepresent the hon. spoken. I certainly did not expect froin the hon. gentle-
gentleman. This is what they have said outside, and we who man (hr. Foster) the remarks which he as made about
have listened to those speeches inside, have heard every hon. myseif. He has chosen to drag my name into this
gerit'eman who has spoken in opposition intimate, if they debate in a way which I think is quite unwarranted. I
did not use the very words, that it was a "base and beg. think the course 1 adopted in this debate was one e for-
garly surrender," that it was a "complete give away," that bearance, and I refrained from spesking of the hon. gentle-
it would be completely injurions to the fisheries interests of man's conduct, not referring to it throughout my speech
this country; and yet, with all these strong assertions out- except in one instance in regard to the Adams. I have said
sida, and with al these strcug assertions imside, to back that history repeated itself, that the taking up of a weak
him up, my hon. friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr. case, the case of the schooner Washington seized in the Bay
Davies), after framing this indictment, and declaring that of Fundy, when it was doubtful whether ahe was in British

Mr. Foisiera.
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territory or not, led to the lows of the Bay of Fundy and th
opening up to the Americans of that bay and the subsequen
claim on their part of right of access to all other bay
History indeed repeats itself. I have forborne to speaka
plainly as I could have spoken, and I have not touched upo
some points I might have dwelt on in regard to the ho
gentleman's administration of the department; although
have expressed myself frankly it bas not been in hostility t
the administration of the day, nor do I desire to defeat the
effort to get this treaty carried el[ewhere. I have foreborne
but I tell the Minister of Marine and Fisheries that throug
his misconduct and bis want of efficiency in raising, o
frivolous points, the question of our rights under the treaty
and the rights of Cararlian fisheries in sueh a case as th
Adams, boarding or arri stirg a vessel when there was a donb
about our right to, releaing ber and subseqnently seizin
her on customs grounds, the&e ac's show that the case o
Canada bas beon placed in a similar position to what it wa
when the case of the Bay of Fundy was raised on th
seizure of the Washington. This whole question has arise
on account of the misconduct, mismanagement and malad
ministration of the denartnent over which the hon. gentle
man presides. If bad feeling has arisen, am ho has described
with the United States, when did it arise ? Did it exist be
fore 1885 ? No. No such feeling exizted in the Unite
States at that time. That ill-feeling has existed since i
true. Does the hon, gentleman want the proof'? Let him
take up-J did nit thirnk ho would beo diwcreet tobring it u
at this time of the eonmng-Mr. P. Phelp's despatch to th
British Minster, ard ho will find that was the cause of the
ill-feeiog in the United Statea. It was due to the senseless
seizures for petty offenres. Mr. Phelps in addressing Lord
Roseberry says:

"l t would be at noqt, under the circumstances, only an accidenta
and purely technioal b-each of a cnstom hoise regulations, by which
no harm was intended, and from which no harm cam ý, and would, in
ordinary cases, be easily condoned by an apology, and perhaps the
payment ofCosts."

Ho further says:
" Can it be reasonably insisted under these circumstanees that by the

sudien adroption, withont notice, of a new raie, a vessel of a friendly
nation should hi seiz-d and forfeited for doins what all similar vessels
had tor so long a periol been allowed ti do withint question ?

"l t is sufficiently evident that the claim of a violation of the Oustomo
Act was an after-thought brought forward to give whatever added
strength it might to the principal claim on which the seizure had been
made.
Again•

"I submit to your Lordship that a construction go harsh, so unfriendly,
so unnecessary,'and so irritating as that set up by the Canadian authori-
ties is not such as Fer afajestv's Government has been accustomed elther
to accord or to submit to. Lt would find no precedent in the history of
British diplomacy, and no provocation in any action or assertion of the
Government of the United States."

Again :
" Of the obvious conclusion the anadian authorities seem to be quite

aware. I am informed tait since the seisures they have pressed, or are
pressing, through the Canadian Parliament in mach haste, an Act whieh
la designed, for the first time lu the history of the legislation under thia
treaty, to make the facts upon which the American vessels have been
seized illegal, and to authorize proceedings against them therefor."

Still again :
" The practieal construction given to the treaty down to the prosent

time bas been in entire accord with the conclusions thus deduced from
the A ct of Parliame-it. The British Government has repeatedly refused
to allow interference with A.merican fishin g vessels, unles$ for illegal
fishing, au h asgiven explicit orders to the contrary.

In the face of that this vessel was seized. Two visita-
tions were held. She was allowed to go, and wbile she
drifted on the bar in Digby barbor she was seized and held.
A fter she was boarded for preparing to fish and was released,
she was also Peized under oustoms regulations, and the First
Minister knows that it was upoi that he contended for the
conviction of that vessel. Yet bis Minister of Fisher esa dares
to attack me because I have expressed my opinion. Both
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'e of them know they seized that vessel illegally, and on that
nt1 illeg'il seizare, the first of a nurubor of illegal seizures for
r. trifles, thie great question of the fiqher.os has corne np, and
as our case bas; bren given away at Washington.
M~ Mr. TIJOMIPSON. I beg te infoi the hon, gentleman
n that ho is entiroly nitaken.
I

to Mr. MITCHELL. I arn not. I think I know as much
ir about it as you do,
; Mr. TfO '4PSON. Perhaps the hon. gentleman doesinot
h wisb te know, but the Âdam8 when she waq seized was nover
n releaised and continues unreleased rip 10 this moment.
yp Mr. MITCHIELL. Tho Adarns, afler she was boarded,

was re]eaýsed, anjd whor' she was Hailing out of the hurbor
g
At Mr. TIIOMPSO,'. No, no.
is Mr. MIT0ChELL. I think I amr ight.

h

e

ýn Mr. TIIOMPSON.. Tho Vains, whon she was seizoid,
1. wqQ nover It11)wod tn go. Sho wai visited by one etf the

officors cf the Laesýdowvne, andltbe statomnent made by
,th e cap'ain jatified tho capLtin cf the La~nsdowne net

W.sezirg her. It was ascertaintd b3foro she got very far
dl that thut stateruent was entiî'ely mntruo, aînd she was thon
ýs seized foi- the first tueo, anîd bas bon soizod evor sinca.
n Mr. MI[TCIIIELjL. Say what yen like, Sho was visited
P by theo c1lccrs for a breuch cf' the conventîi of 1818, and

wis snbse'quonly seiz-,3 for a of tuie customs regala-
lions, w1dilu -ti,andod, on a bat r crI eould imt g1A t l. Thoso

sare tho kind of nets that brought about tho coflcebsions in
tho trcaty.

Mr. T11OOMPSON. She wai neyer seized until sbo was
scizod on the first occasion, and bas never been released
isinc'e. I. was net becaure she stranded on the bar, but she
wias seized for two offencs-buying bait and evading
custom dues.

Mr. MITCHELL. The bon. gentleman has the faonlty
of making words suit bimself.

Sorne bon. MEMBEFS. Order.

1 Mr. MITCHELL. I tise to expisin.
Sonne bon, MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I ruse t an explanation.
Borne hon. MEMIBERS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I wil have order. I rise to an ex.

planation. I arn net going W beornisrepresented, even by
tbe Minister of Justice. What f have said i. Ibis: I said
the vessel, after havirng been twice visited-

Borne hon. MEMBBRS. Order.
Mr. MITCHELL. I arn in order, and you hiad botter

keep quiet, and yon wiIl get away quicker. I say that vos-
sel was twice visited by those officers and they did flot seize
her, and it was after they bad failed te b. able to find any
aet for which Io seize ber that the vessel was going out of
the harbor wben she accîdentally grounded and ehe wae
thon seize.1ISay Ibat this is true.

Mr. THOMPSON. That is an entire mistake. If the
hon.gentlernan reads the book ho bas under bis hand ho wilI
Sec, ho lb wrong frein boginning te end,

Mfr. MITCHIELL. I know whatî Iarn talking about
Sir CHIARLES TUPPER. 1 hope the motion for adjpurc-

menitwars mcdo toblhow ihe bon. gentleman te make the
stalceet ho lbamde. 1 hope lb'.re iB ne objeet i piOst-
inig iL.

M. t. Mi TCHIlE LL. No; th at was my objeet.
Motion te adjou.rn w*Àthdrawn.
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Mr. KILLS (Bothwell). When the hon. gentleman

rose, I did rise to move the adjournment of the debate. It
is now one o'clock in the morning, and I wish to address
the House upon this subject. There are several gentlemen
here who also wish to address the House, and I am quite
sure that on a matter of this importance the Government,
anxious as they are to carry the Bill confirming the treaty,
will not insist upon the second reading of the Bill to-night.

Sir CHALRLES TUPPER. I would like to say to the
hon, gentleman that there was a distinct understanding
with the other side that this discussion should close to-
night.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I would correct the
hon. gentleman. Be will remember that it was an infor-
mal conversation and not an official understanding,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Quite so.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I told him that we
were quite willing, if we cculd, to close the thing to-night,
but he will recollect that I told him I could only speak for
the gentlemen around me, and I expressly excepted the
hon. the leader of the third party. There is no doubt
whatever but that that hon. gentleman had a perfect right
to speak when be pleased. Had the Minister of Marine
replied to my friend from Halifax, and had the debate been
confined witbin the limits of the Ministers and the parties
who are more especially conversant with the matter, like my
hon friend the mem ber for Northumberland (Mr. Mitchell)
the debate might casily have closed. Certainly the hon.
gentleman will not pretend to say that I entered into any-
thing like a formal agreement with him to close the debate
to-night.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I certainly understood that
the hon. gentleman was quite prepared to have the discus-
sion close to night. It is quite true that he intimated that
he and the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Mills) had some
remarks to make, but that they would not be very lengthy,
and he did not know what time would be occupied by
the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Mitehell). As
the hon. gentleman is aware, there has been very little
speaking on this side, and the greater portion of the time
has been occupied by the senior member for Halifax (Mr.
Jones) and the hon. member for Northumberland (Mr.
Mitchell).

Mr. MITCHELL. And the Finance Minister, tOo.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am speaking of the discus-

sion to-day. The hon. member for Shelburne (Gen. Laurie),
who represents a fishing county, made a few brief remarks,
and the speeches generally were brief. It could hardly be
expected that the debate should close without the Minister
of Marine making some reference to his administration
which was referréd to.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Oertainly not.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. With the pressure of public

business, and with the questions which I have myself to
bring before the House, which will require a great deal of
attention, I must ask the hon. gentleman to allow the
second reading te take place to-night. There will be no
difficulty at a further stage of the debate, for if hon. gentle-
men wish to deal with any particular subject they will have
abundant opportunity.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gentleman
cannot attach importance to the second reading to-night.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I attach the greatest impor-
tance to the second reading or I would not press it.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I can understand that
the third reading would be a matter of importance.

Mr. MITCHELL,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is the second reading of
the Bill to which I attach importance.

Sir RICH ARD CARTWRIGHT. The hon. member for
Bothwell (hir. Mills) wishes to speak.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We shall be happy to hear
him.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. I also have some re-
marks to make on this matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will listen to both with
great patience.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. That is perfectly un-
reasonable and unfair. We are quite willing to expedite
public business, but at the same time when you have a
great question like this-a question of first-rate importance
-undoubtedly members should have an opportunity of
speakiag on it, and undoubtedly they should have an oppor-
tunity of speaking at a reasonable time in the morning.
Now, the louse is quite exhausted listening attentively to
this discussion since three o'clock this afternoon. I was
about to make a suggestion to the hon. gentleman which I
thought would facilitate the business and that was that my
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Mills) should movethe
adjournment on the understanding that the second and third
reading might be taken on Tuesday, which would give the
hon. gentleman all the expedition he could possibly
obtain. The debate, if it were forced must go on the third
reading, which would lead to a greater delay.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am extremely auxious not
to defer the second reading of this Bill until Tuesday. I
think I may say further that my hon. friend knows the
anxiety I have to get the second reading of this Bill. I
attach the greatest possible importance to have the second
reading of this Bill take place now, and at the same time I
am extremely anxious to avoid anything that would cauqe
undue personal inconvenience. If the hon, gentleman will
consent to 'make it the -first order of the day on Monday, I
will consent tO the adjournment, Otherwise I must ask them
to allow the second reading to take p1cee to-night. I
think I am as unable as any other gentleman in this
House to remain here for any longer period.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. We want to meet the
hon. gentleman's views also, and suppose we do this : We
eau get through the unopposed notices of motion in an
hour or two on Monday, and let us resume this debate on
Monday evening at 8 o'clock.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. With the distinct under-
standing that we take the second reading at that sitting.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Certainly.
Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

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

THE BUDGET SPEECH.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Is the hon, gentleman
preparedtostate definitely when he expects to make his
Budget statement.?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope to be able to make it
this day week. I shall make a great effort to reach it by
that time.

THE BOUNDARIES OF ONTARIO.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). I would like to ask the hon.
First Minister again whether he will be prepared to propose

j an address to confirm the award of the Judicial Committee
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of the, JPriry Council and the arbitrators with regard to the
boundaries of Ontario. I make the enquiry, because, if it
is not the hon. gentleman's intention, I desire to bring a
motion on the subject before the House.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. I would say to the hon.
gentleman that communications have been had with the
Government of Ontario, and draft Bills have been inter-
changed. We proposed a draft Bill. An Order in Council
has been passed, and will be sent by the first mail to-
morrow to the Government of Ontario.

Mr. KILLS (Bothwell). Can the hon. gentleman say
whether he proposes in that draft Bill to deal with the
boundaries as fixed by the arbitrators in 1878 ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONAL D. No, the draft Bill is to
confirm that portion of the answer of the Judicial Com.
mittee of the Privy Council which refers to the boundaries
between Ontario and Manitoba.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). That, of course, will embrace
the boundary of Manitoba as contended for by Manitoba
and the counsel for the Dominion, that is, to a line drawn
due north from the junction of the Ohio and Mississippi
Rivers, which leaves a part of the Province of Manitoba
north of the Albany River. The hon. gentleman will
remember that the award of the Judicial Committee fixes
the boundary on the west and the north. He proposes just
to follow the award of the committee.

Sir JOUN A. MACDONALD. No, that portion of the
answer which settles the western boundary of Ontario,
which is the boundary between Manitoba and Ontario.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Thon I think I must go on
with my motion.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Well, go on.
Motion agreed to; and Hlouse adjourned at 1.15 a.m.

(Saturday).
R
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INDE X.
SECOND SESSION, SIXTH PARLIAMENT, 1888.

Abbreviations of well known words and Parliamentary expressions are used in the following :-1°, 2°, 30, Pirst.
Reading, Second Reading, Third Reading; 3 m. h., 6 m.. b., 6 w. h., Three Months' Hoist, Six Months' Hoist, Six
Weeks' Hoist; *, without remark or debate; Acts., Accounts; Adj., Adj )urn; AdjJ., Adjourned; Amt., Amendment;
A mts., Amendments; Amalg., Amalgamation; Ans., Answer; Ass,, Assurance; B., Bill; B. C, British Columbia;
Can., Canada or Canadian; C.P.R., Canadian Pacifie Railway; Com., Committee; Co., Company; Cono., Concur. Con-
curred, Concurrence; Consd., Consider; Consdn., Consideration ; Cor., Correspondence; Deb., Debate; Dept., Departmeat;
Depts., Departments; Div., Division; Dom., Dominion; Govt., Government; Ilis Ex., His Excellency the Governor
General; Hèie., House; HUse. of C., Flouse of Commons; Incorp., incorporation; Ir s., Insurance; I.C.R, Intercolonial;
Man., Manitoba; Mess., Me.sage; NI., Motion; Ms., Motions; m., moved; Neg , Nogatived; N.B., New Brunswick;
N.W.T., North-Wes^. Territories; N.S., Nova Scotia; O.C., Order in (ouncil; Ont., Ontario; P.E.I., Prince Edward
Island; P.O., Post Office; Par., Paragraph; Prop., Proposed; Q., Quebec; Quos., Question; Recom., Recommit; Ref.
Refer, Referred, Reference; Rep., Report, Reported; Reps., Rep>rts; Res., Resoiation; Rot., Return; Ry., Railway;

iRys., Railways; Sel., Select; Sen., Sonate; Sp., Special; Stmnt, Statement; Sup., Supply; Suppl., Supplement,
Supplementary; Wthdn., Withdrawn ; Wthdrl., Withdrawal; Y. N., Yeas and Nays; Names in Italie and parentheses
are those of the movers.

Amyot, Mr. G., Bellechasse.
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1534 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for Com. on Res , 1347 (ii).
Cartridges, Rep. of Commission on Manufacture (Ques.)
. 1232 (ii).
Cavalry and Infantry Sahools, in Com. of Sup., 1220 (ii).
Controverted Elections Act Amt. (B. 2, 10) 18; Order

for 20 read, 73 (i).
(Ques.) 752 (i).

Cornmeal, Flour, &c., on Res. (Mr. Mitchell) to remove
Duties, 1560 (ii).

Debatee, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com. (Translators) on M.
to conc., 1501 (ii).

Dorchester Election, Issue of Speaker's Warrant
(Ques.) 27, 59 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in
Com., 1146 (ii).

Drill Shed at Quebec, Water Supply (Ques.) 85 (i).
(M. for Cor.) 654 (i).

Field Exercises (Mititary) Translation (Ques.) 85 (i)
for Cor.) 655 (i).

Fishery Protection, appointment of Magistrates (Ques.)
826 (ii).

"Horse-Breeding in Canada," Translation of Pamphlet
(Ques.) 85 (i).

International Regulations re Trading and other Vessels
(Ques.) 826 (ii).

Amyot, bIir. G.-Continued.
Military School, St. Johns (Q.) services of Chaplain

(M. for Rot.) 651 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1288 (ii).
Morin, Dr. J. A., claim for services (M. for copy) 655 (i)
Neely, Private T., provision for Widow, &c., on M. for

Rot., 651 (i).
Ottawa River, Improvements for Timber, &o. (M. for

Stmnt. of cost) 827 (ii).
Paupo Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1598 (ii).
Personal explanation, re charge of disloyalty, 598 (i).
Quebec Drill Shed, Water Supply (M. for Cor.) 654 (i).

(Ques.) 85 (i).
-- Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock) B.
135 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1296 (ii).

iRy. A-t Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1422 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 532-539 (i).
St. Lawrence River Navigation, Montreal and Quebec

(M. for Rut.) 71 (i).
Salmon Rivers (Hudson's Bay) Lease (Ques.) 826 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sap., 1641 (ii).
Strange, Gen., Rep. submitted to Militia Dept. re

Rebellion (Ques.) 98 (i).
Subsidies to Rys. (Money) B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1593 (ii).
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Amyot, Mr. G.-Continued.
SUPPLY :

Civil Government (Sec. of State) 1641 (ii).
Militia (Cavalry and Infantry Schools) 1220 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (Que.) 1534 (ii)

Trades Unions, List (M. for Ret.*) 50 (i).
Regulations re Registry (M. for copies*) 50 (i).
Rules (M. for Ret ) 46 (i).

Whale Fishery in Hudson's Bay (Qoes.) 826 (ii).

Armstrong, Mr. J, South Middlesex.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jami son) in Corn.,

1256 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles

Tupper) on M. for Com on Res., 1366 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1191 (ii).
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M.

for 2°, 769 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (High Commissioner's contingencies) 106 ().
Immigration (Agents salaries, &P.) 1163 (ii).

Bain, Mr. T., Wentworth.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. for

20, 995 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1635 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: (Kingston Graving Dock) 1671. In-

come : Buildings (Ont.) 1539. Roads and Bridges, 1676 (ii).
Trade Combinations, on 51. (Mr. Wallace) for Sel, Com.

35 (i).

Bain, Mr. J. W, Soulanges.
St. John and Iberville Hydraulie and Manufacturing

Co.'s B. 7 (Mr. Vanasse) L° m., 530 (i).

Baird, Mr. G. F., Queen's, N. B.
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 315-351 (i).

Baker, Mr. E. C., Victoria, B. C.
Behring's Sea Seizares, on M. for Cor., 973 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt., (B. 56, 10) 309 (i).
Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. Co's. (B. 35, 1°*) 124 (i).
Representation Act Amt. (B. 55, 1°) 309 (i).
South-Western Ey. Co's incorp. B. 54 (Mr hall) on

M. for 3° (Ques. of Order) 954 (ii)
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Oivil Service Examinera, salaries, &c.) 132 (i).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c,) 1160 (il).
Public Works -Capital (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1653 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. (B. 57, 10)
309 (i).

Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 759 (i).

Barron, Mr. J. A., North Victoria, O.
Bexley Postmaster, appointment (Ques ) 58 (1),
Buildings, in Co m. of Sup., 1539 (ii).

Barron, Mr. J. A.-Continued.
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 944, 1138; on M. for 3° (Amt.) 1403; neg. (Y.
59; N. 83) 1404 (ii).

Fenelon -River Navigation (Ques.) 97 (i).
Gowanlock, Mrs., pension (Ques.) 58 (i).
- - compensation, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1016 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com , 1010.
Ingoldsby Station Post Office (M. for Ret.) 1243 (ii).
Muskoka and Parry Sound Judicial District (Ques.)

1232 (ii).
Peace and Athabasca Rivers, Treaty with Indians

(Ques.) 825 (ii).
Ry. Act .Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1175 (ii).
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M. for

20, 768 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 303-309 (i).
Snetsinger, Mr., employment and dismissal by Govt.

(Ques.) 825 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Collection of Revenues: Canals (Repairs, &c.) 1624 (ii).
Canctle- Capital (SanIt Bt. Marie) 1442 ; (Welland) 1453; (Trent

River Nav ) 1454, 1460 (i).
Public Works3-Income: Buildings (Ont) 1539, 1541. Roads

and Bridges, 1677 (ii).
Trent Valley Canal Commission (M. for Ret.) 71 (i).
Victoria County (Ont.) Postal Service (Ques.) 825 (ii).

Beausoleil, Mr. C., Berthier.
Criminal Laws, distribution to Justices of the Peace

(Ques.) 59 (i).
Ice-breakers in county of Berthier (Ques.) 45 (i).
Judges of Provincial Court Act Amt. B. 142 (Mfr.

Thompson) in Com., 1691 (ii).
Labor Commission, certified copies of Depositions

(Ques,) 171 (i).
complaints against Chairman (Ques.) 171 (i).

--- Instructions issued (M. for copieo*) 672 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 392-396 (i).
St. Lawrence River Floods, Cor., &o. (IK.for copies)

60 (i).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Oulling, contingencies) 1667 (ii).
Public Works: Harbars and Rivera (Que ) 1563 (il).

Béchard, Mr. F., Iberville.
St. John and Iberville Hydraulic and Manufacturing

Co.'s B. 7 (Mr. Fanasse) on M. for 21, 530 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 463-467 (i).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Beauharnois.
St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s ineorp. (B. 66,

10*) 380 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Sec. of State) 1641 (ii).
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Bergin, Mr. D, Cornwall and Stormont.
Printing Com. (M. to conc. in Reps.) 454 (i).
South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Ball) on

M. for 3° (Amt.) 6 m. h, 912; neg. (Y. 57; N. 86)
953 (ii).

SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Post Office) 1634 (ii).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Byacinthe.
Criminal Laws, distribution to Justices

(Ques.) 59 (i).
Ice-breakers in county of Berthier (Ques
St. Lawrence River Foods (Ques.) 899 (

of the Peace

s.) 45 (i).
ii).

Borden, Mr. F. W., King's .N.S.
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir ichard Cart-

wright) and Arnts., 358-362 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1133 (ii).

Bourassa, Mr. F., St Johns, Q.
Isle aux Noix Wharf (Ques.) 955 (ji).

Bowell, Hon. M., North Hastings.
Behring's Sea, Clearances to Vessels (Ins ) 41 (i).
Bridges (Ottawa) &c., in Cor. of Sup., 1573 (ii).
Buildings in Com. of Sup., 1535 (ii).
Can. Gazette, in Com. of Sap., 1611 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Arnt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Corn.,

1256 (ii).
Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res. (Mr.

Sprou!e) 1241 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1169 (ii).
Exarminers, in Com. of Sup., 129 (i).

Cutoms Act Arnt. (prop. Res.) 499; (B. 92, 10*) 598
(i); 20 m., 897; in Com., 898, 946, 1001 ; M. to conc.
in Sen. Amts., 1472 (ii).

-- Seizures at Quebec, on M. for Cor., 1068 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1666 (ii).

Debates, Official, distribution to Press (rernarks) 752 (i).
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 868 (ii).
Hawke, J. T., impugning Judge's decision, on Ques. of

Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1301 (ii).
Labor Commission, certified copies of Depositions

(Ans.) 171 (i).
-- Composition and Amounts paid (Ans.) 1468 (i i).

Cost (Ans.) 494 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).

Logs, Shingle-bolts, &c., Duties collected (Ans.) 86 (i).
N. W. T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com., 1481 (ii).
Printing, Paper, &o, in Com. ot Sap., 1031, 1611 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (1fr. Thompson) in Com., 1431 (ii).
Ry. Commission, distribution of Evidence (Ans.)

867 (ii).

Bowell, Hon. M.-Continued.
Reciprocity with U. S., entry of certain articles free of

Duty, 521 (i).
. on personal explanation (Mr. Davies) 239 (i).

--- Rep. of Minister of Customs (Ans.) 647 (i).

Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tup-
per) in Com. on 4es , 891 (ii).

Rimouski Customs Collector (Ans.) 1067 (ii).
Statistical Diagrams, in Com. of Sup., 1164 (ii).
SUPPLY: (prop. Res. for Corn.) 17 (i) :

Civil Governmeni (Civil Service Examinera, salaries) 129 (i).
Collection of Revenues (Customs) 1666 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1172 (ii).
Legislation; Miscellaneous (Printing, Paper, &c ) 1031 (ii)
Miscellaneous (Can. Gazette) 1611 ; (Labor Commission) 1658;

(Printing) 1611 ; (Statistical Diagrams) 1164 (ii).
Public Work-Income: Buildings (Que.) 1535. Roade and

Bridges (Ottawa) 1573 (ii).

Trado and Navigation Tables (presented) 18 (i).

Ways and Means-(prop. Res. for Com.) 17 (i).
The Tariff, in Com., 1129 (ii).

Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.
for 2°, 918 (ii).

Wrecking in American Waters, on M. for papers, &a.,
665 (i).

Bowman, Mr. I. E., North Waterloo.
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 543-547 (i).
Fire Insurance Risks under Dom. License (M. for

Ret.*) 866 (ii).
Militia Clothing, Tenders and Contracts (M. for Ret.*)

866 (ii).

Boyle, Mr. &., Monck.
Fraud, Prevention of, by Tree Peddlers, &c. (B. 105,

1°*) 899 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. (B 137) M. to

suspend Rule 61 and 1° *, 1522 (ii)

Trade Combinations, extension of powers of Sol. Com.
(prop. M.) 103 (i).

Brien, Mr. J., South Essex.
Life-boat Service, in Com. of Sup., 1578 (ii).
Pelee Island and Mainland Cable, on M. for Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 1011 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Coin., 1187 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) and Amts., 508-511 (i).
SUPPLY:

Mlitia (Military Properties) 1221 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Rewards for Savin g Life, &c.) 1578 (ii).

Brown, Mr. A., Hamilton.
Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res. (Mr.

Sproule) 1240 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1438 (ii).
Cruelty to Animals further provision (B. 29, 10) 97 (i).
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Brown, Mr. A.-Continued.

Frauduient Practices on Farmers (prop. Res. for Sp.
Com.) 1244 (i).

examination of Witnesses on Oath (M.) 1382 (ii)
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thonpson) in Com.,

1408 (ii).
Jamaies and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 904 (ii).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richird Cart-

wright) and Amts., 288-294 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Workl-Capital Buildings (Ottawa, additional) 1462 (ii)y
Collkction of Revenues (O ustoms) 1666 (ii).

Tobique Valley Ry. Res (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,
1626 (ii).

White, Hon. Thos., decease of (remarks) 963 (ii).

Bryson, Mr. John, Pontiac.
La Banque Nationale Capital Stock reduction (B. 23,

10*) 73 (i).
Pontiac and Renfrew Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 42, 10*)

206 (i).
Upper Ottawa Improvement Co.'s B. 20 (Mi. White,

Renfrew) on M. for 2°, 496 (i); on M for Com ,
1148 (ii).

Burdett, Mr. S. B., East Hastings.
Culbertson, Archibald, dismissal (M. for Cor.) 977 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Oivil Service Examiners, salaries) 135 (i).

Burns, Mr. K. F., Gloucester.
Tobique, Gypsum and Colonisation Ry. Co.'s (B. 79,

1°*) 489 (i).

Cameron, Mr. H., Invcrness.
Cape Breton Ry. Contractors' Sureties (Ques.) 106'î ( ii).
Inverness and Richmond Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.)

1232 (ii).
lbester & Reid, Mesrs., completion of Contrac t

(Ques.) 1067 (il).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Riichird Cart-

wright) and Amts., 610-611 (i).
SUPPLY:

Quarantine (Medical Inspection) 1197 (ii).

Campbell, Mr. A, Kent, O.
SUPPLY:

Public Workt-Income : Harbors and Rivers (Out.) 1567,
1674 (ii).

Railways-Capital (l.O.R.) 1652 (ii).

Carling, Hon. J., London.
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).

deptl. Rep. (Ans.) 26 (presented) 455 (i).
Archives, in Com. of Sup, 1149 (ii).
Ruttermaking, Translation of Pamphlet (Ans.) 98 (i).
Cattle Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Census, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1155 (ii).

Carling, Hon. J.-Continued.
Cincinnati Centennial Exhibition, Canadian represen-

tation (Ans.) 1136 (ii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Snp.,

1638 (ii).
Concurrence, salaries, 1686 (ii).
Contingencies, Deptl, in Com. of Sup., 104 (i).
Criminalandllealth Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1151(ii).
Emigration from Dakota to Mian. (Ans.) 495 (i).
Experimental Farme, in Com. of Sup., 1554 (ii).

--- in Man. (Ans.) 495 (i).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sap., 1638 (ii).
"Horse Breeding in Can." Translation of Pamphlet

(Ans.) 85 (i).
Lynch's Pamphlet on Dairy Practice, Germ an Trans-

lation (Ans.) 496 (i).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Merrick, Richard, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 647 (i).
Monck, Richard, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 712 (i).
Patents of Invention (B. 38, 1°) 124; Deputy Com-

miss oner (prop. Res.) 125 (i); 2° m. and in Com.,

1511; °'m., 1547 (ii).
Pauper Immigration (Ans.) 964; on M. for &Xm. of

Sup. (remarks) 1595 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1156 (ii).

Regina, accommodation for Immigrants (Ans.) 712 (i).
Royal Military College, conc., 1687 (ii).

Smyth, Henry, employment by Govt. (Ans.) 495,

647 (i).
Statistics, Criminal, Rep. (presented) 1551 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives) 1149; (Census, &c.)
1155; (Colonial and Indian Exhibition) 1638 ; (Criminal and
Health Statistice) 1151 ; (Experimental Farms) 1151 (ii).

Civil Governm-nt (Agriculture) 95; (contingencies) 104 (Q).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1160; conc., 1886 ; (Gratu-

ities) 1638 ; (Pauper) 1156; (Pamphlets) 1160 (ii).
Militia (Royal Military College) conc. 1687 (ii).
Quarantine (Cattle, Que.) 1200 ; (Iedical Inspection) 1195 (ii).

Waâeret, P., employment as Immigration Agent
(Ans.) 966 (ii).

Caron, Hon. Sir A. P., K.C.X.G., Quebec County.
Ammunition, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1211 (ii).
Brigade Majors, in Com of Sup., 1209 (ii).
Cai tridges, Rep. of Com mission on Manufacture (Ans.)

1232 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1436 (ii).
Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1212 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sap., 1217 (ii).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sap., 1213 (ii).
Drill Shed at Quebec, Water Supply (Ans ) 85 (i).
Fenian Raid (pensions) in Com. of Sup, 1201 (ii).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com. of Sup.,

1209 (ii).
Militia and Defence, deptl., Rep. (presented) 18 (i).
- - in Com. of Sup., 92 (i).
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Caron, Hon. Sir A. P.-Continued.
Militia, Books relating to Force, French Edition (Ans.)

85 (i).
- Properties, in Cox. of Sap., 1221 (ii).

School, St. Johns (Q.) services of Chaplain,
on M. for Rot., 654 (i).

Neely, Private T., provision for Widow, &c., on M. for
Ret., 650 (i).

Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (romarks)
1600 (il).

Permanent Forces, in Com. of Sup., 1219 (ii).
Properties, in Com. of Sup., 1221 (ii).
Rebellion of 1885 (pensions) in Com. of Stp, 1202,

1205 (il).
Strange, Gen., compensation for loss of Pension (Ans.)

140 (i).
Rep. submitted to Militia Dept. (Ans.) 98 (i).

SUPPLY:
Civil Government (Militia and Defence) 92 (i).
Militia (Ammunition, &c ) 1211 ; (Brigade Majors) 1209;

(Olothing, &c.) 1212 ; (contingencies) 1217; (Drill Pay, &o.)
1213; (&ilitary Branch and District Staff) 1209; (Hlilitary
Properties) 1221 ; (Permanent Forces) 1219 (ii).

Pensions (Fenian Raid) 1201 ; (Rebellion of 1885) 1202, 1205;
(Veto. of 1812) 1201 (ii).

Veterans of 1837, Pension@ (Ans.) 85 (i).
Veterans of 1866-70, Medals (Ans.) 965 (ii).
York-Simcoe Battalion, Kit Allowance, on M. for Ret.,

68 (i).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J., K. M G., South Oxford.
Adams, David J., in Com. of Sup., 1656 (il).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sap., 1619 (ii).
Adjournment for Baster (Ques.) 341 (i).
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Stp., 96 (i).

deptl. Rep. (Ques.) 26 (i).
Alberta District, N. W. T., Leaseholders (M. for

Ret.*) 498 (i).
Banks and Banking, Legislation respecting (Ques.)

415 (i).
Behring's Sea Seizure-, on M . for Cor., 970 (ii).
Bridges (Ottawa) in Com.-of Sup., 1571 (ii).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (ii).
BuDaET, The (Ques.) 97, 822 (i); (reply) 1049 (Amt.)

(1061) neg. (Y. 66 ; N. 117) 1120 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1466, 1535, 1655 (ii).
Business of the House (remarks) 125, 416, 457 (i).

on M. to change hour of meeting, 1500 (ii).
on M. to meet at 10 a.m , 1625 (ii).

Oan. Gazette, in Com. of Sup., 1611 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, in Con. of Sap, 1612 (ii).

S-- on prop. Res. (Mr. kills, Bothwell) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., 81 (i).
C. P. R., B.Q. Sections (Ques.) 86 (i).
- - (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on prop. Res., 1001 ; in Com., 1377, 1388 (ii).
- - in Com. of Sup., 1223 (il).

.Lands, Stant. of Sales (Ques.) 496 (i).
-- Mortgage, enquiry for papers, 1586 (ii).

Mortgage for Guaranteed Bonds(Ques.) 1506 (il).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1463 (ii).
Cattle Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Cayuga, Indian Lands near, appointment of Commis.

sioners (Ques.) 27 (i).
--- P. O., purchase of site (Ques.) 28 (i).

Chambly Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co's B. 101 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for 2°, 940 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1435, 1469 (ii).
- Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 113, 129 (i).

Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1638
(ii).

Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1616 (i).
Concurrence, 1685 (ii).
Consolidated Fund, Receipts and Expenditure (M. for

Ret.*) 38 (i).
Consolidation of the Statutes, in Com. of Sup., 1663 (ii).
Contingencios, in Com. of Sup, 104 (i) 1218, (ii).
County Judges (Ont.) salaries increase (Ques.) 899 (ii).
Criminal Procedure Act Amt B. 123 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., L513 (ii).
Culling Tirnb 'r, in Com. of Sup., 1619, 16S4 (Ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowtel1) in C>rn., 917,

1400 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sup., 16.9, 1666 (ii).

Débats du Conseil Legislatif, in Com. of Sap., 1662 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on roading

Papers (remarks) 41 (i).
--- on Ques. of Order, 721 (i).
--- on prop. Res. (Mr. Laurier) 743 (i).
--- distribution to Press (remarks) 750 (i).

Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M
to conc. in Res., 1381l ; in Com, on B., 1388 (ii).

Delaney, Mrs. (pension) in Com. of Sup., 1201 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (MIr. Thompson) on Il.

for 10, 515 (i) ; on M. for 2° (Ques.) 912; in Com.,
1144 (ii).

-- Lands Act Aimt B. 131 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
on M. for 2°, 1514; on M. for 30, 1549 (Hi).

Agents for Man. and N. W, T., Instructions, on
M. for Rot., 37 (i).

- - Man and N. W. T., Receipts from Sales (Ques.)
44 (i).

-- Mines in Com. of Sup., 1635 (ii).

Dom. Notes, Printing, &c., in Com. of Sap., 90 (i).
Dorchester Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1021 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1569 (ii).
EsrTInTrs, The, on presentation, (remarks) 50 (i).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1653 (ii).
Erchequer Court, contingencies, &c,, in Com, of Sup.,

119 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sap., 1618, 1667 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 1575 (ii).
Exports and Imports (M. for Ret.) 28 (i).
Extra Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1615, 1637 (ii).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1614 (ii).
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Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
Fisberies Treaty, papers respecting (remarks) 20, 62,

99 (i)
--- Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 20, 844-849 ; in Com., 873 (ii).
Commission, iin Com. of Sup, 1662 (ii).
Reports, re superannuation of Valiquette (re-

marks) 1507 (ii).
Franchise Electoral ct Amt. B. 117 (h&r. Chapleau)

on A. for 2°, 1550 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1641 (ii).

Fraudalent Trade Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B.
91 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 943, 1004 (ii).

Free List, O. C. respecting (remarks) 648 (i).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (51r. Th/ompson) in Com.,

1405 (ii).
German Emperor's Death, Official Information (Ques.)

110 (i).
-- (late Crown Prince) rumored death (Ques.)

206 (i).
Govt. Business (remarks) 416, 457 (i).
Govt. in N. W T. (expenses) in Com. of Sup., 1611 (ii).
Grazing Leases in the N.W.T. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Gratuities to Canal Employés, in Com. of Sup., 1646 (ii).
Grenville Canal, in Com. of Sup, 1459 (ii).
Ilaldimand, Dep. Returning Officer (Ques.) 648 (i).

(M. to adjn. House) 922, 930 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com, of Sup., 1462, 1562, 1656,

1674 (ii).
ligh Commissioner's contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

105, 109 (1).
-- Office, application of Civil Service Act, &c., B.136

(S'r Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1502, 1506; on
M. for 3°, 1547 (ii).

Rot Springs (roads, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1617 (ii).
Indemnity, Members, in Cam. of Sap., 1'670 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mir. Thompson) in Com.,

1010 (ii).
Indian Affairs, in Com. of Sup., 1627 (ii).
Imperial Federation, on Res. (remarks) 1091 (ii).
Indians, in Com. of Sup., 1606, 1682 (ii).
Immigrants, Pauper (Ques.) 934 (ii).

on M. for Com. of Sap., 1595 (ii).
Inland Revenue Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Insurance Act Amt. B. 126 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for 2°, 1400 (ii).
I. C. R,, Receipts and Expenditure (Ques.) 65, 112 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 1224, 1620, 1651 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commerciat Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 912 (ii).
Jones, Walter, and Hfaldimand Election (prop. Res,)

on M. for Com. of Sup., 1524; neg. (Y. 58; N. 98)
1533 (ii).

Justice Dept., in Com. of Sup., 91 (i).
Kingston Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1672 (ii).

Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 122 (i).
Post Office re Defalcations, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1012 (ii).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
Labor Commission, Evidence before (Ques.) 98 (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers (remarks) 164).
Life-boat Service, in Com. of Sup., 1578 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Con. of Sup., 1021 (il).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1197 (il).
Military Branch and District Staff, in Com of Sap.,

1209 (il).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Rolease B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) in Com., 1391 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 93 (i), 1610, 1683 (il).
Murray Canal, in Coma. of Sup., 1616 (ii).
Newfoundland and Confederation, on M. for Cor., 664.
N.W T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

on M. for 2°, 1475 ; in Com., 1480 (ii).
Obstructions, &c., in Rivers, in Comn. of Sap., 1581 (ii).
O. C.'s collecting, in Com. of Sup., 1618 (ii.)
Order, Ques. of (14r. Ives) personal allusions, 524,

555 (i).
Ottawa, additional Building, in Cam. of Sup., 1461 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1231 (ii).
Patents of Invention Act Ant. B. 38 (Nfr. Carling) in

Com., 1512 (ii).
Pauper Immigration (remarks) on M. for Com. of Sup.

1595 (ii).
(Ques.) 964 (il).

Pensions, in Com. of Sap., 1639, 1671 (ii).
Printing Bureau, in Com. of Sup., 92 (i), 1616 (ii).
Printing, in Com. of Sap., 1611 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mir. Davin) 1093 (ii).

(Mr. Mitchell) Reciprocity deb., 345 (i).
(Mr. Mitchell) despatches re admission of New-

foundland into Confederation, 111 (i).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing Interest, in

Coin. of Sup., 112 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 1634, 1684 (il).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1185,

1418, 1492 (ii).
Railways and Canals, Cost (Ques.) 141, 170 (i).

in Com. of Sup. 1637 (ii).
--- Dept., in Coin. of Sup., 97 (i).

Real Property in Ter. Act Amt. B. 104 (M r. Thomp-
son) in Com., 1412 (il).

Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, &c., on Res. (Mr.
Davin) to reconsid., 1243 (ii).

Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 1202, 1205 (ii)
Reciprocity with U. S. (remarks) on fixing day for

deb., 26 (i).
-- Res. First Order of the Day (Ms.) 43, 86 (i).

- - attention of Govt. called to Retaliatory Bill

516 (i).
-- on M. to adjn. deb. (remarks) 822 (i).
-- Protocols (remarks) 74 (i).

Regina Jail, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (ii).
Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Oharles Tupper)

on P4. to conc. in Res. and in Com. on B., 931 (il).
Rideau Canal, in Coin. of Sup., 1646, 1671 (ii).



INDEX.

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1675 (ii).
Ste. Anne's Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
St. Ours Locks, in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup.,136(i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1624 (ii).
Schools, Indian (Man.) inCom. of Sup., 1681 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sup., 92 (i), 1640,

1668 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1025, 1668 (ii).
Sinking Fund, in Com. of Sup., 89 (i).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1620, 1684 (ii).
Statistical Diagrams, in Com. of Sup., 1663 (ii).
Strange, Gen., compensation for loss of Pension (Ques.)

140 (i).
. Subidies to Provinces, in Com. of Sup., 1604 (ii).

(Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)
in Com. on Res., 1587 (ii).

Reciprocity withlU.S. (prop Res.) 144-161; neg 646 (i)
SUPPLY:

Administration of/Justice (Iiscellaneous) 114, 117; (Exchequer
Court) 119 (i); conc., 1685 (ii).

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, payment to 0. C.
Chipman) 1149; (Colonial and Ind:an Exhibition) 1638;
(Experimental Parms) 1575 ; (Health Statistics) 1152 (ii).

Canals-Capital (Cornwall) conc , 1637; (Gratuities) 1646
(Grenville) 1459; (Murray) 1646; (Ste. Anne's) 1459; (Tay)
1460; (Welland) conc., 1-88. Income (Chambly) 1460 ; (Miscel-
laneous) 1646; (Rideau) 1646, 1671 ; (Sault Ste. Marie) 1624;
(St. Ours Locks) 1460; (Trent Riv. Nav ) 1460 ; (Welland)
1460 (ii).

Charges o/ Management ( Auditor and Asit. Rec. Gen., Winnipeg)
88; (Printing Dom. Notes) 90 ; (Sinking Fund) 89 (i).

Civil Government (Agriculture) 96 ; (Auditor General'a Office)
95; (Civil Service Examiners, salaries, A ) 113, 129 ; (con-
tingencles) 104; (Fisheries) 96; (Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s Office) 85;
(High Commissioner's contingencies) 105, 109 (i); (Indian
Affaira) 1627 (ii); (Inland Revenue) 95 ; (Justice) 91 ; (Mounted
Police) 93; (Post Office and Finance, computing Interest)
112 (i); (Post Office) 1638 (il); (Printing and Stationery) 92;
(Rys. and Canals) 97 (i), 1637 (ii); (8ec. of State) 92 (i),
1640, 1668 (il).

Collection qf Revenues (Culling Timber) 1619, 169, 1684; Ous-
toms) 1629, 1666; (Excise) 1618, 1667; (I C.R., Repairs, &c.)
1620 ; (Post Office) 1634, 1684; (Public Worka) conc., 1688;
(Blides and Booms, salaries, &c.) 1620, 1684 (ii).

Dominion Landt-Income (Mines) 1635 (i).
.Pasheries (David J. Adams) 1656 (ii).
Immigration (Pauper) 1155; (Pamphlets) 1160; (salaries, &c.)

conc., 1686 (ii).
Indians (B.0.) 1682; (Man. schools) 1681; (Ont. and Que.)

1606 (ii).
Legislation : House of Commons ([ndemnities) 1670; (salaries,

&c.) 1025; (Sessional Cleika) 1025, 1668. Miscellaneous (Fran-
chise Act) 1641 ; (Library, purchase of books, &c.) 1030 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (Lighthouses, &c.) 1681 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Antwerp and Canada) cone , 1689; (U. S. and

Victoria, B.C.) 1680 (ii).
Militia (contingencies) 1217, 1644 ; (Military Branci and Dis-

trict Staff) 1209 (ii).
Miscelaneous (Can. Gazette) 1611; (Commercial Agencies)

1616; (Consolidation of Statutes) 1663; (Debata du Conseil
Legislatif) 1662; (Extra Clerke) 1615, 1637 ; conc., 1688;
(Fabre, Mr, salary, &c.) 1614; (Fishery Commission) 1662;
(Govt. in N.W.T.) 1611; (Govt. Printing Bureau, Plant, &c.)
1616; conc., 1689; (Rot Springs, Banff) 1617; (Labor Com-

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R. J.-Continued.
mission) 1658; (0.0.', collecting) 1618; (Printing) 1611;
(Preparing Returns) conc , 1688; (Royal Military College)
conc., 1687 ; (Statistical Diagrams) 1663 (ii).

Mounted Police, 1610, 1683 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Obstructions in Rivers) 1581; (Rewards

for saving Life, &c.) 1578 (ii).
Penitentiaries (B.0.) 1024 ; (Dorchester) 1021 (il) ; (Kingston)

122 (i) ; (Man.) conc., 1686 (il); (St. Vincent de Paul) 136 (1).
Pensions, 1639; (Mr. Delaney) 1201 ; (P.E.I.) 1671 ; (Rebellion

ot 1886) 1202, 1642; (Vets. of 1812) 1201 (il).
Public Works- Capital (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1653; (Cape

Tormentine Harbor) 1463 ; (Harbors and Rivera) 1462; (King-
ston Graving Dock) 1672. Buildings (Ottawa, additional)
1461. Income: Buildings (Man.) 1542; (N.S.) 1466; (N.W.T.)
1672; (Ont.) 1537, 1541; (Que.) 1535 (ii) ; (Repaira, &c.)
655 (i). Dredging, 1569. Narbors and Rivers, 1642, 1562,
1656, 1674. Roads and Bridges, 1675. Telegraph Lines,
1677 (ii).

Quarantine (Cattle, Que.) 1200; (Medical Inspection) 1197 (il).
Railways-Capital (O.P.R )1223; (r..R.) 1224, 1651 ; (Oxford

and New Glasgow Ry.) 1231. Income (Surveya,&c.) 1460 (ii).
Subsidies to Provinces, 1604 (ii).

Tariff Changes (remark-) 21 (i).
Tay Canal, in Com of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, in Com. of Sup., 1574, 1677 (ii).
Thorold Canal, Water Power (Ques.) 647 (i).
Trade Combinations, on prop. M. to oxtend powers of

Sel Com., 103 (i).
B. 138 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to inLrod., 1545 (ii).

Travis, ex-Judge (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 114 (i).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com of Sip., 14f0 (ii).
U. S. and Victoria, B. C., Mail Subsidy, in Com. ofSup.,

1680 (ii).
Ventilation of House of Commons (remarks) 171 (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1200, (ii).
Veterans of 1812, in Com. of Sup. 1201 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Budget, 1049 ; (Amt.) 106 1 ; neg.

(Y. 66 ; N. 117) 1120 (ii).
-- The Turiff, in Com., 1121 (ii).
Weights and Measures, in Com of Sup., 1619 (ii).
Welland Canal, in Com. of Sap., 1460 (ii).

River, Bridge at Chippawa Village (Ques.) 65 (i).
Windsor Branch Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1623 (ii).
Wrecking Vessels in American Waters, on M. for papers,

&c., 667 (i).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 754 (i).

Casey, Mr. G. E, West Elgin.
Banks, Supervision by Govt., on Res. (Ur. Casgrain)

672 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mqr. Jamieson) on M. for

20, 999 (ii).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Ur. Chapleau) in Com.,
1438 (ii).

- - Examinors. in Com. of Sup., 131 (i).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 1218 (ii).
Culbute Canal, in Com. of Sap., 1460 (ii).
Debateq, Officiai, dismissat of Translators, on Queq. of

Order, 720 (i).
- - on Res. (Kr. Laurier) 732 (i).
- - 2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to con c., 823 (ii).
Debt., Pablic, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.

on Res., 1280 (ii),

vii
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Casey, Mr. G. E.-Continued.
Fabre, Mr. H (salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1612 (il).
Fisheries Treaty,bringing down papers (remarks) 63 (i).
- - omission of papers (remarks) 142 (i).

Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,
872 (ii).

Hawke, John T., inpugning Judge's decision, Qaes. of
Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1329 (ii).

Imperial Federation, on Res. (Mr. Marshell) 1078 (ii).
Labor Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1292 (ii).
Permanent Forces, in Com. of Sup., 1219 (ii).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing Interest, in

Com. of Sup., 112 (i).
Ry. Commission, dstbtn. of Papers (remarks) 867 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., new-paper Cor, re entry of

certain articles free of Daty, 493 (i).
Proposals of Plenipotentiaries, presented (re-

marks) 88 (i).
Revenue and Audit Act B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper) on

M. for 2°, 891 ; in Com. on Res., 892 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capitil (Culbute) 1460; (Tay) 1460; (Trent Riv.
Nav.) 1459 (i).

Civil Government (Oivil Serviee Examiners, salaries, &c.) 130;
(Post Office and Finance, computing Interest) 112 (i).

Alihtia (contingencies) 1218 ; (Permanent Forces) 1219 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Labor C ommission) 1658 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1658 (i).

Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.

for 2o, 777 (i).

Casgrain, Mr. P. B., L'Islet.
Banks, Supervision by Govt. (Qaes.) 18 (i).
-- (prop. Res.) 668 (i).

Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. (Ques ) 73, 516 (i).
Fisheries Treaty, on non-production of p:s pers (M. to

adjn.fHse.) 143 (i),
Medical Inspection, in Com of Sup., 120: (ii).
SUPPLY:

Quarantine (Medical Inspection) 1200 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Aut Amt. B.
Thompson) on M. for C, 961 (ii).

110 (Mr.

Chairman, The (Mir. C. C. Colby) Stanstead.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

1246 (ii).
B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 1254 (ii).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,
1440 (ii).

Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers (Ques. of Order)
in Com. of Sup., 1648 (ii).

N. W. T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com., 1485 (ii).

Patents of Invention Aet Amt. B 38 (Mr. Cailing) in
Com., 1512 (ii).

Chapleau, Hun. J. A, Terrebonne.
Civil Service Act Amt. (B. 13, 1°) 62 (i).

Act Amt. (B. 117, 1°) 1063; 2° m. and in Com.,
1433 (ii).

--- Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 113, 128 (i).
-- List, Canada (presented) 172 (i).
Concurrence, 1689 (Ii).
Criminal Laws, distribution to Justices of the Peace

(Ans.) 59 (i).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on presenta-

tion of papers, 39 ().
on Ques of Order, 719, 746 (i).
on Res. (Mr. Laurier) 716 (i).

Debt, Public, Lgan B. 138 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.
for Com. on Res., 1270 (ii).

Dorchester Election, date of Issue of Speaker's Warrant
(Ans.) 27 (i).
- delay in issuing Warrant (Ans.) 59 (i).

Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. (B. 117, 11) 1063; 20

m., 1549; (B 5) 30 m., 1536 (ii).
- in Com of Sup., 1641, 1668 (ii).

Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, Ques. of
Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1302 (ii).

L'Assomption E cetion, Issue of Writ (Ans.) 110 (i).
Printirg and Siatioeury, Public, Act Amt. (B. 60, 10*)

;4 i (i); 2° m. and in Com., 1005 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 92 (i); cone. 1689 (ii).

--- deptl. Rep. (presented) 138 (i).
Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 1640 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 565-571 (i).
Sec. of State's Rep. (presented) 20 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charl s Tupper)

in Com., 1590 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Civil Government (Çivil Service Examiners, salaries, &c.) 113;
(Printing and Stationery) 92 (i); (Secretary of State) 1640,
1668 (ii).

Legialation (Franchise Act) 1641, 1668 (ii).
Miscellatneous (Printing Bureau, Plant, &c.) cone., 1689 (ii).
Pensions, 1640 (ii).
Public Works-Capital (EEquimalt Graving Dock) 1654 (ii).

Returns, on enquiry for -,remarks) 1136 (ii).
Voters' Lists under Franchise Act, Amount paid (Ans).

27 (i).
-- Revision, Suspension (Ans.) 965 (il).

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Boundary between Alaska and Cnada (Ques.) 171 (i),
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1672 (ii).
Business of the Hlouse, on M. (Sir John A . Macdonald)

to take in Wednesdays, 1061 (il).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep. of Com,, on M. to conc., 823,

1298 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1263 (ii).
Dom. Lands Agents in Man. and N.W.T., Instructions,

on M. for Ret., 37 (i).
Fisheries Treaty, papers respecting (Ques.) 62 (i).

eiivi



INDEX.
Charlton, Mr. J.-Continued.

Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Chapleau)
on M. for 1°, 1063 (ii).

Gaming in Stocks, &o., B. 95 (Mr. Thonpson) in Com.,
1408 (ii)

Graving Dock, Kingston, in Com. of Sup., 1672 (ii).
I. C. R., Receipts and Expenditure (Ques.) 65 (i).
Kingston Deputy Postmaster's Irregularities (Ques.)

899 (ii).
Maritime Court of Ont., extension of Jurisdiction (B.

40, 1°*) 124 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1281 (ii).
Order (Ques. of ) re Reciprocity deb., 523 (i).
Ry. Act. Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thomjpson) in Com., 1177 (ii).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amt., 206-223 (i).
-- newspaper Cor. re entry of certain articles free

of Duty, 493, 521 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1446 (ii).
Shannon, Wm, payment by Govt. of defalcations

(Ques.) 965 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canals-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1446 (ii).
Public Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1672. Kingston

Graving Dock, 1672 (ii).

Ventilation of House of Commons (remarks) 171 (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1672 (ii).

Welland River, Bridge at Chippawa Village (Ques.)
65 (i).

Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for
20, 772 (i).

Wrecking Vessels in Amorican waters, on M. for
papers, &o., 667 (i).

Chisholm, Mr. D., New Westminster.
SUPPLY:

Mounted Police, 1662 (il).

Choquette, Mr. P. A, Montmagny.
Criminal Laws, distribution to Members (Ques.) 86 (i).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com. (Translators) on

M. to conc., 1501 (ii).
Dorchester Election, delay in issuing Warrant (Ques.)

59 (i).
I. C. R., Receipts and Expenditure (Ques.) ý.7 (i).

-St. Charles Branch, Expenditure (Ques.) 97 (i).
Land Villa Postmastership (M. for Ret. ) 102 (i).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 294-293 (i).
Voters' Lists under Franchise Act, Amount paid (Ques.)

27 (i).

Cockburn, Mr. G. R. R., Centre Toronto.
Federal Bank of Canada (B. 51, 10*) 270
Lake Nipissing and James Bay Ry. Co.'s

124 (i).
2

(i).
(B. 37, 10*)

ix
Cockburn, Mr. G. R. R.-Continued.

N. W. T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)
in Com., 1496 (ii).

Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and Amts., 322-328 (i).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, payment to 0. 0.

Chipman) 1150; (Fabre, Mr., salary, &o.) 1612 (ii).
Cansts-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1450 (ii).
Immigration (Pauper) 1158 (ii).
Public Works--Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, additional) 1462 (il)

Colby, Mr. C. C., Stanstead.
De bates, Official, 2nd Rop. of Com., on M. to cone., 1298.

[See also " Chairman " and " Speaker, Deputy."J

Cook, Mr. H. H., East Simcoe.
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1462, 1539 (ii).
Bridges (O'ttiwa) in Com. of Sup., 1572 (ii).
)ebt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

foi Com. on Res., 1277 (ii).
Engincers, Examination and Licensing provision (B.

103, 1r) 899 (ii).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1613 (ii).
Fishery Oversors, in Com, of Sup., 1583 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1462, 1568 (ii).
ligrh Commission er's Office, application of Civil Service

Act, &u., B. 136 (Sir Charles Tupper) ir Com.,
1506 (ii).

Mun. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1023 (ii).
Midland IIarbor Improvements (M. for Cor.*) 1259 (ii)
Murray Canal, in Com, of Sap., 1453 (ii).
N. W. T. Ropresentation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald

in Com., 1496 (ii).
Ottawa, additional Building, in Com. of Sup., 1462 (ii).
Patents of Invention Act Amt B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in

Com., 1511 (ii).
Penetanguishene Custom Iouse, vacancy, on M. for

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1020 (ii).
- - Midland, &c., Public Works (Ques.) 647 (i).
Ry. Act Aimt. (B. 94, 1°) 598 (i)

-- 13. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1185 (ii).
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M. for

'4, 762 (i).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup, 1572 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1442 (ii).
Sherwood, Mr. A. P., and C. Breton Ry. (Ques.) 965 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1590 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canal/-Capital (Hurray) 1453 ; (Sault Ste. Marie) 1442; (Trent
River Nav.) 1454 (ii).

F:sheries (salaries, &c., Overseers) 1583 (ii).
Indians (Ont. and Que.) 1607 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Fabre, Mr., salary) 1613 (ii).
Penitentiaries (Van.) 1023 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, additional) 1462.

Harbors and Rivera, 1462, 1568. Income: Buildings (Ont.)
1539. Roads and Bridges (Ottawa) 1572 (ii).

Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1454 (ii).
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Cook, Mr. H. H.-Continued.

Ventilation of the House, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1114, 1120 (ii).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 756 (i).

Costigan, Hon. J., Victoria, NB.
Adulteration Act Amt. (B. 47, 10) 238 (i) ; in Com.,

932 (ii).
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sap., 1619 (ii).
Analysis of Intoxicating Liquors (Ans.) 965 (ii).
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1619 (ii).
Excise (salaries, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1618 (ii).
Ferries Act Amt. (B. 39, 10) 124 (i); in Çom., 895 (ii)
Inl»nd Revenue Act Amt. (B. 122, 1°) 1137; in Com.,

1401 (ii).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1620 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Inland Revenue) 95 (i).
Collection of Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 1619; (Oulling

Timber) 16è9; (Excise) 1618; (Blides and Booms) 1620;
(Weights and &Ieasures) 1618 (ii).

Tobacco, Canadian Leaf, Purchase and Sale (Ans.) 66.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. (Ans.) 97 (i).

--- (B. 118, 10) 1093 (ii).
----- salaries, &c., in Com. of Sap., 1618 (il).

Coughlin, Mr. T., North Middlesex.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1470 (ii).

Coulombe, Mr. C. J., Maskinongé.
Maskinongé and Nipissing Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 52,

10*) 279 (i).

Couture, Mr. P., Chicoutimi and Saguenay.
Buttermaking, Translation of Pamphlet (Ques.) 98 (i).
Fabre, Mr., in Com. of Sup., 1615 (ii).
Lake St. John Ry. Subsidy (remarke) 1627 (ii).
Quebec and Dequen Mail Service (Ques.) 98 (i).
--- and Lake St. John Ry. Subsidy (Ques.) 1432 (ii).
Saguenay and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s transfer (Ques.)

1433 (ii).
River Buoys, Contract for maintaining, &c.

(Ques.) 1433 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Miscellaneous (Pabre, Mr., salary, &c.) 1615 (ii).

Curran, Mr. J. J., Centre Montreal.
Analysis of Intoxicating Liquors (Ques.) 965 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1440 (ii).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1407 (ii).
G. T. R. Co.'s (B. 36, 1°*) 124 (1).

--- Double Track, application for assistance (Ques.)
1432 (ii).

Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers (remarks) in
Com. of Sup., 1647 (ii).

Merchants Marine Ins. Co.'s winding.up (B. 11,
1°*) 62; 2° m., 125; adjd. deb. for 2° rsrd., 322 (i).

Curran, Mr. J. J.-Continued.
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1289 (ii).
Govt. Relief (Ques.) 27 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) on M. for 3',
1509 (ii).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard
Cartwright) and Amis., 310-317 (i).

South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Hall)
on M. for 30 (Amt.) 953 (ii).

SUPPLY.
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1170 (ii).

Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.
for 2-, 931 (ii).

Daly, Mr. T. M., Sedkirk.
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for Com. on Res., 1352; in Com., 1382 (ii).
Church and Manse Building Fund Act Amt. (B. 97,

1°*) 711 (i).
Great N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 25, 10*) 85 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H., Queen's, P.E.I.
Allen, Warren, compensation for loss of Ice-boat (M. for

Ret.) 833 (ii).
Adultoration Act Am'. B. 47 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

934 (ii).
Archives, in Com. of Sup., 1149 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Cor., 971 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed B3nds) B. 132 (Sir Charles

Tupper) on M. for Coin. on Res., 1358 (ii).
in Com, of Sup., 1221 (ii).

