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THE DEBATES

—OF THE—

SENATEor CANADA,

—IN THE—

THIRD SESSION OF THE FIFTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF
CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS

ON THE 29tH OF JANUARY, 1885, IN THE FORTY-
EIGHTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

Her Majesty Queen VICTORIA.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, January 29th, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATORS.

The SPEAKER presented to the House
communications from the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, certifying that His
Excellency the Governor General had

summoned to the Senate the Honorable
Messrs.,

William McDONALD, of Cape Breton,

N. S, in the room of the late Hon. Mr.
Bourinot,

Joseph BOLDUC, of St. Victor de

Tring, Que., in the room of the late Hon.
Mr. Pozer,

Hon. Theodore ROBITAILLE, of

New Carlisle, Que., in the room of Hon.
Louis Robitaille, resigned,

Michael SULLIVAN, of the City of
Kingston, Ont., and

Hon. James Robert GOWAN, of the
Town of Barrie, Ont,

Hon. Messrs. McDonald, Bolduc and
Robitaille were then introduced, and

having taken the Oath prescribed by
law, took their seats.

The House was adjourned during
pleasure.

SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

This day, at THREE o'clock P. M., His
ExXCELLENCY THE (GOVERNOR-GENERAL
proceeded in state to the Chamber of the
Senate, in the Parliament Buildings, and
took his seat upon the Throne. The
Members of the Senate being assembled,
His Excellency was pleased to command
the attendance of the House of Commons,
and that House being present, His
EXCELLENCY was pleased to open the
THIRD SESSION of the FIFTH PARLIAMENT
oF THE DoMINION OF CANADA, with the
following Speech :—

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

In again meeting you for the despatch of
business, I have to congratulate you on the
abundant harvest with which Providence has
blessed our Country, and upon the general
condition of the Dominion. Its commercial
prosperity, although it has to some extent shared
in the depression which has prevailed in Great
Britain and in the neighbouring Republic, rests
upoen foundations which no temporary or partial
disturbance can remove.

I trust that the present year will be one of peace
and progress, '
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The flow of population into Manitoba and the
North-West Territories, although impeded by
various and unexpected causes, has been substantial,
and the testimony of members of the British
Association, and other visitors to the North-West
last summer as to the well-being, contentment,
and hopefulness of the setilers, is most gratifying.

A Bill introducing into those Territories a more
simple and economical system for the transfer of
land will be laid before you.

The Report of the Commission for the consoli-
dation of the Statutes affecting the Dominion has
been completed, and will be submitted to you for
legislative action.

You are again invited to consider a measure
telating to the representation of the people in
Parliament and for the assimilation of the Elec-
toral Franchises in the several Provinces.

A provisional arrangement of matters for somg
time under discussion with the Government of
Manitoba has been entered into, and a measure
confirming the same will be submitted to you so
soon as it has been accepted by the Provincial
Legislature.

I deemed it expedient to issue during the recess
a Commission to consider and report upon the
whole subject of Chinese Immigration, with
reference to its trade relations, as well as to those
social and moral objections which have been taken

to the influx of the Chinese people into Canada.

The Report of the Commissioners is very nearly
completed, and will be laid before you during the
present Session.

The necessity of encouraging thz speedy con-
struction of lines of Railway through the North-
West Territories has pressed itself on my Govern-
ment, and you will be asked to aid Railway
enterprise by liberal grants of land.

Urgent representations have been made by the
Boards of Trade of the chief towns in Canada, as
well as by some of the Chambers of Commerce in
Great Britain, of the necessity that exists for the
adoption of some system of Bankruptcy or insol-
vency giving adequate protection against undue
prelerences, and your attention to this important
subject is earnestly invited.

In pursuance of the vote of last Session I
caused a vessel to be fitted out and dispatched to
Davis’ Straits and Hudson’s Bay, in order to obtain
more accurate information as to the navigation of
those waters, and test the practicability of the
route for commercial purposes.

A report of the progress of the expedition
during the last season will be laid before you.

An International Exhibition will be opened at
Antwerp during the present year, and a Colonial
and Indian Exhibition is to be held in London in
1886. Canada should, I think, be represented in
her various manufactures and natural productions
on both occasions, and I invoke your consideration
of the best means of aiding in these important
objects.

Several other measures of importance will be
submitted to you; among them will be Bills to
amend the Insurance Act of 1877, the Civil
Service Act, and the law relating to contagious
diseases among cattle, as well as measures for
taking, at an early period, a census of the popula-
tion of the North-West Territories, and one re-
lating to the North-West Mounted Police.

Gentlemen of the [louse of Commons :

The accounts of the past fiscal year will be laid
before you. You will find that notwithstanding
the very considerable reduction in the prices and
volume of many of the leading imports, the in-
come has excceded the expenditure chargeable to
Consolidated Revenue.

The Estimates for the ensuing year will also be
submitted, They will be found, I trust, to have

been prepared with due regard to economy,

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

I am sure that your earnest consideration will
be given to the subjects I have mentioned, as well
as to every matter which may affect the prosperity
and good government of Canada.

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

The House was resumed.
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RAILWAYS BILL.
FIRST READING.

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL intro-
duced a Bill intituled “ An Act relating to
‘Rallways.n

The Bill was read the first time.

THE ADDRESS.
MOTION.

The SPEAKER reported His Excel-
lency’s Speech from the Throne and the
$ame was then read by the Clerk.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the House do take into consideration

the Speech of His Excellency the Governor
General to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.
THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

REPORT.

The SPEAKER
of the Actin
the Library

“X presented the Report
g bel:anan on the state of
of Parliament,

The Report having been read, it was
ordered that the same do lie on the table.

The Senate adjourned 4. 30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, January joth, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
Three o'clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS,

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)—I
have much pleasure in moving that an
Address be presented to His Excellency
the Governor General, in reply to the
Speech. from the Throne.
I think, hon. gentlemen, the Speech
may be justly considered very satisfactory
as Indicating the position of the country,

the satisfactory condition of the revenue,
and the many useful measures on which
we are invited to legislate during the
present session.

We must all feel gratified in the assur-
ance and knowledge that the country has
been blessed with a bountiful harvest, and
that peace and plenty prevail in all parts
of the Dominion—the highest blessings
which can be obtained, and which are the
aim of all countries to attain.

Although peace may reign within our
own immediate borders, yet we cannot
help feeling deep interest and great anxiety
in the affairs of the Empire, and that her
wars and troubles are shared in by the
Dominion of Canada ; that what sheds a
lustre on the Empire sheds a lustre on
us, and that any reverse or loss of prestige
she may suffer, would be deeply felt by
this, the oldest and most important colony
of Great Britain. May the Empire prosper
wherever her flag floats.

In looking at the trade position of the
country we must hold in view the very
great extent to which the commercial
relations of all civilized nations are inter-
woven, and that any disturbance of trade
of an upward or downward tendency in
any one country soon acts on the others,
and this sensitive feeling is clearly illus-
trated in this country. The condition of
trade in England, the United States and
the West Indies, (for which we cannot be
held responsible), has affected us most
injuriously. Canada being a large pro-
ducer of corn, meat, fish and timber must,
to make her prosperous, have foreign
markets—and when, unfortunately, the
markets of those three countries, England,
the United States and the West Indies,
which are our chief customers, are closed