Can. Temp. Act. Amt. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,
1247 (ii).

B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 1247 (ii).
- - on Res. (Air. Mills, Bothwell) in Amt. to Com.

of Sup., 83 (i).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s B. 101 (Sir

Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 807 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1436-1468 (ii).
-- Examiners, in Ccrm. of Sup., 113, 130 (i).
Criminal Procedure Act. Amt. B 123 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 10, 1173 (ii).
Customs Act .Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 959 (ii).
Debates, Official, diamissal of Translators, on Ques.

of Order, 720 (i).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tuppfr) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1269; in Com,, 1278 (ii).
Divorce, publication of Evidence (remarks) 1414 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 945 (ii).
Dom. Notes, Printing, &o., in Com. of Sup., 90 (i).
Exchequer Court, contingencies, &o., in Com. of Sup.,

119 (i).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sap., 1154 (ii).
Fisheries Protection, on M. for adjmnt., 1403 (ii).
-- Treaty, omission of papers (remarks) 141 (i).
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Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Fis heries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tapper)

on M. for 20, 693-701 (i); in Com., 876 (ii).
Franchise Electoral Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Chaleau)

on M. for 1°, 1064 (ii).
Fraudulent Practices on Farmers, on Res. (Mr. Brown)

for Com, 1244 (ii).
Fraudulent Trade Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B.

91 (Mr. Thompson) in Con., 1002 (ii).
Gordon, Commander, Reps. re Fishery Protection (M.

for copies*) 86 (i), 866 (ii).
Govt. Savings Banks (Interest on Deposits) B. 127

(Sir Charles Tupper) on M. for 2°, 1401 (ii).
Govt. Wharves and Piers in P.E.I. (Ques.) 9d5 (ii).
Haldimand, Deputy Returning Officer, on M. to adjn.

House, 926 (ii).
flawke, John T. (Ques. of Priv.) Imprisonment for

contempt of Court, 1299 (ii).
Health Statisties, in Com. of Sup., 1152 (ii).
I.0. R., in Com. of Sup., 1225 (ii)
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 122 (Ur. Costigan) in

Com., 1401 (ii).
Jama4ica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 909 (ii).
Krit (Ont.) Controverted Election, on M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. to Com. on Priv, and Elec., 22 (i).
Lachine Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii)
Lévis Graving Dock, Expenditure (Ques.) 1h36 (ii).
Lobster Fishery, Rep. of Cormmissoecrs (Ques.) 73;

(remarks) 139 (i).
Merchants Marine Ins. Co.'s B. 11 (Mr. Curran) on M.

for 20, 126 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1285;
in Com. on B., 1391 (ii).

Northern Light and Steam Communication with P.E.1.
(Ques.) 140 (i).

Northumberland Straits subway, Engineers' Repu., &o.,
on M. for copy, 663 (i).

North Sydney (C.B.) Pilots, Rets. to Govt. (Ques.) 1067.
Onderdonk Arbitration re Plant taken over by Govt.

under Award (remarks) 112 (i).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Com. of Sup., 1231.
Personal Explanation re speech on Reciprocity, 239 (i).
P.E.I. Mail Service, Cor., &c. (M. for Rot.) 47 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners, Amount advanced by

Govt. (Ques.) 1232 (ii).
-(Lévis Graving Dock) B. 135 (Sir Charles

Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1297 ; on M. to cone.
in Res., 1393 (ii).

Real Property in Ter. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Thomp-
son) in Com., 1412 ; in Com. on Res., (ii).

Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, &c., on Res. (Mr.
Davin) to reconsider, 1243 (ii).

Reoiprocity with U. S., entry of certain articles free
of Duty (remarks) 519 (i).

Davies, Mr. L. H.-Continued.
Reciprocity with U.S., newspaper Cor. re entry of

certain articles free of Duty, 492 (i).
on Rs. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 17 2-183 (i).
proposals of Plenipotentiaries (remarks) on

presentation, 87 (i).
St. Louis Lake, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
St. Lawrence River Improvements, Montreal and

Lake St. Peter (Ques.) 1135 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Con. of Sup.,

138 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1412 (ii).
Sessional Clorks, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (ii).
Summary Convictions Act Amt. B. 113 (Ur. Thonp-

son) in CouL., 1417 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Miscellaneous) 114, 121 (i).
Arts, Agriculttre and Statistscs, (Archives) 1149; (Dominion

Exhibition) 1148; (Experimental Farms) 1151; (Health Statis-
tics) 1152 (ii).

Canala-Capital (Lachine) 1452 ; (Lake St. Louis) 1453 ; (Sault
Ste. Marie) 1442 (ii).

Charges qf Management (Printing Dom. Notes) 90 (i).
Civil Government (Olvil Service Examinera, salario6) 113, 130.
Legislation: House of Oommons (salaries, &c.) 1025 (ii).
Penitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 138 (i).
Railways-Capital (O. P. R.) 1221; (1 0.R) 1225 ; (Oxford and

New Glasgow Ry.) 1231 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts (Ques.) 1011 (ii).
Terms of Union with P. E. I., carrying out (Ques.)

140 (i).
Territories Real Property Act Amt. B. 104 ( Ur. Thomp-

son) in Com., 1412; on Res., 1416 (ii).
Travis, ex-Judge (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 114 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1126 (ii).

Dawson, Mr S. J., Algoma.
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tup.

per) on M. for Com. on Rcs., 1357 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in Con.,

915 (ii).
Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 22, [° *)

73 (i).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com , 1590 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Canal.-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1442 (ii).
Indians'(Ont. and Que.) 1605 (i).

Wrecks on the Great Lakes (M. for Ret.) 19 ; adjd.
deb. rsmd ., 723 (i).

Davin, Mr. N. F. West Assiniboia.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com.,

1258 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tup-

per) on M. for Com. on Res., 1363 (ii).
Civil Service List, Errors, &c. (Ques.) 965 (ii).
Debates, Official, lt Rep. of Com., on M. to cone., 51.
- 2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to conc., 823, 1298 (ii).
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Davin, Mr. N. F.-Continued.
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 735 (i).
Debt., Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1267 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) on

Amt. (Mr. Barron) to M. for 30, 1404 (ii).
Dom. Lands Agents in Man. and N.W.T,, Instructions,

on M. for Rot., 45 (i).
Exchequer Court, contingencies, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

119 (i).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Con.,

1406 (ii).
Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, on Ques.

of Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1326 (ii).
Imperial Federation, on Res. (Mr. Marshall) (remarks)

1091 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1011 (ii).
Personal Explanation re paragraph in Evening Tele-

gram, 270 (i).
Privilege (Ques. of) "Flies on the Wheel," 1093 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thonpson) in Com., 1194 (ii).
Real Property in Ter. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Thonpson)

in Com., 1412 (ii).
Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, &c. (prop. Res. to

reconsider) 1242 (ii).
-- Pensions, in Com. of Sup., 1202 (ii).

Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and Amt., 223-234 (i).

Regina, accommodation for Immigrants (Qaes.) 712 (i).
SUPPLY:

Admmnistration oj Justice (Miscellaneous) 120 (i).
Pensions (Rebellion of 1885) 1202 (ii).

Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M for Rut., 754 (i).

Davis, Mr. D. W., Alberta.
Alberta Ry. and Coal Co.'s incorp. (B. 68, 1°*) 454 (i).
Grazing Lands, Lessees and Leases (M. for Ret.*)

866 (ii).
Inspector of Ranches, Duties, &c (Ques.) 905 (ii).
Land Leases, old and unoccupiei (Ques.) 8z5 (ii).
Mounted Police Headquarters, Edmonton District

(Ques.) 965 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com., 1482 (ii).
Ont., Man. and Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 81, 10 *)

489 (i).
SUPPLY:

Indians (B. 0.) 1683 (H).

Denison, Mr. F. C., West Toronto.
Bottles, &c., Owners Protection (B. 3, 10*) 27; 2° m.,

759 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1437 (ii).
Debates, Official, lt Rep. of Com., on M. to conc.,

51 (i).

Denison, Mr. F. C.-Continued.
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1213 (ii).
Fenian Raid (pensions) in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
G. T. R. Crossings in Toronto and decision of Ry. Com.

of Privy Council (Ques.) 59 (i).
Neely, Private T., provision for Widow, &c., on M. for

Rot., 650 (i).
Ry. Accidents reported to Govt. and Actions pending

(M. for Ret.*) 62 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1186, 1431,

1469, 1494 (ii).
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mlr. JcOarthy) 20 m.,

762 (i); M. to dschg. Order and ref. B. to Com.
on B. 24, 1247 (ii).

SUPPLY.
Militia (Drill Pay, &c.) 1213 (ii).
Pensions (Fenian Raid) 1201 (ii).

Telegraph Lines, acquisition by Govt. (M. for Sel.
Com.),101 (i).

Desjardins, Mr. A., -Hochelaga.
Debates, Offcial, lst Rep. of Com. (presented) 25 (i).

(M. to conc.) 51 (i).
- 2nd Rep. of Com. (M, to conc.) 489 (i), 823 (ii).

3rd Rep. of Com. (M. to conc ) 1501 (ii).
.-- dismissal of Translators, on Res. (Mr. Laurier)

744 (i).
--- distribution to Press (remarks) 750 (i).
Criminal Procedure Act Amt. B. 123 (Ur. Thompson)

in Com., 1513 (ii).
Haldimand, Deputy Raturning Officer, on M. to adjn.

House, 928 (ii).
Montreal larbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1292 (ii).
Govt. Relief (Ques.) 27 (i).

Montreal Island Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 70, 1°*) 454 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (%Ir. Thompson) in Com., 1186 (ii).
SUPPLY.

Administration of Justice, cone., 1685 (ii).

Dessaint, Mr. A., Kamouraska.
Léduc, Chas., employment by Govt. (Ques.) 140 (i).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard (artwright)

and Amt., 203-205 (i).

Dickinson, Mr. G. L., Carleton, 0.
Fraternal and Benevolent Societies incorp. (B. 115)

10, 1062 (ii).

Doyon, Mr. C., Laprairie.
Caughnawaga Indians, Election of Chiefs (M. for Cor.,

&c.) 899 (ii).
- (Ques.) 1680 (ii).

Survey of Reserve (Ques.) 495 (i), 1680 (ii).

Dupont, Mr. F., Bagot.
St. Hyacinthe Public Buildings (M. for Rot.) 651 (i).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 396-401 (i).

xii
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Edgar, Mr. J. D., West Ontario.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 47 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

933 (ii).
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 96 (i).
Behring's Sea, Clearances to Vessels (Ques.) 44 (i).

Navigation by Canadian Vessels (Ques.) 44(i).
Seizures, on M. for Cor., 973 (ii).

Bresaylor Half-breeds, Grievances, & 3. (remarks) on
adjnmt. of House, 1259 (ii).

on M. for Com. of Sup., 1515 (ii).
Bottles and Vessels, &c., Protection to Owners B. 3 (Mr.

Denison) on M. for 20, 761 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

1245 (ii).
Can. Fishing Vessels reporting, &-. (Ques.) 24 (i).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tup-

per) in Com. on Res., 1372; in Com. on B., 1389;
on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1587 (ii).

- - Mortgage, Security for Bonds (Ques) 1195 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s B. 101 (Sir Charles

Tupper) on M. for 2°, 936 (ii).
Copyright, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 98 (i).
Counterfeit Money, Advertising, B. 108 (Mr. Thompson)

on M. for 2°, 1138 (ii).
Criminal Law of England (extension to Man.) B. 41

(Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1402 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on presenta.

tion of papers, 41 (i).
-- on Ques. of Order, 721 (i).

distribution to Press (romarks) 751 (i).
Divorce Bills, on M. (Mr. Small) to suspend Rule 65,

1468 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) on M.

for 2°, 942; in Com., 944, 1138 (ii).
Ferries Act Amt. B. 39 (Mr. Costigan) in Com., 895 (ii)
Fisheries Commission, Instructions (Ques.) 270 (i).

Trade Matters, Date of proposal (Ques.) 112.
--- Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 861; in Com., 863 (ii).
papers respecting (remarks) 101 (i).
further papers respecting (remarks) 238 (i).

Fraudulent Trade Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B.
91 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1004 (ii).

- (M. for Ret.) 653 (i).
Free List, O.C. respecting (remarks) 649 (i).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thomp8on) in Com.,

1405 (il).
Great N. W. Central Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr. Daly) on M.

for 20, 128 (i).

-- Amount deposited with Govt. (Ques.) 141 (i).
Haldimand, Deputy Returning Ofmeer, on M. to adjn.

House, 930 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1007 (ii).
Insolvency, Legislation respecting (Ques.) 495 (i).

Edgar, Mr. J. D.-Continued.
Insurance Act Amt. Bill 126 (Sir Charles Tupper) on

M. for 20, 1401 (ii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s Act Arnt. B. 46

(Mr. Scarth) on M. Io recom., '53 (ii).
Man. and N. W. T. Ry. Bills, on M. (Sir Bector

Langevin) to wthdr., 1585 (ii).
Merchants Marine Ins. Co's. B. Il (Mr. Curran) on

M. for 2°, 126 (i).
Militia and Defence Dept., in Com. of Sap., 92 (i).
Monck, Richard, employ ment by Govt. (Ques.) 899 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) in Com., 1485 (ii).
Ont. and Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ques.)

1432 (ii).
Oriental, Rep. of Inspector Risley on Loss (Ques.)

966 (ii).
Patents of Invention, on Res. (Doputy Commis-

sioner of Patents) 125 (i).

Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in Cor., 1511.
Post Office, Montreal, Electric Light (Ques.) 1625 (ii).
Printing Dom. Notes, Contract (M. for copy) 649 (i).
Printing and Stationery, Public, Act Amt. B. 60 (Kr.

Chapleau) in Com., 1005 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 93 (i).
Procedure in Criminal Cases Act Amt. B. 48 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. for 20, 942 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Con., 1175,

1417, 1492; on M. for b0, 1507; (Amt.) 1507;
neg. (Y. 54; N. 93) 1510 (ii).

Rebellion of 1885 (pensions) in Com. of'Sup., 1208 (ii).
Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 890; in Com., 932, 943 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co's B. 61, on

M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1315 (ii).
Sailors, Protection against Wrecks, &c., Legislation

(Ques.) 966 (ii).
Securities to the Crown, Discharge B. 4 (Mr. Kirk.

patrick) on M. for 2', 762 (i).
Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. 99 (Mr. Poster) in

Com., 1403 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Agriculture) 96; (14ilitia and Defence) 92;
(Printing and Stationery) 93 (i).

Ponsions (Rebellion of 1885) 1208 (i).

Trade Combinations, on M. (Mr. Wallace) for Sel.
Com., 29; (Amt.) 31 (i).

Treason and Felony Forfeitures Abolition B. 88 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. for 2°, 1147 (ii).

"Trusts " or " Combines " (M. for Sel. Com.) wthdn.,
60 (i).

Welland Canal, deepening Section "A" (Ques.) 496 (i).
Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.

for 20, 918 (ii).

Wrecking Vessels in American Waters (Id. for papers,
&c.) 665 (i).
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Eisenhauer, Mr. J. D., Lunenburg.

Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles
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seers salaries, &c.) 1583, 1602; (Steamers, repairs, &c.) 1603(ii)
immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1160; (Pamphlets) 1158 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (Maintenance of Buoys) 1582 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Antwerp and Canada) 1679; (Halifax and St.

John) 1678 (ii)
Miscellaneous (Banif Springs, construction, &c.) 1666; (Fishery

Commission) 1663; (Statistical Diagrams) 1665 (ii).
Militia (Ammunition, &c.) 1211 ; (Barracks, B. 0.) 1644;

(Olothing, &c.) 1212 ; (contingencies) 1644; (Drill Pay, &c.)
1213; (Military Properties) 1221 ; (Permanent Forces) 1219;
(Royal Military College) 1218 (ii).

Ocean and River Service (Maintenance, Ac.) 1577; (Water
Police) 1580 ; (Wrecks, investigation, &c.) 1578 (ii).

Pnsions (Fenian Raid) 1201; (N. W. T.) 1642; (Rebellion of
1885) 1202, 1207(ii).

Public Works-Capital (Oape Tormentine Harbor) 1463; (Esqui-
malt Graving Dock) 1654. Buildings (Ottawa, additional)
1461. Income : Buildings (N. S) 1466; (Repairs, &c.) 1542.
Dredging, 1570. Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 1561, 1673;
(P.E.I.) 1t62. Roads and Bridges, 1571, 1677. Telegraph
Lines, 1574, 1678 (ii).

Quarantine (Medical Inspection) 1196, 1207 (ii).
Railways-Capitil (C.P. R.) 1223; (I.O.R.)1224, 1645, 1650;(Cape

Breton Ry.) 1230 ; (Oxford and New Glasgow Ry.) 1230 (ii).

Tay Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, in Com. of Sup., 1574, 1678 (ii).
Tobique Valley Ry, fRes. (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,

1626 (ii).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Water Police, in Com. of Sup., 1580 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1125 (ii).
Williamsbung Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Wrecks, investigation, &c., in Com. ofSup., 1578 (ii).

Kenny, Mr. T. E, Halifax.
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 787 (i).
Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1167 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Riilations with,

on M. for Cor., 907 (ii).
Quebec Ilarbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock)

B. 135 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. to conc. in Res.,
1395 (ii).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and Amts., 381-392 (i).

Kirk, Mr. J. A., G-uysborough.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mir. Jamieson) in Com.,

1256 (ii).
Cape Tormentine IL bar, in Com. of Sup., 1463 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of8Bup., 1570 (ii).
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I NDfEX.
Kirk, Mr. J. A.-Continued.

Eastern Extension Ry., Tenders for Fencing (à. for
copies*) 866 (ii).

Refund to Municipalities (M. for Cor.) 903 (ii)6
Eight Island Lake Post Offce (Ques.) 86 (i).
Fisheries and Fishing (B. 58, 1°) 309 (i).
Lobeter Commissioners' Rep., on M. for copies, 86 (i).

- Fisheries, Restrictions, &o., on M. for Com. of
Sup., 1551 (ii).

Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and Amts., 593-598 (i).

SUPPLY:
Public Workl-Capital: Harbors and Rivers (Oape Tormentine

Harbor) 1463. Income: Buildings (N.B.) 1467. Dredging,
1570. Telegraph Linea, 1574 (ii).

Kirkpatrick, Hon. G. A., Frontenac.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleati) in Com.

1436 (ii).
Concurrence, 1687 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on reading

papers (remarks) 41 (i).
Divorce Bills, on M. (Mr. Small) to suspend Rule 65,

1468 (ii).
Merchants Mbrine Ins. Co's. B. Il (àfr. Curran) on M.

for 2e, 126 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1177,

1493, (ii).
Royal Military College, conc., 1687 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s B. 187

(Mr. Boyle) in Com., 1522 (ii).
Securities to the Crown, &c., Discharge (B. 4) 29 m.,

761 (i).
SUPtPLY:

Canal&-Income (Miscellaneous) 1647 (ii).
Militia (Royal Military College) conc., 1687 (ii).
Pensiona (Y. W.T.) 1644 ; (Veterans of 1812) 1202.

Wrecked Vessels Aid (B. 7, 1°) 44; 20 m., 770 (i),
918; 20 neg. (Y. 61 ; N. 84) 921 (ii).

Wrecking Vessels in American Waters, on M. for
papers, &o., 667 (i).

Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 754 (i).

Labelle, Mr. J. B., Richelieu.
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1029 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenues (Oulling, Contingencies) 1668 (il).
Leislation: House of Commons (salaries, &0.) 1029 (il).

Labrosse, Mr. B., Prescott.
Prescott and Russell Judicial District, Vacancy (Ques.)

27 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G., Bouth Grey.
Books for Mechanics' Institutes, removal of Datios

(Que@.) 899 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
Brant and Haldimand Indian REserves, appointment

of Doctor (Ques.) 647 (i).

Landerkin, Mr. G.-Continued.
Debates, Offioial, dismissal of Translators, on le.

(Mr. Laurier) 738 (i).
Drill Pay, &o., in Com. of Sup., 1216 (ii).
Emigration from Dakota to Man. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Employés, Publie Service of Canada (Ques.) 495 (i).
Experimental Farm at Grenfell, N.W.T. (M. for Cor.,

&c.*) 866 (ii).
Indemnity to Members, in Com. of Sup., 1670 (ii).
Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers, in Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 1650 (ii).
Lynch's Pamphlet on Dairy Practice, German Trans-

lation (Ques.) 496 (i).
Kacdonald, Geo. J., and Centennial Exhibition of 1876

(M. for papers*) 866 (i).
N.W.T. Representation B. 76 (Sir John A. Macdonald)

in Com., 1483 (i).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarke)

1598 (ii).
Post Offle Irregularities, &o., on M. fou Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 1021 (ii).
Privy Counoil Offce, in Com. of Sup., 91 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1189, 1427,

1492 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 476-483 (ii).
--- Rep. of Min. of Customs, re entry of certain

articles free of Duty (Ques.) 554, 647 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Government (Privy Council Office) 91 (i).
Legislation : House of Gommons (Indemnities) 1670 (if).
Militia (Drill Pay, &c.) 1216 (i).
Ocean and River Bervice (Water Polioe) 1579 (11).
Publia Works-Inoom.: Building (Ont.) 1655 (il).

Water Police, in Com. of Sup., 1579 (ii).

Winkler, Mrs. Barbara, payment for loss of Registered
Letter (Ques.) 750 (i).

Landry, Mr. P.A, Kent, N.B.
Business of the BHouse, on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to

take in Wednesdays, 1061 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Con.,

1260 (ii).
Debates, Offoial, 2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to cono.

823 (ii).
Fishery Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 860 (ii).
Travis, ex-Judge, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 116 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration qf Justice (Kiscellaneous) 116 (i).

Langelier, Mr. C., Montmorency.
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on Res. (Mir.

Laurier) 728 (i).
Halle, Rev. Charles, Pet, for protection against Artil.

lery practice (M. for opy*) 672 (i).
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INDEX.
Langelier, Mr. F., East Quebec.

Bridges (Ottawa) in Com. of Sap., 1572 (ii).
Bridge at Que., Govt. aid (Ques.) 1625 (ii).
Buildings, in Oom. of Sup., 1584 (ii).
Cartridge Factory, &c., Water Supply (M. for Cor.*)

1092 (ii).
Customs Seizures at Quebec (M. for Cor.) 1068 (ii).
Debates, Official, 3rd Rep. of Com. (Translators) on

M. to conc., 1501 (ii).
Diamonds, Seizure from D. Levi (Ml. for Cor.*)

1092 (ii).
I.C.R., claim of A. Pion & Co., for damages (M. for

Cor.*) 1992 (ii).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1196 (ii).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release Bill 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1290; in
Com., 1294 (ii).

North Stukely Postmaster, resignation (M. for O.
C's. &c.*) 1092 (ii).

Ocean Mail Service, Tenders (M. for copies) 1067 (ii).
Quebed Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock)

B. 135 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res.,
1297 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1177 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1592 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Publie Works-Ineoa: Buildings (Que.) 1534. Roads and
Bridges (Ottawa) 1572 (i).

Quarantine (Medical Inspection) 1196 (ii).
Ocsan and River Service (Water Police) 1581 (il).

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L., K.C.M.G., Three Rivers.
Alberton Harbor, increasing Depth (Ans.) 712 (i).
Albert Ry. Co.'s Loan Account (Ans) 826 (ii).
Allen, Warren, compensation for loss of Ice-boat, on M.

for Ret., 883 (ii).
Business of the House (remarks) 125; (M.) to change

hour of meeting, 1500 (ii).
Bridges (Ottawa) in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1461, 1533, 1655 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. (remarks) 922 (ii).
C. P. R., B.C. Sections (Ans.) 86 (i).

Guaranteed Bonds (prop. Res.) 1001 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry. Contractors' Sureties (Ans.) 1067 (ii).

Steam iDredge, substitute (Ans.) 1432 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1463 (ii).
Caughnawaga Indians, Election of Chiefs, on M. for

Cor., &c., 901.
Cayuga P. 0., purchase of Site (Ais.) 28 (i).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s (B. 101) onRes.,

778 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in

Com., 1469 (ii).
Clayes, Mr. G., late M. P., deceased (remarks) 62 (i).
Controverted Elections Act Amt. B. 2 (Mr. Amyot)

on M. for 1°, 18; on Order for 20, 73 (i).
Debates, Official, lst Rep. of Con., on M. to conc.,

52 (i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.
Debates, Offcial, 2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to cono.,

489 (i), 824; (ASt.) 1298 (ii).
-- distribution of extra copies re Reciprocity deb.

(remarks) 239 (i).
-- distribution to Press (remarks) 751 (i).

-- dismissal of Translators, on reading papers
(remarks) 42, 128 (i).

Divorce Bills, on M. (Mr. Small) to suspend Rule 65,
1468 (ii).

Dredging, in Com. of Sap., 1569 (il).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1653 (ii).
Estimates, suppl., papers re certain Items (remarks)

1433 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 1574 (ii).
Fisheries Commission, Chart showing delimitation (re-

marks) 647 (i).
Commissioners' Instructions (Ans.) 270 (i),

--- Treaty, further papers respecting (remarks)
239 (i).

Fortin, Noël, accident on I.C.R., on M. for Cor.,
902 (i).

Gauvreau, Dr. E. D., grant for preparing Vaccine
(Ans.) 140 (i).

German Emperor's Death, Official Information (Ans.)
110 (i).

Great N. W. Central Ry. Co., Amount deposited with
Govt. (Ans.) 141 (i).

G. T. R. Double Track, application for assistance
(Ans.) 1432 (ii).

ladlow Cove Pier, extension (Ans.) 140 (i).
larbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 146d, 1561, 1655,

1673 (ii).
Ice-breakers in the county of Berthier (Ans.) 45 (i).
I. C. R. (repairs, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1620 (ii).
-- Matane Branch Line Subsidy (Ans.) 1299 (ii).
Inverness and Richmond Ry. Subsidy by Govt. (Ans.)

1232 (ii),
Isbester & Reid, Messrs., completion of Contract (Ans.)

1067 (ii),
Isle aux Noix Wharf (Ans.) 965 (ii).
Kent, representation (remarks) 270 (i).
King, James, claim of, M. to substitute name on Sp.

Com., 1245 (ii).
Kingston Graving Dock, in Coin. of Sup., 1672 (ii).
Lachine Canal, discharge of Laborers (Ques. of Order)

1564 (ii).
Labor Commission, complaints against Chairman,

(Ans.) 171 (i).
- Evidence before (Ans.) 98 (i).

Land Leases, old and unoccupied (Ans.) 825 (ii).
Land Villa Postmastership, on M. for Ret., 102 (i).
Leduc, Chas., employment by Govt. (Ans.) 140 (i).
Man. and N.W.T. Ry. Bills (à. to withdr.) 1585 (ii).
--- Legilation (remarks) 1403 (ii).
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Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.

Matane and River Blanche Wharves, repairs (Ans.)
1067 (ii).

Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Merchants Marine Ins. Co.'s B. 11 (Mr. Curran) on M.

for 2°, 126 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charlâs Tupper) on M. for Gom. on Res., 1283; in
Cem., 1294, 1391 (ii).

Relief by Govt. (Ans.) 27 (i).
Morin, Dr. J. A., claim for services, on M. for copy,

656 (i).
Newfoundland and Confedrn., on M. for Cor., 664 (i).
Northumberland Straits Subway, Engineers' Reps., &c.,

on M. for oopy, 664 (i).
Ocean Mail Service, on M. for copies of Tenders, 1067

(ii).
Olivier, Geo., dismissal as Postmaster, on M. for Cor.,

655 (i).
Ont. and Sault Ste. Marie -Ry. Co.'s Subsidy (Ans.)

1432 (ii).
Ottawa, additional Building, in Com. of Sap., 1461 (ii).

-- River Improvements for Timber, &c., on M. for
Stmnt. of cost, 827 (ii).

Papineauville Harbor, dredging (Ans.) 495 (i).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-

marks) 1598 (ii).
Peace and Athabasca Rivers, Treaty with Indians

(Ans.) 825 (ii).
Pelée Island and Mainland Cable, on M. for Pets., &c.,

827 (ii).
-- on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1012 (ii).
Penetanguishene, Midland, &c., Public Works (Ans.)

647 (ii).
Pinette Harbor, dredging of Bar (Ans.) 140 (i).
Point Tupper Ry. Pier, Tenders (Ans.) 1299 (ii).
Post Office, Montreal, Electrie Light (Ans.) 1625 (ii).
Prince Elward (o. Election, admitting Member on

certificate (M.) 380 (i).
-- construction of Public Works (Ans.) 1432 (ii).
Printing and Stationery Dept., in Com. of Sup., 93 (i).
Private Bills, Rep. from Com., Ms. to extend time, 514

(i), 1031 (ii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Mitchell) re Disallowance (re.

marks) 111 (i).
- (&Ir. Laurier) dismissal of Debates Translators
(remarks) 128 (i).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Res. (Mr.
Jamieofn) 833 (ii).

Public Works in Rimouski county, expenditure
(Ans.) 1067 (ii).

Public Works Rep. (presented) 18 (i).
Quebec and Lake St: John Ry. Subsidy (Ans.) 1432 (ii).

Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock)
B. 135 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1297
(ii).

Rys. and Canals, Cost (Ans.) 170 (i).

Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Continued.
Rys. and Canals, Dept., in Gom. of Sup., 96 (i).
Ry. Commission, copies of Rep. (Ans) 646, 778 (i).

- ost (Ans.) 494 (i).
Repairs, &c., to Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1542,

1655 (ii).
Returns, on enquiry for (remarks) 1131, 1433 (ii).
Revenue and Audit Act B. 87 (Sir Charlea Tupper) in

Com. on Res., 891 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1571, 1675 (ii).
Robertson, Mr. Alex., decease of (remarks) 61 (i).
Russell Representation, Issue of Writ (Ans.) 516 (i).

----(M.) to admit Member on certificate of Return-
ing Officer, 1415 (ii).

Ste. Anne des Monts, &c., on M. for Ret., 1236 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s B. 61, on

M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1345 (ii).
St. Hyacinthe Public Buildings, on M. for Ret., 653(i).
St. Johns and Iberville Hydraulic and Manufacturing

Co.'s B. 7 (ir. Vanasse) on M. for 2°, 531 (i).
St. John Harbor Improvements, Mr. Perley's Rep.

(Ans.) 86 (i).
St. Lawrence River Floode (Ans.) 899 (ii).
-- on M. for copies of Cor., &c., 60 (i).
- - Navigation, Montreal and Quebec, on M. for

Rot., 71 (i).
Saguenay and Lake St. John Ry. Co.'s transfer (Ans.)

1433 (ii).
Sarnia and Huron Submarine Tunnel (Ans.) 1432 (ii).
Saufrage, P.E.I., Improvement of Navigation, Rep.

of Engineer, on M. for copy, 71 (i).
Select Standiîg Coms. (M. to add names) 598 (i).
Sessional Clerks, number and amounts paid (Ans.)

1299 (ii).
Sherwood, Mr. A. P., and Cape Breton Ry. (Ans.)

965 (ii).
Slides and Booms (salaries) in Com. of Sup., 1684 (ii).
Snetsinger, Mr., employment and dismissal by Govt.

(Ans.) 825 (ii).
Strathroy Public Buildings, selection of Site (Ans.)

66 (i), 1174 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com. on Res., 1593 (ii).
SUtTPPLY:

OVeil Governmmnl (Public Printing and Stationery) 93; (Rail.
ways and Canals) 96 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Public Works) 1632; (Rys., L O.R.)
1620; (Slides and Booms, Ealaries, &c.) 1684 (ii).

Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, additional) 1461.
(Cape Tormentine Harbor) 1463; (Esquimalt Graving Dock)
1653; (Harbors and Rivers) 1462; (Kingston Graving Dock)
1672. Income: Buildings (Experimental Farms) 1574; (Man.)
1542; (N.B.) 1468; (N. S.) 1465; (N.W.T.) 1672; (Ont.)
1655; (Que.)1533 ; (Repairs, &c.) 1542, 1655. Dredging, 1569.
Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 1563, 1673; (N.B) 1561, 1673;
(N.W.T.) 1655; (Ont.) 1566, 1655; (P.E.1.) 1562; (Que.) 1563,
1674. Roads and Bridges, 1571, 1675. Telegraph Lines, 1677.
Miscellaneous, 1678 (il).

Quarantine (Medical Inspection) 1200 (ii).
Telegraph Lines acquisition by Govt., on M. for Sel

Com., 102 (i).
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Langevin, Hon. Sir H. L.-Oontinued.

Terms of Confederation, non-fulfilment with P. E. 1.
(Ans.) 86 (i).

Thorold Canal, Water Power (Ans.) 647 (i).
Tignish and Miminegash Breakwater (Ans). 86,712 (i).
Trent Valley Canal Commission, on M. for Ret., 72 (i).
Upper Ottawa Improvement Co.'s B. 20 (Mr. White,

Benfrew) on M. for 20, 322, 497 (i).
Ventilation of Blouse of Commons (remarks) 171 (i).
--- in Com. of Sup., 1200, 1672 (ii).

Welland Canal, deepening Section IlA " (Ans.) 496 (i).
Wharves and Piers in P.E.I. (Ans.) 965 (ii).
White, Hon. Thomas, decease of (remarks) 962 (ii).
Wood Island Harbor, P.E I., dredging (Ans.) 140 (i)

Laurie, Gen. J. W., Shelburne.
Antwerp and Canada Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1679 (ii).
Atlantie Ocean, obstructions to Shipping (Ques.) 1433
Campbellton and Gaspé Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.

1678 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1215 (ii).
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 21, 790-793 (i).
Imperial Federation (remarks) on Res. (Mr. Marshall)

1091 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with

(M. for Cor.) 903, 911 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1596 (ii).
Permanent Forces, in Com. of Sup., 1219 (il).
Reciproeity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Bichard Oart-

wright) and Amts., 371-377 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigration (àgents salaries, &c.) 1167 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Antwerp and Canada) 1679; (Oampbellton

and Gaspé) 1678 (i).
Militia (Drill Pay, &c.) 1215; (Permanent Forces) 1219 (il).
Public Works-Income: Dredging, 1571 (i).

Trent Valley Canal Commission, Cor., &c., on M. for
Ret., 72 (i).

Ways and Means-The Tarif, in Com., 1132 (ii).
York-Simooe Battalion, Kit Allowance, on M. for Ret.,

70 (i).

Laurier, Hon. W., East Quebec.
Address, on The, 9 (i).

to Gov. Gen., Farewell (seconded) 1586 (ii).
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 47 (gr. Costigan) in Com.,

932 (ii).
Bresaylor Hlalf-breeds, Grievances, &c., on M. for Com.

of Sap., 1521 (ii).
Bridge at Quebec, Gavt. aid (Ques.) 1625 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1466, 1533, 1654 (ii).
Business of the House, on M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to

take in Wednesdays, 1061 (ii).
on M. to take in Thursdays, 711(i).

Laurier, Hon. W.-Oontimed
Can. Temp. Act. Amt. 3. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for

20, 979; in Com., 981; on Amt. (Mr. Ives) 984; on
M. to recom., 1245 (ii).
- on Res. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) in Amt. to Com.
of Sup., 75 (i).

C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tupper)
on Res., 1001; on M. for Co.m., 1339; in Com., 1379;
(Amt.) 1345; neg. (Y. 63; N. 111) 1370; in Com.,
1389 (ii).

-- Lands, sold and nDsold, acreage (Ques.) 1174,
1195 (ii).

Cattle Quarantine, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Caughnawaga Indians, election of Chiefs, on M. for

Cor., &c., 902 (ii).
Choquette, Mr., M.P., Pet. against return (objection)

1332, 1458 (ii).
Cincinnati Centennial Exhibition, Canadian representa-

tion (Ques.) 1136 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1434, 1471 (ii).
Clayes, Mr. G., late M. P., deoease of (remarks) 62 (i).
Criminal Procedure Act Amt. B. 123 (Kr. Thompson)

in Com., 1513 (ii).
Concurrence, 1685 (ii).
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sap., 1668, 1684 (ii).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to cono.,

489 (i), 824, 12e8 (ii).
-- Brd Rep. of Com. (Translators) on M. to conc.,

1501 (ii).
--- distribution of extra copies re Reciprocity deb.

(remarks) 239 (i).
distribution to Press (remarks) 751 (i).
dismissal of Translators (Ques. of Priv.) 20,

39 (i).
--- on presentation of papers by Mr. Speaker,

39, 128 (i).
(prop. Res.) 713 ; on Amt (Sir John A. Mac-

donald) 747; Res. neg., 749 (i).
- -on Ques. of Order, 719 (i).

Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.
for Com. on Res., 1265 (ii).

Disallowance of Man. Ry. Acta (M. for Cor.*) 672 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Kr. Thompson) in

Com., 946, 1143 (ii).
Dom. Lands Agents in Man. and the N. W. T., Instruc-

tions, on M. for Rot., 37 (i).
Easter, adjnmt. for (remarks) 415 (i).
Exchequer Court, contingenoies, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

119 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 5 (Mr. Chapleau) on

M. for 3°, (Amt.) neg. (Y. 53; N. 74) 1587 (il).
- B. 117 (Mr. Chapleau) on M. for 1 , 1063; on

M. for 2°, 1550 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1642 (ii).

Fraudulent Practices on Farmers, on Res. (Mr. Bromn)
for Sp. com., 1244 (il).
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Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.

Fraudulent Trade Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B.
91 (Mr. Thommson) in Com., 1002 (ii).

Fisheries Treaty, papers reapecting (remarks) 20, 98,
141 (i).

- Ratification B. 65 (Sir Chr7es Tupper) on M.
for '¿°, 851-854; in Com., 871 (ii).

Fortin, Noêl, accident on I.C.R., on M. for Cor.,
902 (ii).

Gowanlock,Mrs., claim for compensation, on M. for Com.
of Sup. (remarks), 1017 (ii).

G. T. R. Co.'s Agreements B. 26 (Mr. Small) on M.
to autherise Ry. Com. to divide Bill, 415 (i).

Haldimand, Dep. Returning Officer, on M. to adjn Hse.,
925 (ii).

Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1673 (ii).
High Commissioner's Office, application of Civil Service

Act, &c., B. 136 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on
Res., 1503 (ii).

Indemnity to Members (remarks) 1586, 1670 (ii).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 1226 (ii).
Kingston Post Offloe defalcations, on M. for Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 1017 (i).
Kent, Ont., Controverted Election, on M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. Judge's Rep. to Sel. Com. on
Priv. and Elec., 18, 20 (i).

Representation, Issue of Writ (remarks) 381 (i).
L'Assomption Blection, Issue of Writ (Ques.) 110 (i).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
Merchants Marine Ins. Co.'s B. 11 (Mr. Ourran) on M.

for 2°, 127 (i).
Montmagny Representation, Pet. against return of

Member Elect (remarks) 1332, 1458 (ii).
Neely, Private T., provision for Widow, &o., on M. for

Ret., 651 (i).
Newfoundland and Confederation (M. for Cor.) 664 (i).
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

.Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 454 (i), 1475; in Corn.,
1485 (i).

Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)
1697 (ii).

Plumb, Hon. J. B., decease of (remarks) 124 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sap., 1685 (ii).
Printing and Stationery, Public, Act Amt. B. 60 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com. (remarks) re absence of Dep.
Speaker, 1006 (ii).

Private Bille, Reps. from Com., on M. to extend time,
514 (i).

Privilege (Ques. of) dismissal of Debates Translators,
20, 39, 128 (i).

re Disallowance (Mr. Mitchell) 111 (i).
Quarantine Service of Can., on M. (Ur. Fiset) for

Sp. Com., 661 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock) B.

135 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Re.,
and inÇ om., 1296 (ii).

Laurier, Hon. W.-Continued.
Ry. Act Ant. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Co m., 1182,

1418 ; on M. for 3°, 1608 (ii).
Ry. Commission, distribution of Rep. (remarks) 778 (i).
Ry. Employés B. 5 (hfr. McCarthy) on M. for 2°, 917.
Real Property in Ter. Act Amt. B. 104 (Mr. Thompson)

in Com., 1412 (ii).
Rebellion Losses Commission, Reps. (M. for copy) 73.
Reciprocity with U. S., newspaper Cor. re entry of

certain articles free of Duty, 491 (i).
-- on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) and Amrts.,

551-565 (i).
Repaire, &c, to Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
Returns, enquiry for, 1136, 1433 (ii).
Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com. on Res., 891 (ii).
Robertson, Mr. Alex., decease of (remarks) 62 (i).
Russell Representation, Issueof Writ (M.) 416,455 (i).

- (Ques.) 499,516,525 (i).
St. Hyacinthe Public Buildings, on M for Ret., 658 (i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 137.
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1611 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1027 (ii).
Slides and Booms (salarias) in Com. of Sup., 1684 (ii).
Standing Committeos (hl. to adi names) 823 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for Com. on Ras , 1546 ; in Com., 1590 (ii .
SUPPLY:

4dministration of Justice (Miscellaneoue) 114, 119 (1); cono.,
1685 (i).

Civil Oovernment (Sec. of State) 1641 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (Calling Timber) 1638, 1684; (Pot

Office) 1685; (Slides and Booms, salaries, &o.) 1684 (il).
1nlians (Ont. and Que.) 1608 (ii).
Legislation : House of Commons (ldemnities) 1670; (salaries,

4c.) 1017. Miscellaneous (lFranchise Act) 1612 (ii).
lenitentiaries (St. Vincent de Paul) 137 (i) ; cone , 1686 (ii).
Publie Wor,. -Income : Buildings (N.S.) 1466; (N. W. T.)

1672; (Que.) 1533, 1654; (Repaira, &o.) 1655. Harbors and
Rivers (Que.) 1673 (ii).

QuarantMne (Cattle, Que ) 1200 ; (Medical Inspection) 1200 (ii).
Railways- Capital (1.0. R.) 1226 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. B. 110 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. for 1°, 964 (ii).

Travis, ex-Judge, in Cor. of Sup. (remarks) 114 (i).
White, Hon. Thomas, decease of (remarks) ü62 (ii).
Wrecked Yessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for

20, 917 (ii).

Lavergne Mr. J., Drummond and Arthabaska.
Hay Duties by U.S., Refund (Ques.) 712 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amt., 234-237 (i).

Lister, Mr. J. F., West Lambkon.
Adams, David J., in Con. of Sup., 1658 (ji).
Arkona Postmaster, diemisal (Ques.) 712 (i).
--- on M. for Com. of Sup. (remark.) 1019 (ii),
Banks, Supervision by Government, on Res. (1fr.

Casgrain) 671 (i).
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Lister. Mr. J. F.-Continued.

Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1465 (ii).
Cana Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com.,

1250 (ii).
Clothing, &c. (Militia) in Com. of Sup., 1212 (ii).
Criminal Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1151 (ii).
Debates, Official, lst Rep. of Com., on M. to conc.,

51 (i).
Debt., Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1267 (ii).
Ellis, J. V., Esq., M.P., and annexation, objection taken

to Ques. put by Mr. Guillet, 45 (i).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1405 (ii).
Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, Ques. of

Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1324 (ii).
Health Statistics, in Coin. of Sup., 1152 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 166 (Mr. Thompson) in Coin., 1009.
Kettle and Stoney Point Reserves, claims of Indians

(M. for Ret.*) 1259 (ii).
Midland IIar b)r Improvements (M. for Car.*) 1259 (ii).
Monck, Richard, employment by Govt. (Queis.) 712 (i)
N. W.T. Represontation B, 76 (Sir John A Macdonald)

in Com., 1489 (ii).
Order, Qaes. of (br. fcNeill) in Com. of Sup., 1208 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mir. Thonpson) in Con., 1189, 1420,

1494; on M. for 30 (Amt.) 1507, 1509 (ii).
Ry. Crossings Provisions (B. 111, 1°) 964 (ii).
Ry. Employes Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M. for

2°, 765 (i)
Sault Ste Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1443 (ii).
Smyth, Henry, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Stag Island Lighthouse, construction (M. for Cor.*)

1259 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistica. (Archieves, care of, pay-
ment to C. c. Ohipman) 1149; (Oriminal Statistics) 1151
(Health Statistices) 1152 (ii).

Canals-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1443 ; (Trent River Nav.)
1454 (ii).

Fisherie (David J. Adam8) 1658 (hi).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1161 (il).
Militia (Olothing, &o.) 1212 (ii).
Public Worka-Income: Buildings (9.8.) 1465 (ii).

Trade Combinations, on M. (Mr. Wallace) for Bel. Com,
31 (i).

Trent Riv. Nav., in Con. of Sup., 1454 (ii).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 758 (ii).

Lovitt, Mr. J., Yarmouth.
Banks, Supervision by GovL., on Ros. (hfr. Casgrain)

672 (i).
SUPPLY:

PFiheries (Overseers salaries, &c.) 1602 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Servise (Lighthouses, &c.) 1582, 1681 (ii).
Mail Subaidkes (Halifax and St. John) 1678 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Dredging, 1571. Harbors and Rivera

(N.8.) 1561, 1678 (il).
Ocas and River Servie# (Water Polioe) 1580 (ii).

Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A., G.C.B., Kingston.
Address, on the, 12 (i).

Ris Ex.'s reply (presented) 172 (i).
Farewell, to Ris Ex. (?&.) to consider, 1561 (ii).

-- (M.) to conc., 1586 (ii).
Adams, David J., in Com. of Sup., 1656 (i).
Administration of Oaths of Offioe (B. 1, 1°*) 2 (i).
Agriculture Dept., in Com of Sap., 95 (i).
Banks and Banking, Legislation respecting (remarks)

415 (i).
Barracks, B.C., in Com. of Sup., 1644 (ii).
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Cor., 971 (ii).
Books for Mechanics' Institutes, removal of Duties

(Ans.) 899 (ii).
Boundary betweon Alaska and Canada ( Ans.) 171 (i).
Boundaries of Ont. (Ans) 823 (i).
Bridge at Que., Govt. aid (Ans.) 1625 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1673 (i).
Business of the House (remarks) 139, 416,498, 711 (i);

106, 1259, 13d2 1507, (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amr. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for

2°, 979; in Com., 1247 (ii).
- in Com. of Sap., 1612 (ii).
--- on Res. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) in Armt. to Com.

of Sup., 75 (i).
C. P. R (Guaranteed Bondé) B. 132 (Sir Charls Tupper)

in Com., 1388 (ii).
-- Lands held by Govt. west of Man. (Ans.)
1174 (ii).

- Taxes (Ans.) 495 (i).
sold and unsold, acreage (Ans.) 1174, 1195 (ii).

Cattle Quarantine, in Com. of Sap., 1201 (ii).;
Caughnawaga Reserve, Election of Chiefs, &c. (Ans.)

1680 (ii).
-- Surveys, &c. (Ans.) 1680 (ii).

Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res. (Kr.
Sproule) 1242 (ii).

Choquette, Mr., M.P., Pet. against return (remarks)
1332 (i).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr, Chapleau) in Com.,
1440 (ii).

Compensation for Injuries, in Com. of Sap., 1612 (ii).
Contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 104 (i), 1644, 1667 (ii).
Culbertson, Archibald, dismissal, on M. for Cor.

978 (i).
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1667, 1684 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators (remarks)

20 (i).
- on presentation of papers, 39 (i).

- on Res. (Mr. Laurier) (Amt) 747; agreed
to (Y. 113; N. 61) 749 (i).

(Ques. of Order) 719 (i).
-- 3rd Rep. of Con. (Translators) on M. to conc..

1501 (ii).
Delaney, Mrs. (pension) in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
Divorce, publication of Evidenoe (remarks) 14-14 (ii),
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued. Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John Â.-Oontinued.
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., I. (. R. (repaire, &o.)iCer. of Sup, 1623 (ii).

1143 (ii). Jubilee Address to the Queen, Mess. freIis Ex., des-
Dom. Exhibition, in Com of Sup., 1149 (ii). patch from Colonial Sec. conveying thanks of ler
Dom. Lande Act Amt. B., M. to introd. wthdn., 1232. Msjesty, 24 (i).

(B. 131) 1°*, 1382; 2° m., 1514; 3° m., 1548 (ài). Kent (Ont) Oontroverted Election (M,) to ref. Judge's
(Mines) in Com of Sap., 1635 (ii). Bep. to Sel. Coin on Priv. and Eleo., 18, 19; on adjd.

Baster, Adjnmt. for (Ans.) 344 ; (remarks) 415; (M.) deb., 23; agreed to on a div., 24 (i).
494 (i). - Representation, Issue of Writ (rcmarka) 381,

Employés in Public Service of Can. (Ans.) 495 (i). 94 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sap., 1667 (ii).- Issue 0f Writ (Ans.) 499 (i).
Extra Clerks, in Com. of'Sup., 1615, 1637; conc., 1688. Kingston Penitentiary, in Con. ofSup, 129 (i).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1613 (ii). - Post Office defalcations, on M. for Coi. of Sup.

Fisheries Troaty, papers respecting, omission (remarks) (remarks) 1014, 1020 (ii).
141 (i). Labor Cmission, in Con. of Sup., 1659 (i).

Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. Library of Parit., in Com. of Sup., 1638 (ii).
for 2°, 8494ý51 (ii). Man. Lunatio Asyluin Cer. ofSlp., 1666 (il).

non-ratification by US., Policy of Govt. (Ans.) Man. and N. W. T. Ry. Bis, on M. (Sir Rector Lange-
1433 (ii). vin) te witbdr., 1586 (ii).

Medical Inspection, in Coin. of Sup., 1199 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Chapleau) Mess. from Ris Ex. (presented) 24, 27,173 (), 1231 (ii).

on M. for 1°, 1066 (ii). Monck, Richard, employment by Govt. (Ans) 899 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1642 (ii). Mounted Police Readquarters, Edmonton District,

Fradulent Practices on Farmers, on Res. (Mr.Brown) (Ans.) 965 (ii).
for Sp. Com, 1244 (ii).- Corissioner's Rep. (presented) 499 (i).

Free List, O. C., respecting (remarks) 64Î (i).- Dept., in Com. of Sup., 93 (i).
German Emperor (late Crown Prince) rumored death Norihern Light, Cor. re Captain (Ans.) 416 (i).

(Ans.) 206 (i). N. W. T. Logisiation, Mess. fromIli@ Ex. (presented)
Govt. Business (remarks) 139, 416, 498 (i). 1231 (ii).

-Legislation respecting (remarks) 1507 (ii).- Representation Act AmI. (B. 76, ?) 454 (i)
(M) to take in Thursdays, 711 (i). (prop. Res.) 1174; 20 of B. m., 1473; in Cer., 1480.

-- (M.) to take in Wednesdays, 1061 (ii). Oathsof Office. See "Administration."
- -- (M.) to take in Saturdays, 1259 (ii), O'Donoghue, W. F., employrent by Govt. (Ans.)

(M.) to take in Mondays, 1332 (ii). 899 (ii).
Govt. in N. W. T. (expenses) in Com. of Sup., 1611. Order (Ques. of) deb. objected to, Orders of the Day
Gold as Legal Tender (Ans.) 171 (i). baving been calied, 554 Q).
Gowanlock, Mrs., claim for compensation, on M. for Pairing of Members (rerarks) 1871 (i).

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1016 (ii). Pauper Immigration, On M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639 (ii). 1598 (ii).
Haldimand, Deputy Returning Officer, on M. to adjn. Plumb, Hon. J. B., decease of (remarks) 124 (i).

House, 926 (ii). Prinîxng and Slationery, Public, Ac &mt. B. 60 (Mr.
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1562 (ii). Chapleau) in Coi. (remarks) re absenoe of Dep.
Health Statistics, in Com. of Sup., 1153 (ii). Speaker, 1006 (i).
High Commissioner's contingencies, in Com. of Sup., Privy Council Oice, in Com. of Sup., 90 ().

107 (i). Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Mitchell) re'Disallowance
Office, application of Civil Sei vice Act, &c., (remarks) 111(i).

B. 136 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com., 1506 (ii).- (Mr. McMilIan, iuron) Reciprocity deb., 346.
Hot Springs (roads,&c.) in Com. of Sup, 1617, 1666 (ii). Quarantine Service of Can., on K. (Mr. Fset) for
Imperial Federation, on Res. (Mr. Marshall) (remarks) Sp. Cer., 661 ().

1091 (ii). Rys. in Cap., Cost np to Jan., 1888 (Ans.) 141 (i).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., Rebellion (1885) Claims of Souts, &c., on Re&.

1007 (ii).
Indian Affaira, in Com. of Sup., 1637 (ii). --- ToDalin) trnsder,12(i).
Indemnity to Members (remarks) 1586, 1670 (ii). - otal GoalS(An fir
Insolvency, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 495 (i).
Inspector of Ranches, Duties (Ans.) 965 (i i). (remarks) 27 (i).
Internal Economy Commission, Mess. froin His Ex. -- newspaper Cor. re entry of certain articles free

(preaented) 27 (.). of Dtye, 490, 522 (i).
4
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Macdonald, Rt. Hon. Sir John A.-Continued.

Repaire to Buildings, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1623;
conc., 1688 (ii).

Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B.87 (Sir Charles Tupper)
in Con, on Res., 894 (ii).

Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1671 (ii).
Russell Representation, on M. (Mr. Laurier) for Mr.

Speaker to Issue Writ, 416, 455 (i).
-- Issue of Writ (Ans.) 499, 525, 554 (i).

Schools, Indian (Man.) in Com. of Sap., 1681 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sup., 92 (i).
Seleet Standing Committees (M.) 2 (i),

-- - (M.) for Sp. Com. te prepare Liste, 17 (i).

--- Com. appointed, Rep. presented, 20 (i).

Lists presented, 25 (i).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sap., 1028, 1669 (ii).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1684 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art., Agriculture, and Statistica (Dom. Exhibition) 1149;
(Hlealth 8tatistics) 1153 (ii).

Canatl-Income (Rideau) 1671 (ii),
Civil Government: (Agriculture) 96; (contingencies) 104 ; (Eigh

Commissioner's contingencies) 107 (i); (Indian Affairs) 1637
(ii); (Mounted Police) 93; (Privy Council) 90; (Sec. of
State) 92 (i).

Collection qe Revenues (Culling Timber) 1667, 1684; (Excise)
1667 ; (Blides and Booms, salaries, & c.) 1684 (ii).

Dominien Landé-1ncome (Mines) 1635 (ii).
Fisheries (David J. Adama) 1656 (ii).
Geological Survey, 1604 (ii).
Immigration (Gratuities) 1639 (ii).
Indians (S.0.) 1682; (Man., schools) 1681; (Man. and N.W.T.)

1605; (Ont. and Que.) 1605 (il).
Legislation: House of Commons (Members Indemnity) 1670;

(Salaries, &c.) 1028; (Sessional Clerks) 1669. Miscellaneous
(Franchise Act) 1642; (Library of Parlt.) 1638 (ii).

liaii Subsidie., conc., 1690 (i).
Militia (Barracks, B.C.) 1644; (contingencies) 1644 (ii).
Miseelianeous (Banff Springs, construction, &c.) 1666; (Can.

Temp. Act) 1612; (Compensation for Injuries) 1612; (Fabre,
Mr., salary, &c.) 1613 ; (Govt. Expenses, N. W. T.) 1611 ;
(Labor Commission) 1659; (Man. Asylum) 1666; (preparing
Returnu) 1615, 1637; cone., 1688 (ii).

Nounted Police, 1661, 1683 (ii).
Penitentiarius (Kingston) 123 (i).
Pensions 1201, 1639, 1643 (ii).
Publio Works-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1673; cono., 1688.

Harbors and Rivers, 1562 (il).
Quarantine (Cattle, Que.) 1201 ; (Medical Inspection) 1199 (ü).

Terms of Union with P. E. I., carrying out (Ans.)
140 (i).

Trade Combinations B. 138 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to
introd., 1545 (ii).

-- M. to suspend Rule 78, as to number of Sel.
Oom., 36 (i).

Upper Ottawa Improvement Co.'s B. 20 (Kr. White,
Renfrew) on Ques. of Procedure, 1148 (il).

Veterans of 1812 (Pensions) in Com. of Sup., 1202 (ii).
Wrecking Vessels in American Waters, on M. for

papers, &c., 666 (i).

Macdonald, Mr. P., Bast Huron.
Can. Temp. Act, on Res. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) in Amt.

to Com. of Sup., 76 (i).
O'Donoghue, W. F., employment by G.VL. (Ques.)

899 (i).
Reociprocity with U. 8., onRes. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 276-287 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arta, Agriculture and Statisties (Experimental Farme) 1155
(Health Statistica) 1153 (ii).

Macdowall, Mr. D. H , Saskatchewan.
à isbet Academy of Prince Albert incorp. (B. 15, 10*)

62 (i).
N. W.T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 1477; in Com., 1483 (ii).
Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, &c., on Res. (Mr.

Davin) to reconsider, 1242 (ii).
SUPPLY:

founted Police (expenses) 1611 (ii).
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1610 (ii).

Mackenzie, Hon. A., East York.
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Cor., 969 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bondi) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tup-

per) in Corn., 1388 (ii).
Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res.

(Mr. Sproule) 1242 (ii).
Civil Service Act A mt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1435 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 12d2 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1144 (ii).
Fisheries Treaty, prod uction of Papers (remarks) 65 (i).
Fraudulent Practioes on Farmers, on Res. (Mr. Brown)

for Sp. Com., 1241 (ii).
lawke, John T., on Mr. Speaker's ruling (remarks)

1301 (ii).
N. W.T. Representation Act A mt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

lacdonald) on M. for 21, 1473; in Coma, 1480 (ii).
Patents of Invention Act Am t. B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in

Com., 1512 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquore, on Res. (Mr.
Jamieson) 832 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. .4 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1177 (ii).
Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, & , on Res. (Mr.

Davin) to reconsider, 1243 (ii).
Subsidies (Mloney) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1588 (ii).
SUPPLr :

CanalW-Inoome (Misoellaneous) 1648 (ii).
Civil Gouernment (contingencies) 104 (i).
Militia (Barracks, B. C.) 1644 (ii).
Raslwayi-Capital (1. 0. IL) 1615, 1650 (il).

McCarthy, Mr. D., North Simcoe.
Business of the HEruse, on M. to take in Wednesdays

1962 (ii).
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MoCarthy, Mr. D.-Continued.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. (B. 6, 10) 44; 2° m., 973; in

Com., 980 (ii).
Imperial Federation, on Re&. (Mr. Marshall) 1069 (ii).
Letters Patent (Defective) Act Amt. (B. 4, 1°) 44 (i).
Ry. Employés Protection (B. 5, 1') 44 (i); adjnd•

deb. ramd., 916 (ii).

MoCulla, Mr. W. A., Peel.
York Farmers Colonisation Co.'s (B. 107, 1°*) 1031

(ii).

MoDonald, Mr. J. A., Victoria, N.S.
Point Tupper Ry. Pier, Tenders (Ques.) 1299 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com.,

1252 (ii).

MoDougall, Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir

on M. for 20, 864 (ii).
Oharles Tupper)

Molntyre, ]r. P. A., King's, P.E.I.
Naufrage, P.E.I., improvement of Navigation, Rep. of

Engineer (M. for copy) 70 (i).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir RichJard Gart-

wright) and Amts., 487-489 (i).

MoKay, Mr. A., Ramilton.
Subsidies (KMoney) to Bys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1591 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Militia (Drill Pay, *o.) 1215 (li).

MkoKeen, Mr. D., Cape Breton.
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 547-553 (1).

McLelan, Hon. A. W., Colchester.
Arkona Postmaster, dismissal (Ans.) 712 (i).

on M. for Qom. of Sup. (remarks) 1019 (ii).
Bexley Postmaster, appointment (Ans.) 59 (i).
Civil Service List, typographical errors (Ans.) 966 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan, B. 133 (Sir Charlea Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1266 (ii).
Eight Island Lake Post Office (Ans.) 86 (i).
Fort McLeod and Pincher Creek Mail Service (Ans.)

712 (i).
Ingoldsby Station Post Office, on M. for Ret., 1244 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 912 (ii).
Kingston Deputy Postmaster's irregularities (Ans.)

899 (ii).
- defalcations, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1013 (ii).
Lakes Huron and Superior Mail Subsidy, in Com. of

Sup., 1678 (ii).
Letter Carriers, Town of Barrie (Ans.) 1299 (ii).
Lotbinière Mail Service (Ans.) 98 (i).

McLelan, Hon. A. W.-Comtinuwed.
Mégantic County Mail Service, Oontract (Ans.) 825,

1232 (ii).
Northumberland, N.B., Mail Service (remarks) 138.
Postmaster General's Rep. (presented) 20 (i).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing Intereet, in

Com of Sap., 112 (i).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1633, 1638, 1684 (ii).
P. E. I. Mail Service, en M. for Cor., 50, 52, 58 (i).
Quebec and Dequen Mail Service (Ans.) 98 (i).
Shannon, Wm., defalcations, payment of by Govt.

(Ans.) 985 (ii).
SUPPLT:

6e7L Govermmnt (Post Offloe and Finante, computing Interest)
112 (i) ; (Post Office) 1638 (ii).

Collection qt R.venues (Post Office) 1884 (ii).
Hail Subsidies (Lakes Huron and Superior) 1678 (11).

Victoria (B.C.) superannuation of Postmaster (Ans.)
826 (ii).

Victoria County (Ont.) Postal Service (Ans.) 825 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarifr, 1093-1101 (ii).
Winkler, Mrs. Barbara, payment for loss of Registered

Letter (Ans.) 750 (i).

MoMillan, Mr. J., South Huron.
Ry. Act Amt. B. 2t (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1428 (ii).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amt., 194-199 (i).
Privilege (Ques. of) Reciprocity deb., 345 (i).
Weights and Measure Acte Amt. (Ques.) 97 (i).

McXullen, Mr. J., North WeUington.
Buildings, in Com. of Sap., 1540, 1655 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com.,

1253 (ii).
0. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for Com. on Res., 1345 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 1223 (ii).
Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Bei. (Mr.

Sproule) 1241 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapieau) in Com.,

1435 (ii).
- Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 135 (i).
Colonisation and Homestead Inspectors, N.W.T., &o.

(M. for Ret.*) 866 (ii).
-- in N.W.T. and Man. (M. for Ret.*) 498 (i).
Contingencies, deptl., in Com. of Sup., 104 (i).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on X.

for Com. on Res., 1272 (ii).
Dom. Lands Agents Instructions, &c., 45 (i).
- in Man. and N.W.T., Instructions (M. for Ret.)

36 (i).
Experimental Farm in N.W., Rep of Prof. Saunders

(M. for Rot.*) 498 (i).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &o.) in Com. of Sup., 1612 (ii).
Fort McLeod and Pincher Creek Mail Service (Que..)

712 ().
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INDEX.
McKullen, Mr. J.-Continued.

Govt. in N.W.T. (expenses) in Com. of Sup., 16Il (ii).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639 (ii).
Blarbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1674 (ii).
High Commissioner's contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

109 (i).
application of Civil Service Act, &c., B. 136

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1504 (ii).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 1225, 1645 (ii).
Jones, Walter, and fHaldimand Election, on Res.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) on M. for Com. of Sup.,
1532 (ii).

Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers, in Com. of Sup.
(remarks) 1648 (ii).

Letter Carriers, Town of Barrie (Ques.) 1299 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap., 1022 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1488 (ii).
Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in

Com., 1512 (il).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1598 (ii).
Post Office and Finance Depts., computing Interest, in

Com. of Sup., 112 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Corn., 1186 (ii).
Reociprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 441-454 (i).
Repaire, &o., to Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1542 (ii).
Returns (enquiry) 1136 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup , 1675 (ii).
St. Catharines Milling and Lumbering Co. vs. the

Queen, Sums paid for Costs (M. for Ret.1%) 20 (i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 136.
Sessional Clerks, number and amounts paid (Ques.) 1299.

in Com. of Sup., 1030, 1668 (ii).
Smyth, Henry, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 495, 647.

(M. for Ret.*) 866 (ii).
Strathroy Public Buildings, Site (M. for Ret.*) 498 (i).

(Ques.) 1174 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Ciil Govemment (contingencies) 104 ; (High Commissioner's
contingencieu) 109; (Post Office and Finance, computing
Interest) 112; (Civil Service Examinera, salaries, &c.) 135 (i).

Immigration (Gratuities) 1639.
Indians (Man. and N.W.T.) 1608 (il).
Le#gilation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.) 1030; (Se.-

sional Clerks) 1030, 1668 (ii).
JMiscellaeous (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c,) 1612; (Govt. in N.W.T.)

1611 (i).
Penitentiaries (Man.) 1022 (ii); (St. Vineent de Paul) 136 (i).
Publie Worka-Income : Buildings (Ont.) 1510, 1655; (Repairs,

&c.) 1542. Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1674. Roads and
Bridges, 1675 (ii)

R.ailwaya-Capitai (C. P. R.) 1223; (I. C. R) 1225, 1645 (ii).
Trade Combinations B. 138 (Mr. Wallace) on M. to

introd., 1545 (hi),
Victoria (B.C.) superannuation of Postmaster (Ques.)

826 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, in Com., 1128 (ii).
Winkler, Mrs. Barbara, payment for loss of lRegistered

Letter (Ques.) 750 (i).

McNeill, Mr. A., North Bruce.
Behring's Sea Seizures, on N. for Cor., 972 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1436, 1470 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1616 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, "on Res.

(Mr. Laurier) 713 (i).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639 (ii).
Ilaldimand, Deputy Returning Officer, on M. to adjn.

House, 928 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1569 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 906 (ii).
Order, Ques. of (M. that Com. rise) in Com. of Sup.,

1208 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, in Com. of Sup., 1157 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (gr. Thompson) in Com., 1190,

1419, 1496; on M. for 3°, 1508 (ii).
Rebellion cf 1885 (pensions) in Com. of Sup., 1207 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) and Amt., 240-246 (i).
SUPPLY;

Administration of Justice (Hiseellaneous) 117 (i).
Immigration (Gratuities) 1639; (Pauper) 1157 (ii)
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 1616 (H).
Pensions (Rebellion of 1885) 1207 (il).
Public Worka-Income : Harboro and Rivera (Ont.) 1569 (ii).

Trade Combinations, on M. (Mr. Wallace) for Sei.
Com., 35 (i).

Travis, ex-Judge, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 117 (i).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 757 (i).

Madill, Mr. F., North Ontario.
Carriers by Water (Liability) Act Amt, (B. 49, 10)

238 (i).
Debt, Public. Loan B. 133 (Sir Oharles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1272 (ii).
laldimand, Deputy Returning Officer, on M. to adjn.

House, 928 (ii).
Mississauga Indians' Claims (M. for Cor.*) 866 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1430 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., i1027 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Legialation: flouse of Commons (salaries, &c.) 1027 (ii).

Mara, Mr. J. A., Yale.
County Court Judges (B. C.) additional appointment

(Ques.) 66 (i).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 1575 (ii).
Parmalee, Mr., Rep. to Minister re Kamloops as an

outport of entry (M. for copy*) 498 (ii).
Sushwap and Okanagon Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. (B. 43,

1°*) 206 (i).

SUPPLY:

Art, Agiculture and Statiuti (Experimental Farms)1676 (ii).
Indma (Ont. and Que.) 1607 (i).
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INDEX.

Marshall, Mr. J. H., East Middlesex.
Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res. (Mr.

Sproule) 1241 (ii).
Imperial Foderation (prop. Res.) 1069 (ii).
Privilege (Ques. of) Pairing of Members, 1403 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1431 (ii).

Masson, Mr. J., North Grey.
Belleville and Lake Nipissing Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 90,

10*) 866 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Air. Jamieson) in Com.,

1251 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Bir. Thompson) in Com., 1193 (il).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 539-543 (i).
SUPPLY:

Publie Worko-Income : Harbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1569 (ii).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 755 (i).

Mils, Hon. D., Bothwell.
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95. (i).
Bank of London, winding-up (B. 80, 1°*) 489 (i).

- Rep. of Com. on Banking, &c. (M. to ref.
back) 963 (ii).

Behring's Sea Seizures (Ques.) 778 (i).
on M. for Cor., 968 (ii).

Boundaries of Ont. (Ques.) 822 (i).
Brigade Majors, in Com. of Sup., 1209 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1655, 1673 (ii).
Business of the Hse., on M. (Sir .John A. Macdonald) to

take in Wednesdays, 1062 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) on M. for

20, 979 ; in Com., 980 (ii).
-- B 10 (Mr. Jamieson) on Amt. (Mr. O'Brien) 6

m. h., to M. for 2, 990 (ii).
prop. Res. in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 74 ; neg.

(Y. 57; N. 109) 84 (i).
Civil Service Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 114, 134 (i).
Clothing, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1213 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup, 1615 (ii).
Ciiminal Law (England) application to Can. B. 100

(Mr. Thompson) on M. for 1°, 825 (ii).
Extension to Man. B. 41 (Mir. Thompson) on M.

for 1°, 139 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Kr. Bowell) in Com., 946 (ii).

-in Com. of Sup., 1667 (ii).
Debates, Oficial, dismissal of Translators, on prosenta-

tion of papers, 39 (i).
----on Res. (Mr. Laurier) 717, 721 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Ar. Thompson) in
Com., 914, 1140 (ii).

Dom. Savings Banks, in Com. of Sup., 89 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1667 (ii).
Fisheries Commission, Chart showing delimitation

(remarks) 617 (i).
production of papers (remarks) 65, 101 (i).
omision of certain papers (remarks) 142 (i).

xxix

Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 833-841; in Com., 868 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B. 117 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 10, 1063 (i).
- in Oom. of Sup, 1642 (ii).

Fraudulent Trade Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B.
91 (Mr. Thompson) in Com, 1002 (ii).

Free List, O. C.'s respecting (remarks) 649 (i).
Govt. Moasures (remarks) 138, 416, 456 (i).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
High Commissioner's contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

105 (i).
Hot Springs, Banff (roads, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1617.
Imperial Federation, on Res. ( Mr. Marshall) 1088 (ii).
Indemnity (Members) in Uom. of Sap., 1670 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mir. Thonpson) in Com.

1008 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 911 (ii).
Kent (Ont.) Controverted Election, on M. (Sir John A.

Macdonald) to ref. Judge's Rep. to Sol. Com. on
Priv. and Elec., 23 (i).

Representation (remarks) 270, 434 (i).
-- - Issue of Writ (remarks) 380, 499 (i).

on M. to conc, in Rop. of Com. on Priv. and
Eloc. (remarks) 380 (i).

Labor Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1660 (ii).
Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup., 93 (i).
Northern Light and Alert, Cor., Tels., &c., on M. for

Ret., 827 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 1°, 454 (i); on Res., 1174 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sap. (remarks)

1597 (ii).
Post Office Irregularities, on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-

marks) 1020 (ii).
Printing and Stationery, Public, Act Amt. B. 60 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com. (remarks) re absence of Dep.
Speaker, 1005 (ii).

-- in Com. of Sup., 1617 (ii),
Privilege, Ques. of (hlr. McMillan) Rociprooity deb.,

345 (i).
Privy Council Offlee, in Com. of Sup., 90 (i).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Res. (Ar.

Jamieson) 829 (ii).
- - on member being checked (remarks) 867 (ii).
Ry. Act A mt. B. 24 ( 1r. Thompson) in Com., 1176 (ii).
Ry. Commission, copies of Rep. (Ques.) 646 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., newspaper Cor. re entry of cer-

tain articles free of Duty, 491, 516 (i).
-- on ReB. (Sir Richard Oartwright) and Amts.,

606-610 (i).
on M. to adjn. deb. (remarks) 822 (i).



INDX
Mills, Hon. D.-Continued.

Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tup-
per) on M. for 2°, 890; in Com. on Res., b94, (ii).

Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1671 (i).
Roads and Bridges, in Com. of Sup., 1676 (ii).
Russell Representation, Issue of Writ (Ques.) 554 (i).
Schools, Indian (Man.) in Com. of Sap., 1681 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sap., 1640 (i).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1025, 1669 (ii).
Speedy Trials Act Amt. B. 93 (&tr. Thompson) in Com.,

1005 (ii).
SuPPLY.

Administration of Justice (Xiscellaneons) 116 (i).
Arts, Agriculture and Stati8tic8 (Dom. Exhibition) 1148;

(Health Statistics) 1151 (ii).
Canala-Income (Xiscellaneous) 1847; (Rideau) 1671 (i).
Charges of MJanagsment (Dom. Savings Banks) 89 (i).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 95; (Civil Service Examiner,

salaries) 114, 134; (High Commissioner's contingencies) 105;

(Mounted Police) 93; (Privy Council Office) 90 (i);
(Sec. of State) 1640 (ii).

Collection of Revenue8 (Onstoms) 1667; (Excise) 1667 (ii).
Dominion Land-Inoome (Extra Clerks) 1637 (i).
Geological Survey, 1605 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1161; (Gratuities) 1639 (ii).
Indians tB.O.) 1683 ; (Man. and N. W. T.) 1608; (Man., schools)

1681; (Ont. and Que.) 1606(ii).
Legislation: House of Commons (\Iembers Indemnity) 1670;

(salaries, &c.) 1025; (Sessional Clerks) 1025, 1669. iscel-
laneous (Franchise Act) 1612; (Library, salaries, &c.)1030 (il).

Militia (Brigade Majors salaries) 1209 ; (Olothing, &c.) 1213 (ii).
IMsacellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 1615 ; (Franchise Act)

1642; (aot Springs, Banff) 167; (Labor Commission)
1660 (ii).

M(ounted Police, 1662 (ii).
Pensions (N.W.T.) 16J3 (i).
Publie Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1655, 1673. Karbors

and Rivera (Ont.) 1655. Roads and Bridges, 1676 (ii).
Supreme Court Librarian, in Com. of Sup., 1030 (ii).
Travis, ex-Judge, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 116 (i).
Treason and Folony Forfeitures abolition B. 88 (Mr.

Thompson) on M. for Z°, 1148 (ii).
Ulpper Ottawa Improvement Co.'s B. 20 (àfr. White,

Renfrew) in Com. (Ques. of procedure) 1148 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1122 (ii).
Wrecking Vessels in American Waters, on M. for

papers, &c., 667 (i).

Mills, Mr. John B., Annapolis.
Annapolis and Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 82, 10*)

489 (i).
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B, 6 (hÎr. McCarthy) in Com. on

Amt. (Mr. Tisdale) 983 (ii).
-- B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com., 1255 (ii).

Jamaica and West Inidies, Commercial Relations with,
on M. for Cor., 910 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (bfr. Ives) paragraph in Free Press,
521 (i).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart.
wright) and Amts., 328-335 (i).

Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)
in Com., 1588 (ii).

SUPPLY ,
,Publié Works-Incone: Buildings (N.8.) 1466 (ii).

Mitchell, Hon. P., Northumberland, N.B.
Adams, David J., in Com. of Sap., 1656 (ii).
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Antwerp and Canada Mail Subsidy, conc., 1690 (ii).
Behring's Bea Seizares, on M. for Cor., 169 (ii).
Bryanton, Albert and Allan, re Derby Branci Ry.

(M. for Cor., &oc.*) 866 (ii).
Business of the House, on M. to meet at 10 a.m, 1625.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Bir. McCarthy) in Com.

on Aimt. (Mr. Tisdale) 981 (ii).
C. P. R. (Gnaranteed Bonds)B.132 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M.for Com. on Res., 1370; (Amt.) neg., 1371; in
Com., 1381, 1388 (ii).

Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s B. 101 (Sir
Charles Tupper) on M. for 2°, 938; on H . for
30, 912 (ii).

Civil Service Act A mt. B. 116 (Ur. Chapleau) in Com.,
1468 (ii).

Examinere, in Com. of Snp., 129 (i).
Clancey, Patrick, damages re Derby Branch Ry. (M.

for Ret.*) 866 (il).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, in Com. of Sup., 1638.
Combines and Tariff Changes (remarks) 24 (i).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sap., 1615 (ii).
Concurrence, 1687 (ii).
Cornmeal, Flour, &c., removal of Duties (Res.) in Armt.

to Coin. of Sup., neg. (Y. 44; N. 89) 1560 (i).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii)
Culling Timber, in Com. of Sup., 1619, 1684 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 953;

on M. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1472 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1631 (ii).

Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on presenta.
tion of papers, 40 (i).

on Amt. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to Res. (Mr.
Laurier) 748 (i).

-- distribution to Press (remarks) 750 (i).
-- Ist Rep. of Com. (remarks) 25 (i).

2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to cono., 1298 (i).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1269; in Com., 1278 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Ur. Thompson) in

Com., 1146 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (ii).
Estimates, The, remarks on presentation, 50 (i).
ExperimeLtal Farms, in Com. of Sup., 1154, 1575 (ii).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &o.) in Com. of Sup., 1613 (ii).
Fisheries Treaty, papers respecting (remarks) 64, 100,

142 (i).
- Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.
for 2° (remarks) 684; on M. for 2°, 793-813 (i); in
Com., 867 (ii).

Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1663 (ii).
--- Bounty (expenses, &c.) in Com of Sup., 1604(ii).

Overseers (salaries, &o.) in Com of Sup., 1601.
Steamers (repaire, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1603.
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INDBI.
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,
Gold as Legal Tender (Ques.) 171 (i).
Gowanlock, Mrs., claim for compensation (remarks)

on M. for Cor. of Sup., 1020 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Cor. of Sup., 1563, 1674 (ii).
Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, Ques.

of Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1327 (i).
High Commissioner's contingencies, in Com. of Sup.,

110 (i).
Office, application of Civil Service Act, &c.,

B. 136 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1502,
1505 (ii).

Hot Springi, Banff (roads, &c.) in Com. of Sap., 1617,
1666 (ii).

Indemnity to Members (remarks) 1586 (ii).
- - on M. (Kr. Patterson, Essex) 1681 (i)
Indian Affairs Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1637 (ii).
I. C. R., Receipte and Expenditures, on Ques. (remarks)

66 (i).
Repair, &c., in Com. of Sp., 1620, 1650 (ii).

Interest on Public Debt, in Com. of Sp., 89 (i).
Justice Dept., in Com. of Sup., 91 (i)
Knight, John and Allen, claims for damages (Derby

Braneb Ry.) (M. for Rets.*) 866 (ii).
Libor Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1658 (ii).
Lachine Canal, dismissal of Laborers (Ques. of Order)

in Com. of Sap., 1648 (ii). •

Library of Parlt., in Com. of Sup., 1638 (ii).
Magdalen Islands Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup., 1678.
Man. Lunatie Asylum, in Com. of Sup, 165 (i).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sp., 1195 (ii).
Merchants Marine Insurance Co.'s B. 11 (Mr. Curran)

on M. for 2°, 125; on M. to rsme. adjd. deb for 2,
322 (i).

Montreal Harbor Commissioners Reloase B. 134 (Sir
Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1281 (ii).

Newfoundland and Confedn., on M. for Cor., 665 (i).
Northumberland, N.B., Mail Service (remarks) 1382.
N.W. T. Representation Act Anit. B. 76 (Sir John

A. Macdonald) on M. for 19, 455 (i) ; in Com.,
1488 (ii).

Obstructions, &c., in Rivers, in Coin. of Snp., 1581 (ii).
Ottawa, additional Building, in Com. of Sup., 1461 (fi).
Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in

Cor., 1511 (ii).
Post Offiee, in Oom. of Sap., 1638, 1638 (ii).
-- Irregularities, on M. for Com. of Sap. (remarks)

1020 (ii).
Prince E tward Co. Election, on M. admitting Member

on certificate (remarks) 380 (i).
Printing Bureau, Plant, &c., conc. 1689 (ii).
Printing and Stationery, Public, Act Amt. B. 60 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com. (remarks) re absence of Dep.
Speaker, 1006 (ii).

Privilege (Ques. of) Daspatches re admission of New-
foundland into Confedn., 111 (i).

xxxi
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Privilege (Ques. of) (Mr. McMillan, Huron) Recipro-
city deb., 345 (i).

--- Disallowance, 110 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commisioners (Lévis Graving Dock)

B. 135 (SirCharles Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1397 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Kr. Thompson) in Com., 1176,

1418 (ii).
Rys. and Canals Dept., in Com. of Snp., 97 (i).
Ry. Expenditure (remarks) 922 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., newspaper Cor. re entry of

certain articles free of Duty, 4S9 (i).
(remarks) 516 (i).

- - proposals of Plen ipotentiaries (remarks) 87 (i).
on M. (Sir Richard Cartwright) Res. First Order

of the Day (remarks) 44 (i).
Returns, on enquiry (remarks) 1136 (ii).
Repairs to Buildings, &c., in Com. of Sup, 1544 (ii).
Roads and Bridges, in COm. of Sup., 1675 (ii).
Royal Military College, conc., 1687 (ii).
Russell, Saml., claim for damages (Derby Branch Ry.)

(M. for Cor., &c.*) 866 (ii).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s B. 137

(Mr. Boyle) in Com., 152 (i), 1522 (ii).
St. Vincent de Pauil Penitontiary, in Com., of Sup.,

138 (i).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com,, of Sup., 1442 (ii).
Schools, Indian (Man.) in Com. of Sup., 1681 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Com. of Sp., 1640 (ii).
Slides and Booms, in Com. of Sup., 1620 ; (salaries)

1684 (ii).
Statistical Diagrams, in Com. of Sp., 1664 (ii).
Sub'idies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com., 1588 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art, Agrieulture and Statistics (Census, &c.) 1155; (Colonial
and Indian Exhibition) 1638; (Dom. Exhibition, Ac.) 1149
(Experimental Farms) 1154 (ii).

Canala-Capital (Cornwall) 1452; (Sault Ste Marie) 1442 (ii).
Charges o Management (Interest on Public Debt) 89 (1).
Civil Government (Agriculture) 95; (Civil Service Examiners,

salaries, &c.) 129; (High Commissioner's cortingencies) 110
(i); (Indian Affaira) 1637 (il); (Justice) 91 ; (Mounted Police)
94 (i); (Post Offece) 1638 (ii); (Railways and CanaIE) 97 (1)
(Secretary of State) 1640 (ii).

Collection qf Revenues (Onstoms) 1631 ; (Calling Timber) 1619,
1684; (1. 0. R , Repairs, &c.) 1620, 1650 ; (Post Office) 1633;
(Public Works, Agency, B.O.) 1633; (Slides and Booms,
salaries, bc ) 1620, 1684 (i).

Fisheries (David J. Adama) 1656; (Overseers salaries, bc.)
1601; (Steamers, repaire, &c.) 1603 (ii).

Geological Survey, 1604 (ii).
Immigration (Agents salaries, bc.) 1165 (ii).
Indiana (Kan. and N. W. T.) 1608; (Man., schools) 1681 ; (Ont.

and Que.) 1607 (ii).
Legislation): Misellaneous (Library of Parlt.) 1638; (Printing,

Paper, kc.) 1031 (il).
LightAouse and Coas Bervice (Lighthouses) 1681 (ii).
Mail Bubsidies ( Antwerp and Canala) conc., 1689; (U. 8. and

Victoria, B. 0.) 1680 (ii).
Milita (Royal Military College) conc., 1687 (al).



INDEX.
Mitchell, Hon. P.-Continued.

SUPPLY -Continued.
MAicellaneous (Commercial Agencles) 1615; (Fishing Bounty)

1604; (Fishery Commission) 1663; (Fabre, Ur., salary, &c.)
1613; (Govt. Printing Bureau, Plant, &c.) conc., 1689;
(Hot Springs, Banff) 1617, 1666; (Labor Commission) 1658 ;
(Man. Lunatic Asylum) 1665; (Statistical Diagrams) 1661(ii).

Mounted Police (expenses) 94 (i) ; 1611, 1658 (ii).
Ocean and River &rcice (Obstructions, &c., in Rivers) 1581;

(Water Police) 1580 (ii).
Penitentiarias (St. Vincent de Paul) 138 (i).
Pensions, 1640 (ii).
Public Works-Capital: Buildings (Ottawa, additional) 1461.

(Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1654. Income: Buildings, 1540;
(N.S.) 1465; (Ont.) 1461, 1540 ; (Repairs, &c.) 1461, 1544.
Experimental Farms, 1575. Harbors and Rivers (N.B.) 1563,
1673; (Ont.) 1674; (P.E.1.) 1562. Roado and Bridges,
1675 (ii).

Quzrantine (Medical Inspection) 1195 (ii).
Railways-capital (I. 0. R.) 1629, 1650. Income (Sarveys, &c.)

1460 (il).
Tobique Valley Ry., Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com , 1626 (ii).
Trade Combinations, on M. (Mr. Wallace) for Sel.

Com), 34 (i).
U. S. and Victoria (B. C.) Mail subsidy, in Com.

of Sup., 1630 (ii).
Upper Ottawa Improvement Co.'s, B. 20 (Kr. White,

Renfrew) on for 21, 322 (i).
Water Plice, in Com. of Sup., 1580 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1121 (ii).
Wrocking Vessels in American Waters, on M. for

papers, &d, 667 (i).

Moncrieff, Mr. G., East Lambton.
Can. Temp. Act Ant. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) in Com.,

1258 (ii).
Personal explanation re newspaper paragraph, 392.
Reciprocity with U. S, on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 351-535 (i).
Stag Island (Ont.) Lighthouse (Ques.) 1174 (ii).
Trade Combinations, on M. (Kr. Wallace) for Sel. Com.,

35 (i).
Ways and Means-The Tariff, in Com., 1133(ii).

Montague, Mr. W. H., Baldimand.
Address, The (moved) 2 (i).
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Cor., 973 (ii).
Collingwood and Bay of Quinté Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

19, 1°*) 73 (i).
Jones, Walter, and Haldimand Election, on Res. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) in Amt. to Com. of Sup., 1525.
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1029 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Legislation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.)1029 (ii).
Public Works-Income :Roads and Bridges, 1675 (ii).

Xulock, Mr. W., North York.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1434, 1470 (ii).
Examiners, in Com. of Sup., 128 (i).

Mulock, Mr. W.-Continued.
Castoms Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) on M. to con. in

Sen. Amts., 1472 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on printing

papers (remarks) 41 (i).
-- Ques. of Order, 719 (i).

- -- on Res. (Mlr. Laurier) 725 (i).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Oharles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1271 (ii).
Divorce, publication of Evidence (remarks) 1415 (ii).
Estimates, Suppl., papers re certain Items (remarks)

1433 (ii).
Experimental Farms, in Com. of Sup., 1154 (ii).
Fisheries Treaty, production of papers (Ques.) 64, 143.
Franchise, Electoral, Act Amt. B3. 119 (Mr. Chapeau)

on M. for 2°, 1550 (ii).
Free List, O.C.'s respecting (remarks) 648 (i).
G. T. R. 00.'s Agreements B. 26 (Mr. Small) on M. to

authorise Ry. Com. to divide Bill, 415.i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1563 (ii).
Lachine Canal, discharge of Laborers (Affidavit read)

1563 (ii).
Liquor License Act, amounts paid by Govt. (M. for

Ret.*) 526 (i).
Neely, Private T., provision for Widow, &c. (M. for

Ret.) 649 (i).
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1481 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. 2hompson) in Oom., 1175,

1423, 1492; on M. for 3°, 1509 (ii).
Rebellion in N. W.T., Total Cost (Q nos.) 171 (i).
-- (M. for Ret.*) 498 (i).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and Amts., 626-632 (i).

Summary Convictions Act Amt. B. 113 (Mr Thomp.
son) in Com., 1417 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statitics (Experimental Farms) 1154 (ii).
Civil Government (Civil Service Examiners, salaries, tco) 128 (i).
Immigration (Agents salaries) 1164 (ii).
Public Works-Income: Harbors and Rivers (Que ) 1563 (ii).

Trent Valley Canal Commission, Cor. &o., on M. for
Ret., 72 (i).

Ways and Means-Tbe Tariff, 1114, 1121 (ii).
York-Simcoe Battalion, Kit Allowance (M. for Ret.)

66, 69 (i).

O'Brien, Mr. W. E., Muskoka.
Antwerp and Canada Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,
. 1679 (ii).
Brigade Majors, in Com. cf Sup., 1210 .(ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sap., 1537 (ii).
Can, Temp. Act Amt. B. 10 (Mr. Jamieson) on M. for

2° (Atnt.) 6 m.h., 989; wthdn., 1000 (ii).
Central iRailway Co.'s Pet. (M.) to ref. back to

Com. on Standing Orders, 750 (i).
Children, care and reformation Provision (B. 109, 1°)

963 (ii).
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INDIX6
O'Brien, Mr. W. E.-Continued.

Olothing, &o. (Militia) in Com. of Sup., 1212 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Oharles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on Res., 1265 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mir. Thompson) in

Com., 1146 (ii).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup., 1213 (ii).
Exchequer Qourt, codtingencies, &c., in Oom. of Sup.,

119 (i).
Fishery Overseers (salaries, &r.) in Com. of Sup.,
- 1533 (ii).
larbors and Rivers, in Com. of Snp., 1568 (ii).
IRy. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1184,

1426 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on iRes. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Aimts., 525-527 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Jutice (Muisellaneous) 119 (i).
Fiahories (Overseers salaries, &c.) 1583 (il).
Ligthouse and Coast Service (construction) 1582 (ii).
Mail Subsidies (Antwerp and Oanada) 1679 (ii).
Militia (Brigade Majore) 1210; (Clothing, &c.) 1212; (Drill

Pay, &c.) 1213 (il).
Pensions (!.W.T.) 1643 (i).
Public Works-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1537. Harbors and

Rivers (Ont.) 1568 (ii).

Ways and Means-The Tariff, 1121 (ii).
Wreocked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.

for 20, 777 (i).

York-Simcoe Battalion, Kit Allowance, on M. for Ret.,
69 (i).

Paterson, Mr. W., South Brant.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 47 (Mr. Costigan) in Com.,

933 (ii).
Bottles and Vessels Protection to. Owners B. 3 (Mr.

Denison) on M. for 2°, 759 (i).
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Ry. Co.'s further

Provision (B. 53, 10*) 270 (i).
Buildings (repaira, &o.) in Com. of Sap., 1544, 1672 (ii).
Business of the Hse., on IL to meet at 10 a.m., 1725 (ii).
Can. and Michigan Tunnel Co.'s incorp. (B. 8, 10*)

51 (i).
Can. Temp. Act, on Res. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 80 (i).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 182 (Sir Charles Tup-

per) in (oIom. on Res., 1380 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 898,

946 (ii).
Customs, in Com. of Sap., 1632, 1666 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M.

for Com. on IRes.. 1266 (ii).
Dom. Bletions Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 1145 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sap., 1667 (ii).
Fraudulent Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. B. 91

(Kr. Thompson) on M. for 29, 942; in Com., 944 (ii).
Free List, O. C. respecting (remarks) 649 (i).

IF

Paterson, Mr. W.-Contued.
Haldimand, Deputy Returning Officer, on X. to adjn.

Ise., 928 (ii).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1007 (ii).
Kingston Graving Dock, in Com. of Sap., 1672 (ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1634, 1638 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1192,

1429 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., newspaper Cor. re entry of

certain articles free of Duty, 494, 517 (i).
- - on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) and Amts.,

401-415 (i).
Repairs, &o., to Buildings, in Coma. of Sap., 1544,

1672 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sap., 1670 (ii).
Statistioal Diagrams, in Com.of Sap., 1665 (ii),
SUPPLY.:

Civil Government (Post Offioe) 1638 (il).
Collection of Revenues (Oustoms) 1632, 1666; (Exlse) 1667; (Post

Office) 1634 (il).
Indians (Man. and N. W. T.) 1607 ; (Ont. and Que.) 1807 (il).
Leqilation: House of Commons (Sessional Olerks) 1670 (il).
Miscellaneous (Statistical Diagrame) 1665 (ii).
Mounted Police, 1662 (il).
Public Worka-Capital (Kingston Graving Dock) 1672. Inuome t

Buildings (Y. W. T.) 1672; (Repaira, Ac.) 1544, 1672. Ha.
bors and Rivera (P.E.I.) 1561 (il).

Trade Combinations, on M. (Mr. Wallace) for Sel. Com.,

35 (i).
Way8 and Means-The Tariff, 1101-1113, 1121 (ii).

Patterson, Mr. J. C., North Essex.
Chippawa and Ottawa Nation Indians Claime (K. for

Rot.*) 498 (i).
Haldimand, Deputy Returning Offieer, on M. to adjn.

louse, 930 (ii).
Indemnity to Members (M.) 1681 (ii).
Pelée Island and Mainland Cable (M. for Pot@., &o.)

826 (ii).
Sarnia and Port Huron Submarine Tunnel (Ques.) 1432.
Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for

20, 778 (i), 918 (ii).

Perley, Mr. W. D., East Asiniboia.
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charlas Tup-

per) on M. for Com. on Res., 1367 (ii).
-- Lands, Taxes (Ques.) 494 (i).

Experimental Farm, in Com. of Sup., 1576 (ii).
Chinook Belt and Peace River Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 16,

10*) 73 (i).
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for2°, 1478 ; in Coin., 1480 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculitre and Statistica (Experimental Farms) 1576 (11).
Immigraison (Agents salaries) 1161 (11).
Indians (Kan. and N. W.T.) 1609 (11).
Publie Works-Income: Experimental Farma, 1576 (il).

Wod Mountain and Qa'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Aots Amt.
(B. 63, 1°*) 380 (i).
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INDEX.
Perley, Mr. W. G., Ottawa City.

Bronsons' and Weston Lumber Co.'s incorp. (B. 27,
1°*) 97 (i).

Reoiprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
and Amts., 632-635 (i).

Perry, Mr. B. F., Prince, P. E. I.
Alberton Harbor, increasing Depth (Ques.) 712 (i).
Lobster Fisheries, Restrictions, &c., on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1555 (ii).
Northern Light, number of Trips and Passengers (M

for Ret.) 61, 672 (i).
Northumberland Straits Subway, Rep. of Engineers,

&c. (M. for copy) 661 (i).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 1372 (ii).
P. B. I. Mail Service, on M. for Cor., 55 (i).
SUPPLY :

Public Work8-Income : Harbors and Rivers (N.S.) 1581 (ii).

Terms of Confedn., P. E. I., compensation for non-fulfil-
ment (Ques.) 86 (i).

- - Despatches, &c. (M. for copies) 61 (i).

Tignish and Miminegash Breakwaters (Ques.) 86,
712 (i).

Winter Communication with P. E. I. (Qaes.) 712 (i).

Platt, Mr. J. M., Prince Edward Co.
Bay of Quintô Bridge at Belleville (M. for Cor.*)

922 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1539 (ii).
Debates, dismissal of Translators, on Res. (Mr. Laurier)

746 (i).
Dom. Elections Aet Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in

Com., 945 (ii).
McCuaig, Mr. A. F., appointment as Exciseman at

Picton (Ques.) 1432 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
Picton Public Buildings (M. for Cor., &c.*) 866 (ii).
Prince Edward County, construction of Public Works

(Ques.) 1432 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 599-605 (i).
SUPPLY :

Cmauaa-Capital (MNurray) 1458 (ii).
Pikeriea (Overseeru salaries, &c.) 1584 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (Liteboat Service, Rewards, kc.) 1577.
Public Worke-Incom : Buildings (Ont.) 1539. Harbors and

Rivers (Ont.) 1567 (il).

Ways and Mfeans-The Tariff, 1128 (ii).
Wellbank, David, mail carrier, dismissal (remarks)

1383 (ii).
Wellington larbor of Refuge (M. for Cor., &c.*) 866 (ii),

Pope, Hon J. H., Compton.
Fenelon River Navigation (Ans.) 97 (i).
G. T. R. Crossings in Toronto and decision of Ry.

Com. of Privy Council (Ane.) 59 (i).
I. C. R., Capital ýAcet., amount charged (Ans.) 59 (i).

Casualties, &c., Offioials dismissed, on M. for
Let. 61 (i),

Pope, H on. J. H.-u*ntinued.
0. R., Expenditure on Capital Acet., on M. for Ret.
103 (i).

--- Receipts and Expenditure (Ans.) 27, 65, 112 (i).
Rolling Stock purchased, on M. for Ret., 61 (i).

- St. Charles Branch, Expenditure (Ans.) 97 (i).
Onderdonk Arbitration, plant taken over by Govt.

under Award (Ans.) 93,-1ft (i).
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 24, 1°) 73 (i).
Railways and C anals, depti. Rep. (presented) 73 (i).
Railways, Rep. of Royal Commission (presented) 26 (i).
SUPPLY*

OViil Government (Railways and.0anals) 98(1).

Welland River, Bridge at Chippawa Village (-Ans.)
65 (i),

Porter, Mr. R., West Euron.
Reciprocity with U. S, on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts, 199-203 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka-Income: Buildings (Ont.) 1540 (ii).

Préfontaine, Mr. R., Chambly.
Debates, Official, French Translation, delay (Ques.)

554 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 642-646 (i).
St. Lawrence River Floods (Ques.) 899 (ii).
South.Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Hall) on

Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., to M. for 30, 915 (ii).
Superior Court Judges, Montreal Dist. (Ques.) 647 (i).

Prior, Mr. E. G., Victoria, B. C.
Behring's Sea Seizures, on M. for Cor., 966 (ii).
Boundaries of Alaska and B.C. (Qaes.) 495 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fssheries (Orerseers salaries, tc.) 1601 (il).
Xilitia (Drill Pay, te.) 1215; (Permanent Forces) 1220 (il).
Public Work-Oapital (Eequimalt Graving Dock) 1653 (il).

Purcell, Mr. P., Glengarry.
SUPPLY:

Oanal-Capital (sault Ste. Marie) 1445 (ii).
Veterans of 1837, pensions (Que.) 85 (i).

Reid, Mr. J., Cariboo.
Boundaries of Alaska and B. C. (Quos.) 495 (i).

Rinfret, Mr. C. I., Lotbinière.
Criminal Laws, distribution to Members (Ques.) 86 ().
Lotbinière Mail Service (Ques.) 98 (i).
Olivier, Geo., dismissal as Postmaster (M. for Cor.)

651 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart.

toright) and Amnts., 271-274 (i),
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INDEX. nn
Robertson, Mr. J. E., King's, P.E.1.

Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sap., 1463 (ii).
Naufrage, P.E.I., Improvement of Navigation, Rep. of

Engineer, on M. for copy, 70 (i).
Northumberland Straits Subway, Engineers' Reps.

&o., on M. for opy, 664 (i).
P. B. I. Mail Service, on M. for Cor., &c., 55 (i).
PReciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cari-

wrighi) and Amt&, 377-380 (i).
SUPPLY:

Publie Work#-Oapital (Qape Tormentine Harbor) 1463 (i).

Roome, Mr. W. P., West Middlesex.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (gr. UcCarthy) in Com.

1246 (ii).
--- R 10 (Kr. Jamieson) in Com., 1249 (ii).

Royal, Mr. J., Provmncher.
Choquette, Mr., M.P., Pet. against Rot., 1332 (ii).

RoWand, Mr. J., West Bruce.
Kincardine Harbor Tolls Authorisation

97; 20 m., 220 (i).
Kincardine and Teeswater Ry. Co.'s Act

10*) 454 (i).

(B. 30, 10*)

Amt. (B. 74,

Rykert, Mr. J. 0., Lincoln and Riagara.
Reciprocity withU. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

and Amts., 416-438 (i).
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 61,

1°*) 380 (i); M. to conc. in Sen. Ants., 1345 (ii).
Gowanlock, Mrs., claim for compensation, on M. for

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 1015 (ii).

Scarth, Mr. W. B., Winnipeg.
Man. and N. W. Ry. Co.'s Acte Amt. (B. 46, 1°*) 238.
Merchants Marine Insurance Co.'s B. Il (gr. Curran)

on M. for 2°, 125 (i).
Young, Capt. Geo. H., and others, claim for services at

Batoche (M. for Cor., &c.*) 866 (ii).
G.N.W. Central Ry. Co.'s B. 25 (Mr. Daly) 2° m., 128.

Scriver, Kr. J., Runtingdon.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

1246 (ii).
B. 10 (Kr. Jamieson) in Com., 1255 (ii).

---- on Res. (Kr. Mils, Bothwell) in Amta to Com.
of Sup., 77 (i).

Cheese Branding, Legislation respecting, on Res. (Ifr.
Bprovle) 1240 (ii).

Debates, Official, 1st Rep. of Com., on M. to conc., 51 (i).
2nd Rep. of Com., on M. to cone., 824 (ii).

Divorce, publication of Evidence (remarks) 1415 (ii).
Gaming in Stocke, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Con.,

1411 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on Bos (1fr.

Jamisn) 833 (ii).

Soriver, Mr. J.--Conwed.
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com.s1589 (il).
SUPPLY:

Collelionm g Rmennu (Rya., 01.. R.) 1621 (1i).
PubUc Worbk-Io,sooe: Barboru and Rivera (Que.) 1566 (i).
IndUasa (Ont. and Que.) 1606 (ii).

Semple, Mr. A., Centre Welington.
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir

wright) and Amts., 578-583 (i)
Subsidies to Rys. since 1880, Amount

Ret.*) 110 (i).

Richard Cart-

voted (M. for

Shanly, Mr. W., South Grenville.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1438 (ii).
Grenville International Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 62, 1°*)

380 (i).
I.C.R. (repaire, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1621 (ii).
Montreal Ilarbor Commissieners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1291 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1138,

1418, 1494 (ii).
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Bir. Denison) on M. for

20, 765 (i).
South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Hall) on

Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., to M.for 3°, 913 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Canal--Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1445; (Trent Riv. Nat.)
1455. Income (Rideau) 1671(ii).

Publie Worka-Capital (Esquimalt Graving Dock) 1653 (ii).
Wrecked Vessels Aid B. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M.

for 29, 772 ().

Skinner, Mr. C. N., St. John, N. B., City and County.
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 904 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 355-358. (i).

Small, Mr. J., East Toronto.
C. P. R. Co.'s (Bonds) Branch Lines (B. 44, 1°*) 206.
Divorce, Bills 128, 129, 130 (M. to suspend Rule) 65 (i),

1468 (ii).
Irvine, Andrew Maxwell, Relief (B. 129, 1° on

div.) 1345 (ii).
-- Morrison, Catherine, Relief (B. 130, 10 on div.)

1345 (ii).
Tudor, Eleonora Elizabeth, Relief (B. 128, 10 on

div.) 1345 (ii).
G. T. IL Co.'s confirmation of Agreements (B. 26, 1°*)

85; 2° m., 128 (i).
- (Mi.) to authorise Ry. Corn. to divido Bill, 415.

Ont. and Que. Ry. Co.'s (B. 45, 1°¥) 206 (1).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 1371 (ii).
Superior Courts (Law or Bquity) retired Judges (M.

for Ret.*) 62 (i).
Toronto Board of Trade Acte, Amt. (B. 114, 1°*) 1031.



INDEX.

Smith, Sir Donald A., K.C.M G., West Montreal.
Prorogation (remarks) 1692 (ii).
St. Lawrence River, Montreal and -QBbec Channel (M.

for Ret.*) 922 (ii).

B0mierville, Mr. J., North Brant.
Plattsburg Post Office, appointment of Postmaster,

on M. for Qom. of Sup. (remarke) 1019 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., entry of certain articles free of

Duty (remarks) 524 (i),
on Res. (Sir Richard Cartwright) and Amts.,

618-624 (i).
Six Nation Indians Claims for compensation (M. for

copies*) 672 (i).
Veterans of 1866.70, Medals (Ques). 965 (ii).

Speaker, Mr. (Hon. JoSEPH ALDRIO OUIMT) Laval.
Address, The, Ris Ex.'s reply (read) 172 (i).
Beauharnois Controverted Blection, Judge's Rep., 825.
Bruce, West, Rot. of Momber Bleot, 1 (i).
Carleton (Ont.) Rot. of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Charlevoix, Rot. of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Colchester, Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Controverted Elections, 1, 73, 309, 514, 551 (i).
<umberland, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, papers &c.,

respecting (presonted) 38 (i).
on printing papers (remarks) 42 ().

French Translation, delay (Ans.) 554 (i).
Digby, Rot. of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Dorchester, Ret. of Member Eloct, 1 (i).
Ellis, J. V. Esq., M. P., and Annexation, Ques. (Mr.

Guillet) ruled ont of Order, 45 (i).
Estimates, The, 1888.89, Mess. from His Ex. (read)

50 (i).
Suppl., 1887-88, 962 (ii).
Suppl., 1888-89, 1403 (ii).

Fisheries Treaty, Mess. from His Ex. transmitting copy
(read) 86 (i).

-- non-production of papers, Members' remarks
checked, 143, 239 (i).

Glengarry Controverted Blection, Judgment of Supreme
Court, 554 (i).

Haldimand, Dep. Returning Officer (Ques.) 923 (i).
--- Rot, of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Halton, Ret. of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Hastings, West, vacancy in Representation, 85 (i).
--- Ret. of Member Blect, 238 (i).
Hawke, John T., on Ques. of Order (ruling) 1301 (i).
Indemnity to Members, on M. (Kr. Patterson, Essex)

1681 (i).
Internal Bconomy Commission, Mess. from His Ex.

(read) 27 (i).
Jubilee Address to the Queen, Mess. from His Ex., ds-

patch from Colonial Sec. conveying thanks of Her
Xaj through SSc. of State for the Çolonies, 24 (i).

Speaker, Mr.-Continue.
Kent (Ont.) Representation, Issue of Writ (explana-

tion) 381 (i).
-- Rot. of Member Blect, 1544 (ii).

L'Assomption Controverted Blection, Judge's Rop.,
73 (i).

- Rot. of Member Bleot, 866 (ii).
Library of Parlt., Rep. of Librarians (presented) 2 (i).
Mess. from His Ex., 24, 27, 50, 86, 172 (i), 962, 1231,

1403 (i).
Middlesex, West, Rot. of Member Blect, 309 (i).
Missisquoi Controverted Election, Judge's Rep., 309 (i).

Rot. of Member Blect, 646 (i),
Vacancy in Representation (announced) 124 (i).

Montmagny Controverted Election, Judgment of
Supreme Court, 309 (i).

Montmorency Controverted Election, Judgment of
Supreme Court, 73 (i).

New Members, 1, 238, 309, 380, 646 (i), 866, 1522, 1544.
Northumberland, East, Rot. of Member Blect, 1 (i).
Order, Ques. of, re Reciprocity deb., 523 (i).
Parliament, Opening, Commons summoned to Senate,

1 (i) ; Prorogation, 1693 (ii).
Prince Edward Co. Blection, Rot. of Member on

certificate, 380 (i).
-- notification of Rot. of Member Elect, 415 (i).
Printing and Stationery, Public, Act Amt. B. 60 (Mr.

Chapleau) in Com. (remarks) re absence of Dop.
Speaker, 1006 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Davin) ref. to previous deb.
checked, 1093 (ii).

-- (Mr. McMillan) Reciprocity deb., 345 (i).
Procedure, Ques. standing in Member's name, party

asking same must state authority for so doing, other-
wise irregular, 750 (i).

Prohibition, Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Jamieson) remarks of
Member checked, 867 (i).

Prorogation, Letter from Gov. Genl. Sec.(read) 1686 (ii).
Quebec County, Controverted Blection, Judgment of

Supreme Court, 809 (i).
Quebec, West, Controverted Blection, Supreme Court

Judgment, 309 (i).
Queen's, N. B., Election, Rot. of Member Bleot, 1 (i).
Ry. Commission, deb. on Ques. checked, 867 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S. (remarks) on personal explana-

tion (Mr. Davies) 239 (i).
- newspaper Cor. re entry of certain articles free

of Duty, 491 (i).
-- Member checked in deb., 554 (i).

Renfrew, South, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Royal Assent Io Bills, 1195, 1692 (ii).
Russell RepreseDtation, Rot. of Member Elect, 1522 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sap., 1025, 1668 (ii).
Shelburne, Rot. of Member Eet, 1 (i).
South.Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Rall)

time having expired, ruled further discusion out of
Order, 916 (ii).
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Speaker, Mr.-ontiued.

South-Western Ry. Co.'s B., on Quos. of Order, 954 (ii).
Speech from the Throne (reported) 2 (i).
Stanstead Oontroverted Election, Jdge's Rep., 514 (i).
SUPPLY:

Lelaon: House of Qommon (salaries, &o.) 1025; (esuional
lerke) 1668 (ü).

Vacancies, 1, 85, 124 (i).
Victoria, B.C., Rot. of Member Elet, 1 (i).

-- N. S., Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
Write issued for new Elections, 1 (i).
Yarmouth, Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).

Speaker, Deputy (àfr. C. C. COLBY) Stanstead.
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 118 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1487 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, Member

obecked in remarks, 719, 721 (i).
Russell Election, Return of Member on certificate of

Returning Offleor, 1415 (ii).

Sproule Mr. T., East Grey.
Cheese Branding, Legislation (prop. Res.) 1236 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1438, 1471 (ii).
Debates, Official, dismissal of Translators, on Res. (Mr.

Laurier) 740 (i).
-- 2nd Rep. of Com., on M to conO., 1299 (il).

distribution to Press (remarks) 751 (i).
Drill Pay, &c., in Com. of Sup, 121 6 (ii).
Gaming in Stocks, &o., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Comi.,

1406 (i).
Govt. Savings Banks (Interest on Deposits) B. 127

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com , 1401 (h).
Lakes Huron and Superior Mail Subsidy, in Com. of

Sap., 1678 (ii).
Lard, Rendered, Legislation respecting, Res. (Mr.

Taiilor) on M. for Com. of Whole, 59 (i).
Medical Inspection, in Com. of Snp., 1199 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1596 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1431,

1492 (ii).
Ry. Employées Protection B. 5,(Mr. Denison) on M. for

20, 769 (i).
Rebellion of 1885 (pensions) in Com. of SUp.,

1204 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 362-371 (i).
SUPPLY:

Fisheries (Overwsers maarie, hc.) 1584.
Naa Bubsidies (Lakes Huron and Superior) 1678 (ii).
fsUaa (DrUl Pay, &c.) 1216 (i).

Pemion (Rebeluon of 1885) 1204 (ii).
.qrantis. (Kedioal Inupeegon) 1199 (11).

Trade combinations, en M. (r. Wallace) for Sel.

CoM., 82 (i).
Wrecks on the eat Lake, on k for RB, '55 (i).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Oan. Temp. Aot Amt. R 6 (Ur. JNcCarthy) in Com.,

1246 (ii).
York-Simeoe Battalion, Kit Allowanoe, on M. for Rot.,

70, (i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeds.
Choeoe Branding, Logielation respecting, on iRes.

(Mr. Sproulc) 1239 (i).
Lard, Rendered, Legislation respecting (M. for Com. of

Whole) 59 (i).
Pairing of Members (romarks) 1872 (ii).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) and Amts., 438-441 (ii).
Thousand Island Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 84, 1°*) 489 (i)é
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Rot., 758 (i).

Temple, Mr. T., York, N. B.
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M. for

20, 768 (i).

Thérien, Mr. O., Monicale.
Tobacco, Canadian Leaf, Parchase and Sale (Ques.)

66 (i).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D., Antigonish.
Adas, David J., in omr. of8Sup., 1 ý56 (ii).
Aduiteration Act Âmt. B. 47 (Mr. eo.ta gan) in Coin.,

9j3 (ii).
Bank Acts Amt. (B. 119, 1°) 1135 (ii)
Botties and Vessels Protection to Owners B. 3 (Ur.

Denison) on M. for 2Q, 759 (i).
Bresaylor Half-breeds Grievances, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1518 (ii).
B. C. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1024 (ii).
Buildings (repairs, &o.) in Co m. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt, B. 6 (Mr. JcCarthy) in Com.

on Amt. (Ur. Tisdale) 983 (ii).
--- B. 10 (Ur. Jamieson) in Com., 1253 (ii).

C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles Tup-
per) in Com. on Rou., 1374, 1391; on M. to cono.
in Son. Amt., 1587 (ii).

--- in Com. of Sup., 1224 (ii).
--- Mortgage for Guaranteed Bonds (remarks) 1506.

on enquiry for papers, 1586 (ii).
Civil Service Act. Amt. B. 116(Mr. Chapeau) in Com.,

1484, 1472 (i).
Concurrence, 1685 (ii).
Consolidation of Statutes, in Com. of Snp., 1663 (ii).
Controverted Bleotions Act (Ans.) 516, 752 (i).
Copyright Act Amt. (B. 124, 1°) 1173 (ii).
-- Legislation respecting (Ans.) 98 (i).
Counterfeit Money, Advertising (B. 108, 1) 963; 2 m.,

1137 (ii).
County Judges (B. C.) additional appointment (Ans.)

66 (i).
--- (Ont.) salaries, increase (Ans.) 899 (ii).

Criminal Laws, distribution to Members (An&.) 86 (f



'o.VI INDEX.
Thompson, Hon. J. 8. D.-Oontinved.

Oriminal Law (England) application to Can. (B. 100,
10) 825 (ii).

- - Extension to Kan. (B. 41, 1°) 139 (i); in Com.,
1402 (ii).

Criminal Procedure Act Amt. (B. 123, 1°) 1173; in
Com., 1513 (ii).

Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Cem., 947,
1002 (ii).

Debates, Officiai, dismissal of Translators, on Ques. of
Order, 720 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. (B. 89, 1°) 514 (i); 2°m,,
941; in Com, 944, 1138; 3° m., 1403 (ii).

Dorchester Penitentiary, in Cam. of Sup., 1021 (ii).
Ezchequer Court, contingencies, &c., in Com. of Sap.,

119 (i).
Fisheries Treaty Ratification (B. 65, 1°) 380; on M.

for 2°, 704-711 (i); in Com., 872 (ii).
Frandulent Marks on Merchandise Act Amt. (B. 91, 10)

515 (i); 2°m., 942, in Com. ; 943, 1002 (ii).
Gaming in Stocks, &c. (B. 95, 1°*) 750 (i); in Com.,

1404 (ii).
Govt. Measures (remarks) 457 (i).
Hlaldimand, Deputy Returning Offioer (Ans.) 648 (i);

M. to adja. House, 924, 930 (ii).
flarbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1561 (ii).
Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, Ques. of

Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1301-1307 (ii).
Hay Duties by U. S., Refund (Ans.) 712 (i).
Indian Act Amt. (B. 106, 10) 922; 2° and in Com.,

1007 (ii).
I.C.B., in Com. of Sup., 1226 (ii).
Justice Dept., in Com. of Sup., 91 (i).
Kent Controverted Election, on M. (Sir John A. Mac.

donald) to ref. Judge's Rep. te Bel. Cem. on Priv. and
Eeoc., 21 (i).

.Kingston Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 122 (i).
Labor Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1661 (ii).
Libel, Law of, Legislation respecting (Ans.) 141 (i).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sap., 1021 (ii).
Merchants Marine lus. Co.'s B. 11 (bir. Curran) on M.

for 20, 127 (i).
Muiskoka and Parry Sound Judicial Dist. (Ans.) 1232 (ii)
N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. (B. 125, 10*) 1231;

2° m.,1551; in Com., 1485 (ii).
Orders in Council, oolleeting, in Com. of Sup., 1618 (ii).
Oxford and New Glasgow Ry., in Cam. ofSup., 1231 (ii).
Penitentiaries Rep. (presented) 18 (i).
Prescott and Russell Judicial Diat., Vacancy (Ans.)

27 (i).
Procedure in Criminal Cases further Act Amt. (B. 48,

19) 238 (i); >°, 942 (ii).
Provincial Courts Judges, increase of salaries (prop.

Res.) 866 (ii)
Aot Amt. (B. 14, 10*) and in Cam., 1690 (ii).

Panishments, Pardons, &. (B. 90, 10) 515; 2° and
in Oom., 942 (ii).

Thompson, Hon. J. S. D.-Cntinud.
Ry. Act Amt. (B. 24) in Com., 1175, 1417, 1492;

30 m., 1507 (fi).
Real Property (Territories) farther Act Amt. (B. 104,

10) 899 ; in 0om., 1412 (ii).
- - Inspector of Land Titles (prop. es.) 1259; in

Com., 1416 (ii).
Reiprocity with U. S,, newspaper Cor. re entry of

certain articles free of Duty, 492 (i).
Regina Jail, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (i).
Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in COrà, on Res., 892; on M. to conc. in fes., 931 (ii).
Revised Statutes of Can. Act Amt. (B. 12, 101) 62 (i).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in 0om. of Sup.,

136 (i).
Securities to the Crown, &c., Discharge B. 4 (Ur.

Kirkpatrick) on M. for 39, 916 (ii).
Speedy Trials Act Amt. (B. 93, 10) 598(i); 2° m., 942;

in Com., 1005 (ii).
Stenographer, Ezehoquer Court, in Com. of Sup., 119 (i).
Submarine Cables, Preservation (B. 98, 1°*) 726 (i);

29 m., 942 (i).
Summary Convictions Act Amt. (B. 113, 10) 1001; in

Com., 1417; M. to cono. in Sen. Amts , 1629 (ii).
Superior Court Judges, Montreal Dist. (Ans.) 647 (i).
SUPPLT:

Adminiutration qf Juic. (Exchequer Court) 119; (Miscella-
neous) 114, 119 ti); cono., 1685 (il).
ieil Gooerment (Justice) 91 (1).

Fisaerien (David J. Adama) 1856 (ii).
Mie&cllanous (Consolidation of Statutes) 1663; (Labor Com-

mission) 1661; (Orders in Council, collecting) 1618 (il).
Oums and Riser Beries (Water Police) 1579 (i).
Pmnitentiarie (B. O.) 1024; (Dorchester) 1021 (il); (Kingston)

122 (i); (Man.) 1021; conc., 1686; (Regina lail) 1025 (ii);
(St. Vincent de Paul) 136 (i); cone., 1686 (i).

Public Workà-Ineome : Buildings (Repairs, &c.) 1655. Harbors
and Rivers (N B.) 1561 (Ii).

Raihoays-Captal (C.P.R.) 1334; (I.C.R.) 1226; (Oxford and
New Glasgow Ry.) 1231 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act Amt. (B. 110, 10)
964; wthdn., 1402 (i).
- (B. 120, 1°) 1135; M. to cono. in Sen. Amts.,

1549 (ii).
Supreme and Brchequer Courts (Ans.) 1011 (ii).
Travis, ex-Judge, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 114 (i).
Treason and Pelony Forfeitures Abolition (B, 88, 1°)

514; 20 m., 1147 (fi).
Tobique Valley Ry. Res. (Sir 0 harles Tupper) in Com.,

1626 (ii).
Water Police, in Com. of Sup., 1519 (ii).
Ways and Reans-The Tariff, in Com., 1130 (il).

risdale, Kr. D., Bouth Norfolk.
Gan. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. .McCarthy) on M. for

2° and in Com., 980; (Amt.) 980; K. to recom.,
1245; in Com., 1346 (ii).

- B. 10 (Mr. Jamiaoa) in Com., 1248 (ii).
Man. and North-Western Ry. Co.'s Act Amt. B. 46

(1r. & rh) on I, to re<om., 9M (à).



INDEX.
Tisdale, Mr. D.-Coninued

Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompsoa) in Com., 1175.
Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M

for 20, 767 (i).
South Norfolk Ry. Co.'s (B. 34, 1°*) 110 (i).
SUPPLY :

Ailitis (0lothing, te.) 1213 (ii).
Treason and Felony Forfeitures Abolition B. î8 (Ur.

ThompSon) on M. for 2°, 1148 (ii).

Trow, Mr. J., outh Perth.
Buildings, in Com. of Sap., 1541 (ii).
Debates, Official, distribution of extra copies of Reci-

procity deb. (remarks) 238 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Ur. Thompsoa) on

M. for 1°, 515 (i).
Excise, in Com. of Sup., 1667 (ii).
Fishery Reps., re superannuation of Valiquette

(remarks) 1507 (ii).
High Commissioner's Office, application of Civil Service

Act, &c., B. 136 (Sir Charle, Tupper) in Com. on Res.
1504 (ii).

Hot Springs, Banf(roads, &c) in Com. of8op. 1618 (ii)
Indemnity to Members (remarks) 1586 (i).
Library, in Com. of Sup., 1638 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1022 (ii).
Merrick, Richard, employment by Govt. (Ques.) 647 (i).
Pairing of Members (remarks) 1371, 1403 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sap. (remarks)

1596 (ii).
Peace and Athabasca Rivers, Treaty with Indians

(Ques.) 825 (ii).
Penetanguishne, tc., Public Works (Ques.) 647 (i).
Prorogation (remarks) 1691 (i).
Rys. and Canals Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1637 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1670 (ii).
Snetsinger, Mr., employment and dismissal by

Govt. (Ques.) 825 (ii).
Strathroy Public Building, selection of Site (Ques.)

66 (i).
Superior Court Judges, Montreal District (Ques.) 647.
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculure and Statisis, (&rehiveo, payment to C. C.
Chipman) 1150; (Helth Statistics) 1154 (t).

Cfril Go.erm,s (Rys. and 0anals) 1637 (ii).
COotthtion J Revenues (Excise) 1667 (il).
Immigration (Agents salaries, ko.) 1110; (Pauper) 1158 (11).
Legiloaton Houe of Commons (8usional Clerks) 1670. Mi-

cellaneous (Libry) 1638 (ii).
Minseaeous (Hot Springs, Baff) 1618 (i).
Penitentiaries (Kan.) 1022 (ii).
PubUe Works-Intono: Buildings (Out.) 1541 (11).

Victoria County (Ont.) PostBervioe (Que&.) 825 (ii).
Voters' Lists, Suspension of Revision (Ques.) 965 (ii).
Ways and Means-The Tarif, in Com., 1114 (ii).

Tupper, Ir.0. H., FtCIou.
Cape Breton Steai Dredge Substitute (Que.) 1432.

xchequer Courtoontingencies,uin Com. of8up., 122 (i).

Tupper, Mr. C. H.-Contiaed.
Imperial Federation, on Res. (Ur. MarAal) 1086 (ii).
King, James, claim against Govt. (M. for Bel. Com.)

865 (ii).
N. S. Telephone Co.'s (B. 59, 1°*) 344 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Re& (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) and Amts., 257-270 (i).
SUPPLY:

Admsingraton of Jutio (Miscellaneous) 122 (1).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Oharles, G.C M.G., Cumb#md.
Agriculture Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Antwerp and Canada Mail Subsidy, in Com of Sap.,

1679; conc., 1689 (ii).
Auditor Gen. Office, in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
--- increase of Salary (prop. Re.) 498 (i).

Banking Act (General) Amt. (Ans.) 19 (i).
Banks, Supervision by Govt. (Ans.) 19 (i).
Behring's Sea, navigation by Canadian Vessels (Ans.)

44 (i).
- Seisures, on M. for Cor., 969 (il).

Boundaries of Ont., on I. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)
1629 (ii).

BUDGE'-, The (Ans.) 97, 822 (i); (Annual Statement)
1031-1048 (ii).

Can. Temp. Act (remarks) 922 (ii).
C.P.R. (Guaranteed Bonds) (B. 123) prop. Res., 1001;

M. for Com. on Res., 1832; in Com., 1372; M. for
Com. on B., 1388; I. to conc. in Sen. Amts., 1587.

-- in Com. of Sap., 1221 (ii).
-- Mortgage for Guaranteed Bonds (Ans.) 1195,

1506 (i).
-- on enquiry for papers, 1586 (il).

Campbellton and Gaspé Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Bup.,
1678 (ii).

Cape Breton Ry., in Clom. of Sup., 1230 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1463 (il).
Chambly Canal, in Com. of Sap., 1460 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s (B. 101) in

Com. on Be., 896; 2° m., 935; agreed to (Y. 84;
N. 52) 941; 3° m., 943 (il).

Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sap., 1615 (ii).
Canada and Antwerp Mail Subsidy, 1679; cono. 1689.
Concurrence, 1681 (ii).
Contingencies, deptI., in Com. of Sap., 104 (i).
Cornwall Canal, in Com. of Sap, 142 ; conc., 1687 (ii).
Culbute Canal, in Com, of Sap., 1460 (il).
Calling (contingencies) in Com. of Sap., 1468 (il).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Coma., 957 (ii).

(B. 121, 1°) 1137; in Com., 1400 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup, 1629 (ii).

Debt, Public, Lnan (B. 133) prop. Re., 1136 ; M. for
Com., i263, in Com., 1278; M. to cone. in Re., 1888 ;
10 of B., 1387 (il).

Dom. Notes, Printing, &c., in Com., of Bop., 90 (i).
Dom. SavingsBanrs, inOCom. of Bp., 89 (1).
Eiastern Extension Ry., in CoM. of sup., 1231 (ii).
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Tupper, Hon. Sir Charlesu-Contin.L

Estimates, The, for 1888-89 (presented) 50 (i).
Suppl. for 1887-88 (presented) 962 (ii).
Suppl. for 1888-89 (presented) 1403 (ii).

Fabre, Mr. (salary, &a.) in Com. of Sap., 1613 (fi).
Finance and Treasury Board, in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Fisheries Commission, in Com. of Sup., 1662 (ii).

Treaty, papers respecting (remarks) 62, 98 (i).
Letter to Mr. Bayard and Ans. (presented)

110 (i).
Mesa, from His Ex. transmitting copy (pre-

sented) 86 (i).
Ratification (B. 65, 1°) 380 ; 2° M., 672, 692 (i);

in Com., 870 (ii).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639, 1646 (ii).
Grenvillo Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
Govt. Savings Banks, Interest on Deposits (B. 127, 1V)

1332; 2° m., 1401 (ii).
Half-breeds Claims, in Com. of Sap., 1666 (ii).
Halifax and St. John Mail Subsidy, in Conm. of Sup.,

1678 (i).
Harbors and Rivera, in Com. of Sup., 1562 (ii).
Bigb Commissioner'g Office, application of Civil Ser-

vice Act, &c. (B. 136) 'in Com on Res , 1502; 1°*
of B., 1505; 30 m., 1547 (i).
-- contingencies, in Com. of Sup., 105 (i),

Indian Affaire, in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Indemnities (Kembers) in Com. of Sup., 1670 (ii).
Inland Rev. Dept., in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).
Insurance ActAimt. (B.126, 1°)1332; 2° m., 1400 (ii).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 1224, 1620, 1629, 1644, 1650.
Interest on Publie Debt, in Com. of Sup., 89 (i).
Interior Dept., in Com. of Sup., 93 (i).
Justice Dept., in Com. of Su,., 91 (i).
Lachine Canal, in Comn. of Sup., 145 i (ii).
- - dismissal of L&borers, in Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1648 (ii).
Ljake St. Louis, in Com. of Sup., 1458 (ii).
Lévis Graving Dock, Expenditnre (Ans.) 1136 (ii).
Magdalen Islande Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup, 1678.
Mess. from Ris Ei. (presented) 50, 86 (i), 962, 1403.
Militia and Defence Dept., in Com. of Sup., 92 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release (B.134) prop.

Res.,1031; M. for Com.,1280; in Com., 1295; in
Com. on B., 1391 (if).

Mounted Police, in Com. of Sup, 93 (i), 1658 (ii).
Murray Canal, in Com.. of Svp, 1646 (ii).
Ques. of Order (Kr. Mc¢vsig) in Cam. of Sup., 1208.
Oxford and New Glaagow Ry, in Com. of Sup., 1230.
Pairing of Xembers (remarks) 1871 (ii).
Post Ofoe and Finance Depts., computing Interest, in

CoMi ofQSup.,112 (i), 163t (ii).
Printing and Stationery Dept., in Com. of Sap., 93 (i).
Printing Brea.u, in Co. of Sup., 1616 (ii).
Privy Qouncil OMoe, in em. of Sup., 90 (i).
Publie Acoupte of ead (pr*onte4) 18 (i).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles-ontinued.
Publie Works Dapt., in Com. of Sup., 96 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners, Amount advanced by

Govt. (Ans.) 1232 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners (bévis Graving Dock)

(B. 135) prop. Res., 1031; M. for Com. on Res.,
1296; in Com., 1296; M. to cono. in Res., 1391;
lo* of B., 1400 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Kr. Thompson) in Cota., 1186,
1418, 1492 (ii).

Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Kr. McCarthy) on M.
for 2°, 769 (i), 916 (ii).

Ry. Expenditure (remarks) 922 (ii).
Rys. and Canals, in Com. of Sup., 1637 (ii).
Reciprocity with T. S., on M. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

Res. Firet Order of the Day (remarks) 43 (i).
protocols (remarks) 74 (i).

--- proposals of Plenipotentiaries, 87 (i).
entry of certain articles free of Daty (explana-

tion) 516 (i).
on M. to adjn. deb. (remarks) 822 (i).

Revenue and Audit Act (Consolidated) Amt. (B: 87, 1°)
and prop. Res., 498 (i); 2 "m., 889; in Cam, on
Res., 891; in Com., on B., 931, 943 (ii).

Rideau Canal, in Com. of Sap., 1G46, 1671 (ii).
Ste. Anne's Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
St. Lawrence River and Canals, in Com. of Sup.,

1453 (ii).
St. Lawrence River Improvements, Montreal and Lake

St. Peter (Ans.) 1135 (ii).
St. Ours Looks, in Coin. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Su p., 1442, 1624 (ii).
Sec. of State's Dept., in Coin. of Sup., 93 (i).
Sassional Olerks, in Com. of Sup., 1669 (il).
Sinking Fund, in Com. of Sup., 89 (i).
Statistical Diagrams, in Com. of Sup., 1664 (ii).
Subsi4iea (Money) to Rys. (B. 140) Res. prop. and M.

for Com., 1546; in Com. on Re3., 1587 (i).
SUPPLY--M. for Com., 17,74 (i), 1524, 1551, 1595,

1629 (ii):
Arts, .4#riesure and Statfisics (Archives, payment to 0. 0.

Ohipman) 1149; (Dom. Exhibition) 1148, 1151; (Health
Sttistics) 1152 (ii).

C4nk--0gige (Cornwall) 1462 cono., 1887; (Culbute) 1460;
(Gratniies) 1648; (Qrenville) 1459; (Lachine) 1452; (Lake
St. Louis) 1453; (Murray) 1646; (Ste. Anne'a) 1459 ; (St.
Lawrence River sad G. apals) 1453 ; (Salt Ste. Marie) 1442,
1024; (l'ay) 1459; (rrept River Nay.) 144; (Wellaad) 1453;
con., 1688. Isome(Chambly) 1480 ; (Miseellaneous) 1646;
(Rideau) 1616, 1671; (St. Quro Looks) 1400; (l'rent Riv. Nav.)
1460; (Welland) 1460, 1671 (ii).

Charga oQf .anagement (Apditor and Aset. Rec. Gen., Winni-
peg) 88; (Dom. Savinga Banke) 89; (Interest on Public Debt)
89 ; (PrintingDom. Notes)90-; ( Ree. Gen., Ralifax) 88; (Sink-
ing und) 80 (1). '

Oiti Goernment (Agicultur.) 95; (ÀAnditor Generals Oe)ficel
95; (oontingeneles) 104; (Financjsand Tresury Board) 95;
Gor. Gen.'s Sec.'la Offe) 85; (High Commissioner's contin-
gencies) 105; (IndianAf irp) 95; (Interior) S- (Inland
Revenue) 95; (Justice) 91; (Militia and Defeuoe) 92;
(Kounted Poliee) 93; (Poot Offee and PFinae%, com-
puting Iuterest) 11; (Privy omueil Ofce) 90; Printing
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INDEX.
Tupper, .aon. Sir Charles-Continued.

SUPPLY-Continued.

and Stationery) 92; (Public Works) 96 (i); (Rys. and
and Canals) 1637 (ii); (Sec. of State) 92 (i).

Oollu.tion qf Revenuea (aulling, contingencies) 1869; (Ous-
toms) 1629; (Post Ofice) 1634. Rys. (1. 0. R.) 1620;
(Repairs, &o.) 1668; (Windsor Branch Ry ) 1623 (ii).

Immigration (Agents salaries, &o.) 1160 ; (Gratuities) 1639 (ii).
Indiana (Ont. and Que.) 1605 (ii).
Legiulation: House of Commons (Indemnities) 1670; (Ses-

sional lerks) 1669. Miscellaneous (Library, catalogue)
1030(ii).

Ocean and River Service (Maintenance, &c.) 1577 (ii).
Mail Bubsidiss (Antwerp and Canada) 1679; Campbellton

and Gaspé) 1678; (Halifax and St. John) 1678; (Magdalen
Islands) 1678 (ii).

Iscoellaneous (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1613;
(Commercial Agencies) 1615; (Fishery Commission) 1662;
(Half-Breeds' Olaims) 1666; (Printing Bureau, Plant, &c.)
1616; (Statistical Diagrama) 1664 (ii).

vounted Police, 1658 (ii).
Pensions (N.W.T.) 1642; (P.E.I.) 1671 (ii).
Publie Works-Capital (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 1463. In.

cone: Harbors and Rivera (P.E.I )1563.
Railways-Capital (O.P.R.) 1221; (Cape Breton Ry ) 1230;

(Eastern Extension Ry.) 1231; (I.O.R.) 1224, 1629, 1644,
1650; (Oxford and New Glasgow Ry.) 1230; (Surveys, &c.)
146@ (ii).

Subsidies to Provinces, 1604 (ii).
Supply (B. 141) Res. in Com., and 1 o*, 2°* and

3°*, 1690 (ii).

Surveys, &o., ]Railways, in Comn. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
Tariff Changes (remarks) 24 (i).
Tay Canal, in Coma. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
Trent Riv. Nav., in Com. of Sup., 1454, 1460 (ii).
Tobique Valley Ry. (prop. Res.) M. for Com. and in

Comn., 1626; wthdn., 1627 (ii).
Ways and Means (Res, for Com.) 17 (i).

The Budget, 1031-1048 (ii).
--- The Tariff, in Com., 1121 (ii).

Welland Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1453, 1460, 1671;
conc., 1688 (ii).

Windsor Branch Ry., in Comn. of Sup., 1623 (ii).
Wrecked Vessels Aid B, 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick) on M. for

20, 770 (i), 917 (ii).

Turcot, Mr. G., Megantic.
Megantic County Mail Service (Ques.) 825 (ii).

Contract (Ques.) 1232 (ii).

Tyrwhitt, âr. R., South Simcoe.
SUPPLY:

Hilitia (Olothing, &c.) 1212 (ii).

York-Simcoe Battalion, Kit Allowance, on M. for Ret.,
69 (i).

V naue, Mr. P., Yamaska.
St. John's and Iberville Hydraulie and Manufacturing

Co's. (B. 71, 1°*) 454 (i).
6
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Wallace Mr. N. C., West York.
Debates, Official, lt. Rop. of Com., on M. to cono.,

51t (i).
Trade Combinations (M.) for Sel. Comn., 28, 32, 33(i).

- -Prevention (B. 138) M. to introd., 1554 (ii).

Ward, Mr. H. A., East Durham.
Ont. Central Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 14, 1°*) 62 (i).
SUPPLY:

Publie Works-Income: H arbors and Rivers (Ont.) 1569 (ii).

Watson, Mr. R., Marquette.
Assiniboine River Bridges Authorisation (B. 86, 1°*)

489 (i).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles

Tupper) on M. for Com. on Res., 1348 ; in Com.,
1381 (ii).

--- Lands hold by Govt. west of Man. (Ques.) 1174.
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 948 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1571 (ii).
Dom. Lands Agents in Man. and N. W. T., Instructions,

on M. for Rot., 37, 46 (i),
Emerson and North-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 85,

10*) 489 (i).
Experimental Farms in Man. (Quos.) 495 (i).
- - in Com. of Sup., 1576 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1655 (ii).
Homestead Inspoctors in Man. and N. W. T., Reps.

(M. for Rot.) 71 (i).
Indian Act Amt. B. 106 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1007.
Man, and N.W.T. Ry. Legislation (remarks) 1403 (ii),
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Snp., 1023 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation Act. Amt. B. 76(Sir John A.

Macdonald) on M. for 2°, 1479 in Com., 1480i
on M. for 30, (Ant.) 1551 ; nog (Y 62; N. 89)
1551 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1189.
1427 (ii).

Rebellion of 1885 (pensions) in Com. of Sup., 1206 (ii).
South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Hall) on

Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., to M. for 30, 915 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on Res., 1591 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Penstentiarie (Man.) 1023 (i).
Pensions (Rebellion of 1885) 1206 (Hi).
Public Works--Income: Dredging, 1571. Experimental Farme,

1576. Harbors and Rivers (N.W.T.) 1655 (ii).
Ways and Mans-The Tariff, in Com., 1125 (ii).

Weldon, Mr. R. C., Albert.
Exchequer Court, contingencies, in Comn. of Sup., 120.
Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 20, 841, 844 (ii.)
Hawke, John T., impugning Judge's decision, on Que.,

of Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1322 (ii).



INDEX.
Weldon, Mr. R. C. - Continued.

Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relati>'ns with,
on M. for Cor., 908 (ii).

Kent (Ont.) Representation, Rep. of Com. on Priv.
and Elec. (M. to conc.) 380 (i).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard,
Cartwright) and Amts., 576-578 (i).

SUPPLY:
A dministration of Justice (Miscellaneous) 120 (i).
Immigration (Agents salaries, &c.) 1167 (ii).

Treason and Felony Forfeitures Abolition B. 88 (Mr.
Thompson) on M. for 2°, 1148 (ii).

Weldon, Mr. C. W., St. John, N.B., City and County.
Antwerp and Canada Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sap.,

1679 (ii).
Bridges, &o. (Ottawa) in Com. of Sup., 1573 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act Amt B. 10 (Ur. Jamieson) in Com.,

1248 (ii).
C. P. R. (Guaranteed Bonds) B. 132 (Sir Charles

Tupper) in Com. on Res., 1372; in Com. on B., 13S9.
-- Lands, Stmnt. of Sales (Ques.) 496 (i).
Campbellton and Gaspé Mail Subsidy, in Com. of Sup.,

1678 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1463 (ii).
Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 69, 10*) 454 (i)
Chatham Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 64, 1°*) 380 (i).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s B. 101 (Sir Charles

Tupper) on M. for 2°, 940 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, in Com. of Sup., 1615 (i).
Compensation for Injuries, in Com. of Sup., 1612.
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 918 (ii).
Debt, Public, Loan B. 133 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.

on Res., 1279 (ii).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 89 (Mr. Thompson) in Com ,

1144 (ii).
Dredging, in Com. of Sup., 1570 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, in Com. of Sup., 1654 (i).
Fishery Overseers (salaries, &o.) in Çom. of Sup.,

1583 (ii).
Fiaheiies Treaty, on non-pioduction of papers

(reznarks) 143 (i).
Ratification B. 65 (Sir Charles Tupper) in Com.,

883 (ii).
Franchise, Electoral, Act Armt. B. 1 i7 (Mr. Chapleau)

on M. for 10, 1065; on M. for 2°, 1151 (ii).
Fraudulent PracticeS on Farmers, on 1Ros. (Mr. Brown)

for Sp. Comn, 1244 (ii).
Gaming in Stocks, &c., B. 95 (Mr. Thompson) in Com.,

1404 (ii).
Grand Falls and Edmundston Mail Service (remarks)

1382 ii).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1639 (ii).
Graziing Leases in the N. W. T. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Harbors and Rivers, in Com. of Sup., 1673 (ii).
Hawke, John T. impugning Judge's decision, on Ques.

of Priv. (Mr. Davies) 1318 (il).

Weldon, Mr. C. W.-Continued.
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B.122 (Mr. Costigan) in

Com., 1402 (ii).
Insolvency, Legisiation respecting (Ques.) 495 (i).
I. C. R., Capital Account, amount charged (Ques.) 59.
-- Casualties, &c , Officiais dismissed (M. for Ret.)

61 (i),
in Com. of Sup., 1224, 1621, 1645 (i).

--- Inquest on body of W. L. Duncan (M. for Ret.*)
498 (j).
--- Rolling Stock purchased (ài. for Rot.) 61 (1).

Keystone Fire Ins. Co.'s (B.78, 10*) 489 (i).
King, James, Claim against Govt., on M. for Sel.Com.,

865 (ii).
Labor Commission, composition and amounts paid

(Ques.) 1468 (à).
-- Cost (Ques.) 494 (i).
Logs, Shingle-bolts, &c., Daties collected (Ques.) 86 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B. 134 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for Com. on .Res., 1283 (ii).
N. W. T. Representation Act. Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

Macdonald) in Com., 1486 (ii).
Onderdonk Arbitration, Plant taken over by Govt.

under Award (Ques.) 98 (i).
Ottawa, additional Building, in Com. of Stup., 1462 (ii).
Post Office, in Com. of Sup., 1634 (ii).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock)

B. 135 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. to conc. in Res., 1397.
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1176,

1417, 1492; on M. for 30, 1510 (ii).
Ry. Commission, Cost (Ques.) 494 (i).
Repairs, &c., in Com. of Sup, 1621, 1645 (ii).
Revebue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 890; in Com. on Rei, 891 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, in Com. of Sup., 1450 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Charles Tupper)

in Com. on Res., 1593 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Miscellaneous) 117 (i).
Canals-Capital (Sault Ste. Marie) 1450 (ii).
Collection of Revenue (Post Office) 1634; (Rys., 1. (. R ) 1621.
Fisheries (Overseers, salaries, &c.) 1583, 1601 (ii).
Immigration (Gratuities) 1639 (ii).
Rail Subsidies (Canada and Germany) 1679; (Campbellton

and Gaspé) 1678 (ii).
Miscellaneous (Commercial Agencies) 1615; (Compensation for

Injuries) 1612 (ii).
Ocean and River &rvice (Water Police) 1579 (ii).
Public Works-Capital (Cape Tormentine Harbor) 1463; (Esqui-

malt Graving Dock) 1634. Buildings (Ottawa, additional)
1642. Income : Dredging, 1570. Harbore and Rivers (N.B.)
1673; (Ont ) 1674. Roads and Biidgea (Ottawu) 1&72 (ii).

Raitays- Capital ([.C.R ) 1224, 1645 (ii).
Travis, ex-Jadge, in Com. of Sup. (remarks) 117 (i).
Tobique Valley Ry. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. for

Corn., 1626 (ii).
Voters' Lists, Suspension of Revision (Ques.) 965 (ii).
Water Polibe, in Com. of Sup., 1579 (ii).
Ways and Means -The Tariff, in Com., 1133 (i).
Welland Canal, Section "A " (Ques.) 496 (i).
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Welsh, Mr. W., Queen's, P.E.L
Cape Tormentine Harbor, in Com. of Sup., 1462 (ii).
Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co's B. 101 (Sir

Charles Tupper) on M. for 20, 935 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapleau) in Com.,

1471 (ii).
Debates, Official, distribution to Pross (remarks) 750 (1).
Exchequer Court, contingencies, &c., in Com. of Sup.,

120 (i).
Fraudulent Practices on Farmers, on Res. (Mir. Brown)

for Sp. Com., 1244 (ii).
Harbors and Rivers, in Con. of Sup., 1566 (ii).
I. C. R., in Com. of Sup., 1227 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indios, Commercial Relations with

on M. for Cor., 908 (ii).
Liobster Fisheries, Restrictions, &-., on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1556 (ii).
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1023 (ii).
Merchants Marine Insurance Co.'s B. Il (Mr. Curran)

on M. for 2°, 126 (i).
Mail Service, P.E.T., on Mi for Cor., &c., 55 (i).
Northern Light and Aiert, Cir., Tels., &c. (M. for Ret.)

827 (ii).
- Captain's Salary, &c. (M. for Ret.) 37 (i).

--- (Ques.) 416, 456 (i).
--- Employés, papers (Ques.) 1001 (ii).
--- Capt. Finlayson's salary, on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1558 (ii).
Pinette Harbor, Dredging of Bar (Ques.) 140 (i).
Quebec Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving Dock)

B. 135 (Sir Charles Tupper) on M. to conc. in Res.,
1399 (ii).

Rebellion (1885) Claims of Scouts, &c., on Res. (Mir.
Davin) to reconsider, 124 ý (ii).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) and Amts., 317-321 (i).

Surveys, &c., Railways, in Com. of Sup, 1460 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Miscellaneous) 120 ().
Penitentiaries (Man ) 1023 (ii).
Public Work-Capital (0ape Tormentine Harbor) 1462. In-

come: Harbors and Rivers (Que.) 1566 (ii).
Railways-Capital (I. C. R.) 1227. Income (Surveys, te.)

1460 (ii).

Wood Island Harbor, dredging (Ques.) 140 (i).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret., 756 (i).

White, Mr. P., North Renfrew.
Culling Timber, in Com, of Sup., 1684 (ii).
Govt. Savings Banka (Interest on Deposits) B. .127

(Sir Charles Tupper) in Com., 1401 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks)

1597 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1181,

1188, 1425, 1492 (ii).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Ras. (S1r Richard Cart-

woright) and Amts., 624.626 (i).

White. Mr. P.-Continued.
Slides and Booms (salaries) in Com. of Sap., 1684 (ii).
Subsidies (Money) to Rys. B. 140 (Sir Oharles Tupper)

in Com., 1590 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Collection of Revenues (Oulling Timber) 1684; (Slides and
Booms, salaries, &c.) 1684 (il).

Upper Ottawa Improvement Co's (B 20, 1°*) 73;
20 m., 322, 496; (M. for Com.) 1148 (il).

White, Hon. Thos., Cardwell.
Boundaries of Alaska and B. C. (Ans.) 495 (i).
Brant and Ialdimand Indian Reserves, appointment

of doctor (Ans.) 647 (i).
C.P.R. Lands, Stmnt. of Sales (Ans.) 496 (i).
Caughnawaga Indian Reserve Survey (Ans.) 495 (i).
Cayuga, Indian lands near, appointment of Commis-

sioners (Ans.) 27 (i).
Dom. Lands Agents in Man. and N.W.T., InstructionB,

on M. for Ret., 36, 45 (i).
Dom. Lands in Man. and N.W. T., Receipts from Sales

(Ans.) 44 (i).
Geological Survey of Ottawa Connty (Ans.) 495 (i).
Gowanlock, Mrs., pension to (Ans.) 58 (i).
Grazing Leases in the N.W.T. (Ans.) 495 ().
Homstead Inspectors in Man. and N. W. T., Reps., on

M. for Ret., 71 (i).
Indian Affairs, deptl. Rep. (presented) 88 (i).
Interior, dept]. Rep. (presented) 18 (i).
Rebellion (N.W.T.) Rep. of Royal Commission (pre-

sented) 97 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S, on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 161-170 (i).

Wilson, Mr. J. C., Argenteuil.
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 613-618 (i).
South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. 54 (Mr. Rall) on

Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., to M. for 3Q, 913 (ii).

Wilson, Mr. J. H., East Elgin.
Adulteration of Food, in Com. of Sup., 1619 (ii).
Bridges, &c. (Ottawa) in Com. of Sup., 1573 (ii).
Buildings, in Com. of Sup., 1537 (ii).
Can. Temp. Act, on Reas. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup., 79 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com., 955

(ii).
Fabre, Mr. (salary, &c.) in Com. of Sup., 1614 (ii).
Gratuities, in Com. of Sup., 1638 (ii).
Kingston Post Office defalcations, on M. for Com. of

Sup. (remarks) 1013 (ii).
Man. and N.W. T. Ry, Bills, on M. (Sir Hector Lange.

vin) to wthdr. 1585 (ii).

INDEX. ]dû



INDEX.
Wilson, Mr. J. H.-Continued.

Medical Inspection, in Com. of Sup., 1198 (ii).
N.W.T. Representation Act Amt. B. 76 (Sir John A.

iacdonmald) inCom., 1481 (ii).
Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. 38 (Mr. Carling) in

Com., 1512; on M. for 3°, 1547; (Amt.) neg. (Y. 60;
N. 93) 1548 (ii).

Pauper Immigration, on M. for Com. of Sup. (re-
marks) 1598 (ii).

Rys. and Çanals Dept., in Com. of Sup., 1638 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1188,

1424, 1492; on M. for 3°, 1508 (ii).

Ry. Employés Protection B. 5 (Mr. Denison) on M.
for 20, 763 (i).

Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts, 588-593 (i).
Regina Gaol, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 136 (i)
Scrip issued in Man. and N.W.T. (M. for Ret.*) 866 (ii).
Sessioral Clerks, in Com. of Sup., 1025 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (Archives, payment to 0. O.
Chipman) 1149; (Health Statistics) 1151 (ii).

Civil Government (Rys. and Canals) 1638 (il).
Collection Qf Revenues (Adulteration of Food) 1619 ; (Weights

and Measures) 1618 (il).
Immigration (Gratuities) 1638; (Pauper) 1156 (ii).
.Legislation: House of Commons (salaries, &c.) 1025 (ii).

MiseLlUaneous (Fabre, Mr., salary, &c.) 1614 (ii).
Pcnitentiaries (Man.) 1022; (Regina Jail) 1025 (ii); (St. Vin-

cent de Paul) 136 (i).
Pendsons (Vets. of 1812) 1201 (ii).
Public Worksl-ncome : Buildings (Ont.) 1537. Roads and

Bridges (Ottawa) 1573 (ii).
Quarantine (Redical Inspection) 1198 (ii).

Veterans of 1812 (pensions) in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
Weights and Measures (salaries, &c.).ini Com. of Sup.,

1618 (ii).
Wrecks on the Great Lakes, on M. for Ret.,ý757 (i).

7.

xliv

Wilson, Mr. U., Lennox.
Man. Penitentiary, in Com. of Sup., 1022 (ii).
Reciprocity with U.S., on Res. (Sir Riehard Cartwright)

and Amts., 511-514 (i).

Wood, Mr. J. F., Brockville.
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. 6 (Mr. McCarthy) in Com.,

1246 (ii).
Central Ont. Ry. Co.'s (B. 102, 1°*) 899 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 116 (Mr. Chapteau) in Com.,

1434 (ii).
Jamaica and West Indies, Commercial Relations with,

on M. for Cor., 905 (ii).
N. Y., St. Lawrence and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s incorp.

(B. 72, 1o*) 454 (.)
Reciprocity with U. S., entry of certain articles free of

Duty, 520 (i).
Private Bills Petitions (M.) to extend time, 50 (i).

Wood, Mr. J., Westmoreland.
Moncton Harbor Improvement Act Amt. (B. 83, 1°*)

489 (i).
Reciprocity with U. S., on Res. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) and Amts., 298-303 (i).
SUPPLY :

Administration of Justice (Miscellaneous) 118 (i).
Travis, ex-Judge (remarks) in Com. of Sup., 118 (i).

Wright, Mr. A., Ottawa County
Customs Act Amt. B. 92 (Mr. Bowell) in Com.,

898 (ii).
Geological Survey of Ottawa Co. (Ques.) 495 (i).
Gowanlock, Mrs., claim for compensation (remarks)

on M. for Coin. of Sup., 1015, 1020 (ii).
Papineauville Harbor, dredging (Ques.) 495 (i.)
Ry. Act Amt. B. 24 (Mr. Thompson) in Com., 1187 (ii).
Revenue and Audit Act Amt. B. 87 (Sir Charles Tupper)

on M. for 2°, 891 (ii).
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INDEX.-PART IL.

SUJBJECTS.

ACCIDENTS, RY., REPORTED TO GOVT. AND ACTIONS PENDING: AGRICULTURE, IMMIGRATION, &o.-Uontinued.
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Denison) 62 (i). EXPEDIMINTAL VARM IN N. W. T., Pnop SAUNDERs' REr.: M. for Re.

ADDRESs, FAREWELL, TO is Ex.: Mess. from Senate, 1561; (Mr. Mc Vullan) 498 (i).

agreed , 1586; presented, 1691 (ii). Cf P,1151 (il)
agred t, 156; reseted 169 (i). oBSu BREEDING IN CANADA, PAMPHLET, TRANSLATION: Queo. (1fr.

- ANSWER TO HIs Ex.'s SPEEcH: moved (Mr. Amyot) 85 (i>.
Montague) 2; seeonded (Mr. Joncas) 7 (i). IMMIGRANTE, ACCOMMODATION AT REGINA : Quoi. (Mr. Davis) 712 (1).

His Ex.'s reply, 172 (i). -- Rox DAKOTA R MANITOIA, PAYXBNTU TO: Ques. (Mr.

TO HER MAJESTY ON JUBILE : Her Majesty's reply, Landerkn) 495 (1).
24 (i).IMIxGRATION: inl Oum. cf Bup, 1155, 1638; cono., 1688 (il).

24 (i). JOUNSON,GQu.: incm.cfSup,1001(i).
ADJOURNMENT iFoR EASTER: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) McEÂcî¶îv4 MR : in Com. of Sup., 1200 (il).

344 (i). MEDIOAL INSPECTION, QumnuC: in Cer. Of SUP., 1195 (il)-

:Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 415 (i). MoiN, Di. J. A, OLAIM R MEDICAL BERVIVES M. for copy (Mr.

M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) 494 (i). Amyot) 655 (i).
PAMPHILETS, h, TRANSLATION: Qo.(f.Ayt 5()

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE : in COm. of Sup., 114 (i); - IMMIGRATION: in Oom. Of Snp., 1158, 1165 (il).

COnO., 1685 (ii). PATETS, APPOINTMENT OF VOMMISSIONER in Oum. of Sup., 93 (i).
PATENT RECORD, " EXPECNOES: in Cern. cf SUp., 1150 (il).

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No. 1 (Sir PAUmE IMMIGRATION' Quoi. (Sir RuA'îrd Cartwright) 964 (H).
John A. Macdonald). 10*, 2 (pro forma) (i). in Cer. of dup., 1155, 1168 (h).

Adulteration Act (Chap. 107, Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. Remarki (Mir Richard Cartwright, &c.) on M. for Cer. ofBnp., 1895 (hi).
No. 47 (Mr. Costigan). 11, 238 (i); 20*, 898; in PLATTR, Du., SUBSIDT TO '4EALTÉ JOURNAL in 0cM. Of Bnp,
COm., 932; 3°*, 935 (ii). (5f Vic., c. 24.) 1198 (il).

ADULTERATION OF FOOD: in Com. of Sup., 1619 (ii). QUARANTINE SERVICE OF CANADA: M. (Mr. Fitet) for Bp. Co.
657 (i).

Advertising Counterfeit Money. See " CRIMINAL - in coi. of Sup., 1195 (il)
LAw." SAUNDERaS, PROFriBsoR, RaP. ONi EXPERIMNNTAL, FàAI in N.W.T.:

AGRICULTURE, IMMIGR ATION, &C.: M. for Ret * (Mr. .IffuVen) 498 (1).
AGSTTA TRAVLLLING EXPINSEs: in Com. of Sp., 1167 (i).p., 1663 ()

AGRICULTURAL SOCITIN INN. W. T. : In 0 O . of Sup., 115 (i). VACCINE, (iRANT O R PREPARIN).: Que. (Mr. Fiat) 140 ).
AGRICULTUREL SETIE IN in. . TSU. 9n (j). cBn, ( WATECLET, P , FOREIGN EMIGRATION A GENT, EMPLOIMEET nr Gev?.:
AGRIOULTURU DuPT. : in Cern. of Bnp., 95 Q(i).86(i)

- DEPTL. E.: Ques. (Bir Richard Cartwright) 2e (i). ALA8KA AND B .
- presented (Mr. Carling) 455 (i).

ARTS, AGRICULTURI AND BTATISTIOS : in Com. Of SUp., 1148,1638 (ii) JWor) 495 (i).
ARCHrEIS, CARI oi: in Oom. Of Sp., 1149 (il). Qaes. (Mr. Charlton) 171 (i)
BAKER, MR., IMxIGRATIoE AGENT: in Com. Of Sup., 1161, 1169 (ii). ALBERTA CATTLE RANCHES. See "GRAziNa LEASES."
BARNARDO, OR.: in 0Om. Of SUp., 1167 (Ji).
BUTTER-MAKING, PAMPHLET, GURIXAN TRANSLATION: Ques. (Mr. Lan-

derkin) 496 (). (Mr. Davis). 1c*, 454; 20*, 612 (i); wthdn., 1585 (ii).
- FEEoXi EDITIox: Ques. (Mr. Oouture) 98 (i). ALBERTON1BARBOR, DEEPENINO: Ques. (Mr. Perry) 712 Q).

CATTLE QUARAxTINE, EXPENSES: in Com. Of SUp., 1200 (i). ALBERT Ry. Co.'s LOAN ÂCOOUNT Ques. (Mr. Buis) 836 (il).
OmisUs AID STATIsTIOS: in 0om. of Sup., 1155 (ii).
OmCoRATI 0-EETNuNIAL EXMBITION, CAR. RUPRasENTATION : QuO. Tuper) 156 in CN.) 15I4 (h).

(Mr. Laurier) 1136 (il).
OExTENE!AL EXImITIoN or 1876, PArRis, &o., ro G. J. MACDONALD: "ALIT," CR. RI8PECTING CONDITION: M. for et. (Mr.

M. for copies* (Mr. Landerkin) 86 (i). Welsh) 821 (i).
CRIPMAI, 0. C., PATRrTS TO: in Com. Of Bnp., 1149 (I). ALLEN, WAREN, CLAIN OR ICI BOAT: M for Papers,
CoLMI, Ma. : in Com. of Sp., 1166 (ii).
OcLoMAL AND INDIAN EXHITmON : il Com. Of SUp., 168 (ii). &o. (Mr. Davies, P.B.l) 833 (ii).
OmRxuaL BTATITIos : Rep. presented (Mr. Carling) 1551 (hi). AMIRICA, WoaKS ON: in Coi. of Snp., 1030 (ii).
EXPERIXENTAL FARX PO MAX. : Ques. (Mr. Watson) 495 (i). AMERICAN HISTORY (PBINTING CATALOGUE): in Com. ofSupl

-- i Com. of Sup., 1154, 1574 (ii).
- IW . W. T , LocATIoN, PArmeS, &c.: M. for 1et.3 (Mr.

Lcmd#ksn) M6 0). -Amrlorian Veuela, Aid. Sm " Wazoo YEBBILS."
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ÂMMUNITIoN, &a.: in Com. of Sup., 1211 (ii).

Annapolis and Atlantic Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.
82 (Mr. Milis, Annapolis). 1°*, 489; 2°*, 530 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 978 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 73.)

Animals, Cruelty to. See "CRIM[NAL LAW."
ARoHIVEs, CARE oF: in Com. of Sup., 1149 (ii).
ARKoNA POSTMASTER: Remarks (Mr. Lister) on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1018 (ii).
- DisMIss &L : Ques. (Mr. Lister) 712 (i).
ARTILLERT PRAJTICE ON ISLAND oF ORLEANS: M. for Copies

of Pets., &c. (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency) 672 (i).
ARTs, AGRICULTURE AND STAT1sTIOS: in Com, of Sup., 1148,

1638 (ii).
Assiniboine River Bridges (construction) B.

No. 86 (Mr. Watson). 1°*, 489; 2°*, 612 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 978 (ii). (51 1ic., c. 92 )

ATLANTIO OCEAN, OBSTRUCTIONS TO SHIPPING: Ques. (Gen.
Laurie) 1433 (ii).

Aunry, REV. M, SERVICEs AS MILITARY CHAPLAIN: M. for
copies of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 654 (i).

AUDETTE, ANTOINE, NoRTH STUKELY POSTMASTER: M. for
copies of O.C.'s, &o. (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1092 (ii).

AUDET, LIEUT. COL., AND FRENcH TRANSLATION or FIELD
EXERCIsEs: M. for Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 655 (i).

Audit Act. See " R RvENUi| AND A UDIT."
AUDITOR AND IRECEIVER GENERAL, WINNIPEG: in Com. of

Sup., 88 (i).
AUDITOR GENERAL'S OFFI1c : in Com. of Sup., 95 (i).

-- INOREASE (F SALARY: prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper)

493 (i). .
--- APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS: preFented (Sir Char&es

Tupper) 18 (i).
BAKER, MR., IMMIGRATION AGENT AT QU'APPELLE: in Com.

of Sup, 111, 1169 (ii).
BANKS AND BANKING:

BA1x op LONDON IN CANADA. Sée B. 80.
BANKS SUPERVISION BY GOVT.: prop. Res. (Mr. Casgrain) 668 (i).
- Ques. (Kr. Casgrain) 18 (i).
FEDERAL BANK OF CANADA. See B. 51.
QENERAL BANKINa ACT AXT.: Ques. (Mr. Inne8) 19 (i).
GOLD, REDEMPTION op LEGAL TENDER NOTES: QueS. (Mr. Mitchell)

171 (i).
LÂ. BANQUE NATIONALI. Sei B. 23.
LEGISLATION: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 415 (i).

[B&e " FINANCE."]

Bank Act (Chap. 120, Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 119
(Mr. Thompson). 1°, 1135; 20*, in Com. and 30*,
1402 (ii). (51 Pic., c. 27.)

Bank of London winding-up B. No. 80 (Mr.
Mills, Bothwell). 1°*, 489; 2°*, 498 (i); in Com. and
30*, 1313 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 50.)

BARRACKs (B.C.). in Com of Sap., 1644 (ii).
BAY FoRTurNE, P. B.I., BREAK WATER, REP. oP ENGINEER: i.

for Copy (Mr. McIntyre) 656 (i).
BAY or QUINTÉ, BRIDGE AT BELLEVILLE: M. for copies of

Cor.* (Mr. Platt) 922 (ii).
BEAUHARNOIS CONTRVVERTED ELEOTION: Judge's Rep.

8U i.i).

BEHiRING's SEA, CLEARANCES TO VESSELS : Que& (Mr. Edgar)
44 (i).

- Ques. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 778 (i).
NATIGATION BY CANADIAN VESSELs: QRes. (Mr.

-Edgar) 44 (i).
M. for Ret. (Mr. Gordon) 966 (ii.)

Deb. (Mr. Prior) 966; (Mr. Foster) 968; (Kr. Mdlls, Bothwoell) 968;
(Sir Chars Tupper) 989; (Kfr. Mitchell) 969; (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 970; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 971 ; (Kr. Daies) 971 ;
(Mr. MeNeill) 972; (Kr. Edgar) 973; (Kr. Nontague) 973; (Mr.
Baker) 973 (ii).

BELFAST IMMIGRATIoN AGENOY (GRATUITY TO LATE AGENT):
in Com. of Sap, 1638 (ii).

Belleville and Lake Nipissing Ry. (o.'s incorp.
B. No. 96 (Mr. Thompson). 1**, 866; 2°*, 954; in
Com. and 3°*, 1067 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 68.)

Benevolent Societies B. No. U5 (Wr. Dickinson) 10,
1062 (i).

BEXLEY POSTMASTER : QUes. (Mr. Barron) 58 (i).
BILL (No, 1) Respectir g the Administration of Oaths of

Office.-(Sir John A. Macdonald)
1°*, 2, pro formd (i).

BILL (No. 2) To amend " The Dominion Controverted E lec-
tions Act."-(Mr. Amyot.)

10, 18 (i).
BILL (No. 3) To protect the owners of certain bottles and

vessels therein montioned.-(MIr. Denison.)
1o*, 27; 20 m., 759 (i).

BILL (No. 4) To amend the Act respecting Defective Letters
Patent and the Discharge of Securities to the Crown.-
(Mr. McCarthy )

10,44; 2°, 761 (i); in Com. and 30, 916 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 36.)

BILL (No. 5) F.-r he protection Jf RÀilway E'np'oyés.-
(Mr. McCarlhy.)

1, 44; 2° m., 762; deb. adjd., 770 (i); rsmd., 916; 2°,
917; Order discbgd. and ref. to Com. on B. 24,
1247 (ii).

BILL (No. 6) To amend the " The Canada Temperance Act."
-(gfr. McCarthy.)

1°, 44 (i); 2° m., 978; 2° and in Com., 980; recom.,
1245; 30*, 1259 (ii). (1 vic., C. "4.)

BILL (No. 7) To permit American vemsels to aid vessels
wrecked or disabled in Canadian waters.-(Mr. Kirk.
patrick.)

10, 44; 2° m., 770; deb. adjd., 078 i); ramd., 917; 2°
neg. (Y. 61, N. 84) 921 (ii).

BILL (No. 8) To incorporate the Canada and Michigan
Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Patterson, ssex.)

1°*, 51; 20*, 128; in Com. and 3**, 891 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 93.)

BILL (No. 9) Reapecting the Caada Sonthern and the
Brie and Niagara RailwayCompuùies.-(Kr. Ferfguon
Welland.)

.1°*,.1; **, 128; in Oem. and 3*, 392 (i). (i4 Vic.,
c. 61.)
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INDEX.
BILL (No. 10) To amend " The Canada Temperanoe Act"

-(Mr. Jamieaan.)
1 P,52 (i); 2° m., 985; Amt. (Mr. O'Brien) 6 va. h., 989;

neg, (Y. 44, N. 88) and 2°, 1000; in Com., 1247;
30* 1259 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 35.)

BILL (No. 11) To empower the Merchante Marine In-
surance Company of Canada to relinquish its Charter
and to provide for the winding-up of ita affair.- (Mr.
Ourran.)

1°*, 62; 2°, 322; in Com. and 30*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 98.)

BILL (No. 12) To amend Chapter one hundred and twenty-
seven of the Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled:
" An Act respecting Interest. "-(Mr. Landry.)

10* 62 (i).

BILL (No. 18) To amend the Act respecting the Civil
Service of Canada.-(Mr. McNeill.)

10, 62 (i).
BILL (No. 14) To incorporate the Ontario Central Railway

Company (name changed to Western Ontario.)- (Mr.
Ward.)

1°*, 62; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 3°*, 496 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 69.)

BILL (No. 15) To incorporate the Nisbet Academy of
Pince Albert.-(Mr. Macdowall.)

1o*, 62; 2*, 219 (i); in Com. and S0*, 954 (ii). (51
Vic, c. 108.)

BILL (No. 16) To incorporate the Chinook Belt and Peace
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Perley, Amsiniboia.)

1°*, 73; 20*, 219; in Com. and 3e*, 647 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 74.)

BILL (No. 17) Respeoting the River St. Clair Railway,
Bridge and Tunnel Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

lo*, 73; 2°*, 219; in Com, and 3°, 498 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 94.)

BILL (No. 18) To amend the Acta relating to the Great
Western and Lake Ontario Shore Junction Railway
Company.-(Mr. Derguson, Welland.)

10*, 73; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 30*, 392 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 56.)

BILL (No. 19) To incorporate the Collingwood and Bay of
Quinté Railway Company.-(Mr. Montague.)

1°1, 73; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 30*, 496 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 70 )

BILL (No. 20) Relating to the Upper Ottawa Improvement
Company.-(Mr. White, lenfrew.)

1°*, 73; 2° m., 322; 2°, 496 (i); in Com. and 3°*1148
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 102.)

BILL (No. 21) Respecting the Port Arthur, Duluth and
Western Railway Company.-(r. Dawson.)

1°*, 73; 2c*, 128; in Com. and 30*, 392 (i). (51 Vic.
c. 84.)

BILL (No. 22) To incorporate the Eastern Assurance Clom-
pany.-(r. McDougald.)

1°*, 73; 2*, 219; in Com. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51 vic.'
c. 96.)

BILL (No. 23) To reduce the capital stock of La Banque
Nationale.-(Mr. Bryson.)

1°*, 73; 20*, 128; in Com. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 43.)

BILL (No. 24) To consolidate and amend the Railway Act.
-(Mr. Pope.)

1, 73 (i); 2°*, 941; in Com., 1175, 1417, 1492; 30 m.
and M. to recoin., 1507; Amt. (Mr. Bdgar) 1508;
neg. (Y. 54, N. 98) 1510; 3°*, 1511 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 29.)

BILL (No. 2à) To confirm the Charter of incorporation ofthe
Great North.West Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
Daly.)

10*, 85; 2°m., 128; 20*, 220; in Com. and 3°*, 726 (i),
(51 Vic., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 26) To confirm a certain agreement made be-
tween the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada,
the Canada Southern Railway Company and the Lon-
don and Port Stanley Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

JO*, 85; 2°, 128; in Com. and b°*, 647 (i). (§1 Vic.

c. 59.)
BILL (No. 27) To incorporate the Bronsons and Weston Lum-

ber Company.-(Kr. Perley, Ottawa.)
1°*. 97; 20*, 220; in Com. and 3°*, 612 (i). (51 Tic.,

c. 103.)
BILL (No. 28) To repeal an Act intituled: " An Act for

faciliating navigation of the River St. Lawrence, in and
near the Harbor of Quebec."-(Mr. Guay.)

10*, 97 (i).
BILL (No. 29) To mako further provision as to the Preven.

tion of Cruelty to Animals.-(Mr. Brown.)
10, 97 (i).

BILL (No. 30) To authorise the Town of Kincardine, in thie
County of Bruce, to impose and collect certain Tolls at
the Harbor in the said Town.-(Kr. Rowand.)

1°*, 97; 20, 220 (i); in Com. and 5°*, 1049 (ii). (51
Vic, c. 104.)

BILL (No. 31) To incorporate the Detroit River Bridge
Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Welland.)

1°t, 110; 29*, 497 (i); in Com,, 912; 30*, 953 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 91.)

BILL (No. 33) To incorporate the Dominion Plate Glass In.
surance Company.- (Ur. Bolton.)

1°*, 110; 2°+, 322 (i); in Com., 946; 3°*, 978 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 33) To amend the Act incorporating the Here-
ford Branch Railway Company, and to change the
name of the Company to the Hereford Rai lway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Rail.)

1°*, 110; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 30*, 498 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 81.)

BILL (No. 34) Reapecting the South Norfolk Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Tisdale.)

1°*, 110; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 30*, 496 (i). (51 Fic.
c. 57.)
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INDEX.
BILL (No. 35) To enable the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Rail.

way Company to run a ferry between Beecher Bay, in
British Columbia, to a point in the Straits of Fuca,
within the United States of America.-(Mr. Baker.)

10*, 124; 2°*, 220; in Com. and 3'*, 493 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 89.)

BILL (No. 36) Respecting the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany of Canada. -(Mr. Ourran.)

10*, 124; 2°*, 220; in Com., 496; 3°*, 498 (i). (51 Vie.,
c. 58.)

BILL (No. 37) Respecting the Lake Nipissing and James'
Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Cockburn )

10*, 124; 20*, 220; in Con. and 30*, 498 (i). (51 Vic,,
c. 80.)

BILL (No. 38) To amend. the Acts respecting Patents of
Invention. -(Mr. Carling.)

1°*, 124 (i); prop. Res., 125; cone. in, 1513; 2°* and in
Com., jlà1i ; 30 m., 1547; Amt. (Mr. Wilson, Elgin)
neg. (Y. 60, N. 93) and 30, 1518 (ii). (51 Pic, c. 18.)

BILL (No. 39) To amend the Act respecting Ferries, Chapter
ninety-seven of the Revised Statutes.-(M r. Costigan.)

10, 124 (i); 2°* and in Coin., 895; 30*, 86 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 40) To extend the juriediction of the Maritime
Court of Ontario. -(Mr. Charlton.)

1°*, 244 (i); 2?, in Com. and 3°*, 1519 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 39.)

BILL (No. 41) Respecting the application of certain laws,
therein mentioned, to the Province of Manitoba.-(Mr.
Thompson.)

10, 139 (i); 2°*, 911; in Com. and 3qý%, 1402 (ii). (51
Vie., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 42) To incorporate the Pontiac and Renfrew
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bryson.)

1°*, 206; 20*, 322; in Com. and 30*, 611 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 66.)

BILL (No. 43) To amend the Act incorporating the Shuswap
and Okanagon Railway Company.-(Mr. Mara )

JO*, 206; 20*, 322; in Com. and 30*, 498 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 88.)

BILL (No. 44) Respecting Bonds on Branch Lines of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company.-(Mr. Small.)

1°*, 206; 2°*, 322; in Com. and 30*, 498 (i). (51 Vic.,
c, 51.)

BILL (No. 45) Respecting the Ontario and Quebec Railway
Company.-(Mr. Small)

1°*, 206; 2°*, 530 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1207 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 46) To amend the Acts relating to the Manitoba
and North-Western Railway Company of Canada.-
(Mr. Scarth.)

1°*, 238; 2°*, 497; in Com., 612 (i); reconsid. in
Com. and 3°*, 953 (ii). (51 Tic., c. 86.)

BILL (No. 47) To amend "The Adulteration Act," Chapter
one hunfdred and seven of the Revised Statutes of'
Canada. -(Mr. Coostigan.)

1°, 238 (i); 2°*, 898; in Com., 932; 3°*, 935 (ii), (51
Tic., c. 24.)

BILL (No. 48) Further to amend the Law reepecting Pro-
cedure in Criminal Cases.-(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 238 (i); 2°, in Com. and 30*, 942 (ii). (51 ic., c. 43.)
BILL (No. 49) To amend an Act respecting the Liability of

Carriers by Water.-(Ktr. Madll.)
10, 238 (i).

BILL (No. 50) To incorporate the Ottawa, Morrisburg and
New York Railway and Bridge Qompany.-(Mr.
ffickey.)

1°*, 270; 2°*, 498 (i); in Com. and 3Q*, 954 (ii).
BILL (No. 51) Respecting the Federal Bank of Canada.-

(Mr. Cockburn.)
1°*, 270; 2°*, 497; in Com. and 39*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,

c. 49.)
BILL (No. 52) To amend the Act to incorporate the Mas-

kinongé and Nipissing Railway Company-(Mr. Cou-
lombe.)

JO*, 270; 2°*, 497; in Com. and 3°*, 647 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 82.)

BILL (No. 53) To make further provision respecting the
Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Brie Railway Company.
-(Mr. Paterson, Brant.)

1°*, 270; 20*, 497; in Com. and 39*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 62.)

BILL (No. 54) To incorporate the SouLh-Western Railway
Company.-(Mr. Ball.)

1°*, 270; 2°*, 4b8 (i); in Com, and 30 ml, 912; Amt.
(Mr, Bergin) 6 m. h., neg. (Y, 57, N. 86) 953; 3°,
954 (ii). (51 Tic., c. 52.)

BILL (No. 55) To amend "The Representation Act" as
respects certain Constituencies in British Columbia.-
(Mr. Baker.)

10, 309 (i).
BILL (No. 56) To amend the Act respecting Blections of

Members of the House of Commons.-(Mr. Baker.)
10 ,309 (i).

BILL (No. 57) Further to amend "The Supreme and Exche.
quer Courts Act," Chapter one hundred and thirty-five
of the iRevised Statutes.-(Mr. Baker.)

10, 309 (i).
BILL (No. 58) To make further provision respecting Fish-

eries and Fishing.-(Mr. Kirk.)
1°, 309 (i).

BILL (No. 59) To confer certain powers on the Nova Scotia
Telephone Company, limited.-(Mr. Tupper.)

1°*, 344; 20*, 530 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 954 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 100.)

BILL (No. 60) To amend Chapter twenty.seven of the Re.
vised Statutes, respecting the Department of Public
Printing.and Stationery.-(Mr. Chapleau.)

1O*, 344 (i); 20 and in Com., 1005; 3°*, 1137 (ii).
(51 Tic., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 61) Respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara
Central Railway Company.-(Mr. Rykert.)

1*, 380; 2P, 530 (i); in Oom. and 3°*, 1049; Son.
Amts. cone. in, 1345 (ii). (51 Tic., c. 78.)
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INDEX.
BILL (No. 62) To incorporate the Grenville International

Bridge Oompany.-(&r. Shanly.)
1°*, 380; 20*, 498 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 954 (ii). (51

vc., C. 90.)
BILL (No. 63) To amend the Acts relating to the Wood

Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Company.-(Mr.
Perley, Assiniboia.)

1 9*, 80; 2°*, 498; in Com. and 3°*, 612 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 87.)

BILL (No. 64) To incorporate the Chatham Jandtion Rail-
way Company.-(à r. Weldon, St. John.)

1°*, 380; 2°*, 498; in Com. and 30*, 6 i2 (i). (51 Vie.,
c. 72.)

BILL (No. 65) Respecting a certain Treaty between Her
Britannic Majesty and the President of the United
States.-(Mlr. Thompson.)

1°, 380; 2° m., 673; deb. adjd., 711; ramd., 779 (i), 833;
20, 865 ; in Com., 867 ; 30*, 889 (ii). (5 1 Vie., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 66) To ineorporate the St. Lawrence and Adiron-
dack Railway Company.-(Mr. Bergeron.)

1°*, 380; 2°*, 498 ; in Com. and 3°* 612 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 64.)

BILL (No. 67) To incorporate the Buffalo, Chippawa and
Niagara Falls Steamboat and Railway Company.-(&fr.
Ferguson, Welland.)

1°*, 415; 2°*, 612 (i); in Com, and 3°*, 978 (ii). (51
Tic., c. 101L)

BILL (No. 68) To incorporate the Alberta Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

1°*, 454; 2°*, 612 (i); wthdn,, 1585 (ii).
BILL (No. 69) To confirm a Mortgage given by the Central

Railway Company to the Central Trust Company of
New York to secure an issue of debentures.-(Mr.
Weldon, St. John.)

1J*, 454; 2°*, 530 (i) ; in Com. and 30*, 1067 (ii).
(51 ic., c. 83.)

BILL (No. 70) To incorporate the Montreal Island Bailway
Company.-(Kr. Desjardins.)

1°*, 454; 2°*, 498; in Com. and 3111F, 726 (i). (51 Vie.,
. C. 63.)

BILL (No. 71) To grant certain powers to the St. John's and
Iberville ffydraulic and Manufacturing Company.-
(Kr. Vanasse.)

1°*, 454; 2°, 530; in Com. and 3"*, 726 (i).
BILL (No. 72) To incorporate the New York, St. Lawrence

and Ottawa Railwa7y Company.-(Mr. Wood, Brock-
ville.)

10*, 464; 20*, 612 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1049 (ii).
(51, Vic., c. 67.)

BILL (No. 73) Respecting the Stanstead, Shefford and
Chambly Railway Company.-(Ur. Pisher.)

1°*, 454; 2°*, 726 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 1207 (ii). (41
Vie., c. 54.)

BILL (No. 74) To amend the Act to incorporate theoKincar-

dine and Teeswater Railway Company.-([ r. Rowand.)
1°*, 454; 20*, 493; in Com. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,

c. 77.)
7

BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the Ottawa and Parry Sound
Railway Company.-(Mr. Ferguson, Renfrewt)

1°), 454; 2°*, 498; in Con. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51 Vic.,
c. 65.)

BILL (No. 76) To amend the Revised Statutes of Canada,
Chapter fifty, respectiag the North- West Territories.
-(Sir John A Macdonald.)

1J,454 (i) ; prop. Res., 1174; in Com., 1491; 20*, 1473;
in Com. on B., t480; 3°*, 1547 (ii). (51 Tc., c. 19.)

BILL (No. 77) To confirm a certain agreement made
between the London and South-Bastern Railway Com-
pany and the Canada Southern Railway Company.-

(Mr. Small.)
104r, 85; 20*, 128; in Com. and 3*, 647 (i). (51 Fic.,

c. 60.)
BILL (No. 78) To incorporate the Keystone Insurance Com-

pany.-(Mr. Weldon, St. John.) '
1°*, 489; 2°*, 498 (); in Com. and 30*, 978 (ii). (51

Vic., c. 97.)
BILL (No. 79) To incorporate the Tobique Gypsum Coloni.

sation Railway Company.-(Mr-. Burns.)
1°*, 489; 20*, 530; in Com and 30*, 790 (i). (51 Vic.,

c. 71.)
BILL (No. 80) To wind up the Bank of London in Canada.

-(Mr. Mills, Bothwell.)
10*, 489; 20*, 498 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1313 (ii).

(51 Vic., c. 50.)
BILL (No. 81) To incorporate the Ontario, Manitoba and

Western Ratilway Company.-(Mr. Davis.)
1°*, 489; 2°*, 498 (i); wthdn., 1585 (ii).

BILL (No. 82) To incorporate the Annapolis and Atlantic
Railway Company.-(Mr. Mills, Annanolis.)

1°*, 489; 2°*, 530 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 978 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 73.)

BILL (No. 8:) To amend the Aet to incorporate the Monoton
Harbor Improvements Contpany.-(Mr. Wood, West-
moreland.)

1°*, 489; 20*, 498 (i); in Com. and 30*, 954 (ii). (51
Vic., C. 105.)

BILL (No. 84) To incorporate the Thousand Islands Rail-
way Company--(Mr. Taylor.)

1°, 489 ; 2°*, 612 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1067 (ii). (51
Vic., c 75.)

BILL (No. 85) To incorporate the Emerson and North-
Western Railway Company.-(Mr. Watson.)

10*, 489; 20*, 612 (i); wthdn., 1585 (ii).
BILL (No. 86) To authorise the construction of Bridges over

the Assiniboine River at Winnipeg and Portage la
Prairie, for railway and passenger purposes.-(Mr.
Watson.)

1°*, 499; 2°*, 612 (i) ; In Com. and 30*, 978 (ii). (51
Vic, c. 92.)

BILL (Nc. 87) To amend "The Oansolidated Revenue and
Audit Act," Chapter twenty-nine of the Revised Sta-
tutes of Canad!â.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Res. prop. and 10 of B, 493 (i); 20, 8 9; Re. in Com.,
89 1 ; conc. in, 931; B. in Oom., 931, 943 ; 3*, 913
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 7.)

xlir



INDEX.
BILL (No. 88) To abolish Forfoitures for Treason and Felony,

and to othorwise amend the Law relating thereto.-(Mr.
Thompson.)

1°,9 514 (i); 20, 1147; wthdn., 1629 (ài).
BILL (No. 89) To amend " The Dominion Elections Act,"

Chapter eight, Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Kr.
Thompson.)

10, 514 (i); 2°, 941; in Com., 944, 1138; 30 m. and
Amt. (Mr. Barron), 1403; neg. (Y. 59, N. 83 ) and
30, 1404 (ii). (51 Tie., c. 11.)

BILL (No. 90) To amend the Revised Statutes of Chnada,
Chapter one hundred andi eighty-one, respecting Pun-
ishments, Pardons and the Commutation of Sentences.-
(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 515 (i); 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 942 (ii).. (51 Vic.,
c. 47.)

BILL (No. 91) To amend the Law relating to Fraudulent
Marks on Merchandise.-(Kr. Thompson.)

10, 515 (i) ; 20, 942; in Com., 943, 1002; 3°*, 1005 (ii).
(51 Vic., c. 41.)

BILL (No. 92) To amend Chapter thirty-two of the Revised
Statutes respecting the Customs.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Res. prop., 499; 10*, 598 (i); 20, 897; in Com., 898,
954, 1001; 30*, 1002; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 1472 (ii).
(51 Vic., c. 14.)

BILL (No. 93) Further to amend " The Speedy Trials Act,"
Chapter one hundred and seventy-five of the Revised
Statutes.-(r. Thompson).

10, 598 (i); 2, 942; 1i Com. and 3f, 1005 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 46.)

BILL (No. 94) To amend " The Railway Act."-(Mr. Cook.)
10, 598 (i).

BILL (No. 95) Respecting Gaming in Stocks and Merchan-
dise-(G)from the Senate.-(Kr. Thompson.)

10*, 750 (i); 2°*, 1195; in Con., 1404; 3°*, 1412 (ii).
(51 Vie., c. 42.)

BILL (No. 96) To incorporate the Belleville and Lake Nip-
issing Railway Company-(E)from the Senate.-(Ifr,

Thompson.)
1°*, 866; 2°*, 954; hà Com. and 30*, 1067 (ii). (51

tc., C. 68.)
BILL (No. 97) To amend the Act to incorporate the Board

of Management of the Church and Manse Building
Fund of the Presbyterian Church In Canada for Mani.
toba and the North-Wet.-(fr. Daly.)

1°*, 711; 2°*, 790 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1813 (ii). (51
Tc., c. 107.)

BILL (No. 98) Respeoting the International Convention for
the Preservation of Submarine Cablee-(C) from the
Senate.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1°*, 726 (, 2°, 942; in Com. ana 3°*', 944 (ii). (51
vie., c. 31)

BILL (No. 99) To amend the Steamboat Inspection Aot. -
(Mr. Poster.)

10, 750 (i); 20* and in Com., 1402; 30*, 1404 (ii). (51
Vie., c. 26.)

BILL (No. 100) Respecting the application to Canada of the
Criminal Law of England.-(Kr. Thompson.)

1°, 84-5 (ii).
BILL (No. 101) To make further provision respecting the

granting of a subsidy to the Chigneto Marine Trans.
pot t Railway Company, limited.-(Sir Charle Tupper.)

Res. prop. and in Com., 896-; 1°* of B., 897; 2° m.,
935; agreed to (Y. 84, N. 52) 941; 30, 943 (ii).
(51 Vc., c. 4.)

BILL (No, 102) Respecting the Central Ontario Railway
Company.-(Kr. O'Brien.)

1°*, 899 ; 20*, 954 ; in Com. and 3°*, 1148 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 76.)

BILL (No. 103) To provide for the examination and licens-
ing of persons employed as engineers elsewhere than
on steamboat.-(Mr. Cook.)

1°*, 899 (ii).
BILL (No. 104) Farther to amend Obapter fifty-one of the

Revised Statutes of Canada, " The Territories Real
Property Act."-(Mr. Thompson.)

1, 899; 20*, 1195; prop. Res., 1259; in Com, 1416;
in Com. on B., 1412, 1415; 30*, 1433 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 90.)

BILL (No. 105) To prevent the practice of fraud by tree
peddlers and commission mon in the sale of nursery
stock.-(Mir. Boyle.)

1°*, 899 (ii).
BILL (No. 106) Further to amend " The Indian Act," Chapter

forty.three of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr. White, Card.
well.)

10, 922; 2° (Mr. Thompson) and in Com., 1007; 30*, 1011
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 22.)

BILL (No. 107) Respecting the York Farmers Colonisation
Company-(A) from the Senate.-(Mr. McCulla.)

1°*, 1031; 20*, 1067; in Com. and 3°*, 1313 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 106.)

BILL (No. 108) Respecting the Advertising of Counterfoit
Money.-(fr. Thompson.)

10, 963; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1137 (ii). (51 Vic., e. 40.)
BILL (No. 109) To provide for the care and reformation of

ohildren neglected or ill-treated by parents or guar-
dian.-(Mr. O'Brie.)

1°, 963 (ii).
BILL (No. 110) Further to amend " The Supreme and Exche-

quer Courts Act," Chapter one hundred and thirty-five
of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr. Thompson.)

1° 964; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 1402 (ii).
BILL (No. 111) To provide for the crossing of Railways by

Street Drains and Water Mains.-(Mr. Lister.)
1°*, 964 (i).

BILL (112) To amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter seventy.
seven respecting the Safety of Ships.-(Kr. Poster.)

1, 1000; Order for 2° dschgd. and B. wthdn., 1473 (ii).
BILL (No. 113) To amend Chapter one hundred and seventy.

*igkt of the Revised Statutos of Canada, " The Sam-
mary Convictions Act. "-(ILr. Thompson.)

1", 1001; 2°*, 1492; in fom. and 30*, 1417; Sen. AInts.
cone. in, 1629 (i). (51 Tc., c. 45.)



INDEX.
BILL (No. 114) To amend the several Acte relating to th

Board of Trade of the City of Toronto-(D) from th
Senate.-(Kr. iSmall)

1°*, 1031; 2°*, 1067 ; in Com. and 30*, 1313 (ii). (5
Vic. c. 99.)

BILL (No. 115) Respecting Benevolent Societies.-(Mr
Dickinsa.)

1°, 1062 (ii).
BILL (No. 116) To amend " The Civil Service Act," Chapte

seventeen of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr
Chapleau.)

lQ, 1062; 2°* and in Com., 1433, 1468; 3°*, 1472 (ii).
(51 Tic., c. 12.)

BILL (No. 117) To amend theI "Electoral Franchise Aot,"
Chapter five of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr.
Chapleau.)

10, 1062; 2, 1549; in Com., 1551; 3 m., 1586; Amt
(Mr. Laurier) to recom., neg. (Y. 53, N. 74) and
30*, 1587 (ii). (51 Via., c. 9.)

BILL (No. 118) To amend theI "Weights and Measures Act,"
as respecte the contents of packages of Balt.-(Mr.
Costigan.)

1, 1093; 204, in Com. and 3°*, 1402 (ii) (51 Vic.,
c. 25.)

BILL (No. 119) To amend theI "Bank Act," Chapter one
hundred and twenty of the Revised Statutes.-(Mr.
Thompson.)

10, 1135; 20*, in Com. and 30*, 1402 (ii). (51 i., c. 27.)
BILL (No. 120) Further to amend " The Supreme and Ex.

chequer Courts Act," Chapter ont hundred and thirty-
five of the Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 1135; 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1402; Sen. Amte. cone.
in, 1549 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 121) To amend Chapter thirty-three of the Re.
vised Statutes of Canada, respecting the duties of Cas-
toms.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

10*, 1137; 2°*, in Com. and 39*, 1400 (ii). (51 Vie.,
c. 15.)

BILL (No. 122) To amend Chapter thirty-four of the Re-
vised Statutes, respecting the Inland Revenue.-(Mr.
Costigan )

1°n, 113t; 2°* and in Com., 1401; 3°*, 1402 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 123) To amend " The Criminal Procedure Act,"
Chapter one hundred and seventy4our of the Revised
Statutes.-(Mr. Thompson.)

10, 1173; 29* and in Com, 1513; 30*, 1514 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 44.)

BILL (No. 124) To amend the " Copyright Act," Chapter
sixty-two of Ie Revised Statutes of Canada.-(Mr.
Thompson.)

10, 1173; wthdn., 1629 (ii).
BILL (No. 125) To amend " The North-West Territories

Representation Act."-(Mr. Thompson.)
10, 1231; 2°*, in Com., 3° m, Amt, (Mr. Watson) to re-

com. neg. (Y. 62, N. 89) Mg 3°*, 1551 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 10.)

e BILL (To. 126) To amend Chapter one hundred and twenty
e four of the Revised Statutes, respecting Insurance.-

(Sir Charles Tuype.)
1 1°, 1333; V, 1400; M. for Com., 1416; in Com., 1417;

30*, 1433 (ii). (51 Mc., c. 28.)
BILL (No. 127) Relating to the Interest payable on Deposits

in the Post OfRce and Government Savings Bank.-(Sir
Charles Tupper.)

r 1,0 1332; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1401 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 8.)

BILL (No. 128) For the relief of Bleonora Elisab«h Tudor
-(F) from the Senate.-(Mr. SmalU.)

1° on a div., 1345 ; 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 34) 1413; M.
for special order for Com., 1468; 30 on a div., 1522
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 111.)

BILL (No. 129) For the relief of Andrew Maxwell Irving--
(J) from the Senate.-(KMr. Smali.)

1° on a div., 1346 ; 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 34) 1414'; M.
for special ordet for Coin., 1468; 3° on a div., 1522.
(i). (51 TRc., c. 109.)

BILL (No. 130) For the relief of Catharine Morrison-(R)
from the Senate.-(Mr. Small.)

19 on a div., 1345; 2° agreed to (Y. 86, N. 34) 1414; M.
for special order for Com., 1468; 30 on a div., 1522
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 110.)

BILL (NO. 131) Further to amend " The Dominion Lande
Act "-(L) from the Senate.-(Sir John A. Macdonald.)

1°*, 1382; 20 and in Com., 1514; 3°, 1549 (ii), (51 Vic.,
c. 21.)

BILt (No. 132) Respecting a certain agreement between the
Government of Canada and the Canadian Pacifie Rail.
way Company.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Res. prop., 1001; M. for Com., 13.42; Amt. (Mr. Laurier)
1354; neg. (Y. 63, N. 111) 1371 ; Amt. (Mr. .Mt-
chell) neg., 1371; M. for Com. agreed to (Y. 112, N.
60) 1371; in Com., 1372; 1° of B., 1382; 2°*, 188;
in Com., 1388; 3°*, 1391; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 1587
(ii). (ß1 Vic., c. 32.)

BILL (No. 133) To authomse the raising, by way ci loan, of
certain sums of money for the Publie Servioe.-(Sir
Charles Tupper.)

Reo. prop., 1136 ; M. for Com., 1259 ; in Com., 1278; 1°*
and 20* of B., 1387; in Com. and 3°*, 1388 (ii).
(51 Vic., c. 2.)

BILL (No. 134) To make further provison respeoting the
construction of the Ship Channel between Montreal and
Quebec.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Res. prop., 1031; M. for Com., 280; in Com., 1294; 10*
and 2°* of B., in Com. and 3°*, 1391 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 5.)

BILL (No. 135) Relating to certain Advanou made to the
Quebec Barbor Commissioner.-(Bir Charles Tupper.)

Res. prop., 1031; in Com., 1296 ; M. to conc., 1383, 1391;
conc. in, 1*, 2?* of B. and in Cam., 1400; 3e*1,
1404 (il). (51 Ti., e. 6.)



ii INDEX.
BILL (No. 136) To amend Chapter sixteen of the Revised

Statutes, respecting the High Comminissioner for Canada
in the United Kingdom.-(Sir Oharles Tapper.)

Res. prop., 1502; conc. in, 1°*, 2°¥ of B. and in Com ,
1505; 3° m., 1506; 3°, 1547 (ii). (51 Vie., c. 13.)

BILL (No. 1831) Respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara
Central Railway Company.-(Mr. Boyle.)

Rule suspended, 1°*, 20* and in Com., 1522; 30*, 1524
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 79.)

BILL (No. 138) For the prevention and suppression of Com.
binations formed in restraint of trade.-(Mr. Wallace.)

1°, 1544; Notice of M., B, to take effect on 22nd May,
1691 (ii).

BILL (No. 139) Respecting the Stanstead, Shefford and
Chambly Railway Company.-(Mr. Fisher.)

Rule suspended, 1°*, 2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 1563 (ii).

(51 Vic., c. 55.)
BILL (No. 140) To authorise the granting of Subsidies in

aid of the construction of the lines of Railway therein
mentioned.-(Sir Charles Tupper.)

Re@. prop., 1546 ; in Com., 1587; conc. in, 1°*, 2°* and
in Com., 159i; 3°*, 16W9 (ii). (51 Vi., c. 3.)

BILL (No. 141) For granting to 11er Majosty certain sumo
of money required for defraying certain expenses of the
Public Service, for the years ending respectively the
soth June, 1888, and the 30th June, 18D9, and for okher
purposes relating to the Public Service.-(Sir Charles

Tupper.)
Res. cono. in, 10*, 2°* and 30*, 1690 (fi). (51 Vic., c. 1.)

BILL (No. 142) To amend the Act respecting the Judges oi
Provincial Courts, Chapter one hundred and thirty.
eight of the Revised Statute.-(Mr. Thompson.)

B.. prop., 10*, 2°*, in Com., and 3**, 1690 (if). (51
Vice., c.38.)

BILLe ASSENTED TO, 1196, 1692 (ii).
1BILLS WITHDRAWN, 1585, 1629 (if).

Board of Trade. Sec "Toroito."

ROBAYGoN, DAM AT: in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
3oNILLA POINT AND VICToRIA (B.C.) TELEGRAP:II in COm,

of Sup., 1678 (ii).

Bottles and Vessels Protection to Owners B.
No. 3 (gr. Denison). 10*, 27; 2 m., 759 (i).

BOUNDARIEs 0F ONT.: emarks (Mr. Dawscn) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1629 (ii).
BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALAsKA AND CAN.: QUOs. (Mr. Charl-

ton) 171 (i).
- ALA'IA& AND B. C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 498 (i).
B)OiKs ON THE 14ILITIA FoicE OF CAN., TRANSLATION: QUe

(Mr. Anyot) 85 (i).

- REMOVAL OF DUTiis: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 899 (fi).
BRANT AND HALDIJAND INDIAN REsERVE, DoCToR: Ques.

(hir. Landerkin) 647 (i).

Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie Ry. Co.'s
further provision B. No. 53 (ir. Patersan,
Brant). 1'*, 270; 20*, 497; in Com. and 80*, 726 (i).
(51 Vic., c. 62.)

BRESAYLOR IALF-BREEDs: Remarks (Kr. Edgar) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 1514 (ii).

BRID0E AT CHIPPAWA VILLAGE: Que. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 65 (i).

- AT QUEBEC, GOVT. AID: Ques. ( .r. Lange2ier,
Quebec) 16,5 (ii).

BRIDGES, OTTAWA CITY AND RIVER: in Oom. of Sup., 1571.
BaIGADE MAJcRs SALARIES, &o.: in Com. of Sp., 1209 (ii).
BRITISHI COLUM-BIA.:

ALASIKA AND B. 0. BouNDAr GoxîissloN : Ques. (1Er. Prior) 495 (i).
- Ques. (Kr. Charlton) 171 (i).

BARRACS: in Com. of Sup., 164t (il).
BEHRING's 8&A Fisn@Rins.u: Ques. (Mr. Mille, Bothwell) 778 (i).

- NAVIGATION RT 0A VROaELS: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 44 (i).
- SuiZUREs, Coi mî3PcTiwo: M. for Ret. (Mr. Gordon)

966 (ii).
BOXILLA POINT AND VicToRIA TmLNGRArP: in Co. of8up., 1678 (ii).
COUNTY OOURT JUDoES: Ques. (r. 1ar4) 66 (i).
EsQUIMALT GRAVING DocK: in Com. of Sup., 1632, 1653 (ii).
IxxIGRATION AGENT, VICTORIA : in Com. of Sp , 1160 (il).
INDIANS': in Com. of Sup., 168à (il).
KAMLOOPS AS AN OUTPORT Or ENTRY, Mu. PARMLa's Rur.: M. for

copy* (Mr. Mara) 498 (i).
ONDaRDoNxK ABITRATION, PLANT TARaX ovM av GovT.: Details

(Mr. Pope) 111 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 98 (i).
PUNITENTIAÂR: in Com. of SUp ,1025 (ii).
PUB. WOBKS AGENCY: in om. of SUp., 1633 (ii).
VICTORIA, POSTUAOTR. : Ques. (Mr. Ieculles) 826 (ii).

Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
BRoME CONTROVERTED BLEOTION: Judge's Rep. read (Mir.

Speaker) 309 (i).

Bronsons.and Weston Lumber Co.'s incorp. B.
No. 27 (Mir. Perley, Ottawa). 1°*, 97; 2°*, 220; in
Com. and 3°*, 612 (i). (61 Vic., c. 103.)

BacOE, WEST, RET. OP MEMBER ELEOT: notification

(Kr. Speaker) 1 (i).
BYRANTON, ALnIERT AND ALL AN, Cou. re DAMAGEs DERBY

BRANIoI Bly.: M. for copy* (Mr. Mitchell) 866 (ii).

Buffalo, Chippawa and Niagara Fails Steam-
boat and Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 67 (Mr. Fer-
guson, Welland). lo*, 415; 2°*, 612 (i); in Com, and
3o*, 916 (ii). (51 Vic., C. 101.)

BuoYs IN RivER SAoUiENAY: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1433 (ii).
ST. LAw&EcE, MAINTENANCE: in Com. of Sup.,

S1682 (ii).
BUSINEss OF THE foUsE: Remark-, 26, 125, 416, 456 (i).
- -- M. (Sir Bector Langevin) to change bour of meeting

1500 (fi).
- notification (Sir John A Macdonald) of Prorogation

1625 (fi).
- M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to take in Thursdays,

711 (i); Wednesdays, 1061; Saturdays, 1259; Mon-
days, 1332 (ii)

BUTTER-MAKIN, PAMPHLET Oq, FRion TRANSLATION: Quee.

(Mr. Couture) 98 (i).
Gunxuai TRANBL&!oN: Ques. (Kr. Landerkln)

496 (i).
CAB nIE: in Com. of Sup., 104 (i).
CABLE, PELE IsLAND AND MAINlAND: On M. for on. of

Sap. (Kr. Brio») 1011 (i).



INDEX.
CALE, PEEza ISLAND, PErrTIoNs, &C.: M. for copies (Mr

Patterson, Essex) 826 (i).
CABLS (SUBMaRINE). See "INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION."
CADETS, MILITART COLLEGE: in Com. of Sap., 123 (i).
CAMrBELL, ARBo. D., .EQ, M.-P. FOR KENT, ONT : intro.

duced, 148 (ii).
CAMPBELLTON AND GA&Pt, &C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of

Sap., 1678 (ii).
CAN. AND ANTWERP OR GERMANY MAIL SUBSIDY : in Com.

of Sup., 1679; cono., 1689 (ii).
"CANADA GAzTTE: " in Com. of Sap., 1611 (ii)

Can. and Michigan Tunnel Co.'s incorp. B. No.
8 (Mr. Patterson, Essex). 1°*, 51 ; 2°*, 128; in Com.
and 3°*, 392 (i). (51 Vic., C. 93.)

Can. Southern and Erie and Niagara Ry. Co.'8
B. No. 9 (Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°*, 51; 20*,
128; in Com. and 3°*, 392 (i). (51 Vic., c. 61.)

Can. Southern Ry. Co. See B. 26, and "LONDJN AND

SOUTH-EASTERN Ry. CO."
Can. Temp. Act Amt. B. No. 6 (àfr. McCarthy).

1°, 44 (i) ; 2° m, 978; 20 and in Com., 980 ; recom.,
1215; 3°*, 1259 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 34.)

Can, Temp. Act Amt. B. No. 10 (Mr. Jamieson). 11.
52 (i); 2° m., 985; Amt. (wr. O'Brien) 6 m. h., i89;
neg. (Y. 44, N. 88) and 20, 1000i; in Com., 1247; 3°*,

1259 (ii). (51 Ti., c. 35).
Deb on M. for 29 (Mr. J.mieson) 985; (Mr. Fisher) 988; (Mr. O'Brien)

989; Anmt., 6 m. b., 990 (ii).
Deb. on Amt. (Wr. Mils, BothweU) 990; (Ur. Freeman) 992; (Mr.

Jamieson) 994; (Mr. Bain, Wenmworth) 995 ; (Ur. Fisher)
998; (Ur. Caaey) 999 (if).

CAN. TEmP. ACT, LEGISLATION: Res. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell)
in Amt.to OcAn. of!Sap.,74; neg. (Y. 57, N. 109) 84 (i).

Deb (Sir John A. Haclonsl) 75; (Ur. La.rier) 75; (Ur. Jamieson)
75; (Ufr. Macdonald, Buron) 76; (àfr. Freeman) 77; (Ur.
Beriver) 77; (Mr. Faiher) 78; (Mr. Wilaon, Elgin) 79; (Ur.
Paterson, Brant) 80; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 81; (Ur. Foster)
82; (Mr. Davies, P.E.1) 83; (Mr. Hagqart) 84 (i).

EXPENDITURE : in Com. of Snp., 1612 (ii).

CANADIAN FISHlNG VESSELS, REPORTING, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Edgar) 24 (i).

C. P. R. (Bonds on B5anch Lines) B. No. 44 (Ur.
Small). 1°*, 206; 2 *, 322; in Com. and 3°¥, 498 (i).

(51 Vic., c. 51.)
G. P. R. (Guaranteed BondS) B. No. 132 (Sir

Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 100k(i); M. for Com., 1332;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1345; neg. (Y. 63, N. 111) 1371;
Amt. (Mr. .Michell) neg., 1371; M. for Com. agreed to
(Y. 112, N. 00) 1371 ; in Com., 1372 ; 1° of B., 1382;
20*, 1383; in Com., 1388; 3°*, 1391; Sen. Amts. conc.

il, 1587 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 32.)
Deb, on Re. (Sir Charlea Tapper) 1332 ; (Mr. Laurier) 1339 ; (Ur.

Charlton) 1338; Amt. (Kr. Laurier) 1345 (ii).
Deb. on Amat. (Ur. McMulen )1345; (Kr. Amyot) 1347; (Ur. Watson)

1848; (Mr. Daly) 1352; (Ur. Dawson) 1357 (Ur. Darie,
P.E.I.) 1358 ; (Kr. Dawin) 1863; (Wr. Armtrong) 1366;
(Kr. Prey, Auifaloa) 1367.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY.:
CoNsTUCTIoN: in Com. ol Sap., 1221 (11).
LANDs LYABLN To TAXATION : Que.(Mr. P.rley, Assiniboa) 494 (1).
LAND SALEs IN MAN. AND N. W.T. : Ques (Sir Riehard OarftrigAt)

44, 496 (i).
LANDs UNaOLD, ACaUAGI: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 1195 (il).
MORTGAGES': Que. (Mr. Edgar) 1195 (ii).

--- Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwrighi) 1586 (il).
ONDERDONx ARBITRATION, PLANT TAXKN OVIR BY Govt. : Ques.

(Mr. Weldon, 8M John) 98 (i).
-- D3TAILS.: presented (Kr. Pope) 111 (i).

SEBTIONS IN B. 0. : Que. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 86 (1).

CANALS:
CHAMBLY: in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
CORNWALL: in Com. of Sup., 1452; oonc., 1687 (ii).
CuLurs: in Coin. ot Sup., 1460 (fi).

DAN AT BOBCAYONON: a innm. of Sup., 1460 (ii).

FARRAN's POINT DiVisIoN: in Com. of Sup , 1453 (il).
FNELoN RIVER NAVIGATION, D»PTH Or WATER: Ques. (Mr. Barron)

97().

GRENVILLE CANAL: i Comn. of Sup., 1459 (il).

L&ciuîu CANAL, DIKiSSAL ohr LABoRRas: in Com. of Sup., 1170,
1563 (fi).

- Ref. to in Reciprocity deb., 631 (i).
-- in Com. of 8up., 1452 (fi).
- WATUR Powma, RiP. or RoYAL OOEXISION: presented (Kr.

Pope) 52 (i).
LAKEriULD AND BALlA LAKE CHANNEL : in Com. of Sup., 1461 (fi).
LArs ST. Louis: in Com. ot Sup., 1453 (ii).
MURRAY (TowAnos COMPITIoN): in omc if Sup., 1453 (ii).
REPAIRs AND WOBKi1NG EXPENSES; in Com of Sup., 1til, 1668 (ii).

RIDEAU BRIDONS: in Com. of Bup., 1646, 1671 (fi).

STE. ANNE'S-: ain om. of SUp., 1459, 1616 (ii).
ST. LAwiicES RIva AND (JANALSI: In Com. Of Sup., 1453, 1646 (Il).

SAULT STE. MARIE: in Com. of Sup , 1446, 1624 (ii).
ST. OURS LocKs: in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).

TAY: in Com. of Sup , 1459 (Ii).

THOROLD CANAL WATEU POWER: Quel. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
647 (i).

TUENT RIVER NAV. : in Com. of Sup., 1454, 1460 (fi).
TRENT VYALLEY CANAL COMMISSION, CoR, &c : M for Ret. (Mr.

Barron) 71 (ii).
WELLAND: in Coi of Sup., 1453, 1460, 1671; conc., 1688 (ii).

- SECTION "A : Ques. (Kr. Edgar) 496 (i).
WILLIAÂSBUI( G : in Com. of Sup , 1453 (1i).

CANADIAN VESSELS LOBT ON GREAT LAKES: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Dawson) 19, 752 (i).

- - WRECKING VES8EL 8 IN U.S. WTERS: M. for copies
of Cor. (Mr. Edgar) 665 (i).

CAPE BRETON:
IIBNITEU AND REID's CONTRACT : Ques. (Mr. HaodonaJd, Victoria)

1299 (fi).
- Ques. (Kr. Cameron) 1067 (i).

NORTH STDNIY PILOTAGE RITuRES UNDER ACT OF 1873: Ques.

(Mr. Daue.s) 1067 (ii).
POINT TUPPER RY. PIEU, EXTANSION :Que. (Mr. Macdonald, Victoria)

1299 (i).
RY. CONSTRUCTION: in Com of Sup., 1230 (fi).
SHEUWOOD, A. P., AND CAPE BRETON RY. : Ques. (Mr. Cook) 965 (fi).
81NXs & SLATE'S SarIonns : Ques. (Mr. Cameron) 1067 (fi).

-- CONTRACTOR CAPE BRETON RY., COR. : M. for copies* (Kr.
Flynn) 1259 (il).

CAP CHAT AND GRAND YALLtE FI8HERIE8, REP.: M. for
copies (Mr. Joncas) 1232 (ii).

CAPE ToRMENTINE HAERBOR: in Co. of Sap., 1462 (à),

l"i

CAPIAL ACCOUR. Be6 "I.C.R."



INDEX.

Carriers by Water Liability Act Amt. B. No.
49 ( Mr. Madill) 1°>, 238 (i).

CARLETON (ONT.) RT. OF MExB1Ea ELECT : notification (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
CARTRIDGE FACTORY, &C. (QUE.) WATER SUTPPLY, COB.: M.

for copieo* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1092 (ii).
CARTRIDGES, REP. Of COMMISSION ON MANUFACTURE: QueS.

(Mr. Amyot) 1232 (ii).

CASUALTIES, &C., ON 1.C.R.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 61 (i).
CATTLE QUARANTINE, EXPENSES: in COM. Of SUp., 1200 (ii).

CAUGENAWAGA INDIANs. See 41NDIANS."

CATUGA INDIAN LANDS. See "INDIANS."

CAYUGA P. O. SITE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 28 (i).
CENSU8 AND STATISTICS: in Com. of Sup., 1155 (ii).
CENTENNIAL EXIBITION 0F 1876, PAPERs, &C, re G. J. MAC-

DONALD: M. for copies* (Mr. Landerkin) 866 (i).

Central Ont. Ry. Co. Se " WESTERN ONTAaIo."
Central Ont. Ry. Co.'s B. No. 102 (Mr. O'Brien).

1°*, 899; 2c*, 954; in Com, and b°*, 1148 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 76)

- PETITIoN : M. (Mr. O'Brien) to ref. back to Stand-

ing Com., 750 (i).
Central Ry. (N.B.) Co.'s (confirmation of mort-

gage) B. .N o. 69 (âr. Weldon, St. John). 1*, 4a4;
2°*, 530 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 1067 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 83.)

- SUBsiDY: prop. Ro. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1546; in
Com., 1593 (ii).

Central Trust Co. of N. Y. Sec" CENTRAL RY. CO."
CHAMBLY CANAL: in Com of Sp., 1460 (ii).

CHARGES of MANAGEMENT: in Com. of Sap., 88 (i).

CHARLEVOIX, RET, OF MEMBIR ELICT: notiflCation (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (1).

CHATHam BaANCU ER. (N. B.) Co.'s. SUBiIDY: prop. Res.

(Sir Charles Tupper) 1546; in Com., 1594 (ii).
Chatham Junction Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 64

(Mr. Weldon, St. John). 1°*, 380; 2°*, 498; in Com.
and 3'P, 612 (i). (51 Vic., c. 72.)

Chignecto Marine Transport Ry. Co.'s (Subsidy)
B. No. 101 (Sir Charles Tupper). Roi. prop. and in
Com., 896; 'lo* of B., b97; 2° in., 935; agreed to (Y.

84, N. 52) 941; 3°, 943 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 4.)
Children, care and Reformation, &c., Provision

B. No. 109 (Bir. O'Brien). 1°, 963 (ii).
Chinook Belt and Peace River'Ry. Co.'s incorp.

B. No. 16 (Mr. Perley, Assiniboia). 1*, 73; 2°*,
219; inCom. and 3°*, 647 (i). (51 'ic., c. 74 )

CHIPMAN, C. C., PAYMENTS TO: in Ciom. of Sup., 1149, 1165
CHIPPAWA AND OTTAWA NATION INDIANS' CLAIMi: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 498 (i).
CEoqUETTE, M, M.P., PETITION AGAINST RETURN: objec-

tion (Mr. Laurier) 1332, 1458 (ii).
C>oUINARD, R. J. J. B., ESQ., MIExBa ELECT FOI DORCHEs-

Tui: introduoed, 2 (ii).

CnIoN, 8, Eso, MEMBER ELEOT Po CHARLEVOIX: intro-
duced, 1 (1).

CINCINNATI CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION, CAN. REPRIEsNTA-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 1136 (ii).
CIVIL GOVERNMENT: in CoI. of Sap., 90 (i), 1637, 1668 (ii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. No. 13 (hfr. McNill).

1°, 62 (i).
Civil Service Act (Chap. 17 Rev. Statutes) Amt, B.

No. 116 (Kr. Chapleau). 1*, 1062; 2°* and in Coma.,
1433, 1468; 3°*, 1472 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 12.)

- - BoAnD op EXAmINERs: in Com. of Sup., 113, 128 (i).
LisT or CANADA: presented (Mr. Chapeau) 172 (i).
TYPoGRAPHICAL EioRs : Ques (Kr. Davin) 965 (ii).

-- NUmBER o EMPLOYÉs: Queo. (1fr. Landerkin)

495 (i).
CLANCEY, PATRIcK, CoR. re DAXAGES DERBY BRANCH RY:

M. for copies* (Kr. Mitchell) 866 (i).
CLAYEs, MB., LATE M.P.: Remarks (Kr. Laurier) on decease,

62 (i).
CLERK OF CROWN IN CRANCEaY: Ref. to, 9), 95 (i), 1511 (ii),
CLOTHING AND GRIAT COATS: in Com. of SBp., 1212,

1215 (ii).
CLOTHING FOR MILITIA, TENDERS AND CONTRACT: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Bowma4) 866 (i).
COAL SUPPLY, GovT. TENDERs AND CONTRACTS !. for Ret.*

(Kfr. Guillet) 866 (i).
COCHRANE, E., Esq., MExIrR ELEOT FOR NORTHUMBERLAND:

introduced, 2 ().
COLOHESTER, RET. OF MEBMBE ELICT: notification (1r.

Speaker) 1 (i),
COLLECTIoN 0o RViENUES: in Coin. of Sup., 1619, 1632,

1667, 1684 (ii).
Ccllingwood and Bay of Quinté Ry. Co.'s in-

corp. B. No. 19 (1r. Montague). 10*, 73; 2
128; in Com. and 30*, 496 (i). (51 Vic, c. 70.)

COLLISIONS ON HIGH SEAS, LiGISLATIoN: QUes. (Mr. Amyot)
826 (ii).

COLMER, MR.: in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
COLONIAL AND INDIAN EXHIBITION: in Com. Of SUp.,

1638 (ii).
COLONISATION Co.'s in AN. AND N.W.T.: M. for Ret.* (1fr.

!McMullen) 498 (i).
--- INBPECTOR, MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for Ret (Mr.

Watson) 71 (i).
-.- M. for Ret.* (Kr. McàMullen) 866 (i).
Combinations. Sec "TRADE."
COMMERCIAL AoENcIES : in Com. of Sap., 1615 (ii)
COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. See " RECPROCITY."
Ct MMIssIONEa OF PATENTS: in Com of Sp., 95 (i).

CO1MITTIEES:
DiBATUs, OrnrIoL. M.(Kr.''BomeU) for Sel. Com. to supervise, 18(1)
Finnus, [Pavam.uLr PaAToicaS on:s M. (Kr. Brows) for sp.

om, 12"4(ii).
Krue, JAus, CLAIN AeAINar GovT.: M. (Kr. Wadon, 8t. John) for

Bel. Coin., 865 (i).
QuAÂNTRaN suvrnom or Cà»ADA: . (r. 'set) for Sp. Con.,

6 (1).

liv



INDE. 
ÇOMMrrTERs-Contnued.

BLUTar STAionG: IK. (air Johq A. dnaud) 2 (1).
- K. (Sir Joli A. Macdomal 1) for Com. to prepare Liats, 20 (i).
- Lists presented, 25 (i)

-- . (Sir Hector Laugeein) to add name, 598 (i), 823 (a).
TzLaNGArP LINus, AusePio, BY Govr.: M, (Mr. Datun) for del.

Gom., 101 (i).
TAoDs CouzIKÂTIOIm: K. (Mr. WVllace) for Sel. Goam , 28 (1).

- M. (Kr. Walace) to employ shorthand writer, 51 (i).
- K. (Mr. E4r) for Sel. Com., wthda, 60 (i).

Commutation of Sentences. S&e '-CORIMENAL LAw."
COMPANIES. Se

BaoNsoir AND WaToM LUBEIR 0o.
Dox. PLATE GLASs 0o.
EAETUax AssuANIos Go.
GazovnLa InTraNATIONAL BRiDGE o.
KaISTOUE Fas INsuBANon Co.
MaiNONrS MAiRlN INSUI.ANoms Co.
MONCTON AiaoR IXPROVEMINT 00.

NovA ScoTiA TELOPHON o.
ST. JoRN's AND IBUVILL1 YDRAULIC AND MANUFAOTUKING o.
UPPENR OTTAWA IMPROYIERNT Go.
Yoax FmIhas GeomoIsTION o.

[&e aso " R&ILWAYS " and "SUBOIDIES.")

0ONcURÎRENCE ! 1685 (ii).
CONFEDERATION, ADMISSION oF NEWFOUNDLAND: M. for

copies of Cor. (Mr. Laurier) 664 (i).
CONFEDERATION TzRus WITH P. B. I. Bee "TERMs."
CONSOLIDATED PUND, REOEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES: M. for

Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwriqht) 38 (i).
CONTINGENCIES &: in Com. of Sap., 104, 119 (i), 1218 (ii).
Controverted Elections Act Amt. BeeI" DoMINIoN."

See "ELECTIONS."

Copyright Act (hap.62 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No.
124 (Mr. Thompson). 10, 1173; wthdn., 1629 (ii).

COPYRIGHT, pRop. LEGISLATIoN: Ques. (Kr. Edgar) 98 (i).
COhBY, HENRY, ESQ., M.P. FOR WEST HATINGS : introduced,

270 i).
CORNWALL CANAL, 1452; COne., 1687 (ii).

COST OP CANADIAN RYS: Que8. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
141, 170 (i).

COTS, &a., re ST. CATHARINES MILLING AND LUMBERING
Co.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 20 (i).

C0UNTY COURT JUDGES (B. C.) ADDITIONAL: Ques. (Mr.
Mara) 66 (i).

-- (ONT.) SALARIES:-Que. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
899 (ii).

- SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 119 (i).

Counterfeit Money. Se "CRIMINAL LAW."
CoUR.SoL, C. J., INDEMNITT: in Com. of Sap., 1670 (ii).
COURT O AppEAL, QUEBrcO: Qes. (Mr. Préfontaine) 617 (i)
criminal Law (advertising couniterfeit money)

B. No. 108 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 963;2°, in Com.
and 3°*, 1137 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 40.)

Criminal Law (cruelty to animals, Chap. 172 eiv.
Statutes) further Provision B. No. 29 (Mr.
Brown). 10, 97 (i).

Criminal Law (English) application to Canada
B. No. 100 (Kr. Thompson). 10, 825 (ii).

Criminal Law (forfeitures for treason, &c.) B.
No. 88 (Mr. TA mpaon). 1°,514(i); 20,1147; wthdn,
1629 (ii).

Criminal Law (fraudulent marks on merchan-
dise) B. No. 91 (Mr. Thompson). 10, 515 (i); 20,
942; in Cora., 943. 1002; 3°*, 1005 (ii). (51 ic, c. 41.)

Criminal Law (gaming In stocks and merchan-
dise) B. No. 95 (Mr. Thompson). 10*, 150 (i); 2°*,
1195; in Cota., 1404; 30*, 1412 (ii). (51 Vic, c. 42.)

Criminal Law (procedure Chap. 174 Re',. Batutes)
B. No. 123 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 1171; 2°* and in
Corn.. 1513; 3°*, 1514 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 44.)

Criminal Law (procedure in criminal cases) B.
No. 48 (Mr. Thompsor). 1°, 238 (i); 2, in Com.
and °*, 941 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 43.)

Criminal Law (punishments, pardons, &c.,
Chp. 181 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 90 (qr.
Thompson). 1°, 515 (i); 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 912 (ii)

(51 Tc., c. 47.)

Criminal Law (speedy trials, Chap. 175 Rev. Stat.
utes) Amt. B. No. 93 (Mr. Thompson). 1°, 598 (i);
20, 942; in Com. and 30*, 105 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 46.)

Criminal Law (summary convictions, Chap. 178
Rpv. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 113 (bir, Thompson).
1', 1001; 2°*, 1402; in Com. and 30*, 1417; Son.
AmtFt. cono. in, 1629 (ii). (Ô1 Vic., c. 45.)

CBIMINAL LAWs, DISTRIBUTION TO JUsrICES: Que. (Màr.
Bernier) 59 (i).

- - DISTRIBUTION TO MEMBERS : QUe.. (Mr. Choquette)
F6 (i).

CAIMINAL STATISTIOS: prosented (Mr. Carling) 1551 (ii).
-- in COm. of Sup., 1151 (ii).
CULBERTSON, ARCHIBALD, DISMISSAL: M. for Rot. (Kr.

Burdett) 977 (ii).
CULBUTE CANAL: in Coin. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
CULLING TIMBRs: in Com. of Sup., 1619, 1667, 1684 (ii).
CUMBEBRLAND, RET. Or MEMBER ELEOT: nOtificatiOn (Kr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
Customs Act (Chap. 32 Bev . Statutee) Âmt. B. No.

92 (Mr. Bowell). Roe. prop., 499; 1°*, 598 (i); 2°,
897; in Com., 898, 954, 1001; 30*, 1002; Sen. Amts.
cono. in, 1472 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 14.)

Customs Act (Chap. 33 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No.
121 (Sir Uharles Tupper). 10*, 1137; 2°*, in Com.
and 30*, 1400 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 15.)

CUSTOMS AND EXCISE:
BaixG's SUA, CLsAANons TO VsseLS: Que. (Mr. Bdgar) 44 (1).
Booxa, RxNOVAL or DUiT1s: Ques. (tr Landarkin) 899 (i).
CAN. FISHING VEEsULS, REPRaTING, ho.: Qume (1r. Idgar) 24 (1).
COTOUS: in CoM of Sup ,95 (i), 1619, 1666 (il).
DIAMoND, c , imiza» AT Quinao, 0o£ , O, 02, &C.: M. for copies

(Mr. Langelie, Qu.bec) 1068, 1092 (il).
DUTINI O FLOUa, GORXKAL, &C., Ru. (Mr. Mitchel) lu Amt. to

Com. of Sup, 1561 (ii.)
.,DcTims oN Loos, ho, ANOUET OCOLLEcTUD: Ques. (Mr. Wldon, 8t.

John) 86 ()
ExpoitS AND MixPoM: K. for Bet. (

41r Riehard Cartwright) 29 (i).

Excisau: l Com. of Sup., 1818, 1667 (11).
Paim LIsT AMD U. 1S TAalr, RSP. or Mig. or Cuuroru : Que. (Mr.

Lnkrkin) 6t7 (i).
- O. O. PL %0C1G 0ERTAIN ARTICLES ON :Isemarks (Mr. Mulck)

e48 (i).
BAY DnTIuRau xai r U. &.: Ques. (Mr. Lasergo) 712 (1).



INDEM.
OUSTOMS AND EXCISE-Continued.

INILh.D RETNuN Dur T.: lu Conm. of Sup., 95 (1).
INTERNATIONAL REGULATIONS re TRADING YEIsELS: QQe. (Ur. Amyo$)

826 (ii)
KAxLOoPS As AN OUTPORT OF ENTRY, Ma. PÂRnULaE's RiP. : M. for

copy (Mr. Mara) 498 (i).
LOGS, SHIsGLIBOITS, &o0 DUTIVS OLLECrED: Que. (Kr. Weidon,

st. John) 86 (i).
PIcTON, ExISERAN, REVVNUI, &C: Ques. (Wr. Plati) 1412 (ii).
RUOIPROCITY WITH U. S., REDUOTION OF DUTIS: Remarks (Ur. Ian.

drkin) 554 (i).
RImousmR OUSTOS O0LLECTOR': QueS (Mr. Fiset) 1067 (il).

SALT IN BARRELS, BAGs, k&., WzIGîr: Quei. (Ur. c iillan, Huron)

97 (i)
TARIFF CEANGES AND NEWSPAPER CoRESPONDENTS: Remark (Sir

Richard Uartwright) 24 (i).
ToBAcco, LiAF, PURCH As AND SALl: QueS (Kr. Thdrien) 66 ().
WEIGHTS AND KIUanUs AvCT AUT.: Quoi. (Mr. 1M efillan, Huron)

97 (i).
DAIRY PRAcTIcE. See "BUTTERMAKING."

DALHOUsIE BRANOH, I.C.R : in Com. of Sup., 1226 (ii).

DEBITS DU CONSEIL LEGISLATIF, QUÉBEC: in Com. of Sap.,
1663 (ii).

"DEBATES, OFFICIAL," DISMISSAL op TRANSLATORS:

Ques. of Privilege (Kr. Laurier) 20, 128 (i).
--- Papers laid on Table (Kr. Speaker) 38 (i).
---- Res. (Mr. Laurier) 713 (i).

Deb (Sir R'chard Cartwright) 721, 713; (Wr. Casey)731; (Wr. Chap-
leau) 716, 745 ; (fr. Davies, P.E.1.) 693; (Ur. Davin) 735 ;
721; (Kr. De4iardint) 744; (Mr. Rdgar) 721; (Ur. Fisher) 742;
(Ur. Ives) 122 ; (Mr. Landerkin) 738; (Mr. Langelier, Mont-
morenoy) 728; (Wr. Laurier) 747; (Sir John A. Macdonald) 720;
(Ur. kcNeill) 742 ; (Kr. Mills, Bothwell) 717 ; (Ur. Mitchell)
748; (Kr. Nuleck) 725 ; (Ur. Plati) 746; (Ur. Sproule) 740;
(Ur. Thompson) 704 (i).

».--. DISTRIBUTION To PRuss: Remarks, (Sir Richard
Cartwright) 7.30 (i).

.--- F-RENCH TIRANsLATI2N, DELAY: Ques. (Mr. Préfon.
taine) 554 (i).

- M. (1fr. Desjardins) to cono. in 1st Rep. of Com.,

25, 51 (i).
-- 2nd Rep. of Com.: M. to conc. (Mr. Desjardins) 489

(i), 823; (1fr. Davin) 1298 (ii).
-- 3rd Rep. of Com. (Translators) M. to conc. (Mr.

Djardins) 1501 (ii).
-- REoIPaocITY DUEs, DISTRIBUTION OF EXTRA COPIEs 

Remarks (Mr. Trow) 238 (i).
DEET OF THU DoM.: Amt, (Sir Richard Cartwright) on M.

for Com. on Ways and Means, 1061 (ii).
- See "LoAN."

Defective Letters Patent. Se "ILETTEas PAT£qT."
DELANEY, MRS., PENSION: in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
DEPUTY ADJcTANTs GENERÂL, RETIRING ALLOWANE : in

Com. of Sup., 1644 (i).
DERBY BRANCH IRY. AND Jo. KNIGHT, &o., CoiR.: M. for

copies* (Kr. Mitchell) 866 (i).

Detroit River Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 31
(Mr. Ferguson, Welland). 1°u, 110; *, 497 (i) ; in
Com., 912; 3°*, 953 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 91).

DIAoNDs, &C., sEIZED AT QUEBEC, 0Co., O. C., &o.: M. for
copies* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1068, 1092 (ii).

DIcKINsoN, G. L., ESQ., M1BBR ELUOT ]FOR CARLETON
(ONT.):- introduced 1 (1).

DiGBy, RIT. OP MEMBER BLeT, notification: (Kr.

Speaker)1 1(i).
DISALLOWANCE OF M7AN. RY. CHARTERS CoR. WITH IMP.

GOVT.: M. for copies* (Mr. Laurier) 672 (i).
-- PAPEas RE8PECTINU : Remarks (Mr. Laurier) i L88.
DISLOYALTY: personal explanation (Kr. AiMyot) 598 (i).
DIVISIONS:

0. P. R.: Prop. Res (Sir Charies Tupper) 1001; 2Q m., 1332;
Amt. (Mr. Laurier) 1345; neg. (Y 63, N. 111) 1370; Amt.
(Kr. Mitchell) neg., 1371 ; M. for Oom. agreed to (Y. 112, N.
60) 1371 (il).

CÂN. TENP. ACT ANT. B. 10 (Kr. Jamiesou): 2 rM., 985; &mt. 6
m h. (Kr. O'Brien) 990; M to adja. deb. (Kr. Higgart)995;
neg. (Y. 44, N. 88) 1000 (ii).

CANz TzMP. ACT: Reo. (Mr. Milil, Bothwell) in Amt. to Com. of
Sup., nog (Y. 57, N. 109) 84 (1).

CIGNECTo MARINE TRANBPoÇRT Ry. Co.' eB. 101 (Sir Charle Tupper):
2° m., 935; agreed to (Y. 84, N. 52) 941 (ii)

D»BATs, OFFICIAL, DISMISSIL or TRANSLATORS: Re. (Kr. Laurier)

716; Amt. (Mr. Mil., Bothwell) 7à2; Amt. to Amt. (Sir John
A. Maclonald) 747; agreed to (Y. 113, N 61) 749 (i).

DRET, PUBLIC, or THI Dox.: prop Rme. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
in Amt. to 0om. of Ways and Means, 1081; neg. (Y. 66, N.
117) 1120 (ii).

Dox. ELECTIONS ACT (Chap. 8, Re«. Statut#$) AIT. B. 89 (Wr.
Thompson): on M. for 30, Amt. (Kr. Barron) to recom., 1403;
neg. (Y. 59, N. 83) 1401 (il).

FLOUE, CoRUNAL, &C., DUTIns: Rei. (Wr. Mitchell) in Amt. to

Com. of Sup., neg. (Y. 44, N. 89) 1560 (il).
FRANCHISU, EsCTORAL, ACT ANT. B. 117 (Mr. ChapluaU): On M. for

3B, Amt (Wr. Laurier) to recom., neg. (Y. 53. N. 74) 1587 (ii).
HALDIKAND (JoNZi, WALTER) Dip. RIT. OFFICERa: Re (Sir Richard

Cartwright) in Amt. to Oum. of Sup., 1524; neg. (Y. 58, N.
98) 1533 (ii).

InvI..G, ANDREW MAWILL, RELIEF B. 129 (Wr. Small): 2° greed

to (Y. 86, N 34) 1414 (ii).
MoaMI1oN, CATHIRINE, RELIBF B. 130 (Kr. Small): 2 agreed to (Y.

88, N. 34) 1414 (hi).
PATINTS or INVENTION ACT AxT. B. 38 (Vr. Orling): on M. for

30, AMt. (Mr. Wlaon, Elgin) neg. (Y. 60, Y. 93) 1548 (ii).
RY. AOT ANT. (CoNsoLIDATED) B 24 (Kr. fhompson): on M. for 3,

Amt. (Kr. Lister) neg. on div., 1507; Amt. (Mr. Edgar) to
recom., 1508; neg. (Y. 54, Y. 98) 1510 (ii).

RECIPROCITY WITH U 8.: Re. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 144; Amt.
(Mr. Poster) 194; agreed 'to (Y. 124, N. 67) 646; Amt. te
Amt. (Kr. J'ones, alifaz) 257; neg. (Y. 67, N. 124) 616 (i).

REPRnEsNTATION ACT (N. W. T.) Amt. B. 125 (Mr. Thomp.on): on
M for 30, Amt. (Kr. Watson) to recom., neg. (Y. 62, N. 89)
1651 (i).

SoUTH-WhsTaRN RY. Co.'s B. 54 (Kr Hall): on conidn. of B , Amt.
(Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 57, N. 86) 953 (ii).

TuDoR, E. E., RELIEF B. 128 (Kr. ESnall): 2Q agreed to (Y. 86, N.
34) 1113 (ii).

WRECKID VEIsELS AM B. 7 (Kr. Kirkpairick): 2 m , 770 (i). 917;
neg. (Y. 61, N. 84) 921 (ii).

DIvoncE BILLs: M. (Mr. Small) to suspend Rule 65,
1468 (ii)-

Divorce, Irving, Andrew Maxwell, Relief B.
No. 129 (r. îsmaU). 1° on div., 1345; 2° agreed
to (Y. 86, N. 34) 14.4; M. for special Order for Com.,
1468; 30 on div., 1522 (i) (51 Vie, c. 109 )

Divorce, Morrison, Catherine, Relief B. No.
130 (Kr. Smali). 1° on div., 134à ; 21 agreed t,.
(Y. 86, N. 34) 1414; M. for special Order for Com.,
1468; 3? on div., 1432 (ii). (51 7iç., c. 110.)

1vi



INDEX.
Divorce, Tudor, Eleonora Eliz., Relief B. No.

128 (Mr. Small). 1° on div., 1345; 20 agreed to
(Y. 86, N. 34) 1413; M. for special Order for Com.,
1468; 30 on div., 1522 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 111.)

Dom. Gontroverted Elections Act Amt. B.
No. 2 (Mr. Amyot). 10, 18 (i).

Dom. Elections &ct (Chap. 8 Bev. Statutes) Amt. B.
No. 89 (Mr. Thompson). 19, 514 (i); 2°, 941; in
Com., 944,1138; 3° m. and Amt. (Mr. Barron) 1402;
neg. (Y. 59; N. 83) and 30 , 1404 (ii). (51 Vic., c.11).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. No. 131 (Sir John A.
Macdonald). 1°*, 1382; 2° and in Com,, 1514; b°,
1549 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 21.)

Dom. LAND AGENTS' INSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret. (Mr.
McMullen) 36, 45 (i).

Dom. LANDs: in Com. of Sup., 1635, 1637 (ii).
Dom. NoTEs, CONTRACT FOR PRINTING: M. for oopies (Mr.

Edgar) 649 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 89 (i).

Dom. Plate Glass Ins. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 32
(Mr. ffolton). I°*, 110; 2°*, 322 (i); in Com., 946,
978; 30*, 978 (ii). (51 Vic, c. 95.)

Dom. SCRIP ISSUED IN MAN. AND N.W.T. : M. for Rot.* (Mr.
Wdson, Eigin) 866 (i);

DoRcHESTER ELECTION, DELAY IN ISSUING WRIT: Ques. (Mr.
Amyot) 27, 59 (i).

-- IRET. oF MEMBER ELECT: notification (Mr. Speaker)

1 (1).
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 1021 (i).

DREDGING: in Com. of Sup,, 1569, 1656 (ii).
DRILL PAY, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 1213 (ii).

DRILL SHED, QUEBEC, WATER S.UPPLY CoR.: M. for copy
(Mr. Amyot) 654 (i).

-- Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 85 (i).

DUART POSTMASTER: Remarks (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) on M.
for Com. of Sup., 1020 (ii).

DUBLIN AGENCY: in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).

DUNCAN, Wm. L., KILLED ON I.C.R., PROCEEDINGS OF IN-

QUEST: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 498 (i).
DUTIES.ON BooKs, REMOVAL: Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 899 (ii).

-- ON FLOUR, &o. See " FLOUR."

CORNMEAL, &c. : Res. (Mr. Mitchell) in Amt. Io

Com. of Sup., 1560 (ii).
--- LOGS, &O., AMOUNT COLLECTED: Ques. (Mr. Weldon,

St. John) 86 (i).
DYKE, MR., IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Com. of Sup., 1166 (ii).

Eastern Assurance Co. of Can. incorp. B. No.
22 (Mr. McDougald). 10*, 73; 2°*, 219; in Com.
and 30*, 726 (i). (51 Vic., c. 96.)

BASTERN EXTENSION Ry. AND I. C. R, TENDERS, &o., FOR

FENCING: M. for oopios* (Mr. Kirk) 866 (i).

CONSTRUCTION: in COm. Of Sup., 1231 (ii).

-- Cou. re RIGHT OF WAY: M. for Papers (Mr. Kirk)

902 (ii).
EASTER HULIDAYS. Se "ADJURNMENT."

s

ivu
EDWARDS, WM. C., ESQ., M. P. ?oR RUssILL : introdued

and took Seat, 1416 (ii).
EIGHT-ISLAND LAKE (N.S.) POST OFrinE: Ques. (Mr.

Eirk) 86 (i).
ELECTIONS:

BuAURARNoIB CONTROVERTUD: Judge's Rep., 825 (il).
BROME OONTRoRTaID : Judge's Rep. read (Ur. 8peaker) 309 (i).
OoNTROVERTED BLECTIONS ACT ANT.: QuoS (Ur. Aayot) 753 (1).
- Ques. (Mr. Caegrain) 516 (i).
DoacasTER, ELacToRAL DISTRICT, IssuM Or WalT: Ques. (Kr. Amyot)

27(1).
- DELAY IN ISSUING WRIT : Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 59 (i).
ELIN, RAST, CONTROVERTD e Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker)

309 (1).
GLENGARRY OONTROVIRTED; Judgment of dupreme Court read (Mr.

Speaker) 554 (1).
HALDI1AND ELEoTION, 0Asa or WALTIR oNSUB; AxT. (Sir Richard

Cargtvrigh4) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1024; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98)
1533 (11).

KENT, ONT., CONTROVERTID: M. (Sir John A. Macdonald) to ref.
Judge's Rep. to Oom. on Priv. and Elec., 18 (1).

--- Adjnd. deb. ramd. 20 (i).
- M. (Mr. Weldon, Albert) to conc. in Rep. of Com. on Priv.

and Bloc., 380 (i).
-- IssU OP WBIT : remarks (Mr. Mile) 270, 380, 494 (1).

- PRINTINU or PAPERS : Ques. (Mr. Girouard) 309 (1).
L'AioXPTION CoNTRoURTfD : Judge's Rep. read (Ur. Speaker)

73(1).
- Issu. oP WRIT : Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 110 (i).
MIsIsi8QuoI CONTROVCRTBD : Judge's Rep. read (Ur. Speaker) 309 (i).
QuxRac OouNTT, 0ONTROVERTED : Judgment of dupreme Court read

(Mr. Speaker) 309 (i).
QuBBEC, WEST, CONTROVERTND : Judgment of Supreme Oourt read

(Mr. Speaker) 309 (i).
RusISLL OoNTROVIRTED : M. (Mr. Laurier) for Speaker to issue

Writ, 416 (i).
- Quea. (Mr. Laurier) 455, 518, 525 (1).

--- Que. (1r. Iille, Bothwell) 554 (1).
8HIPPORD OoNTRoVuRuTED ': Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 309 (1).
STANSTEAI CoNTRoVERTED: Judge's Rep. read (Mr. Speaker) 514 (1).
VOTERs LisTa, CoST: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 27 (i),
- SUSPENSION or REVISIoN : Ques. (Ur. WeLdon, St. John) 95 (i.

ELECTIONS, CONTROVERTED, 1, 18, 73, 309 (i). 825 (ii).

Electoral Franchise Act. See " RANCHISE."

ELECTRIC LIGHT, MONTREAL POST OFFICE, CONTRACT: Quei.

(Mr. Edqar) 1625 (ii).
ELECTOP.AL VoTING LISTS, CoST: QUeS. (Mr. Choquette) 27 (i).
ELGIN, EAST, CONTROVERTED ELEOTION: Judge's Rop. read

(Mr. Speaker) 309 (i).
ELGIN, PETITODIAO AND HAVELOCK RY. (o.'8 (N.B.) Sun-

sDY: prop. Res. (Sir Charle8 Tupper) 1516; in Com.
1593 (ii).

ELLIS, MR. J. V., M. P., AND ANNEXATION. Quo8. (Mr.
Guillet) 41 (i).

Emerson and North-Wester. Ry. Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 85 (Mr. Watson). 1°*, 4t9; 20*, 612 (i);
w'hdv., 1585 (ii).

EMPEROR oP GERMANY. See l GERMANY."

Engineers, Examination and Lioensing Provi-
sion B. No. 103 (Mr. Cook). 1°*, 8o9 (ii).

Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. Co.'s (Ferry) B.
No. 35 (Mr. Baker). V*, 124; 20*, 220; in Oom.
and 3V*, 498 (i). (51 Tc., c. 89.)



INDEX
ESQUIMALT GRAVING DOCx: in Com. of Sup., 1632, 1853 (ii).
FSTIMATES, TEE: Mess. from His Ex., 50 (i).

S-iPL., 1887-88: Mess. from iRis Ex., 962 (ii).
SUPPL , 1888-89: Mess. from His Ex., 1403 (ii).

EVEEsT, GEo. M., DISMISSAL.: Ques. (Mr. Lister) 712 (i).
ExCIsE: in Oom. of Sup., 1618, 1667 (ii).
EXPERIXENTAL FAams: in Com. of Sup., 1574 (ii).

- MAN.: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 495 (i).
-- N. W. T., LOc&TIoN, PAPERs, &o.: M, for Ret.* (Mr.

Landerkin) 866 (i).
1----PROF. SAUNDERS' REP.: M for Ret.* (d!r. McMullen)

498 (i).
E KPORTS AND IMPORTS : M. for Ret. (Sir Richard artwright)

28 (i).
FABRE, ME, SAL ARY, &C.: in Com. Of Sup., 1612 (ii).
FARmERs, FRAUDULENT PRACTICEs ON: M. (Mr. Brown) for

Sp. on., 1244 (ii).
- M. (Mr. Brown) to empower Com. to examine

witnesses on Oath, lt82 (ii).
FARm8. See " EXPERIMENTAL."

FARaaNR4's POINT NAVIGATION: in Com. of Sup., 1453 (ii).

Federal Bank of Canada B. No. 51 (Mr. Cockburn).
1°*, 270; 20*, 497; in Com. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51
Vic., c. 49.)

FENELON RIVER NAVIGATION, DEPTI OF WATER: QUes. (Mr.
Barron) 97 (i).

FENIAN RAID, PENSIONS ON ACOUNT OF: in Com. Of SUp.,
1201, 1639 (ii).

FERGUSON, J., EsQ., MEMBER ELECT FOR SOUTH IRENFREW:

introduced, 1 (i).
Ferries Act (Chap. 97, Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 39.

(Mr. Oostigan). 10, 124 (i) ; 20*, and in Com., 895;
B0*, 896 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 23.)

FIELD ExEaLcIsEa, FRENCH TRANSLATION, COR.: M. for

copies (Mir. Amyot) 655 (i).
FINANCE:

AUDIToR GzNaRÂL, APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS : presented (Sir
Charles apper) 18 (i).

- INcaASE or SALARY: prop. Res. (Sir Charles 2upper) 498 (i).
-- Orrio: in Com. of Sup , 95 (i).
AUDIToR AND RIuomVER GENERAL (WINIPEG) : in, Com. of Sup.,

88 (i).
cAG»S or MANAGEMENT: in Con of Bnp., 88 (i).
CoNSOLIDATZD FUND, REOZIPTs AND EXPENDITURs: M. for Ret.*

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 38 (i).
Dox. NOTES, PRINTING: in Com. of Bnp., 89 ().
-- CONTRACT roE PRINTING: M. for copies (bir. Edgar) 649 (i).
ESTIATES, Tm.: Mess. from His Ex1, 50 (i).

- SUPPL., 1887-8: Meso. from His Ex., 962 (ii),
-- UPP.., 1888-9 : Mess. from His Ex., 1403 (ii).

FINA3OU AND TRUAsURY BoA»: in Com. ofSup., 95 (i).

GoL», REDEuPTIoN or LEGAL TENDER NOTS : Ques. (Mr. Mitchell)
171 (i).

MoNTrEAL HARBOR COMMISSION, AMOUNT ADVANCED: Quos. (1r.
Davis, P.E.L ) 135 (il).

Quuntu HAnso coxàIssIonERs (Luvis GIINO DocK) AMOUNT
ADvAOE»D: Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) 1136 (ii).

PUBIc AccoUNTs! presented (Sir Charls Tupper) 18 (i).
3orITER GEmmaAL (HALIPAX): in com. of BSp., 83 (1).

Fisheries and Fishing, fùrther Provision B,

FISHERIES:
BaRRiNG's SUA FIsHDRaiEs: Ques. (Ur. Kilts, Bothwell) 7Y8 (i).
BOUNTY UNEQUES, DISTRIBUTION: Ques. (Mr. Plynn) 825 (ii).
-- DISTRIBUTION : in COMi of Sp., 1603 (ii).
CANADIAN FISHING Vgs LS, REPORTIN6, &C.: Ques. (Mr. £dgar) 24.
CAP CHAT AND GRAND VALLiE FIsMIaîus, REPS. : M. fer copins (Mr.

Toncas) 1232 (ii).
CoxxissIoN (WASHINGToN) EXPENSUs: l Com. of S up,1 1662 (ii)
-- DATE OF PROPOSAL re TRADE MATTERS: Ques. (Mr. E*g«r)

112 (i).
GoVT. PoLICY RESPECTING: Ques. (Ur. Jones, Halifaz) 1433 (ii).
HUDsoN BAY WHAI PIsgERrEs: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 826 (i).
LoBsTEa FIsnaIS: Remarks e(Xr. Kirk) on M. for Com. of Sup.,

1551 (i).
- COMMISSION, RIPS, &C. : M. for copies (Ur. Flynn) 86 (i).

-- Ques. (Mr. Davies) 139 (i).
PROTECTION, APPOINTMENT Or MAGISTRATES: Quo. (Mr. Amyot) 826.

-Remarks on Adjamt., 1403 (il).

- COR. BUSPECTING: M. for Copies' (gr. Davius, P. R. I.) 866.
-- TEAMERS: in Com. of SUp., 1603 (ii).

SALMON AND WHALE FISasaIss or aUDSON BAY; Que. (1fr. AmYoI)
826 (ii).

FISHIERIES TREATY, PAPERS RESPECTING: Remarks, 2),
62, 74 (i).

- - Message from His Ex.· presented, 86 (i).
--- Papers laid on Table (Sir Charles Tupper) 10 (i).
-- -Remarks (Mr. Jones, Balifax) 646 (i) 1506 (ii).
-- - Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 9 3(i).

OMIssION: lRemarks (Mr. Davies, P.E 1.) 141 (i).
-Remarke (Mr. Edgar) 238 (i). 270 (i).

Fisheries Treaty Ratification B. No. 65 (Sir
Charles Tupper). 1°, 380; 2° m., 673; deb. adjd.,
711; remd.,779 (i), 881; °, 865; in Com., 867; 30*,
889 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 30.)

Deb. on M for 2° (Sir Charles Tupper) 673 (i); (Mr. Davies, P.B.1.)
693; (Mr. Thompson) 704; (Ur. Jones, Halifax) 779; (Mr.
Kenny) 786; (Mr. Eismnhauer) 788; ((en. Laurie) 790; (gr
Mitchel) 793 ; (Sir Charles Tupper) 796; (Ufr. Foster) 813;
(14r. Mitchell) 820 (i) ; (%r. Mills, Bothwei,) 833; (Mr. Weldon,
Albert) 841 ; (Sir Rich2rd Cartwright) 814; (Sir John A.l Mac-
donald) 819; (Mr. Laurier) 851; (Mr. Joncis) 851; (Me. RUis)
857; (Mr. Landry) 860; (Ur. Edgar) 861; (Vr. NeDougail,
Cape Breton) 864 (il).

FIsING VESSELS. See "CANADIAN."

FLOODS. ee "St. LawEENCE RIVER."
Forfeitures for Treason, &c. See «ORIMiNAL LAw."
ILOUR, oRNMEAL, &c., DurIs: Amt. (Mir. Mitchell) to M.

for Com. of Sup., neg (Y. 44, N. 89) 1560 (ii).
FORTIN, HON. MnR., SESSIONAL INDEMNITY: in Oom. Of Sup ,

1670 (ii).
FORTIN, NOEL, COR. re. ACCIDENT AND DAMAGES : M. for

eopy (Mr. Pset) 902 (ii).
FOaT MoLEOD AND PINOHER 0REK MAIL SERVICE : Ques.

(Mir. McMullen) 112 (i).
FRANCHISE ACT: in Com. of Sap., 1641 (i).
Franchise, Electoral, .Act (Chap. 5 Rev. Statutes)

Amt. B. No. 117 (Mr. Chapleau). 14, 1062; 2°,
1549; in Com., 1553; 3° m., 1586; Amt. (Mr.
Laurier) to recom., neg. (Y. 53, N. 71) and 30*,
1587 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 9.)

FRASER, MR. JUSTICE, AND WESTMOaELAND ELECTION: Be-
marks, in om., of Sup., 115 (î).

Mii1

No, 58 (Mr. Krk). 1°,0309 (i).
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Fraud by Tree Peddlers, &c. See " PEDDLIaS."
Fraudulent Marks on Merchandise. Se " CaRiM-

INAL LAw."
FREE LIST AND U. S. TARIFF, REP. oF MIN. Of CUSTOiS:

Ques. (Mr. Landerkin) 641 (i).
-- 0. 0. PLACING CERTAIN ARTICLES ON: Remarks

(Mr. Mulock) 649 (i).
FRiEIGHT RATES: in COm. Of Sap, 16à0 (ii).
Gambling in Stocks, &c. See " CRIM[NAL LAw.
GAUTHIER, JOSEPH, Esq., hl. P. FOa L'ASSOMPTION: intro-

ducd, 882 (ii).
GAUVREAU, DR. EDMOND, GRANT FOR PREPARING VACCINE

Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 140 (i).
GENERAL BANKING ACT AMT. : QaeS. (Mr. Innes) 19 (i).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY: in Uom. of Sup., 1604 (ii)

-OTTAWA COUNTY: QUeS. (1Mr. Wright) 495 (i).
GERMANY, DEATH OF EMPEROR: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 110 (i).
GEIRMANY, CROWN PRINCE'S RUMORED DEATH : Ques. (Sir

Richard Cartwright) 206 (i).
GLASGOW IMMIGRATION AGENCY : in COM. of Sup., 1166 (ii).
GLENGARY ELECTION: Jidgmaent Of Supreme Court read

(Mr. Speaker) 554 (i).
GOLD, REDEMPTION OF LEGAL TENDER NOTES: Ques. (Mr.

Mitchell) 171 (i).
GORDON, COMMANDER, COR. re FISHERIES PR TECT[ON SER-

VICE: M. for cOpies'g (Mfr. Davies, P.E 1.) 866 (i).
GOVT. BUSINESS. See l BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE."
GOVT. MEASURES: Remarks (Mr. Mdls, Bothwell) 138 (i).
GOVT. oF N.W.T., EXPENSES: in Com. of Sap., 1611 (ii).
GOVT. STEAME8S, MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR8 : in Com. of

Sup., 1577 (ii).
--- SALARIES OF CAPTAINS: M. for Rot. (Mr. Welsh) 37

GOV. GEN,'8 SECRETARY: Letter frOm, 1195 (ii).
-- OFFICE: in Com. of Sap., 85 (i).

GOWANLC. CK, MRS., CLAIM: Remarks (Mr. Rykert) on M. for
Com. of Sup., 1015 (ii).

PENSION: Ques. ( 1r. Barron) 58 (i).
GRAND ]iIVER BRIDGES, HALDIMAND: in Com. of Sup., 1675.
G. ''. R. Co.'s B. No. 36 (51r. Carran). il>*, 124;

20*, 220 ; in Com., 496; 3°*, 498 (i). (5 L Vic., c. 58.)
G. T. R. confirmation of Agreements B. No. 26

(Mr. Small). 1°*, 85; 2°, 128; in Com. and 3°*, 647
(i). (51 Yic., c. 59.)

G. T. R. CRoSSING IN ToRONTO: Ques. (Kr. Denison) 59 (i),
- - DOUBLE TRAcK, GOvT. ASSISTANCE: Ques. (Kr.

Girouard) 1432 (ii).
GaazNG LANDS LEASES: M. for Ret.* (1r. Davis) 866 (i).
-- Que@. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 495 (i)
GaliT BRITAIN AND COLONIES. See " TRADE RELATIONS.,"

Great North-West Central Ry. Co.'s B. No. 25
(Mr. Daly). jQ*, 85; 29 m., 128; 2°*, 220; in Com. and
30*, 726 (i). (51 Vic., c. 85.)

-- A PPLICANTE FOR CHARTER: Ques. (fr. Bdgar) 14 1.
- PAPEa, &o.: M. for Rot. (à1r. Edgar) 653 (i).

Great Western and Lake Ontario Shore Jvanc
tion Ry. Co.'s Acts Amt. B. No. 18 (Kr.
Ferguson, Welland). 1°*, 73; 2°*, 128; in Com. and
30*, 392 (i). (51 Pic., c. 56.)

GREENWAY AND MARTIN, tESSRS, VISIT re DISALLOW ,.NOC:

Remarks (Kr. Mitchell) 110 (i).
GRENVILLE CANAL :in COm. Of Sap., 1 t59 (ii).

Grenville International Bridge Co.'s incorp. B.
14o. 62 (Mr. Shanly). 10*, 880; 2°*, 498 (1); in
Com. and 3 0*, 954 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 90.)

GRENFELL (N. W. T) 8XPERIMINTAL PARu L20AtîioN,
PAPURS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Landerkia) 866 (1).

GROSSE IsLE, &C., QUARANTINE : id COm. Of SUp., 1196 (ii).
GULF OF ST. LAWRENCE FISHERIES PROTECTION: Que8. (Mr.

Amyot) 826 (ii).
HIADLOW COvË PIER EXTENSION: Ques. (Mr. Guay) 140 (i).
HALDIMAND, DEPUTY RETURNING OFFICER, AND LATE ELEO.

TION: Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 922 (ti).
Deb on M for adjnmt. (Sir Richard Carttoright) 923; (Ur. Thomp-

son) 924; (Ir. Laudrier)925; (Sir John A. Macdonald)92î; (Wr.
Davie, P. B.1.) 927; (Wr. Mo Neill) 938; (gr. Dejzwdin8) 928;
(gr. Madall) 928; (Ur. Paterson, Brant) 928 ; (Ur. Fre. ma 4) 929;
(Mr. rhompson) 930; (Wr. Edgar) 930; (gr. Patteron, Easez)
930; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 930; M. wthdn., 931 (il).

--- Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 648 (i).
CASE OF WALTER JONES: AInt. (Sir Richard Cart.

wright) on M. for COm. ofSup., 1524; neg. (Y. 59, N.
98) 1533 (ii).

--- RET. OF MEMBER ELECT : notifloation (1r.
Speaker) 1 (i).

HALF-BREEDS CLAIMS COMMISSION, EXPENSE8 : in COM. of

Sap., 1666 (ii).

HALIFAX AND ST. JOHN via YARMOIPH AND PORT MIDWAY

MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of Sup., 1678 (ii).
HALIFAX COTTON CO.'s (N.S.) SUBSIDY: prop. Ros. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 15 1; in om-, 1593 (ii).
EIALTON, RET. OF MiEMBER ELECT: Dotifloation (Kr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
" HANSARD." See " DEBA'IES,"
HARBORS AND R[vRS : in COn. Of Sup., 1463, 1561, 1655,

1673 (ii).
HARBOR COMMISSIONERS. Se " MONTREAL "AND " QUEBEC."

HASTINGS, WEST, ELECTORAL DISTRICT: iotification Of

Vacancy (Mr. çpeaker) 85 (i).
- - Rot. of Member Elect, 238 (i).

HAWKE, J. T., CASE OF : Ques. of Priv. (Ur. Davies P.E.I.)
1399 (ii).

Deb. on 5. for adjnmt. (Ir. Thompaon) 1307 ; (Mr. W7edoa, Bi. John)
1318; (Ir. Weldon, Albert) 1322; (Wr Lister) 1824; (Wr.
Davin) 1326; (Mr. Mitchedl) 13à7; (Ur. Casey) 1329; (Kr.
Davies, P.E.I) 1329 (il).

HAT DUTIES, REFUND By L,.B.: Q8es. (Kr. Lavergne) 712.
HEALTH STATISTICS : in COM. Of Sup., 1t54 (ii).
HEATING AND ELECTRI0TY IN CAas, 1. C. R.: in Co.. of

lHENDERIoN, D., MEMBEa ELECT. FOR HIALTON: introdneed,
S2 (i).

Hereford Branch Ry. Co,'s incorp, Áct A"t.
B. No. 33 (h1r. Ball). i°*, 110 ; 2°*, 128 ; in
Coim. and 3°*, 498 (1). (51 Vic., 0, 81.)



INDEX.
HIe OoMIssIoNER's Orricz1: in Com. of Sup., 105 (i),

1158, 1165 (ii).

High Commissioner's Office (application of
C. S. Act, Chap. 16 Rev. &Statutes) Act Amt. B. No.
136 (Sir Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1502; conc. in
and 1°*, b°* and in Com., 1505; 30 m., 1506; 30, 1547

(ii). (51 Vic., c. 13.)
flODGSON, SIR ROBT., PENSION (PAYMENT TO GOVT. OF P.E.I):

in Com. of Sup., 1671 (ii).
HOMESTEAD INSPEOTOBS, MAN. AND N.W.T.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Watson) 71 (i); (Mr. McMullen*) 866 (ii).
HioRSE-BREEDING IN CANADA, PAMPHLET, TRANSLATION

Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 85 (i).
HoT SPRINGS, BANFF, ROADS, BRIDGES, &0.: in Com. of

Sup., 1617, 1666 (ii).
HOUSE OF COMMONS:

ADDRESs (FAMwuLL) TO HIs Ex.: Mess. from the Benate, 1561;
cono. in, 1585; presented, 1691 (ii).

ADDUss IN ANSWIR TO BIs Ex.'s SPoECH: mOved (Mr, Montague)
2 ; sec. (Mr. Jonca8) 7; agreed to, 17; Bis Ex.'s Reply, 172 (i).

BILLs ASSEMTED TO, 1196, 1692 (ii),

CLATIS, MR., LATI M.P.: Remarks (Mr. Laurier) 62 (i).
CROQUÈCTTB, Ma., M.P., PETITION AGAINST RETURN: Objection (Mr.

Laurier) 1332, 1468 (ii).
OUM Fx OROWN IN CHANCERY: iCnCoOn. Of SUp., 90, 95 (i).
00NSTITvUNCIEs AND MIMBCRs, Lisr, IV (after title vol. i.)
CONTROVERTED ELEaOTIONS. See "EBLUoTIONS."

CORSOL, MR., INDEMNITY: in COM of Sap., 1670 (il).
DSBATS 0CU. Sec C 00MMITTSa " and "DanÂTEs."

ELLI, M. J. V., M. P., AND ANNExATION : Ques. (Mr. Guillet) 44 (i)
GOVRNMINT, LisT or MEMBERs, II (ajter titlev ol. i.)
Gov. GzNL'S SIORTART: Letter fron, 1195 (ii).
INTURNAL ECONONY COMMIssION: Appointment by Mess.,27 (i).
LIERAi Or PARLiAMINT. See general heading.
MuxsERs INDENITY : M. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 1681 (fi).

- Remarks (Mr. Troso) 1586 (ii).
MîIrURs INTRODUCED, 1, 18, 25, 270, 380, 665 (i) ; 882, 1416, 1518.
MasGs PrOM HIs Ex., 24, 27, 50, 86, 172 <i); 962, 1231, 1403 (ii).
Nzw MuSmRan, 1, 238, 309, 646 (i) ; 8u6, 1414, 1544 ii)
OrUsING Or PARLIANENT, 1 ().
PAIES DURIo SuasioN, Lisr, VII (after title rol. i.)
PRIVTr BILLS, PETITIONs, EXTENSION Or TIME - M. (Mr. Wood, Brook-

Viu) 50 (1).
--- RRPORTS PROM COMMITTUU: M. (Sir Hector Langevin) TO

EXTE Tins, 514 (i), 1031 (ii).
PROROGATION, NOTIFICATION or (Sir John A. Maadonald) 1625,

1693 (il).
- (Mr. Speaker) 1686 (ii); Mess. from His Ex., by Black Rod,

1692 (ii).
RORIRT5ON, ALEX., LATI M.P.: Remarks (Sir Bector Langevin) 1 (1).
SALAMIS, &c.: in 0mo. Of 811p., 1025, 1668 i).
SaIaOT STANDING COMMIT TEUS. Se 4OOMITTrus."

SUNATI, SUMMONED TO BY1 M8s..: 1 (), 1196, 1692 (ii).
SsI8ONAL CLERIS, NUMBER AND AMOUNTS PAID : Ques. (Mr. Àelta-

ea) 1299 (il).
-- in Cm. of Sup , 1025, 1668 (ii).
BSPEonHS PnOM TRI THaONU, 2 (i), 1693 (il).

VAoANCIUS, NOTIPrIcTION (r. Speaker) 1, 85, 124 (i)
VENTILATION OF HOUsu: Remarks (Sir Richard Car1wright) 171 (i).
WmT, BON. TfomAs, DEAsa OF: Remarks (Sir Hector Langevin)

962 (i).

[See " EL EOTIONS.")

HUDSON BAY SALmON FISHERIES: Ques. (Kr. Amyot) 826 (ii).

..-- W ALE FIHmEEIES: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 826 (ii).

IcE BREAKER, CouNTY Op BERTiER: Ques. (Kr. Beausoleil

45 (i).
IMMIGRATION: in Con. of Sup., 1155; cono, 1686 (ii).

-- See "AGRICULTURE," &o.

IMPERIAL FEDERATION. Se " TRADE RELATIONS."

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: M. for Ret. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 28 (i).

Indian Act (Chap. 43 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No.
106 (tir. White, Cardwell). 1°, 922; 2° (Mr. Thomp-
son) and in Com., 1907; 30*, 1011 (i.) (51 Vic., c.
22.)

INDIANS:
BRANT AND HALDIMND, DOTOR ON RusmRvu-* Ques. (Mr. Landerkin)

647 (i).
BRISÂTLOR HALF-BRENDS: Remarks (Kr. Edgar) On M. for om.

of Sup., 1514 (ii).
OAuenNwÂGa, ELECTION Or ulars : M. (Kr. Doyon) for copies of

cor., 899 (ii).
- RusmRuv': Ques. (Mr. Doyon) 1680 (ii).
- SuRvY: Ques. (Vr. Doyon) 495 (i).

CATUGA INDIAN LANDS COMK(SSIONERS: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 27 (i).

OHIPPAWA AND OTTAwÂ NATION INDIANS' OLAIMs: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Patterson, Essex) 498 (i).
HALP BRuEDs OLAIMs CoMmissioN, EXPENsEs: in Com. of Sup.,

1666 (i).
IN OOM. or SUPr, 1605; Dept., 1637 (ii).
MIssISSAUGA INDIANS, CLAIM TO UNCIIDED LANDS, COR. : M. for copy*

(Kr. Madill) 366 (i).
MOHAWK INDIANS, COR. re DISMISSAL OF COUNCILLOR OCLBERTSON:

M. for copies (Ur. Burdett) 977 (ii).
MOULIN, Rav. FATRER, COR. re RaMaIva AT BATOCHE: M. for cOpy

(Mr. Searth) 866 (ii).
PZACE RIVER AND ATHABASCA INDIAN TRUATIES : Ques. (Mr. Ldrron)

825 (ii)
SIx NATION INDIANS, CLAIM FOR FLOODING LANDS, COR. - M. for

copies* (Mr. Somerville) 672 (1).

STONIY POINT AND KETrLE RESRVEs, COMPLAINT AGAINST INDIANs:

M. for copies* (Kr. Lister) 1259 (ii).

SUPPLIES, CONTRACTs FOR TUNRisH[NG: Remarks (Ur. Mitchel) in

Com. of Sup., 94 (i).

[See "SUPPLY," &O.]1

INDIANTOWN BRANCH, I.O.R : in Com. of Sap., 1646 (ii).
INDEMNITIES. See "MEMBERS "

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS, INDIAN : in Com. of Sup., 1681 (ii).
INGOLDSBY STATION, POST OFFICE, PETITION, &o.: M. for

Ret. (Mr. Barron) 1243 (ii).

INLAND RETENUE. See " CUSTOMIS AND ExcISE"

Inland Revenue Act (Chap. 34 Rev. ktatutes) A mt.
B. No. 122 (hir. Costigan). 1°*, 1137 ; 2Q* and in

Com., 1401; 3°*, 1402 (ii). (51 Vic, c. 16.)
Insurance Act (Chap. 124 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B.

No. 126 (Sir Charles Tupper). 10, 1332; 2°, 1400;
M. for Com., 1416 ; in Com., 1417 ; 3°*, 1433 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 28.)

INBUtRANOE COmpANIEs, ABSTRACT: prseented (Sir Charles
Tupper) 1207 (ii).

INSURANCE, PIRE RISKS, PETITIONS, &o.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Bowman) 866 (ii).

INSUANoE, GENERAL VOTE ; inCOm., of Sup., 1604 (ii).

lx



INDEX.
INSOLVENCY, L EGIBLATION RESPECTING i Qres. (Mr. Edgar)

495 (i).
INeTRUCTIONS TO DOM. LAND AGENTS : M. for Rot. (Mr.

McMullen) 36, 45 (i).
IN FERCOLONIAL RAILWAY:

CAPITAL ACCOUNT, AMOUNT CHARGUD: Ques. (Ur. W Lion, St. JohN)

59 (i).
-- EXPNDITURE: M. for Ret. (Ur. Jones, Halifax) 103 ().

CASUALTIEs, &C., AND OFYIOIALS DIsM sUD: M. for Ret. (Ur. Wel.
don, St. John) 61 (i).

FoRTIN, NOEL, COR. r ACCIDENT AND DAMAGns: M for copy (Ur.

Fiât) 902 (ii).
FREInT RATRS: lu Com. of Sup., 1650 (il).

BRATIN AND ELICTRIITY IN CARS :-in Com. of Sup ,1227 (fi).
INDIANTOWN BRANCH: in Com. of Sup., 1646 (fi).

DALEoUsIE BBANCH: iD 0om. of Sup., 1226 (>i).

DUscAN. Wx. L., KILLED ON I.0.R., PROom3DINGs AT INQUIST: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. JohAn) 498 (i).

MACCAN STATION, INCRIABED ACoOMMODATrÂON: in Com. ofSup.,

1225 (fi).
MATANI, SUBSIDY TO BRANCH LINE: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 1U99 f(i).
MONCTON, INCREASID ACCOMMODATION: in Com. of Sup., 1228 (if).

P1CTou TowN BRANCH: in CoM. of Sup., 1226, 1615 (ii).
PION & Co., OLAIM FOR GOODS DAMAGED: M. for copies* (1r. Lan-

gelier, Qriebec) 1092 (ii).
RECEIPTS AND EXPEND:TURES: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 27 (1).
- Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 65, 112 (i).
RoLLING STC N,. PnLCHE[s : M for Ret. (ïr. Weldon St. John) 61 (1).
- in Com. of Sup., 1645 (ii).

ST. CHARLS BRACH, EXPNDITURE : Ques. (\Ur. CAnguette)97 (1).
- in Com. of Sup., 1225, 1645 (ii).
ST. JOHN, INCRIAsED A OOMMODATION: in Com. of Sup., 1224 (il).
SALE TO SYNDICATS: Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) in Com. of dup.,

1621 (fi).
SNow SHEDS: in Com. of Sup., 1645 (il).
SPRING HILL, INCREAsED ACCoMMoDATIoN: in om. of8up., 1225 (fi).
WORKING EXPENSES AND REPAIRS : in Com. of Sup., 1620, 1650,

1668 (if).

Interest (Chap. 127 Rev. Statutes) Act Amt. B. No.
12 (Hr. Landry) 1°*, 62 (i).

INTERIOR:
ALASKA AND B 0. BOUNDARY CoMMIssOoN: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 495 (i).
- Ques. (Mr. CAarlton) 171 (i)
BOUNDAaIEs Or ONT.: Remarks (Mr. Dawson) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1629 (fi).
COLONISATION Co.'s fMAN AND N.W.T.: 1f. for Ret.* (r.

>efMullen) 498 (i).
- INSPECTOR IN N W T : M. for Ret." (Ur. MfcMulen)86 (ii).
- MAN. AND N.W.T.: M for Ret. (Mr. Watson) 71 (i).

Dom LAND AGENTs' INSTRUCTIONS: M. for Ret. (Ur. Maillen) 36,

45 (ii).
Dom. LANDs: in Com. of Sup., 1635, 1637 (iii.
Dom. SoR1P IssvD IN MAN. AND N. W.T.: . for Rot.* (Mr. Wilson,

Elgin) 866 (i).
G&nLOGICAL SURyTZ: in Com. of Sup., 1604 (i).
- OTTAwA COUNTY: Ques. (r. Wright) 495 (i).
GOVT. or N.W.T. xPzaus: in Com. of Sup., 1611 (ii).
GRAz1No LANDs, LEisAs: M. for Ret.* (r. Dais) 866 (i).
- Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 495 (1).
HALI-BRESDI' OLAIMS CoMMIIoN, ExPENsOU: in Coim. Of 81p,

1666 (t).

HOMEsTAD INSPSOTORS, MAN. AID N. W. T.: M. for Ret. (Kr. Wat-
son) 71 (i); (Ur. Mskullen) 866 (i).

INTERIoR DEPT : in CoM. Of Sup , 93 (i).
ITRIMIoR DEPTL. REP.: presented (Kr. White, Cardwell) 18 (i).
LAN SALES Il MAI. AID N. W. T.: Ques (Sir Richard Cartoright)

44 (i)
LEAMSEOLDESs IN ALaUSTA DISTRICT, N. W. T., GATTLU, &o. : M. for

#et.* (Sir Richard Cartwri At) 498 (1).

lxi
INTERIOR-Continued.

LEAsas, OLD UNoCOUPIED LAIDS : Ques. (Mr. DaWs) 828 (I).
LzGIlsi.TIei roi N. W. T. : Mess. from Ris Ex., 1231 (fi).
MOWNTSD POL03, COMPINSATION 1oR INJURIs: In CoM. Of Sup., 1612.
--- SADQUARTBR, EDIONTON : Ques. (Mr. Davis) 965 (1i).
- in Com. of Sup., 93 (i), 1810, 1658, 1683 (ii).

- RiP. : presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 499 (1).
Noitxi-Was? TEIToRIES : In Coim. Of Sup., 1655, 1672 (11).
RANcHEs, Du rins rINsPuoToR : Q'es. (ïr. Davis) 965 (fi).
RILLION IN N. W. T., Rip. or ROYAL omison: prosented

(M r. White, Cardtvell) 97 (i).
- Losus ComMIssIoN, REps., o. : M. for copies (Mr. Laurier)

73(l).
SRIP1889SD IN MAI AND N. W. T. : M. for Rot.*(1fr. Wilson, Igin)

866 (if).
SQUATTERs OLAI IN N. W. T. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Meullen) 65 (1).
SURIT (GEoLOIICAL) OTAWA OUNTY : Ques. (Kr. Wright) 495 (1).
YOUNG, CAPT., COR, h& , EEsaPTING .CLAIM : M. for oopyf (Mr.

Bearth) 866 (i).

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMIhION : appoin tment by Mess., 27.
International Convention for Preservation of

Submarine Cables B. No 98 (Mr. Thompson).
1°+, 726 (i); 2°*, 942;- in Com. and 3°*, 944 (ii).
(51 Fic., c. 31.)

INTERNATIONAL REGULATIONs re TRADING VESSELS: Que.
(Mr. Amyot) 826 (ii).

INTOXICATING LIQUORS, ANALYSIIS UNDER FOOD ADULTERA-

TION AOT: Ques. (Mr. O(rran) 965 (ii).

INVER.NESS AND lIOHMOND RY. CO.'î SUBSIDY: QuOS. (Mr.
Cameron) 1232 (ii).

Irving, Andrew Maxwell. See "DivoRO."
ISBESTER AND REID'S CONTRACT: Ques. (Mr. Cameron) 1067.

-- Ques. (1Mr. .Macdonald, Victoria) 1299 (ii).
ISLE-AU*NOIX WHARY EXTENSION: Ques. (Mr. Bourasa)

965 (ii).
JACKSON, COL.: in Com. of Sup., 1209 (ii).
JAMAIOA. See " WEST INDIES."

JOHNSON, GEo.: in Com. of Sup, 1664 (ii).
JONES, H. L., ELQ, MEMBER ELsCT FOR DIGBY: intro-

duced, 2 (ii).
JO1qES, WALTER, APPOINTMENT: Res. (Sir Rkhard Cart-

wright) in Amt. to Com. of Stp., 1524 (ii).
JUDGES Or SUPERIOR COURT RETIRED, NAMEs, &o.: M. for

Bet.* (UKr. Small) 62 (i).
JUDGES' SALARIES (ONT.) INCREASE: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 899 (fi).
Judges' Salaries. See "PROVINCIAL COURTS."
JUDIc[ARY, QUEBEO: cono., 1685 (ii).

JURY, MR., AND PAUPER IMMIGRATION: in COr. of Sup.,
1597 (ii).

JUSTICE:
COLLISIONS ON Ti Hio SuAs, LEGISLATION : Ques. (Ur. Amyot) 826,
COURT OP A PPEAL QUEBEC : Ques (Ur. Prefontaine) 647 (1).
COUSTY CouaT JUDGES (B. C ) ADDITIONAL: Ques. (Mr Mara) 66 (1)
-SALAIs:la: in Com Of SUp., 119 (i).

- ONTAIo, SALARIES: Quo. (Sir ichard Cartrioght)899 (I)
IORIINAL LAw, DisTaiTîîito TO JUsTî0s: Quei. (Kr. Bernier)59.

DISTRIEUTION TO MaiMaUOS: Ques. (Ur. Choquette) 86 (1).
CRIMIAL STATISTIOs: in om. of SUp., 1151 (fi).
"IDAvID J. £ DAMs," CoaT or LnrGIATION: ir (Jom. of Sap., 1656 (M).
FAiA, M. JUSTIO, WIsTMenLAND ELEOTION: ai Com. of Bnp.,

115(l).



JUSTICE-Continued.
IHAwKI, J. T.,OÂsI or: Ques. of Priv.(Mr. Da.it, P. E.) 1299(11).
JUSTIC DicT. : in Dom of sup., 91 (i).
INSOLVEMOY, Litoist.TioN aZPacTrG: Ques. (Mr. Edgar) 495 (i).
LiBsL LAw, LaGIBLATION RSPECTING: Ques. (Mr. innes) 141 (i).
MONTREAL DISTRICT, SUPuRIoR COURT JUDus: Que. (îr. Profon-

tain) 6t7 (i).
mUaroKA xAD PIry SoUND JUDICIAL DISTRICT': Ques. (Mr. Barron)

1232 (ii).
PuxNTENTIARIBs : in Com. of Sap., 91 (i), 1021 (ii).
- REP : presented (gr. 2Ãompson) 18 ()
PRUSOOTT AND RUBSILL JUD1AI. DISTRICT: Ques. (1fr. Labrose¢} 27.
QUIuBC JUDICIARY : cOne., 1685 (ii).
SÂILohs' PAOTCTION, LEGISLATION BUSPED TING: Que,. (Mr. Edgar)

966 (ii).
SUPUIROB COURT JUDGUS RturîasU, NAIs, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Small) 62 ().
TAi, UNIoNS, DoPIsa or RuLus: M. for Rot. (Mr. Amyot) 46 (i).

- REGULATIONS re REGISTRY, &c.: M. for copies (Mr. Amyot)
50 (i).

- UNDER 35 Vir., CAP. 30, &c. : M. for copies" (Mr. Amyot)50.
TRAis, hx-JUsTO u : in Com. of Sap., 114 (i)
STNOGR&PER, SUPRMs CoURT: iu aOM. Of Sup., 119 (i).

[See " CRIMINAL LAw."]

KAMLOOPS AS AN OUTPORT OF ENTRY, Ma PARMELEE's R EP.:
M. for copy* (Kr. Mara) 498 (i).

KENT (N.B.) NORTHERN iRY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Ros.
(Sir Charles Tupper) 1546 ; in Com., 1598 (ii).

KENT (ONT ) C'NTROVRTED ILECTIN: M. (Sir J.hn A.
Macdonald) to ref. Judge's Rep. to Com. pn Priv. and
Elec., 18; adjd. deb. rsmd., 20 (i).

- - IssUIR OF WIT: Remarks (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 270,
380, 494 (i).

- - notification of Roturn of Member (Mr. Speaker)
1544 (if).

- PRINTING OF PAPERS: Ques. (Mr. Girouard) 309 (i).
- M. (Mr. Weldon, Albert) to cone. in Rep. of Com,

on Priv. and Elec., 380 ().
KETTLE AND ST JNEY POINT RgESEVES, COMPLAINTS AGAINST

INDIANS: M. for oopiee* (Mr. Lister) 125. Ci).
Keystone Insurance Co.'s incorp. B. No. 78

(Mr. Weldon, St. John). l*, 4-9 ; 20*, 498 (i) ; in
Com. arid 3°*, 978 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 97.)

Kincardine and Teeswater Ry. Co.'s Act Amt,
B. No. 74 (Mr. Row.nd). 10*, 451; 20*, 493; in
Com. and 3C*, 7.6 (i). (51 Vic, c. 17.)

Kincardine Harbor Tolls authorisation B. No.
30 (Kr. Rowand). 10*, 97 ; 20, 220 (i); in Com. and
30*, 1049 (ii). (51 Vc., c. 104.)

KING, JAMES, CLAIN AGAIPtsT GOVT.: M. (Mr. Weldon, St.
John) for Sel. COm., 865 (ii).

- M. to substitute Dame on Com. (Sir -Hector Lange..
vin) 1245 (ii).

KINGSTON, DZP. POSTMASTER'S RaREGULÂRITIEs: QuOs. (1fr.
Charlton) 899 (ii).

GRAVING DOCK: in Com. of Sup., 1671 (ii).
PENITENTIARY: in COM. of SUp., 122 (i).
PosT OFFICE DEFALoATIONS: Remarks (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright, &o) on M. for Com. of Sap., 1012 (ii).-
- Remarks (Mr. Laurier) on X. for Com. of Sup.,

1017 (if).

RIT ALLOWANOE, Yoax-SiMoou BATT.: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Mulock) 66 (i).

KNIGHT, INO. AND ALLANI, Coa. re DAM&oES DEBBY BRANCH
Ry.: M. for copies* (Wr. .Mitchell) 866 (ii).

KNIGH TS oF LA.B 3R. &e " JURY, Ma."
La Banque Nationale, Capital Stock Reduction

B. No 23 (Kr. Bryson). 10*, 71; 2°*, 128; in
COM. and 3°*, 726 (i). (51 tVie., c. 48.)

LAzoR COMuissION, CE ETIFIED COPIS oP DEPOSITIONS:
Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil) 171 (i).

- - COMPLAINTS AGAINST CHAIRMAN: QuO8. (Kr. Beau-
soleil) 171 (i).

COsT: Ques. (Kr. Weldon, St. John) 491 (i).
INSTRUCTIONS, &C: M. for oopies* (1fr. Rga«soleil)

672 (i).
-- NUMBER AND SALARIES: Qos. (Kr. Welion, St.

John) 1468 (ii).
-- REP. 0F COMMISSIONERS: Queo. (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 98 (i),
LACEINE CANAL, DISMISSAL oF LABORERs: in Com. of Sup.,

1170, 1563, 1647 (ii).
in Com. of Sup., 1452 (ii).
WATER POwBR, ROYAL COMMISSION: Rep. presented

(Mr. Pope) 52 (i).
LAKEF!EtL AND BALsAM LiAKE CHANNEL: iD Co. Of Slp.,

1461 (ii).
Lake Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s B. No.

37 (er. Cockburn). 1°*, 124; 2°*, 220; in Com.
and 30*, 498 (1). (51 Vic., c. 80.)

LAKES HURON AND SUPERIOR MAIL SUBSIDY: in COM. Of
Sup , 1678 (i).

L.iKE ST. Louis: in Gom. of Sup., 1453 (ii).
LAKE ST PETEt IMPROVEMEN.T., EXPENDITURýi: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Am4yot) 7 i (i).
LAKEs SUPERIOR AND URON SuavEYs: cono., 1689 (fi).
LAND AGENTS INSTRUCTIONS IN MAN AND N. W. T.: M. for

Ret (1fr. McAMullen) 36, 45 (i).
LAND SALES IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 44 (i).
LAND VILLA PoST OFFICE, PAPERS, &o.: M. for copies

(Mr. choquette) 102 (i).
LARD, RENDERED, MANUFACTURI AND SALE: prop. ReS. (Mr.

Taylor) 59 ().
L'ASSOMPTION CONTIIOViRTED EL EOTION: Judge's Rep. read

(Mr. Speaker) 73 (i).
---- 188UE OF WRIT: Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 110 (i).

LAUIE, GEN. JrW.: introduced, 18 (i).
LEAF ToBACCo. See "ToBAcoo."
LEASEHOLDERS iN ALEERTA DiSTRICT, N.W.T., CATTLE,

&c.: M. for Rot.* (Sir Richard Cartwright) 498 (i).
LEAsEs (GRÂAzING) N.W.T.: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

495 (i).
OLD UNOCCUPIED LANDji: Qes. (Mr. Davis)

825 (ii).
LEDUD, CÈAs., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Dessaint)

140 (i).
LEGAL TENDÊà AN» GOLD: Que.. (Mr. .Jitcht) 171 (i),



INDIEX,
LEGER, CAPT., REP. re ST. LAW»ENCE RIVm FLOODS: Qre8.

(Mr. Prefontaine) 899 (ii).
LEGISL &TION FOR N.W.T. : Me8. froin Hi8 Ex., 1231 (ii).
LEGIBLATION : in COM. Of Sup, 1025 (ii).

Letters Patent, Defective, &c., B. No. 4 (Mr.
Mcarthy). 10, 44; .° 0761 (i) ; in Com. anu 3', 916
(ii). (51 YVc., c. 36.)

Luvr, DAVID, SEIZURE OF DIAM3NDS, &. : M. for Oop.eb*

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1092 (ii).
LEVIs GRAVING DOcK. SeI "QEEua L[ARB a ComNmi-

SIONERS."

LIBEL LAW, LEGISLATION: QUOB (Mr. Innes) 141 (i).
LiBaARYo 0 PARLIAMENT, REIP. OF JOINT LIBRARIANS: pre-

sented (Mr. Speaker) 2 (i).
--- PRINTING AMERICAN CATALOGUI: in Corn. Of Sp.,

1(30 (ii).
--- WORKS ON AMERICA.: in COM. Of Sap., 1030 (ii).

- SALARIES: in COM. Of Sup,, 1030, 1638 (ii).

Licensing Engineers. Bee "lNGINEERs."
LIFE-SAVING AND LI-BOAT SERVICE : Remnarke, li177 (ii).
LIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE: in COm. Of SUp., 1581 (à).
LITIGATION (COST) re IlDAVID J. ADAMS": in Com. of

Sap., 1656 (ii).
LIVERPOOL IMMIGRATION AGENOY: in COM. Of SUp.,

1166 (ii).
LIvEs LosT THouaH WREcKS oN GLREAT LAKES : M. for

Ret. (Mr. Dawson) 19 (i).
LIQUOR LIcENSE ACT, ToTAL AMOUNT PAID BY GOVT.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. .Mulock) 498 (i).

Loan for Publie Service, authorisation B. N o
133 (Sir Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1136; M. for
COm., 1259; in Coin., 1278; I0°e and 2°* of B, 1387;
in Com. and 30*, 1388 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 2)

LoBSTER C. MMIISSION, 1iEPS., &0.: M. for opie8 (Mr. Flynn)
86 (i).

- - Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) 139 (i).
-- FisERI8s: Remarks (Mr. Kirk, &c.) on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1551 (ii).
Loos, SHINGLE BOLTS, &o., DUTIZS COLLEOTED: QQeS.

(Mr. Weldon, St. John) 86 (i).
London and Port Stanley Ry. Co. See B. 26.
London and South-Eastern Ry. Co. and Can.

Southern (confirmation of Agreement) B.
No. 77 (Mr. Smalu). 1°*, 85; 2°*, 128; in Com. and
30*, 647. (51 Vic., c. 60.)

LONDON (ENG) IMMIGRATION AGENoy: in Corn. of Sup.,
1166 (ii).

LoNDos Free Preas, PAYMENTS TO: in Com. Of Sup., 1160.
LTBINIÈE MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 98 (i).
LOviTT, J., ESQ., MEMBIR BLECT FOR YARMOUTH: intro-

duced, 2 (i).
M.ACCAN STATION, INCREASED AO0MMODATION: in COM. Of

Sp., 1225 (ii).
McCUAiG, A. F., APPOINTMENT ABD SALARY: Qu6. (Mr.

Platt) 1432.
MACDONALD, GEo. J., PAPERS, &o., re CENTINNIAL ExHImI.

TION: M. for copies* (Mr. Landerkin) 866 (ii).

MODONALD, JOHN A., ESQ., MEMBER ELEOT POR VIOTORIA

(N. S.): introduced, 2 (i).
MOEACHRAN, MR.: in Corn. of Sup., 1200 (ii).
MOLELAN, HON. A. W., MEMBER ELICOT FOR COLCRSTER:

introduced, 1 (i).
MAGDALEN iBLANDS MAIL SUBSIDY: in CoM. Of Sup.,

1678 (ii).
MAIL SERVICE IN P.E.I. : M. for Rot. (Mr. Davies, P.E.I)

47, 52 (i).
MAIL SUBSIDIES AND STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS: in COM. Of

Sap., 1678 (ii).

Manitoba, application of certain Laws B. No.
41. Mr. Thonpson). 1°, 139 () ; 2°*, 941.; in Com. and
30*, 1102 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 33.)

Manitoba and North-Western Ry. Co.'s Act
A mt. B. No. 46 ( Ur. Scarth). 11*, 238; 2'*, 497 ;
in Corn., 612 (i); recoOm. and 3°*, 958 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 86.)

MANITOBA:
AUDITOR AED Rx0mIvBR GINERAL, WINNIPEG': in Oom. of Sup , 88.
CoLoNISATIoN Co.'8 IN MAX. AND N. W. T.: K. for Rot.* (Mr.

Mc.fullen) 498 (i).

DISALLOWA1OE 0F MAN. RY. CHARTERS, COR. WITI IMP. GoTT.: M.
for copies* (Ur. Laurier) 672 (i).

PAPERS RESPEOTING: Remarks (Mr. Lsurier) 1136 (i.)
EXPERIMkENTAL FARM: Ques. (Mr. Watson) 495 (i)
GREAT NORTH.WEST CENTRAL RY., APPLICANTS FR CHARTER: Quoi.

(Mr. Edgar) 141 (1).
- PAPERs, &o.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Edgar) 653 (1).

GRUEnNWAY AND MARTIN, kESERS., VieIT ur DISALLOWANCE: Remarko
(lir. Mitchell) 110 (i).

HOMEBTEAD AND OoLONISATION INEIPLCToRB: M. for Rot. (Mr. Waison)
71 (1);i (Ur. MecMullen*) 866 (ii).

IMXIGRANT FRox DAIKOTA FOR MAN., PAYIIENTI To: Qoie. (Ur. Lus-
derkin) 49j (i).

INDI.ANq : in Iomi. of qip., 11,1, 1681 (ii)

LAND AGENTS INSTRUCTIONS IN MAN. AND N. W.T. : M. for Ret. (Ur.
M>cMulln) 36, 45 (i).

MAN. AND NORTH-WUSTERN RY. C0., PAPERS, &C. : M. for ooplo.
(Ur. Edgar) 653 (i).

PZNITENTIARY : in Com. of Sup., 1021 ; oonC., 1686 (i).

PUBLIC WOngKS: in Com. of Sup., 1542 (il)

RAILWAY LEGISLATIOJ, MIM. AND N.W.T.: Remarka (Mr. Watsom)
1403 (ii).

SRIP ISOUED IN MAN. AND N.W.T. : M. for Ret.* (Ur. Wilson, Elgin)
866 (i).

SOURIS AND ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. Co., PAPERs, &o. : M. for copieg
(Ur. Edgar) 653 (i).

[See DEPARTMENTS, " N.W.T.," &o.]

MARINE:
"ALIsT," COR. nBSPECTING CONDITION: M. for Rot. (Ur. W'lah)

827 (i).
ALLEN, WARREN, CLAIN FOR ICE-BOAT: M. for Papers, Rot., bc.

(Mr. Davie, P.E.I) 833 (î).
ATLANTIC 0AN, OBSTRUCTIONS TO SHIPPING: Quoi. (Goa. Laurie)

1433 (ii).
BsuRINGe' SEA, NAVIGATIoN Br OANADIU. VuBBELS: Que.. (Ur.

Edgar) 44 (i).
- SEIZURES, CoR. EBSECGTIG: M. for Rot. (11r. Gordon) O6U.
Buoys Ix RIvER BAGUnAT : Que. (Mr. O.uture) 1433 (il).
CAS. WuI[îîG VESSELS Ii U. S. WATERS : M. for oopies of Cor.

(Ur. Eigar) 65 (i).
CoLLIsIoEs ON TEM Rioa SEAs, LEGIBLATIOX: Ques. (Ur. Amyot) 826.
LmîeÂAnion (CoaT) re "DAViD J. ADAx " : in CoM of Sp., 1656.
GOYT. 8 TEAix , MAINTEANCEI AND REPAIBS: IB 0Co. of Bnp., 1577.
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MÂBINE-Continued.

GovT. STEAMERS, SALARIES or CAPTAINS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Wol.h) 37.
INTERNATIONAL ReULATIoN re TRADING VEssELS: Ques. (Mr. Amyot)

820 (ii).
LIpt-SATING AND LIFE-BOAT SERVICE : Remarks, 1577 (il)
LIGTRous AND) CoAST SERVIO: in Com. of Sup., 1581 (ii).
MAmxRu AND FisauRisa Pp. : presented (Mr. Poster) 138 (i).
MONTaNAL AND QUUzua RIVER POLICE : in Com of Sup., 1579 (ii).
P.E.I. NAVIGATION AT NAUFRAGE, RrP. or ENGiNEmR: K. for oopy

(Mr. Mclntyre) 70 ().
" NORTERN LIoHT." Ses general heading.
NORTH 8YDNET PILOTAGE RETURNS, UNDER ACT Or 1873: Ques. (Mr.

Davies, P EI.) 1067 (il).
OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE Rivuas: in Com. of Sap., 1581 (ii).
OCEAN AND RIVEa SERVICE : in Com. of Sp , 1577.
"ORIENTAL," Loos or BARE, RIP. OF INSPECTOR: Ques (Mr Edgar)

966 (ii).
SIGNAL SERTICE: in Com. of Sup., 1582, 1633 (ii).
STAG ISLAND LiGuTHousa, RIVER ST. CLAIR, COR. : M. for copies*

(Mr. Lister) 1259 (ii).
STEAK oMMUNIcATION WITH P..I. See "P.E I."
SURvEYs, LAEs SUPERIoR AND HURoY: in Com. of Sp., 1688 (ii).
TRAVEREa RIVER, Lowin: in Com of Sup , 1691 (ii).
UNITED STATEU WRECKING VISsELS IN CAN. WATERS, COR. : M. for

copies (Mr. Edgar) 665 (i).

VEsIsLS, OVERLoADING, LEGISLATION: Ques. (Mr. Guillet) 140 (i).
WRBcKO, &C., INVESTIGATIONS: in Com of Sup., 1578 (ii).
WRIcOUG VsEELU (CANADIAN) IN U. 8. WATERS, Con. : M. for

copies (Mr. Platt) 866 (ii).
WRECKS ON GREAT LAKEs AND Losa oF Lire: M. for Ret. (Mr. Daw-

son) 19, 752 (i).

Maritime Court of Ontario (extension of Juris-
diction) B. No. 40 (Mr. Charlton). 10*, 244 (i);
20, in 0om. and 3°*, 1549 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 39.)

MARTIN, J. A., COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, RIMOUSKI : Qus.
(Mr. Piset) 1067 (i).

MASSAWIPPI YALLEY RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Re8. (Sir
Charles Tupper) 1546 (ii).

Maskinongé and Nipissing Ry. Co.'S incorp. Act
Amt. B. No. 52 (Mr. Coulombe). 10*, 270; 2°*, 497;
in Com. and 30*, 647 (i), (51 Vic., c. 92 )

MATANE AND RIVER BLANCHE WH&RVES, REPAIRES: Que&8
(Mr. Fiset) 1067 (ii).

MECHANIOS' INSTITUTE BOOKS, REMOVAL oF DUTIES: QUes.
(Mr. Landerkin) 899 (ii).

MEDICAL INSPECTION, QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup, 1195 (ii).
ME&ANTIC COUNTY MAIL SERVICE: Q0s. (Mr. Turcot) 82,

1232 (ii).
Malas, DAVID B., Esq., M.P.: introdaced, 665 (i).
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY: Remarks (Mr. Trow) 158; (ii).

- - M. (Mr. Patterson, Essex) 168: (ii).

MENBAR8 INTRODUCED, 1, 18, 25, 270, 380,665 (1), 882,1416,
1548 (ii).

MEMBERS, LIST OF, [IV.]
Merchandise (fraudulent marks). See " CRIMI

NAL LAw."

Nerchants Marine Insurance Co. of Canada
winding-up B. No. 11 (Kr. Curran). 1°*, 62;
20*, 322; in Com. and 3'*, 'i26 (i), (51 Vc., c. 93.)

MEICK, RICHARD, EMPLOYMENT BY GoVT.: Que. (Mr.

2ww) 647 (1).

MESSAGES FROM HIS EXCELLENCY:
ADDRESS, JuBIikn : Dispatch from Colonial Secretary conveying

Her Majesty's Thanks, 24 (ii).
ADDRaUs, THE: His Excellency's Reply, 172 (i).
ESTINATES, Tan, 50 (i), 962, 1403 (ii).
FIsH.iss TREATY BETWECN GREAT BRITAIN AND U.S., 86 (i).
INTERNAL EcONONY (HoUsI or CoMMoNS) CoMMIssIoN, 27 (i).
LEGIsLATION FoR N.W. T., Nzw METHOD, 1231 (ii).

ME TEOROLOGICAL SERVICE: COE., 1688 (ii).
MIDLAND HARBOR IMPaOVEME!NTS, COR : M. for copies* (Mr.

Cook) l759 (ii).
MIDLAND, ORILLIA, &C., PUBLIC WORKs: Ques. (Mr. Cook)

647 (i).
MIDDLESEX, WEST: Rat. of Member Etect, 309 (i).
MILITIA AND DEFENCE:

AMMUNITION, &C.: in Com. of Sp., 1211 (if).
ARTILLMY PRACTICE ON ISLAND or ORLEANS: M. for copies of Pets,

&c.* (Mr. .Langelier, Montmorency) 672 (i).
AUERY, REV. M., SERVICES AS MILITARY CHAPLAIN: M for copiea

of Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 654 (i).
AUDET, LT.-COL., AND FRzNoH TRANSLATION or FIELD EXERCISES:

M. for Cor. (Mr. Amyot) 655 (i).
AYLMER, COL.: in Com of SBp., 1209 (ii).
BARRAcKS, B.C : in Com. of Sup., 1644 (ii).
BooKS ON TE MILITIA FORCE oF CANADA, TRANSLATION: Ques.

(Mr. Amyot) 85 (i).
BRIGADE MAJORS, SALARIES, &C : in Com Of SUp., 1209 (ii).
CADETS, MILITARY COLLEGE: in COm. of Snp., 128 (i).
CARTRIOGE FACTORY, &C. (QUEEEC) WATER SUPPLY, COR : M. for

copiez (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1092 (ii).
CARTRIDGES, REP. or COMMISSION ON MANUFACTURE: Ques. (Ur.

Amyot) 1232 ().
CLOTHING AND GREAT-COATs: in Com. Of Sp., 1212, 1215 (ii).
CLOTHING FoR MILITIA, TENDERS AND CONTRACT: M. for Ret." (Ur.

Bowman) 866 (ii).
DzPUTY ADJUTANTS GENERAL, RETIRING ALLOWANCES: in 0Om of

Sup., 1644 (il).
DRILL PAT, ko. : in Com. of Sp., 1213 (if).
DRILL BHID, QUEREo, WATER SUPPLY, COR.: M. for copy (Ur.

Amyot) 654 (i), 1092 (ii)
- Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 85 (i).
FIELD EXERCISES, FRENCH TRANSLATION, CoR. : M. for copies (Kr.

Amyot) 655 (i).
JACKSON, COL.: in COm. of Sup , 1209 (ii).
KIT ALLOWANCE, Y*RK-IMCO BATT. : M. for Ret (Mr. Malock) 66 (i).
HILITARY BRANCH AND DISTRICT STAFF, SALARIE î: in Com. of Sup.,

1209 (i).
MILITARY PROPERTIES: in Com. of Sup., 1221 (if).
MILITARY SCHooL, ST. JOHN, QUE,, SERVICE or CHAPLAIN, COR. : M.

for copies (1r. Amyot) 654 (i).
MILITIA AND DEFENCo, DEPTL. RIP. : presented (Sir Adolphe Caron)

18 (i).
- DxPr.: in Com. of Sp., 92 (i).
NtELT, PRIVATE TRos., DEATH Or, CoR. re OMPENSATION TO FAMILY :

M. for copies (Mr. Mulock) 649 (i).
PERMANENT FORCES: in Com. of SUp., 1219 (ii).
REzELLION OF 1885, CLAIMs oF SCOUTS, &C.: prop. Res. (Kr. Davin)

1242 (if).
- LosEs CoxIssoN, RiP. : M. for copies (Ur. Laurier) 73 (i).

-- MILITIAMEN, &0 : in Com. of SUp., 1202, 1612 (ii).
- CosT: Ques. (r. Mulock) 171 (i)

--- TOTAL DISBURaEMENTS: M. for Ret. (Kr. Mulock) 498 (i).
ROYAL MILITART COLLEGE: in Corn. of Bup., 1218; conc., 1687 (ii).
STRANGE, GEN., REP. re REBELLION: QueS (Kr. Amyot) 98 (i).

- on M. for Com. of Snp, 1600 (ii) a
- CoMPENsATION FOR Loss or PENsION : Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-

wrigAt) 140 (f).
STRAUBRUZIE, COL.: in CoM. of Sup., 1209 (if).

VALiqUETT, EMRUeANT, SUPERANNMATION: Ques.(ir. .T.mn, HaJifua)
1506 (ii).

ixiv



INDEX. lxv
R1ILITIA AND DEFENCE-Oontinued.

VrETRANS OP 1866-70, MUDALs: Ques. (gr. Souaerville) 965 (ii).
---- oP 1987, Prsions : Ques. (Mr. Pureel) 85 (i).
--- o 1812: in Com. of Sup., 1201 (il).

Yoax-Sixoou BATT. KIT A LLOWANOm : M. for Ret. (Mr. Jfulock) 66 (i).
YOUNG, CAPT., COR., AC., RUsPECTING CLAIX: M. for copy* (Mr.

Bearth) 866 (i).
M ISSIONARY INDIANS CLAIMS, UNCEDED LANDS, COR : M. for

copy* (Mr. Madill) 866 (i).
MIBGLLANEOUS: in Com. of Sup., 1611, 1663 (ii).
MISOISQuOI CONTROVERTED ELICTION: Judge's. Rep. read

(Mr. Speaker) 309 (i).
- ELEOTORAL DISTRICT: n Otification Of Vacancy (Mr.

Speaker) 124 (i).
- - Ret. of Member Elect, 616 (i).
MOHAWK INDIANS COR. re DIeMISSAL OF COUNCILLOR CUL-

BERTSON: M. for copies (1fr. Burdett) 977 (ii).
MONCK, RICHARD. EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.' Que8. (Mr. Lister)

712 (i), 899 (ii).

Moncton Harbor Improvement Co.'s incorp.
Act Amt. B. Neo 83 (Mr. Wood, Weasmoreland).
10*, 9; 2°*, 498 (i); in Com. and 30*, 954. (51
Vic., c. 105.)

MeNCTON, INCREASED ACCOMMODATION : in CoM. Of Sup.,

12.28 (ili).

Money, Counterfeit. See " CRIMINAL LAw."

MONTAGUE, W, H., EsQ, MEMBER ELECT FOR HALDIMAND

introduced, 2 (i).

MONTMAGNY CONT.OVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of

Supreme Court read (Mr. Speaker) 3>9 (i).

- - PETITION re RETURN OF MEMBER: Remarks (Mr.

Laurier) 1332, 1468 (ii).
MONTREAL AND CHAMPLAIN JUNCTION RY. CO.'S SUB-IDY:

prop. Res. (Sir Clhires Tapper) 1546; in Com., 1589 (ii).

MONTREAL AND QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, EXPENDI-

TUE BY GOVT.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Amnyot) 71 (i).
MONTREAL AND QUEBEC RIVER POLICE: in Com. Of Sup.,

1579 (ii).
MONTREAL DISTRICT, SUPERIOR COURT JUDOES: Quae. (Mr.

Pré/ontaine) 647 (i).
MONTREAL IARBOR COMMISSION, AMOUNT ADVANCED; QueS.

(Mr. Davies, P.E.I.) 1135 (ii).
MONTREAL HARBOR COMMISSIONERS RELIEF : Ques. (Mr.

Curran) 27 (i).
Montreal Harbor Commissioners Release B.

No. 134 (Sir Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1031; M.
for Com., 1280; in COm., 1294; l°*, 2°*, in Com. and

30* 1391 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 5.)
Deb on Reg. (Sir Charles Tuppery 1289; (gr. Jones, Balfoz) 1283;

(Sir Rector Langevin) 1283; (14r. Mitehel) 1284, 1290; (1fr,

Davies, P.EI.> 285; (Mr. (roamrd) 128; (Mr. Amyot) 1288;
(Mr. Curran) 12k9; (Mr. Welion, St. John) 1290; (Mr. Desjar-
dins) 1292; (19r. Gillmor) 1292; (Mr. C.aey) 1293 (ii).

MONTREAL lerald AND MR. CURRAN, hl. P.: in COm. of Sup.
1170 (ii).

Montreal Island Ey. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 70 (Mr.
Desjardins.) 1°*, 454; 2°*, 498; il Com. and âQ*, 726

(i). (51 Vié., c. 63.)
9

MONTREAL POST OFFICE ELECTaIa Lor CONTRACT: QtLed.
(Mr. Edqar) 625 (ii).

MORGN, ff.J.: in Com. of Sup , 92 (i).
MORIN, DR. J. A., CLAIN FOR M'EDICAL SERVICES: M. for

copy (Mr. Amyot) 655 (i).

Morrison, Catherine. See ' I)lvoRcE."
MOULIN, REV. FATRER, COR. re RESERVE AT BATOCHE: M.

for copy (Mr Scarth) 866. (it).
MOUNTED POLICE, COMPENSATION FO. INJURIES : in COM. Of

Sap., 1612 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup. 93 (i0, 1610, 1658, 1683 (il).

IIEADQUARTER8, I EDMONTON: Que8. (Xr. Davis)
965 (i).

- -REP. : presented (Sir John A. Macdonald) 499 (i).
MOYLAN, Mi. : in Com. of Sup., 91 (i).
MURRAY CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1453 (il).
MUSKOKA AND PARY SOUND JUDIGIAL DISIICT : QueS.

(Mr. Barron) 1232 (ii).
Nationale. See " LA BANQUE."

NAUFRAGE, P,E.I., NAVIGATION, JEP. O ENGINE5sM: M. foV
copie8 (Mr. Mc intyre) 70 (i).

NAVIGATION 0F TE HIGH SEAS. See "OLLîsîotôs."

NEELY, PRIVATE THOS., DEATH OF, CoR., re COMPINSATION
TO FAMILY: M. for copied (\4r. Mulock) 649ý (i).

NEW BRUNSWICK:
ALBERT Ry. Co.'s LoAN AGOoUNT.: Quie. (Mr. Elli) 8J6 (il).

(N B.) SBeiD : prop R%. (3ir Charles rupp•r) 1516; in

Com., 1591 (ii)

ATLANTIC OCEAN, OB1TRUCToNs TO SHIPPING : Ques. (Gen. Laurie)

14?3 (il).
CENTRAL Rr. Co ýs (N. B ) SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (3ir Charles Tuppor)

1546; in Com., 1593 (il).
CHATHAM BaANeii Ry. (N B.) Co.'s SuBsiDY: prop. Res. (Mir

Carkles Tupper) 1546; in Com , 1594 (il).
ELGIN, PETITOOLIAO AND HAVILOC RY (N.B.) Co.'. Suasu Y: prop.

Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1546; in Oom.,. 1593 (ii).
FRASER, Mu. JUSTICE, AND re WUATMORELAND ELUcTIOx: In Com. of

Sup., 115 (i).
HAwKU, J. T., AsN or: Ques. of Prir. (Kr. Daevis, P.B.I.) 1299.

INDIANS : in Com. of Sap., 1607 (il).
NORTHUMBRLA AND MAIL SEaVIC; Remarks (Mr. Mitchell) 1892 (11)
- Ret. of Member Eleot, 1 (i).
NIWOABTLU POsT OrrIeS IRaNULARITIUB: Remarku (gr. MtehAll)

on M. for 0om. of Sup., 1020 (ii).
PuLIo WORK: in Com. of Sup., 1468 (ii).
Quix'a: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (t).
ST. JoN HARBOR IIraovUNNNTs, REF. OP Gamanm: Q(e. (ir.

Ellis) 86 fi).
ToBiQui VALLEY Ry. Co.'s SDUhTî: prop. B". (Sir CMlea flpper)

In Com., 1626 (iû).

[See DEPARTMENTS, " .O.M.," "StUPPLY," &0.1
NEWFOUNDLAND AND CONFEEZIRATWON, CORL : M for copies

(Mr. Laurier) 664 (i).
--- Ques. of Priv. (Mr. Mitchell) 111 (1).

NEw MEMBEa, 1, 238, 309, 646 (i), 866, 1414, 1544 (ii).

New York, St Lawrence and Ottawa Ry. Co 's
incorp B. No. 72 (Mr. Wood, Brockville). Il*, 454;
20*, 612 (i); in Com. and 30*, 1049 (ii). (51 Vic., c.

67.)
NEW YORK, WADDINGTON AND OTTAWA RY.: Ques. of Priv.

(Mr. Bickey) 778 (i).
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Niabet Academy of Prince Albert incorp. B. No.
15 (Mr Macdowall). 1°*, 62; 20*, 219 (i); in Com.,
and 3°*, 954 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 108.,

"NORTHERN LIGRT ", CAPT. FINLAYSON'S SALARY: Remarks
(Mr. Welsh) on M. for Com. of Sap., 1558 (ii).

CAPTAIN'S PAY AND EMPLOYÉS: M. for Rot. (Mr.
Welsh) 37 (i).

CNDITION: M. for Rot. (Mr. Welsh) 827 (i).
NUMBER OF TRIPs, &c. : M. for Rot. (Mr. Perry) 61 (i).
TRIPS MADE AND PASSENGERS CARRIED (WINTER

1887-88): M. for Ret.* (Mr. Perry) 672 (i).
- PAPERS re EMPLOYÉ8: Ques. (Mr. Welh) 416, 456

(i) ; 1001 (ii).
- WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH P E.L: Ques (Mr.

Davies) 140 (i).
NORTH SYDNEY PILOTAGE RETURNS UNDER ACT OF 1873:

Ques. (Mr. Davies, P. i.) 1067 (ii).
NORTHUMBERLAND (N. B) MAIL SERVICE: Remarks (Mr.

Mitchell) 1392 (ii).
- - RET. OF MEMBER ELICCT: DOtificatiOn (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
- STRAITS SUBWAY, REP. oF ENGIiEERS, &o.: M. for

copy (Mr. Perry) 661 (i).
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES:

AGRICWLTURAL SocIETIEs: in C0M. of SUp., 1155 (ii).
BUSAYLOR HALF-BREEDS : Remarks (Mr. Edgar) on M. for Com. of

Sup., 1514 (i).
OoLONISATIoN INSP'ICToR: M. for Ret." (Mr. McMullen) 866 (if).
EXPERIMENTAL FAiN, LocATION, PAPERs, &c.: M. for Ret.' (Mr.

Landerkin) 866 (if).
PRoF. BAUNDIRS' RRP.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mc.Mullen) 498 (i).

FORT McLUoD AND PIÂêCHER CREEK MAIL SERVIcE: Ques. (Mr. ec-
At slien) 712 (i).

GOVT. OF N. W. T. EXPENsEs : in Com of Sup., 1611 (if).

GnàziNe LAIDS, L EasiEs: M for Ret.' (Mr. Davis) 866 (ii).
- Que. (Sr Rchard Cartwright) 495 ().

- ALBEBTA DISTRICT: M. for Ret.* (Sir Richard Cartwright)
498 (l).

IMMIGRANTs, ACCOMMODATION AT iEGINA: Ques (Mr. Davin) 712 (i).
LEASEs, OLD AND UNOCCUPIED LANDS: Ques. (gfr. Davis) 825 (fi).

LEGILATIoN FOR N. W. T. : Mess. from Bfis Ex., 123 (ii).
MOUNTED POLICE HEADQUARTERS, EDMONTON: Ques. (gr Davis)

965 (ii).
- in Com. ofSup., 93(i), 1610, 1658, 1683 (ii).

PUBLIC WoRS: in Con. of 8up., 1672 (if).
QU'APPELLE IMMIGRATION AGENT: in Com. of Sup., 1161, 1169 (ii).
RANCas, DUTIMs Or IBSPECTOR-: Que. (Mr. Davis) 965 (if).
REBELLION or 1885. Be " MILIrrA AND DEFENC."

REGINA GAoL: in Com. Of Sup, 1025 (fi).
SQUATTES' CLAIES: M. for Ret. (Mr. EcEu4len) 636 (i).
STR ANGE, GuL., REP. re REBaLLION: Ques. (Kr. Amyot) 98 (i).
TELEGRAPH Liîts: in Com. of Sup., 1633 (if).
TaàvIs, Ex-JUSTIoCE: in Com. of Sap., 114 (i).

[See DEPARTMENTS, 4"MANITOBA," &C.]
NORTH-WESTCENTRAL. Se "GREATNORTa-WEST CENTRAL"
N. W. T. (Council) Act A.mt (Chap. 50, Rev. Statutes)

B. No.76 (Sir John A. Macdonald). 1°, 451 (i) ; prop.
Res., 1174; in Com., 1491; L°, 1473; in Com.
1480; 30*, 1547 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 19.)

Nova Scotia Telephone Co.'s B. No 59 (1fr. 'Tup-
per, Pictou). 1°*, 344; 2°*, 530 (i); in Com. and
3°¥, 9à4 (ii). (51 Vi., c. 100.)

NOVA SCOTIA.:
"CAPE BREToN " DaEDGE : Ques. (Mr. Tupper, Picto*) 1432 (fi).
O oLcRESTanR: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
CUMEERLAND: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
DIGBY.: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
EASTERN -EXTENSION RY., CoR rf RIGHT 0F WAY : M. for Papers

(Kr. Kirk) 92 (ii).
- in Com. of Sup., 1231 (ii)

EIGET-ISLAND LAxE POST OraIwu: Que (Mr. Kirk) 86 (i).
HALIFAX COTTON Co's (N.S.) SuBsiDy: prop Res. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1546; in Com., 1593 (ii).
HABBORS AND RIVaIs : in Com. of Sup., 1561, 1673 (ii).
INTYENEss AND RICHMOND RY. Oo.'s SUBSIDY: Ques. (Mr Cameron)

1232 (ii).
NOVA SCoTIA ONTRAL Ry. o.'s SUESiDY: prop. Re. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1546; in Oom., 1588 (ii).

OXFORD AND N'W GLASGOW RY. (CONSTRUCTION): in Oom.of Sp.,
1230 (ii).

RECEIVER GENERAL (HALIFA): in Com. of Sup , 88 (i).

SHELSURNE: Ret of Member Elect, 1 (i).
STEEL Co. oF CANADA (N 8.) SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir Chies

Tupper) 1546; in Com., 1594 (fi)
VICTORIA; Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (f).
YARMOUTH: Ret of Member Elect, 1 (i).

[-See DEPARTMENT3, 4lSUPPLY," &0 J
Oaths of Office. See " ADMINISTRATION."

OBSTRUCTIONS IN NILVIGABLE RIVERS: incom. of Sap., 1581L
OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE; in Com. ofSup., 1577 (ii).
OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS AND COR.: M. for copie8

(Mr. Langelier, Quebec) '0u7 (ii).
O'DONCGHUE, W. F, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: QueS. (Mr.

.Macdonald, Huron) 89 (ii).
-- in Com. of Sup., 1163 (i).

OL IVIER, GEo , DISMISS L, COR RESPECTING: M. for copy (Mr.

Binfret) 654 (i).
ONDERDONK ARBITRATION, PLANT TAKEN OVER BY GOVT.:

Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 9 3 (i).
- - DETAILS: preBented (Mr. Pope) 11 (I)
ONTARIO:

AnoNA POSTNASTER, DISMIsAL: Ques. (Kr. Lister) 712 (i).

- on M. for 0om. of Sup., 1018 (ii).
BAT Or QUINTi, BRIDGI AT BELLEVILLU: M. for copies of Cor.*

(KMr. Platt ) 922.(ii).
BEXLEY POSTMASTR : Que. (Mr. Barron) 58 (j).

BoUNDAIals O ONT.: Remarks (Kr. Dawo%) on M. for 0om. of
Sup., 1629 (ii).

BRUcE, WEST: Ret. of Membor Elect, 1 (i).
CARLETON: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
OAYUGA PosT OFFICE SITE : Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 28 (i).
UENTRAL RAILWAY 0o.'s PETITION: M. (Mr. O'Brien) to ref back

to Standing Com., 750 (').
OaIPPAWA VILLAGE BRIDGE: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 65 (1).
CULERTSON, A RCHIRALD, DI3ISSAL: M. for Ret. (gr. Burdeit)

977 (il)
DUART PoSTMASTER: Remarks (1Mr. Mill, BothweU) on M. for Oom.

of Sup., 1020 (ii).
EVmRST, GEo. M., DIsMIsAL AS PoSTxIUTMs: Ques. (Kr. Lister)

712 (i).
GRAND RIvmR BRIDGES, HALDIMAND: in Com. of Sup., 1675 (ii).
G. T. R. CosOING IN ToRoNTo: Ques. (Mr. Denison) 59 (i).
HALDIxAND: Ret. of Member Elect, 1 (i).

- DEP. RETURNINe OrIcIn: Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright)
648 (i); Remarks, 922.

RALTON: Ret of Member-Elect, 1(i).
As.TINGs, WasT, ELEOToAL DISTRICT: Vacaney, 85(i).

- Rot. of Member Elect, 238 (1).

lxvi
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ONTARIO-Continued.

INDIANs: in Com. of Sap., 1605 (ii)
INGOLDSRY STATION, POST OrIcE, PETITION, &C. : è. for Rot. (Mr.

Barron) 1243 (ii).
JouaS, WALTER, APoîINTRsNT: Re (Sir Richard Cartwright) in

Amt. to Com. of Sup, 1524 ; neg. (Y. 58, N. 98) 1533 (il).
KUNT (ONT ) ELUCTION: Rot. of Member Elect, 1514 (il).
KINGsTON GRATING DOCK: in Om of SUp , 1671 (ii).
- DUPUTir POsTMArTR 's lRREGULARITIs: Quoes. (Mr. Chartos)

899, 965 (i).
- Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright, &a.) on M for 0om. of

Sup., 1012 (ii).
MIDDLu83X, WEST: Ret. of Member Elec', 309 (i).
MIDLAND HARBOR IMPROvEMENTS OCR.: 9. for copies" (Mr Cook)

1259 (i).
MmILAND, ORILLIA, &C,, PUBLIC WoRKS: Ques. (Mr Cook) 647 (i).
MERRICK, RICHARD, EMPLOMEENT BYt UOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Trou) 617 (i).
Mouc, RICHARD, EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT. : ques. (Mr Lister) 712 (i),

899 (ii).
ONTARIO AND SAULT ST. MARIa Ry. : Que. (Vr. Eigr) 1432 (ii).
PELÉE ISLAND CABLE, PZTITIONS, &c. : M. for copies (Mr. Patterson,

Essex) 826 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Brien) on à. for Com, of Sup., 1011 (ii).
PUNITANGUISHENE, MIDLAND, &0 , PUBLIC WORKS: Que. (11r. Cook)

6e7 (i).
- Remarks (fr. Cook) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1020 (ii).
PICToN, EXCISENAN AT, REVENUE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Plit) 1432 (ii).

-- HAiaOR, COR., &o., re DREDaING : M. for Rt.* (Mr. Platt)
866 (il).

- PUBLIC BUILDINGs, OoR, &C , re OoaTSTRUovîoN: M. for Rt.*
(Mr. Platt) 866 (il).

PLATT&VILL CPo3TMASTER : RemArks (Mr. Somerville) on M. for

Com of Sup , 1018 (ii).
PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY.: Certificate of Return of Member Elect,

380 (i).
PUBLIc Wors : ein Uom. Cf Sup., 1537, 151', 1655, 1672 (ài).

Ques. (Mr. Platt) 1432 (ii).
RENPREw, SoUTR: Rot. of Member Elect, I (i).
RUSSELL ELECTIoN: Ret. ot Member on certificate of Returning

tifficer, 1415 (il).
Official notification of Ret , 1523(ûi).

ST. CATHARINES MILLING AND LUMBERINo o, CoSTS, &o. : M. for
Ret.' (Mr. McJJullen) 20 (i).

ST. CLAIR RY. BRIDGE AND TUNNEL 0o., GovT. ASSISTANCE: Ques.
(Mr. Patterson, Essez) 143, (ii).

SARNIA AND PORT BURON TUENEL : Ques. (Mr. Patterson, Rsez)
1432 (ii).

SIYTH, HNRY, EPLOYENT BY Govr.: Ques. (Kr. Lister) 495 (i.)
- Ques. (ifr. McJullen) 647 (i).
- AMOUNTS PAID BY GOVT. : M. for Ret.* (Wr. Mlcullen) 866.

8NETsINGER, MRa, EMPLOYM NT BY GovT. : Ques (Mr. Barron) 825
(ii).

BTAG IILAND LIGHTOUsI, RiviR Br. CLAIR, OR.: M. for copies'
(Mr. Lister) 1259 (il).

STRATHROY POT OFFICE AID OUSToN HOUIE: M. for Rt.' (Mr.
McNullen) 498 (i).

-- SITE : Q ues., 1174 (il).
TaLUPHONU, WOLF ISLAND (ONT.) AND MAINLAND : in Com. of Sup,

1677 (ii).
THoRoLD CANAL WATER PowBR: QueS. (Sir Richard Cartwright)

647 (i).
VIoTORIA OOUNTY MAIL SEaRVICE: Que. (Mr. Barron) 825 (ji).
WELLAND RIrv£ BRIDGE AT CKIIPLAWA: Ques. (bir Ricîird Cart-

wright) 65 (1).
WELLINGTON HARBOR or REUGI, CoR., C. : M. for Ret * (Mr.

Plaitt) 866 (ii)
WINxiaR, Ms. BARaR&aA, PAruINT R anLosi or cGisTtRED LUTTER :

Ques. (Wr. Lanierkiu) 750 (i).
YoR-SIooE BATT. , KIT ALLOWANC0: M. f>ir Ret. (Wr. Xdock) 66.

(See DIPARTX ira, SUPPLTY,' "SUB4[DIES," &C.1

Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co.'s B, No, 45 (Mr.
Small). 1°*, 206; 2°*, 530 (i); in Com. anîd 3°*,
1207 (ii). (51 Jic., c. 53.)

Ontario, Manitoba and Western Ry. Co 's
incorp. B. No. 81 (Mr. Davis). 1°*, 489; 3°*,
498 (i) ; wthdn., 1585 (ii).

ORDERS IN COUNCIL, &C., COLLECTING: iD COM. Of SUP.,
1618, 1663 (ii)

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE:
ORDER;

OHIGNECTo MARINE TRANSPORT Ry. : Wember's Vote on 20 of B.
challengel by Mr. Trow : being questioned by Mr. Speaker
and member within the entrance vote allowed to stand,
941 (ii).

CLnE OF CRowN IN CHANCRY, LATU -'Objection taken by Mr.
McNeiu to discussio2 on M. for 2 of B. respecting Patents of
Invention, 1372 (i).

CONTRADCTION oF STATEMENT : Eiplanation (Ur. Mef llanIluron)
tiuled (Mr. Speaker) Member not having t e filor cannot

make a speech, 345 (i).
DEBATE, DIGNITY AND EO0RUN: Member requeited by Mr. Speaker

to desiat from throwing papers, 611 (i).
DEBATEs, OFFicIAL, DISMIsBAL or TRANLATORs : Member checked

by Mr. Uepu'y Speaker, remarks being Irrelevant to Ro. be-
fore the Bouse, 719, 721 (i).

DIGREasIoN rRio DEitiTEi: Ruled (Mr. Depu/y S eaker) personal

charges against a member should be avoided,.unless followed
up by some distinct proceeding, 443 (i).

- Member requested by Mr. Deputy Spyaker to confine himself
to question under Debate, 450, 480 (i)

DUTIES (REDUCTIos) ON OBRTAIN ARTIOLUS: M. (Kr. Landerkin)
to djourn House; Ruled out of order (Mr. Speaker) Orders
of the Day having been called, 554 (i).

ELLIS, Ma, M.P., AND ANNEXATION.: Objection taken by Ur.
Lister to Ques., same containing an averment of facto : Rule
relating to Ques. read by Mr. Speaker and Que. doclared

out of order, as it refleeted on a Member of the House, 45 (1).
FIUHnIiAs TRiATY, PArERl RESPECTING: Member's attention drawn

by Mr. Speaker to the fact of there being no question before
the Hous, and that a debate caunot arise on the non-produe-
tion of certain papier, 143, 239 (i)

IXPrcNI'G 00NDUCT OF JUGIs ; Member'â attention callel by Mr.
Speaker to the Rule prevailing here and in England respect-
ing charges against Judges, and ruling of Mr. Speaker Brand
Iead, 1301 (ii)

IMPUTATION OF MOTIVAs: Objection (Mr. Chîrlton): Remarks (1fr.
Speaker) 523 (i).

LAcRINs CANAL, DIS&ISSAL or LABa sRu: In Coin of Sup., discus-

sion objected to by tir Hector Langevin, subject not being
relevant to question before i be Chair ; objectio ustained
by Ur. Ohkirmin, but Member allowed tu proced in order
to lave lime, 1564 (ii).

- Reference to in Com. of Sup. declared irregular (Mr.
Chairman) 1173 (ii).

- Members called to order by Mr. Chairman for using strong
language, 1618 (ii).

LoYALTY AND DIsLOYALTY oP MENEURs: Member requested by Mr.
Speaker to withdraw objectionable pbraseology and apologise

to House, 524 (i).
MIsRRasslNTATion: Explanation (Ur. Paterson, Brnt) allowed,

by Wr. Speaker; interruption@ in Debate should be avoided,
421 (i).

PRoHIBITIoN : Reference to previous debate checked by Mr. Speaker,
867 (ii).

PUBLIC DocUMENTA: Reading and laying same on Tabe: Ruled

not applicable to ordinary Members, but ony to lembers of
the Government, 1495 (i).

READING SPcHas : Objection taken by Mr. Idlouk; Rulel (Wr.
Speaker) that Rale dom not apply, 1101 (11).
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ORDER, PERJYLEGE AND P ROC EDURE-Continued.

ORDER-Continued.
REIHLLION, CLAIN OP SCoUTs, &C.: prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) objected

to by Mfr. 'kakasie, mame involving a publie charge; Ruled
(gr. Deputy Spaker)-mot objectionable, L243 (ii).

RzBULLION MEDALS: in Con. of 8Dp, no question being before the
Chair, M. that Com. rise ruled in order (fr. Chairman) and
Member allowed to proceed with remarks, 1208 (ii).

RECIPROCITY WITH U. 8. : Explanation in deb. ruled ont of order
(Ur..Speaker), Member must wait hie turn for reply, 283 (i).

RULsVANcy or DU.: Mr. Chairman'a attention drawn to remarks.
of Member; Ruled not in order, 1639 (ii).

SpUKUR, DBPUTY, RULING: Deb. on, objected to by Mr. Ives, 721 (i).
UNPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE: Objection (Sir John A. Macdonald)

491 (i).
PRIVILEGE :

DiaLOYALTY, ALLUGBD: Personal explanation (Mr. Amyoi) 598 (i).
FAIM LANDs IN HURON CoUKTY : Personal explanation (Mr. Mon-

crief) 392 (i).
"VnIms ON THU WHSEL" : Meinber's veracity questioned sud ex-

Planation by Mr. Davin cheeked and ruled out of order by
Mr. Speaker, 1093 (ii).

GOLDwrN 8MITU: Personal explanation (Mr. Davin) and denial of
statement in Toronto Telegram, 270 (i)

GmIaNWiY AND MARTIN, VIsIT re DISALLOWANCE : Attention of
Govt. drawn by Mr. Natchell to rumored interview with Gov-
ernor Seneral, 110 (i).

BAiW£l, JNo. T., AND WESTMORELAND ELECTION: Remarks (Mr.
Da.ies, P.E L) 1299 (ii).

NEwFOUNDLAND AND COIFBDERATION: Attention of House drawn by
Mr. Nacheli toOfficial Correspondence appearing in a news-
paper, 111 (i).

NuW YOuX, WADDINGTON AND OTTAWA RY.: Contradiction of state-
ment in Evening Journal (11r. Hickey) 778 (i).

PAMUrx or.M»MBaaS: Personal explanation (Ur. Mar8hail) 1403 (ii).
PRoumnIIoN DU.: Member asked by Mr. Speaker to state Ques. of

Priv., deb. on saime not allowed, 867 (ii).
RsOciaoorrY WITH U.B.: Personal explanation (Mr. Davies, P.E .)

lo9(i).
PROCRDURE:

CAN. TEMPURANCU ACT AMT.: In COM. (r. Weldon, St. John) to
repeal a certain section, cannot properly be entertained by
the Chair, but it is competent for a Member to bring it up at
some other stage, or by Order of Bouse to refer back to Com.
(Mr. Chairman) 1254 (ii).

SOUTE-WEstERN Ry. Oo.'s B. : Amt. to M. for 3° (Mr. Curran)
objected to by Mr. Baker and declared out of order by Mr.
Speaker, 954 (ii).

UPPER OTTAWA IMPROVEMNIT Jo. 'e B,: Mr. Deputy Speaker being
present, objection was taken by Mr. Mill (Bothioell) to &
privata Member being called upon to at as chairman of Corn-
mitt;ea; Mr. Mille also objected to Deputy Speaker report-
Ing B. 4e himself from Gommittee, 1148 (i).

"ORIENTAL,"' L98o 0F BARGE, RIP. or INBPE!CToR: QQe8.
(Mr. Edgar) 966 (ii).

OMILLIU, MIDLAND, &o., PUBLIO WOR18 : Qno8. (Mr. Cook)
x<47 (i).

OTTAWA, ADDITIONAL DEPTL. BLOCK: in Coim. of Sujp.,
1461 (ii).

Ottawa and Parry Sound Ry. Co.?s incorp B.
No. 75 (Ir. Ferguson, Renfrew). 1°*, 454; 2°*, 498;
in Com. aind 3'*, 726 (i). (51 Vic., c. M.)

-- SuBs1Y : prçp. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1546; in
Com., 1587 (ii).

OTTAwA CT AND RIVI BRIDGES: in;0oM. of $Sp., 1571,
1677 (ii).

OTTAWA CoUNTY, GEoLoGIo&L SURVAY: QUe8. (Mr. Wtigh)

495 (i).
Ottawa, Morrisburg and New York Ey. and

Bridge Co.'s incorp. B. No. 50 (&r. Eickey).
1°*, 270; 2°e, 493 (i); in Com. and,3**, 954(ii).

OTTAWA RLVER WORKS AND IMPROVEMBMiS,TOU&L &ÛOST,

&c.: M. for Stmnt. (Mr. Amyot) 827 (i).
Ottawa (Upper) Improvement Co.'s B. No. 20

(Mr. White, Renfrew). 1°*, 73; 2° m., 322; 2°, 496
(1); in Com. and 30*, 1148 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 102.)

OVERLOADING VEBSELS, IIEGISLATION: Qaes. (Ur. Guillet)
140 (i).

OVERSEERS AND WARDENS (SALARIES): in Com. of Sup.,
1583 (ii).

OXFoRD AND NEW GLASGOW Y. (CoNSTRUOTION): in Com.
of Sap., 1230 (ii).

PAMPHLETS, IMMIGiATIoN; in Oom. of Sup,, 1158, 1166 (ii).
-- TRANSLATION: QUeS. (Mr. Amyot) 85'(i).
PAPINEAUVILLE IARBo4, DREDGING: Q4Ies. (Mr. Wright)

495 (i).
PARLT. HloUSE, QUEBEC, RENT OF OLD SITE: in Com. of

Sup., 1655 (ii).
PARLIAMENT, 6TH, SECOND SESSIoN, 1888, 51 VICToRIA:

OpeniIg, 1 (i); closing, 1693 (ii).
PARMELEE, MR, REP re KAMLOOPS AS AN OUTPORT OF ENTRY:

M. for copy* (Mr. Mara) 498 (i).
PATENTS, APP3INTMENT OF CoMMISSIoNER: in Com. of Sup.,

25 (1).
Patents of Invention Act Amt. B. No. 38 (Mr.

Carling). 1°, 124; prop. Res., 125 (i); cone. in, 1513;
2°* and in Com., 15:1 ; 30 m., 1547; Arnt. (Mr. Wilson,
Elgin) neg, (Y. 60, N 93) and 3Q, 1548 (ii). (51 Vic.,
c. 18.)

"PATENT RECORD ' EXPENSEs: in Com. of Sup., 1150 (ii).
PAUPER IMMIGRATION: in Com of Sup., 1155, 1168 (ii).

Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 964 (ii).
--- Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright, &c.) on M. for

Com. of Sup., 1595 (il).
PUCE RIVER AND ATHABASCA INDIAN TREATIES: QeeS.

(Mr. Barron) 825 (ii).

Peddlers and Commission men (Nursery Stock)
prevention of Fraud B. No. 105 (Mr. Boyle).
10*1899 (ii).

PELÉE ISLAND CABLE, PETITIONS, &o.: M. for oopies (Mr.

Patterson, Essex) 826 (ii).
- - Remarks (Ar. Brien) on M. for Com. of Sup, 1011.
PENETANUSHENE CUSTOM HOUSE: Remarks (Jr. Cook) on

M. for Coin of Sap., 1020 (ii).
- MIDLAND, &o., PunLIc WoRs: -Ques. (Mr. Cook)

647 (i).
PENITENTIARIES:

Bsanisu 0oLUMmA: iuan.om, of Sap., 1025 (ii).
DarT. : in Om of Sup., 91 ().
DonasTun : in CeM. of sup., 1021 (ii).
KrNesTeoN: in CoM. of Sup., 122 (i).
MArNITOA ; in Oom. of Sup., 1021; ceno., 1686 (ii).
RaGINA GAoL: in CeM..o SUp., 1015 (ii).
Rap.: presented (Mr. TÀ.mpeon) 18().
ST. VIN0ENT D PAUr,: in Com. Of Sp., 136 (i); coe., 1686 (i).
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PENSIONS:

DELANzy, Ms. : in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
FaxiUr RîPi, eN ACcOUT o : in Qe f:Sup,1201,L839(ii).
GOWANLOCK, Mrs Ques. (Mr. BarroM) 58 (i).

- emar (Mr. Ry'ert, &c)n M. fr 0om fSap,1415 (i).
HoDGBoN.gSm. j#uT. (RAYRNT ,o RoVT oF P.$. i ) :iR Qom. of

Bup., 1671 (ii).
Vass ixa oF2: : in Qom *et-Sup.,:1201 (à).

- or 1837: Ques. (Mr. Purcell).85 (i).
PERIP-r, H.:F., JaE. e& >JOJIN JL4RBRR IŠtPJkiVAMEINTS:

Q aes. (Mr. Perry) 86 (i).

PERMINENT FORCES: in-Con. ofSap., 121J'(i).
FICTON EXcIsEMAN, REVENUE, &a.: Ques. (Mr. -Plait) 1432.
-w-- F soa, CoR, &.,reDRoDGaU; R. fur R0t.*(Mr.

Plait) 866 (i), .
- PUBLICocBULDINos, Coa, &0., re. CoNTRuCTION: M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Platt) 866 (i).
PICTou Tow N BRANCH, I.C.R.: in Com. of Sap., 1226, 1645.
PINETTE IARBR, DUEDGNG oF BAR : Qß,as. .(Mr. Welsh)

140 (i).
PION & Co., CLAIM FOR GooDS-DAMAGED ON C .R.: M. for

copies* (Mr. LangeUer, Quebec) 10â2 (ii)
PLATT, Jon I MILToN, 3Q , MP. FoR P.E. 0uNTY: intro.

duced, 380 (i).
PLATTSVILLE, PoSTUASrEa: Remarks (Sr. Bemerville) on

M. for Com. of Sup , 1018 (ii).
PLAYTER!, R., SUBS[iY To " [EALTII JOURNALI": in COm.

PLUMB, HoN. J. B].,DEoEASE OF: Remarks (Sir John A. Mac.

doald) 124 (i),
POINT TuppER, CAPE BRETON, EXTENSION OF RY. PISR:

Ques. (Mr. .Macdonald, Victoria) 1299 (ii).

Pontiac and Renfrew Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.
42 (Mr. Bryson). 10*, 206; 2P*, 322;in Com. and
30*, 611 (i). (51 Vic., c 66.)

- SUBeIY: p.rp R1s (ýir Cha-les Tupper) 154; ; in
Com., 1589 (ii).

Port Arthur, Duluth and Western Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 21 (Mr. Dawson). 1°*, 71; °*, 128; in Com.
and 3°*, 392 (i). (51 Vic., c. 84.)

- SuBiDy: prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tuppzr) 1.46; in
0om., 1591 (ii).

PORT ARTUR HARBOR AND KAMINISTIQUIA: in COm. Of

Sup.,.146 (hG).
POST OFFICE:

AUarTTE, A&NTorI, NORTH STURELY, PosTMAsTua:R M. for Copies of
OC.'s,&Ac.* (1r. Lrngelier, Quebec) 1093 (ii).

AmUoSA PosTMAsTa: Remarkg (Mr. Lister) on M. fur rom. ofB8up.,
1018 (il).

"-,--DImS1sAL: Ques. (1r. Lisr) 712 (i).
BEXILY POSTUUsTER: Ques. (Kr. Barron) 58 (1).
DUANT POBTXAsIMa: Remarks (Kr. Mill, Bothwel) on M. for Com.

of Sup., 1020 (il).
EIGHTIsLAND LAKs (N.B.) POST OrFsîo': Ques. (Mr. Kirk) 86 (Ji).
FOT MCro1 AD PINxEAanU, mK nà*,IL a SETio: Qui. (Kr.

M'c Mules) 712 (i).
IBQOLosRY-STATIoN POsT Oricas, PaTMOx, &o. :.M. for Rot. (Kr.

Barron), 1243 (ii).
Kst-roN Di. PosTuMsATm's lneRuiiz TRa: Qu.. (Mr. Charloon)

899,965 (i).
Ki-NGi TouPost Onros OSALC.AIOS: Remarks (Sir.£Aic7.rd Cart-

.wrigAte&c.) on ][. for Com. of Sup.,,j0A2 (il).
- emarks Çr. Larr) on M. for Com. of Sup., 1017 (ii).

POST OFFICE-Continued.
,LKwD VILLAPosT OPnaI, PAPIRS, &0.: M. for copies (Mr. ,o49-

quette) 102 (i).
LoTarsitNi MAIL SmUvre*: Ques. (Mr. Rinfre<) $8 (1).
MAIL Stania zx P.9.I.: :. 1or Pet. (Ur. Davi#&,: P-E.L) M6(I).
MAiL SBsioxa AND STaIxsHIe saUVaTZoMs : a Con :Imaip., 1678.

MEOxUTtico û aÂL S1a9VIo: Que. <#r. 'ircot) 825,231 (il).
NIWOASTLI, PoST O orrio :o.oçL&iiTtrhs: Remarku (Mr. Mitchell)

on M for Com. of Sup ,1020 (il).
NoRTKumBlRLAND (N.B) MAIL Suaau; Remarks (Mr. Mitchsl1

1392 (fi).
COmN KAp Sawyca,T.annas an~ Cou. :1M. fer4eçp1es (Itr.,j.i-

geier, Qw.bec) 1067 (ii).
PLAVTOT.ILL, PosTxAsua: .Remarks (Mr. -Bomereile) -on M. for

Coin. of Sup , 1018 (ii).

POsTMAsTR GUNi.'. Dzer .:; intfCoin..of Sp., $2 (1).

-- R.. : presented (Mr. NeLetan) ,% ().

POST OrrICE AND FINANo DuTs. : in Com. of $ap., 1)il (à).
QRuuasCAND DzQUEn MAIL SERVIOR: Ques (Ur. CoUturs) 98 (i).

REGITERiD LUTTEa, FAYusNT roa Lois: Qaes. (Mr. Lan ferkim)
750 ().

BT AGPIT POSTMASTIR, DISissALL, oa. : M 'for copy .(1r.Rin-

fret) 654 (i>.
SHiANNoN, WE., DIFALO4ÂTINS: Ques. (Mr. Càarlon) 935 -(ii).

BTUrLTY (NORTH) POsTMisTJRsIIIP, &C., PAPIS, 0,.Q.'s : ji. .for

copie* (1fr. Lanigelier, Qu.bec) 1092 (il).
VICTORIA (B 0.) POsTUAsTEOR: Ques. (gr. McMullen) 826 (11).

VIcTORKÂ (ONT ) COUSTY, MAIL SRVo: Ques (Mr. Barron) 825 (i).

Post Offioe and Govt. Savings Banks (Interest
on Deposits) B. N o. 127 (Sir Charles Tupper).
19, 1332; 2°, in Com. and 3°*, 1401 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 8.)

PINCE EDWARD COUNTY: Certfloate of Return of Member
Elect, 380 (i).

PUBLIC WoRKS: Ques. (M1r. Platt) 1132 (ii).

PRIN 'E E DWA R D ISL AND :
ALBERTON HARBOR, DEEPWING : Que. (1r Perry) 712 (1).

ALLEN, WARREN, CLAIN rOR ICZ-BoAT : M. for Pap3ru, &0 (Ur.
Dines, P.E1 ) 8?3 (i

"'ALr," 0 Co1Rt.ESPKOTING CONDIrIoN : M. for Ret. (fr. Vaeih)#27.

BAY FORTUNE BaEAKWATsa, RaP. of INEaiu t M for-copy (r.
Jelutyre) 656 (i).

MAus yiça-: M. for Ret (Ur., Daviea, P. E.L) 47, 52 (i).
" NORTuER LLGEr."' See general heading.
NoRA,ÂG»:NAVIGATION, RP. ,or Eueîis : M. for copies (Kr.

Yelntyre) 70 (i).
NOiTRoUssRL&AUD STairTS URWAy, Rîr'. or ExerwauO, Fo: M. for

eopy (Ur. Perry .661 (i).
PinsraT'A asoR, DanINo or BAR: Ques. <r. JWa/sk) 140 (i).

Taixs or 0 CoenuuÂATion: M. for copie* (Jir ,Perry)61(4i).

- CONPNSATION roR NON-FULILUWT : QueS (1fr. Perry) 86.

- Ques. (Mr Davie, P.EI) 1140 (i).
TIoxisa.Aun MIxauxiomin BaU axwATsits: Ques (Mr.,Pa.rry) 86, 112.

gTUAV, OCOUMUNICATIOU wITa P.ý I : Quoi. (1r. Prryb 28,- 712 (i).

---- sM.oraRet.* («r. Perry) 61 (i).
- Ques. (tr. Davies, P.E.I.) 140 ().

WSAyIIVs.4n fP1188, Q AaR o : Quei. (Mr. Dapie,: P..E.l ) 965 (ii).

WooD IstAND H ARBoa, Dazooîxa: Ques. (4r. Weeh); 140 (i).

TPrinting and-Stationery (Publie) 'Aet ,(Uhop. 27,
Rev. Statutes) .Amt B. No. 0 (.gr. (.h,!leau)
1°*, 344 (i); 2° and iin Cam., 1005;. 3*, 11,37 (i).

'(51 1c., c. 17.)
PR.INTIG ANDSrATIIONERY'DEPT.: in Com. of Sup ,193 (i),

1641 (ii).
PLANT, &o.: u inCom. of Sap., 1617; CoDC.,
-MIsoLL ANE OUB: in Com. Of SUp., 1611 (ii).

.1689..



lxx INDEX
PRINTING PAPE S: in Com. of Sup., 1031 (ii).
-- REP. OF JOINT COM.: M. (Mr. Bergin) to conc., 454.
PaIoa, E. G., ESQ., MEMBER ELEOT FOR VICTORIA, B. C:

introduced, 2 (ii).
PRITATE BILLS, PETITIONS, EXTENSION OF TIME: M. (Mr.

Wood, Brockville) 50 (i).
- - REPS. FROM COM.: 9. (Sir Hector Langevin) to

extend time, 514 (i), 1031 (ii).
PIVLIEGE. See " ORDEa, " &c.

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFIOE : in Com. of Sap., 90 (i).
Presbyterian Church and Manse Building Fund

for Man. and N. W. incorp. Act Amt. B.
No. 97 (Mr. Daly). 1°*, 711; 2°*, '90 (i); in Com
and 3°*, 1313 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 107.)

PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL JUDICIAL DISTRICT: QOS. (Mr.
Labrosse) 27 (i).

PSasS, LIBERTY OF AND ACTION OF THE BENCH: Remarks,
in Com. of Sap., 115 (i).

Procedure in Criminal Cases SeeI" CRYMINAL LAW."
PROOEDURE. See "ORDER " &C.

PROHIBITION: prop. Res. (Mr. Jamieson) 827 (ii).
PROPERTIES, MILITARY: in C>m. of Sup., 1221 (ii).
PROROGATION, Dotifiaation: (Sir John A. Macdonald) 1625,

1693 (ii).
- - (Mr. Speaker 169' (ii).
- - Me-S. fron lis Er by Bhack Rûd, 1692 (ii).
PROTECTION STEAMERS, FISHERIES.: in CoM. of Sp., 1603.

Provincial Courts (Judges' Salaries) Act Amt.
B. 142 (Mr. Thompson). ReF. prop., à°*, 20*, in
Com. and 3°r, 1690 (ii). (51 Vic., c 38)

PUBLIC &.COUNTS: pres0noed (Str Chtries Tupper) 18 (1).

PUBLIC SERVICE, NUMBER OF EMIILOYÉ 4: Qaes3. (Mr. Lan-
derkin) 495 (i).

Public Service Se "'LoAN " and "SUPPY B. 14,."
PUBLIC WO RKS:

AGENCY, B.C. •uin COm. of Sup, 1633 (fi).
ALBERTON HARBUR, P. E I., DEEPENING: QuieS. (Mr Perry) 712 (i).

BAY FORTUNE, P E I., BREarWATER, REP. OF ENGINEER: M. for COpY

(',r. MeIntyre) 650 (i).
BoNILLA POINT AND VICTORIA (B 0.) TELUGRAPH : Iu Oom. Of SUP.,

1678 (ii).
BRIDGE AT BELLuIVILLE: M. for copies of Cor,* ( 4r. Plat) 922 (fi).

- AT ORIPPAWA VILLAGE -Que8. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 65(i).

- AT QUEBnC, GoVT. AID: Ques. (Kr. Langelier, Quebee) 1625
BRIDGUs, OTTAWA CITY AND RiViR: in 0om. of Sup., 1571, 1677 (ii).
CÂBLE TO PECLl IBLAND, PaITONS. O.: M. for copies (Mr. Patter-

son, Basex) 826 (i).
- on M. for Gom. of Sup. (Mr. Brien) 1011 (il).
CAyueA PosT Orioa Srn- : R-)marks (lir Richard Cartwright) 28 (i).
COAL SUPPLY, GOVT. TENDERS AND CONTRAOCS: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Guillet) 886 (i).
ELUCTRIC LIGRT, MONTRUAL POST OFFICE, CONTRAOT: Queo (Mr.

Edgar) 1625 (il).
- FENLON RIVER NAVIGATION, DEPTE OF WATER: Que. (1fr. Barron)

97 ().
H ADLOW Cova PIaR, EXTENSION: Ques. (Kr. Gusy) 140 (i).

HARBOR 0ossMiEISoNîR. Sec "MoNTREAL" Sd "QUEBOc."

TE-BREArERs, OoUNTY OF BERT1IER: Queo. (Ifr. Beausoleft) 45 (i).

ISLE-AUx-NoIx WE&RF EXTENsION: Ques. (Mr. BourasFal 935 (il).

LARE ST. PETER IMPROVEK8NTS, EXPENDITURE: K. for Rlt. (Mr.

Amyot) 71 (i).
L*vfs GRAvING DOCK. Seo "quEB30 HARBOR OoMISIONERS.

PUBLIC WORKS-oatinued.
MATANU AND RIVER BLANCn Wiauvs, REPAIRs: Queo. (Kr. Pisot)

1367 (ii)
MIDLAND FARB3R IMiPROTENENTS, COU.: M. for copies* (Ir. Oook)

1259 (ii).
MIDLAND, OaILLiA, &o, PUBLic WoRxs: Ques. (Mr. Cook) 647 (i)
NAUFRAGE (P. E 1) S'AVIGATION, REP oP ENGINEERI: M. for Copies

(fr. McInityre) 70 ().
NORTHUMBIRLAND STRAITS SUBWAY, aP. Ou ENGINEER, AC : M. for

Copy (Kr. Perry) 661 ().
OTTAWA RIVER WOBKS AND IMPROVEMENTS, TOTAL CoT, AC.: M. for

Stmnt. (1fr. Amyot) 8a7 (i).

PAPINIiUVILLE H ARBOR, DREDGINU: Ques. (Wr. Wright) 495 (i).
PENETANGUIBNE, fIDLAND, &c., PUBLIo WoRîs: Ques. (Mr. Colk)

647 (i).
PIcToN HARBOR, COa., &a., ro DaDGING : M. for Rot.* (Mr. PlaIt)

866 (ii)
PICTON PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COR., bc., re CONSTRUCTION: M. for Rot

(Mr. Platt) 866 (i).
PINETTE HARBOR, DRUDGING oF BAR: Queo (Mr. Weigh) 140 (i).
PRINCE EDWARD COUNTY, PUBLIC WoRruS: Ques. (r. Plat) 1432 (i").
PUBLIC WORES RiP: preSeted (Sir Heetor Langevin) 18 (i).
Rimousxî PUBLIC WOBKs: Ques (fr. Fiseg) 1067 (il).
STE. ANNE DES MONTS WEAiF, PAPIRs, AC.: M. for copies (fr.

Joncao) 1233 (ii).
ST. HTÂCINTIIE PUBLIC BUmLDmNG3: M for Rot. (Mr. Dupont) 651 ()
ST. JOHN HARBOR IIPROVEMENTS, RiP. oF ExNiaii: Ques. (Wr.

Ellis) 86 (i).
ST LAwiNcE RIVER CHANNEL, MONTRUAL AND QUEBEC, COR.: M.

for copies* (Sir Donild Smiith) 922 (ii).

ST,. LAWR-NC RIVER h!PROVEME'IT., AMOUNT ADVANCED: QUe.

(.kr. Davie.,, P.E.L) 1[35 (ii).
ST. LAwRNCS RIVER NAVIGATIoN, MONTREAL AND QUEBBC, EXPENDI-

TURE: M. for Ret. (Mr. .myot) 71 (i).
SAGUENAY RIvR BuoYS, CONTRACT FOR PL&CING, AC.: Ques. (Mr.

Couture) 1433 (ii).
SARNIA AND PORT HURON TUNNEL: Que. (Mr. Paiterson, Esez)

1432 (il).
STRATHROY POST ONFFCE AND CUSTOM HOUSE: M. for Rot.* (Mr.

McMullen) 498 i).
-- PUBLIC qILDIGa3, SITE: QnAq. (%<r. Mc.Ifullen) t6 (i)
TELEG.aAPH LINES, ASSUMPTION BY GOVT. : M. for Sci. Com. (Ur.

Denison) 101 (i)
TIGNIaH AND MININIGAsH (P.E.I.) BREAKwATEBRs: Ques. (Ur. Perry)

86, 712 (i).
YENTILATION OF THE ROUSIE OP COMMONS: Remarks (Sir Richard

Cartwright, ho.) 171 (i).
WELLINGTON REBouR op REFUGE, CoR, &o.: M. fo Rot.* (Ur.

Plitt) 866 (i).
WrARveS AND Pilas in P.E I., CARs or: Ques. (Ur. Damies, P.E.I)

965 (ii).
WooD ISLAND HARBaoR, DREDGING: Que. (Ur. Wcalh) 140 (1).

[See " PaOVINC ES," " SUPPLY " &G.]
Punishments, Pardons, &c. &e " CRMINAL LAW."
QU'APPELLE IMMIGaATION AGENT: in Com. of Sup., 1161,

1169 (ii).
QUARANTINE SERVICE OF CANADA: M. (Mr. Fiet) for Sci.

Com , 657 (i).
- in Com. of Sup., 1195 (ii).
Q UEBEC :

BRIDGE AT QUai EC,ovT. AID: Quos (ir. LasgelerQuebec) 1625(ii).
BuoYa Ix RIvaR SGUENAY.: Ques. (Mr. couture) 1433 (ii).
CARTRIDGE PACTORY, hb. QUUBEC WATrR SUPPLY, Ooa.: M fr

copies* (1r. bangelier, uebece) 1092 (ii).
Oa RL.voix: Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (i).
COURT OF APPRAL-: QUes. (lir. Préfontainc) 617 ().
DoRcBESTuaR: Rot. of Member Elect, 1 (1).
DILL SUn, QUEmB, W4TEß SUPpiLY: Ques. (gr. AmyoQ)85 (i).



INDEX.
QUEBBC-Continue,

DaILL SmD, CO. : M. (Mr. Amyot) for copy, 8654(i).
LacTaloc LIGHT, MONTaBAL POST OrrIoI, CoNTRACT: QuOi. (Ur.

Edgar) 1635 (i).
GAUVRAU, DR. EDMOND, GRANT FOR PPARAING VACoCIN: Queo.

(Ur. Faut) 140 (i).
GaoLoGIcAL SUavY, OTTAWA (OUNTY.: Ques. (Mr. Wriyh) 495 (i).
GULF or 8T. LAwEENoE, FINRIESS PIoTECTION : Ques. (Ur. Amyot)

826 (ii).
HADLET CoviR PIER, EXTENSION : Ques. (gr. Guay) 140 (i).
li BRaiKihS, COUNTY or BaTaIaRR: Ques. (Wr. Beausolei) 45 (i).

IsLa-Aux-NoIx WHaAR, ExTusNlIoN: Ques. (14r. Bourassa) 965 (ii).

LAGRINE CANAL, .IsMIssAL or LABoaERS: in Com. of Sup., 1170,
1568, 1647 (i).

LAxE ST. Jos Ry. Co.'s SuBsIDy, TauÂiria: Ques. (Mr. Couture)
1432 (i).

LArs ST. PETER IMPROVRXsNrS, ExPINDITUR: M. for Ret (Kr.
Amyot) 71 (i).

LAND VILLA PoST OruICE, PAPERI, &o..: M. for copies (Ur
Choquette) 102 (i).

LEDUC, GnS, EMPLOYMENT BY GoEaRNMNT: Que. (Mr. Lesaint)
140 (i).

LoTEiNItaE MAIL SERvICE: Ques. (Mr. Rinfret) 98 (i).

MASSAWIPPI VALLEY RY. Go.'s SUBsIDY : prop. Res. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1546 (ii).
MATANE AND Rivai BLANchE WHAREBv, REPAIRs: Ques. (Ur. Fiset)

1067 (ii).

MiDICAL INSPECTION, QuEacE: in Com. of SUp., 1195 (ii).

MEGANTIO MAIL SERvIcE: Quoi. (Kr. 1urcott) 825, 1232

MsISQuoI ELEcTORAL DISTRICT : Vac'noy, 124 (1).

- Return of Member &ect, 646 (i).
MONTRAL AD CHAMPLAIN JUNCTIoN RY. 00.'à SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Bir Charles Tupper) 1546; in Com., 1589 (ii).
MONTRAL AND QUEBCU RIY3R POLIO: in Com. of Sp., 1579 (ii).
MONTREAL HARBOR CoxmIssIoNu' RELIEF: Que.. (Kr. Curran) 27

- AMOUNT ADVANCED : Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E I ) 1135 (ii),

- Herald AND MR. CURRAI: Com. of Sup., 1170 (ii).

MoRIN, Da. J. A., OLAIX FOR MEDICAL SERvICEs: M. for copy (Mr.
Amyot) 655 (i).

OLIvIER, GEO., DISKISSAL, CoR. RESPaCTING: M. for copy (Ur. Ri.-
fret) 654 ().

OTTAWA usuàTY OEOLOGICAL SuaRvEY: Ques. (4r. Wright) 495 (i).

PAPINAIUVILLU HARoR, DRDGING: QueS. (Mr. Wright) 495 (i).

PoNTIAC PACIFI JUNCTIoN Ru Co.' SuBsIDY I: prop. Re. (Sir

Chares Tuypér) 1546; in Com., 1589 (ii).
Quaznc AID DzquEN MAIL Savlons: Ques. (Mr. Couture) 98 (,).
- AND LAzM ST. JoRN RY. Co 's SUBsIY: Ques. (Ur. Couture)

1432 (ii).
- prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1546; in oom., 1591 (ii).

- HARBOR CoxiMssIoNBas (Lavis GRAIn Docx) AMOUNT
ADVANOED : Que. (Mr. Daies, P. E.I) 1136, 1232 (i).

QUSBEC CENTRAL RY. Co.'a Susemr: prop. Res. (Sir Charles Tup-
per) 1546; in Com., 1593 (ii).

RIMoUsKi CUITONS CoLLcTOa, &0. : Ques. (Kr. Fiset) 1067 (ii).

ST. AGAPIT, POsTXAsTa's DIsMISSAL, COU : M. for copy (Ur.

Rinfret) 654 (i).
STB. ANN DUS MONT's WHAR, PAPOUE, &0.: M. for copies (Ur.

Joacas) 1233 (i).
ST. RTACINTU PUBLIC BUILDINGS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Dupont) 651 (i).

ST. LAwRNoC RIvia CHANNEL, MoNTaiAI AND QUEEC, Coi.: I.

for copie" (Sir Donald Smith) 922 (ii).
- NAvIGATION, MONTREAL »D QUEBaC, EXPENDITURn: M. for

Ret. (lr. Amyot) 71 (i).
- I PROTRMETs, AOUNT ADVANOZD : Ques. (Mr. Daweis, P.E.

I ) 1135 (ii).
- FLoous, WoNTaEE AND ViiniTY, EXAMINATION: in Com. of

Sup., 1678 (i).
- Coi , ars., &o.: M. for copies (Kr Beausoleil) 60 (Q).
- Lue«, CAPT., REPO T re FLooDS : Ques. (Mr. Prtfoutaine)

899 (ài).

QUEBEC-Continued.
ST. PiauIR, ISLAND OP ORLIANS, PITITIONS 7e ARTILLRr PRACTIoS:

W. for copies* (Mr. Langetlier, Montmorency) 672 (1).
SAGUENAY RIVER BuoYv, GoNTRAoT FOR PLAOI.NG, &o. : Ques. (Mr.

Coulure) 1433 (i).

STUKELY, NORTH, PoSTNASTIRIIP, &C., PAPlaS, O 0.': M. for

copies* (Mr. Langelier, Quabe.) 1092 (ii).
SUPERIOR CoURT JUDGUS, MONTEUAL DISTRICT: Quei. (Mr. Pr(fooa-

tamne) 617 (i).
TahiscouATA RY. Go 's SuasîDy : prop. Re. (Sir Chattes Tupper)

1546; in Com., 1593 (il).

[See DEPARItTMENT8, " SUPPLY," &.

QUEBEC COUNTY CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of

Suprome Court read (Mir. Speaker) 309 (i).

Quebec Harbor Commissioners (Lévis Graving
Dock) B. No. 135 (Sir ýharles Tupper). Res. prop.,

1031 ; in Con., 12a6; M. tocono., 1883, 1491; oono.
in, 1°*, 29* and in Con, 1400; 3°*, 1404 (ii). (51
Vic., c. 6.)

Deb. on 20 (Mr. Jones, Halitfaz) 191 ; (Ur. Kenny) 1395 ; (Mr. Wel-
don, St. John) 1396; (Mr Ellis) 1397; (Mr. Davies, P.E.1 ) 13 9s;
(Ur. Welsh) 1399 ; (Ur. Gillmor) 1399 (ii).

Quebec Judiciary. See " PRoVINCIAL COURTS."

QUEBEC WEST, CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judgment of

Suprome Court read (Mr. Speaker) 309 (i).

QUEEN'S, N. B., RET. OF MEMBEa ELEOT.: notifieation

(Mr. Speaker) 1 (1).

RAILWAYS. See
ALBERTA RY. AND COAL 0.

ALBERT (N.B ) RY. Go.
ANNAPoLIs AND ATLANTIC Ry. Co.
BELLEVILLE AND LAKis NiPIssING RY. Co.
BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND LAxS ERIE RY. Co.
BUFFALO, OHIPPAWA AND NIAGARA FALLs STEAMBOAT AND TRAMWAY

Co.
CANADA AND MICHIGAN TUNNgL 0.
CANADA SoCTauas &:i) Eiïc AN NIA,&itA RY. Co.
CANADIAN PAcIrFi RY. (BBANui LiNas).

CAPE BsRTON RYs.

CENTRAL ONTAIo RY. 00.
CENTRAL Ry. or Nuw BRUNsWIcI.

CHATHAX JUNCTION RY. Co.

CHIGNECTO MARINE TRANSPORT RY. o.
CONooK ILT AID PAca Rivua RY. Co.
COLLINGWOOD AND BAY or QUIUTÉ RY. GO.
DaunuY BBANoî RY.
DETROIT RIVîs RY. AND BRIDGE Co.

EASTERN EXTENSION R1.
EMERoN AND NORTH WESTEN RY. Go.

EsQUINALT AID NANAINO RY. Go.
GRAND TauîK RY. Go.
GRAND TRuNK, CANADA SoUaN, LoSDON AWD PORT STAJtLET, &C.
GRAT NORTR-WEST CENTRAL RY. Co.

GREAT WEsTaN AND LAite ONTARIO Suoîs JoNcTIoN RY. Go.
HEREFORD BaitHa RY. Go.
INTROOLONIAL RY.

INVERNaSS AND RIornCOnD RY. Co.
KINOARDINE AND TiâWATIR RY. Go.
LAK NIPISSING AND JAMS' BAY RY. Co.
LoIDoF AND SOUTH-BASTEN RY. Go.

MANITOBA AND NORTH-WIEsTRN KY. Co.
MASKINONGÉ AND NiPIssING RY. Go.
MONTREAL ISLAND RY. 0o.

NZw oRK, ST. LAwacIE AND OTTAWA Ru. Co.

ONTAMO AD Quasac Br. 00.

lxxi



lxxi Inu£
RAILWAYS-Continued.

ONTARIO, MANITOBA AND WESTERN RY. CO.

ÔÏTAWA AND PARRY SOUSD lY. CO.
ONTARIO AND SAULT ST. MlAnIE RY. Co.
OTTAWA, MORRISBURG AND Nïw YORK Ry. AND BRIDGE O.

OXFORD AND NEW GLAsGOw Ry.
PONTiA AND REIFERW Rt. CO.
PORT ARTHUR, DULUTH AND WESTESN'ÉY. iCO.

e. OA!rHàaIliNS AID INIAOARA INTAL Rt. CO.
ST. CLAIR RIVER Ry. BRIDGE AND TUNNEL CO.

Se.TLAIwarxE AND AIROiiACK lY. OÔ.

SIIUSWAP AND OKANAGON RY. Go.

SOUr NORFOLK Ry. o.
SOUTR-WESTERN RY. 00.
SOUaIS AND ROCKY MOUNTAIN Ry. Co
STANSTEAD, HEFFORD AND CRAMÉLY BY. 00.
TNOsVn ISL&AND R. 00.
ToBIQuE GYPSum AND COLONISATION RY. 00.

WrsTERN ONTARIO RY. O.
WOODI]OUNTAIN AND QU'APPNLLE vY. CO.

[See "SUBsIDIEs."]
RY ACCIDENTS REPORTED To GOVT. AND ACTIONS PNINqG.

M. for Re1t.* (Mr. Denient) 62 (i).
Ry. Act Amt. B. No. 24 (Mr. Pope). 1°, 73, (i);

2°*, 941 ; in Com., 1115, f1417, 1492'; 0 m. and M. to
recom., 1U07; mt. (Mr.Edgar) 1508S; (ncg. Y. 64'; N.
98) 1510; 3°*, 1,511(ii). (51 'ic., c. 29.)

Ry. Act Amt. . lio. 94 (gr. Cook). 1', 598.
Ry. COMMISSION, CoST: Ques. (Ar. fÇ4ldon, St. John) 4f4 vi).

- - P.: presented (Mr. Pope) 26 (i).
REP. AND EVIDENCE: Ques. (Mr. Bolton) 779 (j),

E67 (ii).
-- Ques. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 646 (i).

Ry. Crossing by Streets, &o., Provision B. No.
111 (Mr. Lister). 114*, 964 (ii).

Ry. Employés Protection B. No.5 (Mr. MeCarthy).
10, 44; 2°m., 762; deb. adjnd., 770 (1); r8md., 916; 20,
91 ; Ordcr dtohgd. and ref. to Com. on B. 24, 1247 (ii).

Deb. on M. for 20 (Mr. Denison) 762;, (âr. Cook) 76 ; (1fr. Jones,
lox) 762; (Mr. Wilson, E/gin) 762; (Mr Shaiyy 764; (1r.

Lister) 765; (1r. Tisdale) 767 ; (Mr. Barron) 76d; (Mr. Temple)
768; (Mr. Armstrong) 769; (Mr. Sproue) 769; (Sir Charie Top-

per) 769 (i) ; (1r. Mc Carthy) 916; (Sir Charles Tupper) 917 ; (Mr.
Laurier) 917 (ii).

Ry. LiGISLATION, MAN. AND N.W.T.: Remarke (Mr. Watson)
1403 (ii).

M. (àfr. Small) to authorise Ry. Com. to divide a
Bill, 415 (i).

RYS. AND CANALS: in Com. Of Sup., 9e' (i), 1221, 6 , 1 20,
16b7, 1644, 1650, 1668 (ii).

--- DEPTL. REP.; presenited (Mr. Pope) 73 (1).
RYS., CAN.,COST: QuOs. (Sir Richard Cartwright)141, 1'f(i).
RANcRE8y, DuTne OT lPeicToR: Que@. (Mr. Dvis) 96 (ii).
Real Property Act. See "TERITOmIsN."
EEBELLION IN N.W.T., CosT : Ques. (Mr. Miook) r71 (i).

REP. OF GEN. STRANGE-. QueS. (]r. dmyot) 9 (i)
- -- RIP. OF ROYAL CuMMfSbION: preeBîed(1r. Wkie,

Cardwell) 97 (i).
TOTAL DISBUaSEMINTO : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Mttiock)

498 (i).
-- Lc sss CoMMISSIoN, REPS., &o. : M. for copy (Mr.

Laurier) 63 (i).

REBELLION IN I. C.X, CLAIMS OF SCOUTS, &o. : prop. Re8.

(Mir. Davin) 1242 (ii).
- PENSIO8N,, MILITIAMUN,&C. : in COMi. Of Snp., 1202,

1642 (ii).
REownPTS AND vEXPEDITURif, CNBoLíIDATEDFUND: . for

Ret * (Sir Richard Oartwright) 38 Ci).
REOEIVER GENEaAL (RALIPAX)): in CoM. Of Sap., 88(i).
ÉECIPROCITY Wl ri' U. S.: prop. Res, (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 14'l ; neg , 616 (i).
Deb. (Mr. Whie, Cardwell) 161; (Mr. Davies, P..I.)172; (Mr. Foster)

183, (AmIt) 194 (1).
Deb. on Amt. (Mr. Charlton) 206; (Vr. Davin) 228; (Mr. Dessaint)

203; (1fr. Lacergne) 234; (Mr. MIcMillan, Huron) 194; (Mr.
McNeil) 240; (Mr. Porter) 199; agreed to (Y. 124, N. 67) 646 (i)

Amt. to Amt. (Ur. Jones, Halifoa) 257; deb. (Mr. Amyot) 532; (Ur.
Baird) 345; (Mr. Barron) 303; (4r. Beausoleii) 392; (Ur. Béchard)
463; (Mr. Borden)358; (Ur. Bowman) 518; (Ur. Brien) 508;
(Ur. Brown) 288; (Wr Cameron)610; (M. Chapleau) 563; (Ir.
Ohoquett'e) 294; (Mr. Cockburn) 32; (Ur. Curran) 310; (Mr.
Dupont) 396; (Mr. Ellis) 335; (Mr. Ferguson, Welland) 458;
(Kr. Fies).612; MUr. Flyn TI571 ; (Mr. Freeman) 499; (Ir. Gi-
ganh) W4; (Mr. Gillmor) 685' (Mr. ffaggart.) 52; (W4r. Heason)
583; (Ur. Hickey) 483; (Mr. iulspeth) 467; :(Mr. Jones, Diqby)
605; (14. KeMwy) 381; (Ir. Kirk) 598,; (1r. Landerkin) 476;
(Gen. Laurie) 371; (Kr. Laurier) 554; (Mr Macdonald, furcn)
276; (ïr. McIntyrs) 487; (1r. Mc*Kem) 54 ; (îr. Mc-

Mullen) 444; (1t. Masson) 5381 (kr. Afieis, Annapolis) 3.8;
(Ur. M.11, Bothwell) 603; (Kr.M'orejtrf) 351; (Mr. Mu uock) 626 ;
(.Wr. O'Brien) 525; (Ur. Paterson, Brant) 401; (Ur. Perl'y,
Ottwa)'632; (Ur. Plat) 605; (Wr Pr#oiépcne) 612; (Ur. Bin-
fret) 271; (Ur. Robertson) 377; (*r. Ryiirrt) 416; (Mr. Semple)
578; (Mr. Skinner) 355; (Wlr. Soneroille) 6t1; (Mr. Sproule) 362;
(gr. Taylor) 438; (Ur. P'upper, Pîctou) 257; (Ufr. Weldon, Albert)
576; (IT. Welsh) 317; (Ir. White, Renfrew) 624; (Mr. Wilson,
Argenteuil) 613; (Wr. Wilson, Elgin) 588; (Mr. Wilson, Lennoz)
511 ; (tr. Wood, Westmoroland) 298; neg (Y. 67, N. 124) 646 (1).

RECI-PROOITY WITH U. S. AND IRETALIATORY BILL : Remarks
(Sir Richard Cartwright, &o.) 516 (1).

-- REDltoIioN OF DUTIES : RemalrkS (Mr. Landerkin)
654 ().
-M. to make Res. First Order of t ho1ay (Sir Richard
Cahttoright) 43 (i).

OEarsa GOAL : in Corn. of>Sup., 102 (ii).
IIEGISTERED LETTER, PAYEENT FOR Lose : Qtles..(Kr. Lander-

IIEGUL ATIONqs re REiaiMyT OF TIADES UIqONS: M. frr COpieb*
(bfr. Amyot) 50 (j).

H~ENDEURED LABA» 8ee " AD

HINTREW, SoUT*, IlaT. OT MEEica IELECT ',nVtificatiOn

(Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).
RIDEU HALL, REPAIR8, FURNITURE, &o.: in CoM. of Sup.,

1&43; oone., 148g8 (ii).

1EPORTS PRRSENTED, &o.:
AGRICULTURE (1fr lcing) 405 (i).
A àrT1 IGaI AL's, tr. (Sir Cares Tuppei) 18 (i).

CIVIL SERVIcE LIST Or CANADA (Mr. Okapkeau) 172 (i).

ORIXINAL STATISRcS (Ir. Cafling) 1551 (ii).
INLAND REVENUE (Mr. Costigan) 18 (i).

IUISÂNCà COÉAgIES, ABSTRACT (Sir Carles upper) 1207 (ii).

INTERIOR (Mr. White, Cardwell) 18 (i).
L AOINE INAL WATER POwER, RoyAL ComxisusmoN(Ur. Pope) 52 ().

LuuiuMr ôr 1AIUaN·T (dr. Speaker) 21(1).

MAINwU AND isRumu (Kr. Poster) 138 (i).



INDEX.
REPORTS, &c.-Cotinued.

MILITIA AND DEFENcE (Sir Âdoiphe Caron) 18 (i).
NORTH-WEsT MOUNTED POLICE (Sir John A. Macdonald) 499 (i).
PUNITÎNTIARIES (Mr. 2'ompion) 18 (i).
POSTMATER GENERAL (Vr. eLelan) 20 ().
PRINTING ANID STATIOURY, PUBLIO (Mr. Chapleau) 138 (i).
PUBLIC ACOOUNTS (Sir Charl*e Tupper) 18 (i).
PUBLIO WoRxs (Sir Hector Langevins) 18 (i).
RAILWAYS AND CANAL8 (Mr. Pope) 73 (i).
RAILWAYS, ROYAL COxxIsSI0N (1r. Pope) 26 (i).
RZBELLION IN TRE N. W. T., ROYAL COMMI9sON (Mr. Vhite, Card-

well) 97 (i).
SECRE TART OF STATE (fr. Chapeau) 20 (i).
TRADE AND NAVIGATION RETURNs (Mr. Bowell) 18 (i).

Representation Act (B.C.) Amt. B. No. 55 (Mr.
Baker). 1°, 309 (i)..

Representation Act (House of Oommons) B. No.
56 (Mr. Baker). 10, 309 (ii).

Representation (N.W.T.) Act Amt. B. No. 125
(Mr. Thompson). 10, 1231; 20*, in Com. and 30 m.,
Amt. (Mr. Watson) to recom., neg, (Y. 62, N. 89)
and 30*, 1551 (ii), (51 Vic., c. 10.)

RETALIATORY BILL: Remarks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 5116.
RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &C., MOTIONS FR:

ACCIDENTS, Ry., REPORTUD TO GOVT., AND ACTIONS PENDING Mr.

Denison, 62 (i).
"A LERT,' COR. RESPECTING CONDITION: Mr. Welsh, 827 (ii).
ALLEN, WARREN, CLAIX FOR ICE-BOAT, PAPERS, AC.: Mr. JLvius

(P.El ) 833 (il).
ARTILLERT PRACTICE ON ISLAND OF ORLUANS, PETITIONS, &C.: Mr.

Langelier (Montmorency) 672 (i).
AUBREY, REV. M., SERVICOs AS MILITARY CHAPLAIR, RCo : Mr.

Amyot, 654 (i).
AUDET, LIEUT. COL., AND FRENcH TRANSLATION OF FIELD EXERcISEs,

Cou. : Mr. Amyot, 655 (i).
AUDETTE, ANTOINE, NORTH STUKELI POSTMASTER, 0.0.'s,&.* : Mr.

Langelier (Quebec) 1092 (ii).
BAY FORTUNE, P.E.I., BREAKWATER, Rip. OF ENGINEER: fMr. Mc

In'yre, 656 (i).
BAY OF QUINTÉ, BRIDGE AT BELLEVILLE, COR.*: Mr. Platt, 922 (ii).
BEHRING's SUA SEIZURES, COR. RUSPICTING: 1r. Gordon, 966 (ii).
BRYANTON, ALBERT, AND ALLAN, Cou. re DAAGEs D»BuY BRANCI

RY.*: fMr. VitcheU, 866 (ii).
CABLE TO PELÉE ISLAND, PETITIONS, &C.: Mr. Patterson (Essez)

826 (ii).
0. P. R. See general heading.
CANADIAN VEsELs LOsT ON GREAT LAKES : Mr. Dawson, 19, 752 (i).
CANADIAN WRECKING VISSELS IN U. S. WATERS, Co. : Mr. Edgar,

665 ().
CAPITAL ACCOURT, I.O.R., EXPENDITURE: Mr. Jones (Halifax) 103.
CAP CHAT AND GRAND VALLtE FIsHERIEs, REPS.-: Mr. Jonca8,

1232 (ii).
CAPE BRETON Ry., EHASTERN SECTION, COR.*: fMr. Flynn, 1259 (ii).
CARTRIDGE FACTORY, &C. (QUEBEc) WATER SUPPLY, COR': Ur.

Langelier (Quebec) 1092 (ii).
CASUALTIER, &C., ON I.C.R. : Ur. Weldon (St. John) 61 (i).
CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS, ELECTION OF CHIEPS, COu.: Mr. Doyon,

899 (ii).
CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION OF 1876, PAPURs, &C., re G. J. MACDONALD*:

Ur. Landerkin, 866 (ii).
CMIPPAWA AND OTTAWA NATION INDiANS' OLAIMS': fMr. Patterson

(Essz) 498 (i).
CLANcEY, PATRIox, COR -re DAMAGES DERBY BRANcH RY,* : Mr.

Mitchell, 866 (ii).
CLOTHING FOR MILITIA, TuNDuRs AND CONTRACTs*-: .r. Bowman,

866(ii).
0OAL SUPPLY, GorT., TENDERs AND CONTRACTS': M)r. Guillet, 866

CoLoNrSATION INsPEcTOR, MAN. A D N.W.T. : Mr Watson, 71 (i).

10

RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.
COLONIsATION INsPUOTOR8 iN N.W.T.'î efr. McMulln, 868 (ii).

COLONISATION Co.'s In MAN. AND N.W.T.*: Mr. MclWulUen, 498 (1).

CONSOLIDATED FUND, RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE*: Sir Richard
Cartwright, 38 (1).

CONFEDERATION TES WITR P.E.I.: Mr. Perry, 61 (i).
CONFEDERATION, ADMISSION OF NEWOUNDIAND, COR.: fMr. Laurier,

664(i).
COSTS, &C., re ST. CATHARINES MILLING AND LUmBURING 00.' :Mr.

McMullen, 20 (i).
CULURTSON, ARCHIBALD, DIRMISSAL: Mr. Burdett, 977 (11).
CUSTOUS SuIzURES AT QUEBEC, Co., 0.0.'s, &o.: Mr. Langelier

(Quebec) 1068 (ii).
DERaY BRANcB RY. AND JOHN KNIGHT, &0., COR*: 1ir. Mitoh#eZ, 866.
DIAmoNDs, &C., SEIZED AT QUEBEC, COR , 0.0.', &c.: 1:r. Langelier

(Quebec) 1068, 1092 (ii).
DISALLOWANCE OF MAN. RY. CHARTERS, COR. WITH xIP. GOVT.*:

Mr. Laurier, 672 (i).
Dom. LAIDS AGENTS' INSTRUCTIONS: Mr. McMullen, 386, 45 (1).

Doà,. NOTES, CONTRACT FOR PRINTING: Mr. Ed7ar, 619 (i).
DOM. SCRIP' ISSUED IN MAN. AND N.W.T.*: Mr. Wilson (Elgin) 866.
DRILL SHED, QUEEe, WATER SUPPLY, COR.: Mr. Amyot, 654 ().
DUNcAN, Wu L,, KILLED ON I.O.R., PROCEEDINGS AT INQUEST*': Mr.

Weldon (St. John) 498 (i).
EASTERN EXTENSION RY., COR. re R T OF W 'AY : Mr. Kirk, 902 (if).
EASTERM EXTENSION RY. AND I.C.R TENDERS, &c., FOR PaNcINaG:

Mr. Kirk, 866 (ii).
EXPORTs AND ImPORTs: Sir Richard Cartwright, 28 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM IN N.W., PROF. 8AUNDERa' RE.*': Mr. MC-

Mullen, 498 (1).
EXPERIMENTAL FARxIN N.W.T., LOCATION, PAPERs, &a.* Mr.

Landerkin, 866 (fi).
FiELD EXERI'IsEs, FRENCH TRANSLATION, COR.: Mr. Amyot, 655 (1).
FIRE INSURANCU RISKS, POLICIES, & *: Mr. Bowman, 866 (fi).

FIsIERIES PROTECTION SERVICE, COR. RESPECTIN1: Mr. Davies
( P.E.I.) 866 (fi).

FLOODI ON RIVER ST. LAWRENBc, COR., RsiP., &c : Mr. Beausoleil,
60 (i).

FORTIN, NOEL, COR. re ACCIDENT AND DAAGUES: Mr. Fiaet, 902 (fi).
GORDON, COMMANDER, COR. re FISHESIES PROTECTION SERVICE': Mr.

Davies (P.E.I.) 866 (ii).
GOVERNMENT STEAMERS, SALARIES OF CAPTAINs: Mr. Welah, 37 (1).

GRAzING LANDS, LEsSEEs*: Mfr. Davis, 866 (fi).
GRENFELL (N.W.T.) EXPERIMENTAL PARm, LOCATION, PAPERa':

Ur. Landerkin, 866 (fi).
GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry. Co., PAPR, &o.: Mr. Edgar,

653 (i).
HOMESTEAD INSPECTORs, MAN. AND N.W.T.: Mr. Watson, 71 (1)

Mr. McMullen', 866 (ii).
I.0.R. See general heading.
INSTRUCTIONS TO Doi. LAND AGENTs: Mr. MeMulen, 36, 45 (i).
INGOLDSBY STATION POST OFFICE, PETITIONS, &o.: Mr. Barron,

1243 (il).
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS: Sir Richard Cartwright, 28 ().
JAMAICA, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH, COR. : Gen. Laurie, 903 (ii.)
JUDGNS OF SUPERIOR COURT, RETIRED, NAMES, &c.*: Mr. SBrall, 62 (i).

KAMLOOPS AS AN OUTPORT OF ENTRY, MR. PAREsEE's RuP.*: Mr.
Mara, 498 ().

KETTLE AND STONY POINT RESERVUS, COMPLAINTS AGAINET INDIANs*'

Mr. Lister, 1259 (fi).
KIT ALLOWANCE YOeu-SIXCOE BATT.: fMr. Muloek, 66 (i).

KNIGHT, JNO. AND ALLAN, COR. re DAmAGEs DERs BRANni RY.*:

Mr Mitchell, 866 (il).
LAROR CommissioN, INSTRUCTIONS, &C.*: KUr. Beausoleil, 672 (i).
LAKE ST. PETER IMPROVEXITS, EXPENDITUR s Mr. Amyot, 71 (i).

LAND AGENTS ISTRUCTIONS IN MAN. AND N.1T.: MUr. McMllen,

36, 45 (i).
LAND VILLA POST OrFICE, PAPERs, &C.: 1Ur. Choquette, 102 (i).

LEÂSEROLDERS IN ALiERTA DISTRICT, N.W.T., CATTLE, C.*': Sir

Richard Cartwright, 498 (i).
LEvI, DAvD, 81IzuIu OF DIAXOND, c.*': 1fr. Langelier (Quebec)

1092 (ii).

lxxiii
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RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &O.-Continued. RETURNS, STATEMENTS, &c.-Continued.

LIquoR LIcENSE AcT, TOTAL AMOUNT PAID BY GOVT.*: Mr. Mulock, ST. LAWRENCE FISEÎRIES, CAP CHAT AND GRAND VALLIE, REPS.:
498 (i). Mr. Joncas, 1232 (il).

LIvES LOST THROUGH WRECKS ON GREAT LAKES: Mr. Dawson, 19 (i). ST. PIERRE, ISLAND OF ORLEANS, PETITIONS re ARTILLERY PRACTICE*:

LOBSTER COMMISSION, REPS., &c. : Mr. Flynn, 86 (i). Mr. Langelier (Montmorency) 672 (i).
MACDONALD, GEO. J., PAPERS, &C , re CENTENNIAL EXHIBITION* : Mr. STE. ANNE DES MONTS WHARF, PAPERS, &C.: Mr. Joncas, 1233 (il).

Landerkin, 866 (il). STE. FLAVIE, INQUEST ON RODT oF W. L. DUN' 1fr. Weddon, Si.

M AIL S2ETv1E IN P.E.I., Mr. Davies (P.E L ) 47, 52 (i). John, 498 (i.

MAN. AND N.W.T. HOMESTEAD AND COLONISATION INSPECTORS: Mr. SAUNDERS, PROF., REP. ON EXPERIMENTAL FARM ix NW.: Mr.
Watson, 71 (i). Mefflen, 498 (i).

MAN. AND NORTH-WESTERN RY. CO., PAPERS, &c.: Mr. Edgar, SOHOOL OP INFANTET ("C" COMPANY) COU. te DEATE OP PRIVATE

653 (i). NEELY: 1r. .ulock, 649 (i).
MIDLAND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS, Cou.*: fMr. Cook, 1259 (il). SCRIP ISSUED IN MAN. AND N.W.T.: Mr. Wilson (Elgin) 866 (il).
MILITARY SCHOOL, ST, JOHN, QUE., SERVICES OP CHAPLAIN, COR. SEIZURES [N BEHRING'S SUA, COR. RUSPECTING: Mr. Gordon, 986 (i).

Mfr. Amyot, 654 (i). SINS A; BLATER, CONTRACTORSa CAPEC BRSTON Rt., CoR.: Mr. Flynn,
Mr. Amyo2,5654 (i)

MILITIA CLOTHINo, TENDERS AND CONTRACTS* : Mr. Bowman, 866 (ii), S 259NAiOOR

MISSISSAUGA INDIANS' CLAIM (UNCEDED LANDS) COR*: Mr. Madill, SI Te, 672L(*).
866 (ii).SvR, R6ET A TD)r

MOHAWK INDIANS, COO. re DISMISSAL OF COUNCILLOR CULBERTSON:McMulHEN, 866 (11)M
Mr. Burdett, 977 (ii). Souîîs ANo866U(io Pr

MORIN, DR. J. A., OLAIM FOR MEDICAL SERVICES: Mr. Amyot, 655 (i). S 653C(&).
MOULIN, REV. FATHER, COR. re RESCUE AT BATOCHUE*: Mr. Scarth, SQAESCi [u

866 (ii). ST ISLAIG O I VR. CLI,6COR.

N. W.T. REBELLION LOSSES COMMISSION, REPS., &o..: Mr. Laurier, 73. I D59 C Rj)i

NAUFRAGE, P.E.I , NAVIGATION, REP. Or ENGINEER : Mr. McIntyre, 70. S 25CMiAr y
NEELY, PRIVATE THOS., DEATII OF, COR. re COMPENSATION TO FAMILY: STET POI TN ETERVSCMPAINTE6AG(iN D

Mr. Mulock, 649 (i). ST r. LIN t Ti
NEWFOUNDLAND CONFEDERATION, COR. : Mr. Laurier, 664 (i).STrEROtEr9iEu (i).

" NORTiiERN LIGHT." BSee general heading. STUKNLY POST A ST O C.':,Mr. : fr Lng8i).
NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS SUBWAY, REP. OF ENGINEERS, &C. : Mr. (u RTe) 092.(jM).

Perry, 661 (i). Sussîntîs1TO2Ril.

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS AND COR : Mr. Langelier (Quebec) SWA RTRUMRERLAND STAIS> Ril'. r Sple, 1 r.

1067 (ii).
OLIVIER, GEO., DISMISSAL, COR. RESPECTING: Mr. Rinfret, 654 (i). 1er'i, 661 (i).
OTTAWA RIVER WORKS AND IMPROVEMENTS, TOTAL COST, &C.: Mr. SULTE, BUN., FRENCH TRANSLATION 0F FIELD EXERCISES, CO.:Mr.

Amyot, 827 (ii). Amyot, 655 (i).
PARMELEN, MR., REp. re KAMLOOPS AS AN OUTPORT OF ENTRY*: Mr. SUPERIOR COURT JUOQES RETIRED, MES, &C.*: 1r, Sma!l, 63(1).

Mara, 498 (1). TRADES UNIONS, COPIES 0F RULES: fr. Amyot, 46 (i).
PELE ISLAND CABLE, PETITIONS, &o. : Mr. Patterson (Essex) 826. UNDER 35 VIC., CAP. 30, &.: Mr. Amyot, 50 (i>.
PICTON HARBOR, COR., &c. re DREDGING*: Mr. Platt, 866 (il).- REGULATIONE re REGISTET, &o.* .1Mr. Amyot, 50 <1).
- PUBLIC BUILDINGS, COR , &C re CONSTRUCTION*: Mr. Platit, TEaMSor CONFEDURATION WITR P. E. I. Mr. Per&', 61 (1).

866 (ii). TRENT VALLEY CANAL COMMISSION, COR,&C.: 1r. Barron, 71<().
PION & CO., CLAIM FOR Goors DAMAGED ON I. C. R.*: Mr. Langelier UNITED STATUE WRECEING VESEELS IN CAN. WATERS, COR.: Mr

(Quebec) 1092 (ii). Edgar, 665 (1).
POsr OFFICE. see general heading. VALLERAND, F. O., CUsTomE SEIRuS ON, CoR, O. C.'S, &C.: Mr.
P. E, I. MAIL SERVICE: Mr. Davies (P. E. 1.) 47, 52 (i). Langelier (Quebea) 106 (il).

- NAVIGATIOE AT NAUFRAGE, REP. OF ENGINEER: Ur. Xclntyre, WATIR SUPPLY TO CARTRIDGE FACTORY AND DRILL HALL, QUEO,
-0(i.COR.'; 1Mr. Langelier (Quebec) 1092 (û).70 (i).

RY. ACCIDENTS REPORTED TO GOVT. AND ACTIONS PENDING*: Mr. WELLINGTON HARBOR 0F REFUGE, COR , &C.#: 1r. FloU, 866 (t>.

Denison, 62 (i). WRECKS ON GREAT LARES AND Losa or LIrE: 1r. Dawson, 19, 752 (i).
REBELLION, N.W., LossEs COMMISSION, REPS., &c.: Mr. Laurier, 73. WBECKING VEESELS (CAN.) IE U. S. WATZRS, COR.: Mr. Edgar,

REBELLION IN N.W. T., TOTAL DIsBURSEMENTS* : Mr. Itulock, 498 (i), 665 ().
RECEIPTS AND EXPUNDITURE, CONSOLIDATED FUND*: Sir Richard YORK-SIMCOE BATT. KIT ALLOWANCE: Mr. Malock, 66 (i).

Cartwright, 38 (i). YOUNG, CAPT., COR., &C., RUSPECTING CLAIN': 1r. Scarth, 866 (i).
RUGULATIONS re REGISTUT Or TRADUS UNIONS':.1Mr. Admyot, 50 (i). IRETURNS, &oCj BRINGINEI DOWN:. Romarks (Ur. Laurier, &C.)
ROLLING STOCK PURCASE. FOR 1. C. R.I: Mr. Weldon (St. John) 61. 1136,1433E, D1506 i).
ROYAL TiAROR COMMISSION, INSTRUCTIONS, &0 '*.1Mr. Beausoleil, 672. - PREPARATION, &C.: in Com of Sap., 1615; conc.,
RUSSELL, SAMUEL, COR. te DAN&GECS DERBY BRANOR Ry.e -1fr. 1688 (ii).

MitcheJo, 86h4(in).
ST. AGAPIT PO8TMiASTER'S DISMISSAL, COR.: Mr. Rin/fret, 654 (j). Revenue and Audit Act (C hap. 29 BRey. Statute) Amt.
ST. CATHARINES MILLINII AND LUNERINO CO, COSTB, &C" .1Ar. B. No. 87 (Sr C arlE Tuper). Re. prop. and Mr

cculue ,4n, 20 (4).9
ST. HYACINTHE PUBLIC BUILDINGS: fr. Dupont, 651 (i). of B., 498 (i); 2'', 889: Reg. in OoM., 891; CON. iE,,
ST. LAwREcNcE RIVER FLooDe, Con., RuO., &R.:PUr. Beausoleil, 931; B. in Con., 931, 943; 3 *, 943 (ii). ( 8V6c., C. 7.)

60S(). RIDEAU CRNAL BRINGEA: in Com. of SiNp, 1646, 1671 (ii).
ST. LAwRNcucRIER NAVIATION, MONTREAL AN» QUIEEC, ExrEND- RimoUIMs CUSTOMS OLCTOR: Ques. (Mr.Pyset) 1067 (i).

ITUR : 1r. A29yot, 71 (2(.
ST. LAwRNCIRiVETCIANNEDIR PUBLIC WO.*KS: Qes. (Mr. Fiset) 1067 (iOD .

DonaldSmit, 922 (il).AND COR.*:rROADsANDBRIes i om. of Sup., 151, 1675 (ii)



INDEX.
ROBERTSON, ALEXANDER, LATE M.P.: Remarks (Sir Hector

Langevin) on decease, 61 (i).
ROLLING STOCK, IC.R.: in Com. of Sup., 1645 (ii).
- PURCHASE, I. C. R.: M. for Rot. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 61 (i).
ROOME, W. F., ESQ., MEMBER-ELECT FOR WIST MIDDLESEX:

introduced, 380 (i).

ROWAND, J., EsQ., MEMBER ELECT FOR WEST BRUCE: intro.
duced, 2 (i).

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS, 1196, 1692 (ii).
ROYAL LABOR COMMISSION. See " LABOR."

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE: in Com. of bup., 1218; cone.,
1687 (ii).

RUSSELL ELECTION, ISSUE OF WRIT. Ques. (Mr. Mills,
Bothwell) 554 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Laurier) 455, 516, 525 (i).
Ret. of Member on certificate of Returning Officer,

1415 (ii).
--- notification of Return (Mr. Speaher) 1522 (ii).
--- M. (Mr. Laurier) for Speaker to Issue Writ, 416 (i).

IRUt8ELL, SAMUEL, COR. re DAMAGES DERBY BRANcH Ry.:
M. for copies* (Mr. Mitchell) 866 (ii).

STE. ANNE'S CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1459, 1646 (ii).
STE. ANNE DES MONTS WHARF, PAPERS, &o.: M. for copies

(Mr. Joncas) 1233 (ii).

ST. AGAPIT POSTMASTER'S DISMISSAL, COR.: M. for copy

(Mr. Binfret) 654 (1).

St. Catharines and Niagara Uentral Ry. Co.'s
B. No. 61 (Mr. Rykert). 1°*, 380; 2°*, 530 (i) :
in Com. and 3°*, 1049; Sen. Amts. conc. in, 1345 (ii).
(51 Vic., c. 78.)

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. Co.'s
Act Amt. B. No. 137 (Mr. Boyle). Rule suspended,
1°*, .°* and in COm., 1522 ; 30*, 1524 (ii). (51 Fic., c.

79.)
ST. CATHARINES MILLING AND LUMBERING Go.'8 COSTS &C.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 20 (i).

ST. CHARLES BRA.NCH, I. C. R.: in Com. of Sup., 1225,
1645. (ii).

St. Clair River Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co.'s B.
No. 17 (MIr. Ferguson, Welland). 10*, 73; 2**, 219;
in Com. and 3°*, 498 (i). (51 Vic., c. 94.)

-- GOVT. ASSISTANCE: QueS. (MIr. Patterson, Essex)
1432 (ii).

STE. PLAVIE, INQUEST ON BODY OF W. L. DUNCAN: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Weldon, St. John) 498 (i).
ST. HYACINTHE PUBLIC BUILDINGs: M. for Rot. (Mr.

Dupont) 651 (i).
St. John's and Iberville Hydraulie and Manu-

facturing Co.'s B. No. 71 (Mr. Vanasse). 1°*,
454; 2>, 530; in Com. and 30*, 726 (i).

ST. JOHN, INCREASED AOOMMODATION: in COM. Of Snp.,
1224 (ii).

ST. JOHN HARBOR IMPROVEMENTs, REP. OP ENGINEER: Qued.

(Mr. Elis) 86 (i).

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co,'s incorp.
B. No. 66 (Mr. Bergeron). 1°*, 380; 20*, 498; in
Com. and 3°*, 612 (i). (51 Vic., c. 64.)

ST. LAWRENOE RIVER AND CANALS: in Com. of Sup., 1453,
1646 (ii).

-- CHANNEL, MONTREAL AND QUEBEO, COR,: M. for
copies* (Sir Donald Smith) 922 (ii).

--- FisnEuES (CAP CHAT AND GRAND VALLEE) REPS.:
M. for copies (Mr. Joncas) 1232 (ii).

-- FLOODS, COR., REPS., &a.: M. for copies (Mr. Beau-
soleil) 60 (ii.

EXAMINATION: in Com. of Sap., 1678 (ii).
LEGER, CAPT., REP.: Ques. (Mr. Préfontaine)

899 (,i).

-- IMPROVEMENT8, AMOUNT ADVANCED: QUeS. (Mr.

Davies, P. E. 1.) 1135 (ii).
ST LAWRENCE RIVER NAVIGATION, MONTREAL AND QUEBEC,

EXPENDITURE: M. for Rot. (Mr. Amyot) 71 (i).

St. Lawrence River Navigation Repeal B.
No. 28 (Mr. Guay). 1°*, 97 (i).

ST. OURS LOCKS : in Com. of Sup., 1460 (ii).
ST. PIERRE, 18LAND OF ORLEANS, PETITIONS re ARTILLERY

PRACTICE: M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier, Montmorency)

672 (i).

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY : in COm. Of Sup.,

136 (i); cOnc., 1686 (ii).

SAGUENAY RIVER BUoYs, CONTRACT FOR PLACING, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Couture) 1433 (ii).
SAILORs PROTECTION, LEGISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr.

E/gar) 966 (ii).
SALARIES, & (UOUSE OF COMMONS) : in Com. of Sup., 1025,

16 (Ci).

SALMON FISIIERIES, HUDSON BAY : Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 826 (ii).

SALT IN BARRELS, BAGS, &c., WEIGHT : Ques. (Mr. McMillan,
Huron) 97 (i).

Salt Packages. See " WEIGHTS AND MEASURES."
SARNIA AND PORT HURON TUNNEL: QueS, (Mr. Patterson,

Essex) 1432 (ii).
SAULT ST. MARIE CANAL: in Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1442, 1624 (ii).
Deb. (Ur, Dawson) 1442; (Mr. Lister) 1143; (Mr. Davies, P.E.1.)

1444; (Ur. Purceli) 1445; (Mr. Cook) 1446; (Ur. Charlton)
1446 ; (Ur. Jones, Halgjax) 1446 ; (Sir Charles Tupper) 1447 ;
(Mr. L(esson) 1449; (Mr. Weldon, 8t. John) 1450; (34r. Cockburn)
1450 ; (Mr. Mitchell) 1451 (ii).

SAUNDERS, PROFESSOR, REP. ON EXPERIMENTAL FARM IN

N. W. T.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 498 (i).
SCHOOL OF INFANTRY ("C" COMPANY) COR. re DEATH OF

PRIVATE NEELY: M. for copies (Mr. Mulock) 649 (i).
ScOwS, &c., CANALS : in Com. of Sup., 1646 (ih).
SORIP IsSUED IN MAN. AND N. W. T. : MI. for Ret.* (Mr.

Wilson, Elgin) 866 (ii).

SECRETARY OF STATE:
CIVIL SavRci LIST OF CANADA : preseDied (1r. Chapleau) 172 (1).

NUMBER OF EMPLOYÉS: Ques. (bir. Landrkin) 495 (1).
- TYPoGRPeinCAL ERaons. Ques. (Ur. Davin) 965 (ii).

COPYRIGHT, PRor. LGIsLATION; Ques. (Ur. Edgar) 98 (i).
FRANCHIS ACT: In Com. of Sup., 1641 (ii).
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ý INDEX.

SECRETARY OF STATE-Continued.
LNiOR OoMMissioN, REP. OF OoMMissIOxNRs: Ques. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 98 (i).
-- CRTIFIED COPIES OF DEPOSITIONS: Ques. (Mr. Beausoleil)

171 (i).
COMPLAINTS AGAINST CHAIRMAN, &c.: Ques, (Mr. Beauaoleil)

171 (î).

COST: QueS. (MHr. Weldon, St. John) 491 (i).
INSTRUCTIONS, &c.: M. for copies" (Mr. Beausaleil) 672 (i).
NUMBER AND SALARIES: QueS. (gr. Weldon, St. John) 1468 (ii).

LIQuoR LICENSE ACT, TOTAL AMOUNU PAID BY GOVT.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Mutock) 493 (i).

NEWFOUNDLAND AND CONFýDERATION, COR. : M for copies (Mr.
Laurier) 661 (i).

Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Jfitchell) 111 (i).
PRINTING AND STATIONERY, PUELIc, REP.: presented (Mr. Ca'hpleau)

138 (1).

RAILWAY COMMISSION, COST : Ques. (gr. Weldon, St. John) 494 (i).
- REP.: Ques. (Mr. Mills, Bothwell) 646 (i).

RETURNS: Enquiry for (Mr. Laurier, &c.) 1136, 1433, 1506 (ii).
SEORETARY OF STATE'S REP. : presentel (Mr. Chapleau) 20 (i).
VOTERS' LIST, COST: Ques. (Mr. Choquette) 27 (i).

SUSPENION OF REVISION': Ques. (gr. Weldon, St. Johk)

965 (ii).

[Sec " ELECTIONS," " SUPPLY," &C.]

Securities to the Crown. See " LETTERS IATENT.

SEIZURES IN BEIRING'S SEA, COR. RESPECTINO: M. 1or Ret.

(Mr. Gordon) 966 (ii).
SELECT STANDING COMM[TrEES. See " COMMITTEES."
SESSIONAL CLERKS: in COM of Sup., 102'), 1f66 (ii).

NUMIBER AND AMOUNTS PAID: QJUCS. (Ur. McM1u'len)
1.299 (fi).

SHANNON, WM., DEFALCATIONS: Ques. (Mir, Charlton) 965.
SHEFFORD CONTROVERTED ELECTION: Judge's Rop. read

(Mr. Speaker) 809 (i).
SHELBURNE, RET. OF MEMBER ELECT : n0tifiCatiOn (Mr.

Speaker) 1 (i).
SIHERWOOD, A. P., AND CAPE BRETON RY.: Ques. (Mr. Cook)

965 (ii).
SHIPPING OBSTRUCTIONS. Sec <"ATLANTIC OCEAN"

Ship Channel. See " MONTREAL."

Ships Safety Act (Chap. 77 Rev. Statutes) Amt. B.
No. 112 (Mr. Poster). 1°, 1000; Order for 2° dschgd.
and B. wthdn., 1473 (ii).

Shushwap and Okanagon Ry. Co.'s incorp. Act
Amt. B. No. 43 (Mr. Mara). 1°*, 206; 2°*, 222;
in Com. and 3°*, 498 (i). (51 Vic., c. 88.)

SIMMS & SLATER, CONTRACTORS, CAPE BRETON RY., COR.: Ni.
for copies* (MIr. Flynn) 1259 (ii).

-- SURETIES: Ques. (Mr. Cameron) 1067 (ii).
SIGNAL SERVICE : in CoM of Sup,, 1582, 1633 (ii).
Six NATION INDIANS, CLAIM FOR FLOODING LANDS, COR.-: M.

for copies* (Mr. Somerville) 672 (i),
SLIDES AND BOoMS: in Coin. of Sup., 1620, 1632, 1684 (ii).
SMYTH, HENRY, EMPLOYMENT AND AMOUNTS PAID BY GOVT.:

M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 866 (i).
Ques. (Mr. Lister) 495 (i).
Ques. (Mr. .Mc!fullen) 647 (i).

SNETSINGER, MR., EMPLOYMENT BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Bar-
ron) 825 (ii).

SNOW SHEDS, I. C4 R.: in Com. of Sup., 1645 (ii).

South Norfolk Ry. Co.'s B. No. 34 (Mr. Tisdale).
1°*, 110; 2°*, 128 ; in Com. and 3Q*, 496 (i). (51
Vie., c. 57.)

South-Western Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 54 (Mr.
-all). 1o*, 270; 2°*, 498 (i); in Com. and 3° m., 912;
Amt. (Mr. Bergin) 6 m. h., neg. (Y. 57 ; N. 86) 953;
30, 954 (ii). (5 L Vic., c. 52.)

SOUR1s AND ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. Co., PAPERS, &o.: M. for

copies (Mr. Edgar) 653 (i).
SPEECHES FROM THE THRONE, 9 (i), 1693 (ii).
Speedy Trials. See " CRIMINAL Làw."
SPRING HILL, INCREASED ACCOMMODATION: in COm. of Sup.,

1225 (ii).
SQUATTERS CLAIMS IN N.W.T.: M. for Rot. (Mr. McMullen)

656 (i).
STAO ISLAND LIGTIOUSE, RIVER ST. CLAIR, COR.: M. for

copies* (Mr. Lister) 1259 (ii),
STANSTEAD CONTROVERTED ELECTION : Judge's Rep. read

(Mr. Speaker) 514 (i).

Stanstead, Shefford and Chambly Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 72 (Mr. Fisher). 10*, 454; 20*, 726 (i); in
Com. and 30*, 1207 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 54.)

Stanstead, Shefford and Chambly Ry. Co.'s Act
Amt. B. No. 139 (M. Fisher). Rule suspended,
1°*, 2°5, in COm. and 3°-1, 1563 (ii). (51 Vic., c.55.)

STATISTICAL DIAGRAMS, LITHOGRAPHING: in Com. of Sup.,

1663 (ii).

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B. No. 99 (Mr.
Foster). 1', 730 (i); 2°* and in Com., 1402; 30*, 1404
(ii). (51 Vie., c. 26.)

STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH P. E. I. See "NORTHERN

LIGHT," and "P. E. I."
STEEL CO. OF CANADA (N. S.) SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Sir

Charles Tupper) 1546; in Coin., 1594 (ii).

Stocks and Merchandise (gambling). Sec "CRIM-
INAL LAW."

STONEY POINT AND KETTLE RESERVES, COMPLAINT AGAINST

INDIANS: M. for copies* (Mr. Lister) 1259 (ii).
STRANGE, GEN., COMPENSATION FOR LOsS oF PENSION: Que8.

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 140 (i).
REP. re REBELLION: Ques. (Mr. Amyot) 98 (i).

Remarks (Mi. Amyot) on M. for Com, of Sup.,
1600 (ii).

STRATHROY POST OFFICE AND CUSTOMS HOUSE: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. McMullen) 498 (i).

- PUBLIC BUILDINGS, SITE: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)
66 (i).

STRAUBENZIE, COL. : in CoM. of Sup., 1209 (ii).
STUKELY (NoRTH) POSTMASTERSHIIP, &C., PAPERS, O.C's.:

M. for copies* (Mr. Langelier, Quebec) 1092 (ii).
Submarine Cables. See " INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION."

SUBSIDIES, See
ALB3ERTRY. 00 (N.B.)
CENTRAL RY. Go. (N.B.)
OHATHàM BRANeR Ry. (N.B.)
HALIFAX OOTTON 00. (N.s.)
ELGIN, PETITcODIAC AND HAVELOOK R. 00.
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INDEX.
SUBSIDIES-Continued.

KENT NoRTHIRN RY. o.
MAssA3wwpP VALLEY Ry. o.
MONTRAL AND CHAMPLAIN JUNCTioN Ry. Co.
NoVA Sco1& CENTRAL RY. 00.
OTTAWA AND PARRY SOUND RY. 0o.
PONTI1c PÂIFI JUNCTION RY. Go.
PORT ARTHUR, DULUTH AND WESTERN RY. 0o.
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JoHN RY. Co.
QUEEC CENTRAL RY. Co.
TuaxiUoUATA RY. Co.
8TZEL 0o. OI CANADA (R.S.)
TOmIQUE VALLEY RY. Co.

Subsidies to Rys. authorisation B. No. 140 (Sir
Charles Tupper). Res. prop., 1546 ; in Com., 1587;
cone. in and 1°1, ** an.d in Jom., 1595; 3°*, 1629
(ii). (51 Vic., c. 3.)

SUBwAY, NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS, REP. OF ENGINEERs,
&c.: M. for copy (Mr. Perry) 661 (i).

SUBSIDIES TO RYs., AMOUNT VOTED sINCE 1880O: M for Ret.*
(Mr. Semple) 110 (i).

SULTE, BENJ., FRENCH TRAN3LATION OF FIELD EXEROISES,

CoR.: M. for copy (Mr. Amyot) 655 (i).

Summary Convictions. See "OCIIMINAL LAw."
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act (Chap. 135

Rev. Slatutes) Amt. B. 57 (Mr. Baker). 10, 309 (i).
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act (Chap. 135

Rev. Statutes) Amt. B. No. 110 (1&r. Thompson).
10, 964; Order dschgd. and B. wthdn., 1402 (ii).

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act (Chap. 135
Rev. Statutes) Amt B. No. 120 (ir. Thompson).
1j 1135; 2°*, in Com. and 3o*, 1402; Sen. Amts. conc.
in, 1549 (ii). (51 Vie., c. 37.)

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES, MONTREAL DISTRTCT: Ques. (Mr.
Préfontaine) 647 (i).

- RBETIRED, NAMES, &c.: M. for Rot.* (Mr., Snall)
62 (i).

SUPERVISION OF BANKs. See 1,BANKs,

SUPPLY:
[Only subjects which caused remark or discussion noted

under this head.] .
ANTS. OR REBAnxS TO Ms. FIR CoX.: Amt. (Mr. MillG) Canada

Temperance Act, 74 (i); Remarks (Mr. Brien) Cable to Pelèe
Island, 1011; Remarks (Mr. Rykert) Mrs, Gowanlock's Glaimn,
1015; Remarks (Mr. Laurier) Kingston Post Office Irregulari-
ties, 1017; Remarks (Mr. Edgar) Bresaylor Half-Breeds, 1515;
Amt. (Sir Richard Cartwright) Walter Jones' Appointment,
1524; Remarks (Mr. Kirk) Lobster Fisheries, 1551; Amt.
(Mr. Mitchell) Duties on Flour, Cornmeal, &c., 1564; Remarks
(Sir Richard Cartwright and others) Pauper Immigration, &c.,
1595; Remarks (Air. Dawson) Boundaries of Ontario, 1629 (ii).

CONCURRENCE, 1686 (ii).
MIas. FROM His Ex, transmitting Estimates for 1888-89, 50 (i);

Suppl. for 1887-88, 962 ; Suppl. for 1888-89, 1403 (ii).
Ms. FoR Cox., 17, 74, 88, 104, 112, 128 (i), 1011, 1148, 1446, 1514,

1524, 1551, 1595, 1629, 1681 (ii).
Rus. (Mr. Bowell for Sir Charles Tupper) for Com, 17; in C om., 85,

88, 104, 112, 128 (i), 1021, 1148, 1446, 1533, 1561, 1601, 1629,
1681 (ii).

CoMMETTE:
Admirdtration of Justice. See IlJustice."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics;

Archives, care of, 1149 (ii).

SUPPLY-Continuei.
COMMITTE E-Continued.

Arts, Agriculture and Statistics-Continued,
Agricultural Societies in N.W.T., 1155 (ii).
Census and Statistics, 1155 (ii).
Chipman, C. C., Services, 1149 (ii).
Colonial and Indian Exhibition, 1638 (ii).
Criminal Statistics, 1151 (ii).
Experimental Farms, 1154 (ii).
General Vote, 1148 (ii).
Health Statistios, 1151 (ii).
Patent Record, Expenses, 1150 (ii),

Canals. See "Railways" and "Collection of Revenues."
Charges of Management:

Auditor and Receiver General, Winnipog, 88 (i).
Dominion Notes, Printing, 89 (i).
Receiver General, Halifax, 88 (i).

Civil Government:
Agriculture, Dept. of, 95 (i).
Auditor Goneral's Office, 95 (i).
Civil Service Board of Examiners, 113, 128 (i).
Contingencies, Departmontal:

General Vote, 101 (i).
High Commissioner, 105 (i).
Post Office and Finance Depts., 112 (i).

Finance and Troasury Board, 95 (i).
Fisheries, Dept. of, 96 (i).
Governor General's Seoretary's Office, 85 (i).
Indian Affaira, Dept. of, 95 (i), 1637 (ii).
Inland Revenue, Dept. of, 95 (i).
Interior, Dept. of, 93 (i).
Justice, Dept. of, 91 (i).

Penitentiaries Branch, 91 (i).
Militia and Defence, Dept. of, 92 (i).
North-West Mounted Police, 93 (i).
Postmaster General's Dept., 1638 (ii).
Printing and Stationery, Dept. of, 92 (i).
Privy Council Oflâce, 90 (i).
Public Works, Dept. of, 96 (i).
Railways and Canals, Dept. of, 96 (i), 1637 (ii).
Secretary of State, Dept. of, 92 (i), 1640, 1668 (ii).

Collection of Revenues :
Adulteration of Food, 1619 (ii).
Canals :

Repairs and Working Expenses, 1624, 1668 (ii).
Culling Timber, 1619, 1667, 1684 (ii).
Castoms, 1629, 1666 (ii).
Dominion Lands, 1635, 1637 (ii).
Excise, 1618, 1667 (ii).
Post Office, 1633, 1684 (ii).
Public Works :

Agency, B.C., 1633 (ii).
Esquimalt Graving Dock, 1632 (ii).
Signal Service, 1633 (i).
Slides and booms, 1620, 1632, 1684 (ii).
Telegraph Lines, N.WT., and B.C., 1633 (ii).
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INDRX.

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMMITTEE-Continued.

Collection of Revenues -Continued.
iRailways :

Intercolonial Ry. (Repairs and Working Ex.
penses) 1620, 1668 (ii).

Culling Timber. See " Collection of Revenues."
Customs. See " Collection of Revenues."
Dominion Lands. See " Collection of Revenues."
Excise. See " Collection of Revenues."
Pisheries

Fishing Bounty, distribution, &c., 1603 (ii).
General Vote, 1583 (i).
Litigation (cost) re David J. Adams, 1656. (ii).
New Brunswick, 1601 (ii).
Overseers and Wardens, salaries, &c., 1583 (ii).
Protection Steamers, 1603 (ii).

Geological Survey :
General Vote, 1604 (ii).

Government Steamers. See " Ocean and River Service."
Immigration:

Agents' Travelling Expenses, 1i67 (ii).
Belfast, gratuity to late agent, 1638 (ii).
Dublin Agency, 1166 (ii).
General Vote, 1155; conc., 1686 (ii).
Glasgow Agency, 1166 (ii).
Righ Commissioner's Office, 1158, 1165 (ii).
Liverpool Agency, 1166 (ii).
London (Eng.) Agency, 1166 (ii).
London Free Press, payments to, 1160 (ii).
Pamphlets, &c., payments for, 1158, 1165 (ii).
Pauper Immigration, 1155 (ii).
Qu'Appelle Agent (Mr. Baker) 1161, 1169 (ii).
Quebec Agency, 1160 (ii).
Victoria, B.C., Agent, 1160 (ii).

Indians :
British Columbia, 1682 (ii).
Man. and N.W.T., 1607 (ii).
Man. (Industrial Schools) 1681 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1607 (ii).
Ontario and Quebec, 1605 (ii).

Insurance :
General Vote, 1604 (ii).

Justice, Administration of :
Clerk, Stenographer, Supreme Court, 119 (i).
Contingencies and Disbursements, 119 (i).
Miscellaneous, including N. W. T., 114 (i).
Quebec Judiciary, conc., 1685 (ii).

Legislation:
House of Commons:

Coursol, Mr., Indemnity, 1670 (ii).
Salaries, &c., 1025, 1668 (ii).
Sessional Clerks, 1668 (ii).

Miscellaneons :
American History, printing catalogue, 1030

(il).
Franchise Act, 1641 (ii).

SUPPLY-Continued.
CoMmTTEE -Continued.

Legislation-Continued.
Library, salaries, &c., 1030, 1638 (ii).
Printing, Paper, &c., 1031 (ii).

Works on America, purchase, 1030 (ii).
Senate:

Fortin, Hon. Mr. Indemnity, 1670 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service:

Buoys, &c., St. Lawrence (maintenance) 1582 (ii).
Construction and completion, 1582 (il).
General vote, 1581 (il).
Lower Trave rse River, 1681 (ii).
Signal Service, 1582 (ii).

Mail Subsidies and Steamship Subventions:
Campbellton and Gaspé, &c., 1678 (ii).
Canada and Antwerp or Germany, 1679 ; conc.,
Halifax and St. John vid Yarmouth and Port Med-

way, 1678 (ii).
Lakes Huron and Superior, 1678 (ii).
Magdalen Islands, 1678 (ii).

1689 (ii).
Meteorological Service : See " Scientific Institutions."
.Militia :

Ammunition, &c., 1211 (ii).
Barracks, B.C., 1641 (ii).
Brigade Majors, salaries, &c., 1209 (ii).
Clothing and Great Coats, 1212, 1215 (ii).
Contingencies, 1218 (ii).
Deputy Adjutants General retiring allowance,

1644 (ii).
Drill Pay, &c., 1213 (il).
Military Branch -and District Staff, salaries,

1209 (ii).
]Military Properties, 1221 (ii).
Permanent Forces, 1219 (ii).
Royal Military College, 1218; conc., 1687 (ii).

Miscellaneous:
Canada Gazette, 1611 (il).
Canada Temperance Act, expenditure, 1612 (ii).
Commercial Agencies, 1615 (ii).
Débats du Conseil Législatif, Québec, 1663 (ii).
Fabre, Mr,, salary, &c., 1612 (ii).
Fishery Commission (Washington) expenses, 1662.
Govt. of N.W.T., Expenses, 1611 (ii).
Half breeds Claims Commission, expenses, 1666.
Hot Springs, Banff, Roads, Bridges, &c., 1617, 1666.
Mounted Police, compensation for Injuries, 1612.
Orders in Council, &c., collecting, 1618, 1663 (ii).
Printing Bureau, Plant, &c., 1617; cone., 1689 (ii).
Printing, Miscellaneous, 1611 (il).
Returns, preparation, &c., 1615; conc., 1688 (ii).
Statistical Diagrams, Lithographing, 1663 (ii).
Surveys, Lakes Superior and Huron, conc., 1688.

Mounted Police :
General Vote, 1610; suppl., 1658, 1683 (ii).
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INDEX.
SUPPLY-Continued.

CoMMITTE-Continued.
Ocean ard River Service:

General Vote, 1577 (ii).
Govt. Steamers, maintenance and repairs, 1577.
Life-saving and Life-boat service (rewards) 1577.
Montreal and Quebec River Police, 1579 (ii).
Obstructions in Navigable Rivers, 1581 (ii).
Wrecks, &c., Investigations, 1578 (ii).

Penitentiaries:
British Columbia, 1025 (ii).
Dorchester, 1021 (ii).
Kingston, 122 (i).
Manitoba, 1021; cone., 1686 (ii).
Regina Gaol, 1025 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul, 136; cono., 1686 (ii).

Pensions :
Delaney, Mrs., 1201 (ii).
Fenian Raid, on account of, 1201, 1639 (ii).
Hodgson, Sir Robt. (payment to Govt. of P. E.I.)

1671 (ii).
Rebellion of 1885 (N.W.T.), militiamen, &c., 1202,

1642 (ii).
Veterans of 1812, 1201 (ii).

Post Ojice. See "Collection of Rvonucs."
Public Works-Capital:

Buildings :
Ottawa, additional Depti. Block, 1461 (ii).

Esquimalt Graving Dock, 1653 (ii).
Harbors and IRivers:

Port Arthur Harbor and Kaministiquia, 1462 (ii).
Cape Tormentine Harbor, 1462 (ii).

Kingston Graving Dock, 1671 (ii).
Public Works*-Income:

Buildings:
Manitoba, 1542 (ii).
New Brunswick, 1468 (ii).
North-West Territories, 1672 (ii).
Ontario, 1537, 1655, 1672 (ii).

Govt. Printing Burban, 1541 (ii).
Quebec, 1533, 1654 (ii).

Dredging :
Harbors and Rivers generally, 1569 (ii).
Manitoba, 1656 (ii).

Experimental Farms:
Buildings, Fencing, &c., 1574 (ii).

Hlarbors and Rivers:
New Brunswick, 1673 (ii).
North-West Territories, 1655 (ii).
Nova Scotia, 1561, 1673 (ii).
Ontario, 1566, 1655, 1674 (ii).
Prince Edward Island, 1561 (ii).
Quebec, 1563, 1673 (ii).

MisceManeous:
Floods, Montreal and Vicinity, Examination, 1678.

&For Repairs and Working Expensea seI "Collection of Revenues."

SUPPLY-Continued.
Comrriu-Continued.

Public Works-Income-Continued.
Repairs, Furniture, &o.:

Rideau Hall, 1542; conc., 1688 (ii).
Site (rent) old Parlt. H1ouse, Quebec, 1655 (ii).

Roads and Bridges:
Grand River Bridges, Haldimand 1675 (ii).
Ottawa City and River Bridges, 1571, 1677 (ii).

Telegraphs:
Bonilla Point and Victoria (13.0.) 1678 (ii).
Telephone (Wolf Island, Ont., end Mainland)

1677 (ii).
Quarantine:

Cattle Quarantine, Expenses, 1200 (ii).
Grosse Isle, &c., 1196 (ii).
Medical Inspection, Quebue, 1195 (ii).

Railways and Canals*-Capital:
Canals:

Cornwall, 1452; cone., 1687 (ii).
Culbute, 1460 (ii).
Grenville, 1459 (ii).
Lachine, 1452 (ii).
Lake St. Louis, 1453 (ii).
Murray, towards completion, 1453, 1646 (ii).
St. Anne's, 145J, 1646 (ii).
St. Lawrence River and Canals, 1453, 1646 (ii).
Sault Ste. Marie, 1446, 1624 (ii).
Tay, 1459 (ii).
Trent River Navigation, 1454 (ii).
Williamsburg, Farran's Point division, 1453.
Welland, 1453; conc., 1688 (ii).

Railways :
Canadian Pacific Ry. (construction) 1221 (ii).
Cape Breton Ry. (construction) 1230 (ii).
Eastern Extension Ry. (construction) 1231 (ii).
Intercolonial Ry.:

Dalhousie Branch, 1226 (il).
Freight Rates, 1650 (ii).
General Vote, 1224; suppl., 1644, 1650 (ii).
Heating and Electricity in Cars, 1227 (ii).
Indiantown Branch, 1646 (ii).
Maccan Station, increasect accommodation,

1225 (ii).
Moncton, increased accommodation, 1225 (ii).
Pictou Town Branch, 1226, 1645 (ii).
Rolling Stock, 1645 (ii).
St. Charles Branch, 1225, 1645 (ii).
St. John, increased accommodation, 1224 (ii).
Spring hill, increased accommodation, 1224.
Snow Sheds, 1645 (i).
Working Expenses, 1650 (ii).

Oxford and New Glasgow Ry. (construction)
1230 (ii).

For Repairs and Working Expenu sme "Collection of Revenues."
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SUPPLY-Continued:
CoMMITTEE-Continued.

Railways and Canals -Income:
Canals:

Chambly, 1460 (ii).
Culbute, 1460 (ii).
Dam at Bobcaygeon, 1460 (ii).
Lakefield and Balsam Lake Channel, 1461 (ii).
Miscellaneous, Scows, &c., 1646 (ii).
Rideau Bridges, 1646, 1671 (ii).
St. Ours' Look, 1460 (ii).
Trent River Nav., R. Stephenson's Claim, 1460.
Welland, 1460, 1671 (ii).

Railways :
Surveys and Inspections, 1460 (ii).

dientiflc Institutions :
Meteorological Service, conc., 1688 (ii).

Steamship Subventions. See " Mail Subsidies"
CONCURRENCE :

Administration of Justice, 1685 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, 1687 (il).
Immigration, 1686 (ii).
Lakes Superior and Huron Surveys, cono., 1688 (ii),
Meteorological Service, 1688 (ii).
Mail Subsidy, Can., Antwerp or Germany, 1689 (ii).
Manitoba Penitentiary, 1686 (ii).
Printing Bureau, Plant, &o., 1689 (ii).
Royal Military College, 1687 (ii).
Returns, Preparation Extra Clerks, cone., 1688 (ii).
Repairs, Furniture, &c., 1688 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, 1686 (ii).
Welland Canal, 1688 (ii).

Supply Bill No. 141 (Sir Charles Tupper). Res., conc.
in, 1°*, 20*, and 30*, 1690 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 1 )

SURVEYS AND INSPECTIONS, RYS.: in Com. of Sup., 1460.
- CAUGHNAWAGA INDIAN REsERVE : Ques. (Mr. Doyon)

495 (i).
(GEoLoGIcAL) OTTAWA COUNTY: Ques. (Mr. Wright)

495 (i).
- LAKES SUPERIOR AND HURON: cone., 1688 '(ii).

TARIFF CHANGES AND NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS: Re-
marks (Sir Richard Cartwright) 24 (i).

TAT CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1459 (ii).
TELEGRAPH LINES, ASSUMPTION BY GOVT.: M. for Sel. Com.

(Mr. Denison) 101 (i).
- N. W. T. AND B. C. ; in Com. of Sup., 1633,

1617 (il).
TELEPHONE (WOLF ISLAND, ONT. AND MAINLAND): in COm.

of Sup., 1677 (ii).
TEMiscouATA RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Sir Charles

Tupper) 1546; in Com., 1593 (ii).
TERMs or CONFEDERATION WITH P.E.I.: M. for copies*

(Mr. Perry) 61 (i).
- COMPENSATION FOR NON-FULFILMENT: Ques. (Mr.

Perry) 86 (i).
- - Ques. (Mr. Davies, P.E.1.) 140 (i).

Territories Real Property Act (Chap. 51 Rev.
Statutes) Amt. B. No. 104 (Mr. Thompson). 1°,
899; 2°*, 1195; prop. Res., 1259; in Com., 1416; in
Com. on B., 1412, 1415; 30*, 1433 (ii). (51 Vie., c. 20.)

Thousand Island Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 84
(Mr. Taylor). 1°*, 489; 2Q*, 612 (i); in Com. and
30*, 1067 (ii). (51 Vie., c. 75.)

THOROLD CANAL WATER PowER: Ques. (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 647 (i).

TIoNisH AND MIMINIGASH BREAKWATERS: Ques. (Mr. Perry)
86, 712 (i).

ToBAcco LEAF, PURCHASE AND SALE: Ques. (fr. Thérien)
66 (i).

Tobique Gypsum and Colonisation Ry. Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 79 (Mr. Burns). 1°*, 489; 20*,
530; in Com. and 30*, 790 (i). (51 Vic., c. 71.)

TOBIQUE, YALLEY RY. Co's. SUBSIDY: Res. prop. (Sir
Charles Tupper) and in Com., 1626 (ii).

Toronto Board of Trade Acts Amt. B. No. 114
(Mr. Small). 1°*, 1031; 2°*, 1067 ; in Com.
and 3°*, 1313 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 99.)

TRADE AND NAVIGATION IRETURNS: presented (Mr. Bowell)

18 (i).
TRADE COMBINATIONS: M. (Mr. WallaCe) for Sel. Com , 28 (i).

--- M. (Mr. Wallace) to employ shorthand writer, 51 (i).

M. (Mr. Edgar) for Sel. Com. wthdn,, 60 (i).

Trade Combinations prevention, B. No. 138
(Mr. Wallace). 1°, 1544; Notice of Motion (Bill to
take effcot 22nd May) 1691 (ii).

Remarks on adjnmt. (Mr. Mftchell) 24 (i).
TRADE RELATIONS BETWEEN G. B. AND COLONIES: prop.

-Res. (Mr. Marshall) 1069 (ii).
Deb. (Mr. Yfc arthy) 1069; (Mr. Casey) 1078; (Mr. Ftsher) 108 ; (M!r.

Tupper, Pictou) 1086; (Vr. Mills, B.thwell) 1088; (Gen. Laurie)

1091; (Mr. Davin) 1091 (ii).

TRA DES UNIGNS, COPIES OF EUL ES: M. for Rot. (Mr. 4niyot)
46 (i).

REGULATIONS re REGISTRY, &c.: M. for copies (Mr.

Amyot) 50 (i).
-- UNDER 35 Vic., CAP. 30, &o.: M. for copies* (Mr.

Amyot) 50 (i).
TRANSLATION OF BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Amyot) 85 (i).
TRANSLATORS. See " DEBATES."

TRAVELLING EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 1167 (ii).
- - Remarks (Kr. McMullen) in Com. of Sup., 104 (i).
TRAVERSE RIVER, LowER: in Com. of Sap., 1681 (il).
TRAVis, Ex JUSTICE: Remarks, in Cam. of Sup., 114 (i).

Treason and Felony (forfeitures). See "CRIMINAL
LAw."

Treaty between Her Majesty and President of
«U. S. See " IsHERIEs."

Tree Peddlers. See " PEDDLERs."
TRENT RIVER NAV.: in Com of Sup., 1454 (ii).
- - (R STEPHENSON'S CLAIM): in Com. of Sap, 1460.

TRENT VALLY CANAL ComHISSIoN, CoR, &c.: M. for Ret.

(Mr. Barron) 71 (i).
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INDEX.
Tudor, Eleonora'Elizabeth. Sec " DIvoaoE."
TUPPiER, Sia CHARLES, MEMBER ELECT FOR CUMBEILAND:

introduced, 18 (i).
UNITED STATES WRECKING VESSELS IN CAN. WATERS, COR.

M. for cOpies (Mr. Edgar) 666 (i).
VACANoIES: notification (Mr. Speaker) 1, 85, 124.(1).
VACCINE, GRANT FOR PREPARING: Ques. (Mr. Fiset) 140 (1).
VALIQUETTE, SERGEANT, SUPRANNUATION: Ques. (Mr. done$,

Balifax) 1506 (ii),
VALLERAND, F. O., CUSTOMS SIZURIES ON, CUR., 0.C '8

&c.: M. for copies (gr. Lanqelier, Quebec) 1068 (ii).
VENTILATION OF fOUSE OF COMMONS: Remark8 (Sir Rich-

ard, Cartwright &c.) 171 (i).
VESSELS, OVIRLOADINO, LEGISLATION': Ques. (Ur. Guilet)

140 (i).
VETERA&NS OF 1812: in Com. of Sup., 1201 (ii).
- - oF 1837, PENSIONS: Ques. (Mr Furcell) 85 (i).

oF 1866-70, MEDALS-: QueS. (Mr. Somerville) 965 (ii).

VICTORI&, B.C., IMMIGRATION AGENT: in COM Of Sup., 116ý0.

--- POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr. McMullen) 826 (ii).

- RET. OF MEMBER ELEOT : nOtificatiOn (Mr.
Speaker) 1 (i).

VIcTORIA COUrNTY (ONT ) MAIL SERVICE: Ques. (Mr. Barron)
825 (ii).

VIcTORIA (N.S.) RET. OF MEMBER-ELECT : nOtification

(Ur. Speaker) 1 (i).
TOTERs' LISTS, COST: Ques. (Mr. C'hoquette) 27 (i).
- SUSPENSION OF REVISION: Ques. (Mr. Weldon, St.

John) 965 (ii).
WALLACE, ROBERT, LATE POSTMASTER, B. C.: Ques. (Kr.

McMullen) 826 (ii).

WAINGTON TREATY. See "FI.HERIES TREATY."

WATERET, P., FOREIGN EMIGRAT10N AGENT, EMPLOYMENT

by GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Holton) 966 (ii).
WATER SUPPLY TO CARTRIDGE FACTORY AND DRILL HALL,

QUEBEo, COR.: M. for copies (Mr. Langelier. Quebec)
1092 (ii).

WAYS AND KEANS: Res. for Com. (Ur. Bowell) 18 (i).
..-- THE BUDGET: (Sir Charles Tupper) 1081; reply

(Sir Richard Cartwright) 1049; Amt , 1061 (ii).
Deb. on Amt. to M. for Com (Mr. McLelan) 1093; (Ur. Paterson,

Brant) 1101; (Mr. Hesson) 1113; (Ur. Trow) 1114; (Ur.

Mutock) 1114; (Ur. Cook) 1114 ; neg. (Y. 66, N. 117) 1120 (ii).
.---- in Com., 1121 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act (salt packages)
Amt. B. No. î18 (1fr. Costigan). 10, 1093; 2°*, mnl
Com. and 30*, 1402 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 25.)

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT AMT.: QUeS. (Mr. .tMifain

Buron) 97 (i).
WELLAN» CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 1453,1460,1671; cone.,

1688 (ii).
---- ScTioN "A ": Ques. (lir. Edgar) 496 (i).
WZLL&ND RIVER, BRIDGE AT CHIPPAWA: QQes. (Sir Richard

Cartwright) 65 (i).
WELLINGTON JIARBOR OF REFUGE, COR. Ac.: M. for n1et.y

(Mr. Platt) 866 (i).

WEST INDIES, COMMERCIAL RELATIONS: M. for Cor. (Gen.
Laurie) 903 (ii).

Deb. (Mr. Brown) 904; (Mr. Skinner) 904; (Mr. Wood, Breekvile)
905; (Mr. Jones, NBeljtr) 905; (Mr. VcNiU) 906; (Mr. Ellia)
906; (Mr. KEnsy) 907; (Mr. Ei.enhauer) 908; (Wr. Wlsh) 908;
(Mr. WeLdon, Albert) 909; (1r. Daies, P E.I.) 909; (Mr. Mille,
Annapogis) 910; (Mr. Mill#, Bohtell) 911 ; (Gen. Lawriù)
911; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 912; (Mr. GilLmor) 912 (11).

Western Ontario Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 14
(Mr. Ward). 1°*, 62; 2°*, 128; in Com. and 3°*,
496 (i). (51 Vic., c. 69.)

WHALE SISHERIEs, HUDSON'S BAT : Que. (Kr. Amyot)
826 (ii).

WHARVES AND PIERS IN P. E. I., QARE oF: Ques. (Mr.
Davies, P1£J.I.) 965 (ii).

WHITE, ffW N. THOMAR, DEGEABE 0Fo: Remarks (Sir Bector
Langevin) 962 (ii).

WITLLIAMSBURG CANAL: in Com. Sup., 1453 (ii).

WINKLER, MRS BARBARA, PAYMENT FOR Loos op' REIes.
TERED LETTER: Ques. (Mr, Landerkin) 750 (i).

WINTER NAVIGATION, P. E. I. AND N. B, : Ques. (Mr. Perry)
712 (i).

Wool TSLAND HIARBOR, BREDOINO: Ques. (Kr. Welah) 140.

Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s Acts
Amt. B. No. 63 (Mr. Perley, Assniboia). 1°*,
380; 2°*, 498; in Co. and 3°*, Gi12 (i). (51 Vic.,

c. 87.)
WORKINO EXPENSES, 1. C. R.: in Conm. of Sup., 1650 (ii).
WORKS ON AMERICA, PUICHASE: in Com. of Sap., 1030.

Wrecked Vessels Aid B. No. 7 (Mr. Kirkpatrick).
10, 44; 20 m., 770 ; deb, adjnd., 778 (i); rmmd., 917,

o' neg (Y. 61, N. 84) 921 (il).
Deb. on 20 (Sir Charles Tupper) 770 ; (Mr. Kirkpatrick) 770; (Mr.

Shanly) 772 ; (Vr Charlton) 772 ; (Mr. O'B,ien) 777 ; (Mr.

Ca8ey) 777 ; (Mr. Paterson, Brant) 778 ; (Mr. Tupper) 778 (1);

(Sir Charles Tupper) 917; (Mr. Laurier) 917; (Mr. Kirk.

patrick) 918 ; (Kr. Edgar) 918-; (Mr. Bowell) 919; (Mr. Pat-

teon, Essex) 920 ; (Mr. Curran) 921 (ii).

WRECKING VESSELS (CANADIAN) IN U. S. WATERS, COR.

M. for copies (Mr. Platt) 866 (ii).

WRECKS ON GREAT LAK8s AND LosS oF LiFz: M. for Ret.
(Mr. Dawson) 19, 752 (i).

- INVESTIGATIONS: in Com. Of Sup., 1578 (ii).
WRITS ISSUED. See " ELECTIONS."

YARM UTI, RIT. OF MEMBER ELECT.: notification (Mr.
,Ppaker) 1 (i).

York Farmers Colonisation Co.'s B, No. 107
0 Mr. McCulla) 10* 1031; 2°*, 1067; iin COm.
and 3*, 1313 (ii). (51 Vic., c. 106.)

YoRK-S1McOE BATT. KIT ALLOWANCE: X. for Rot. (Mr.
.Mulock) 66 (i).

YOUNG, CAPT., COR., &C., RESPECTING CLAIM: M. for oopy*

(Mr. Scarth) 866 (ii).
YOUNG, CHAS., DuP. BETURNING OFFICOER FOR HALDIMANDi

Ques. (Sir Richard Cartwright) 648 (i).
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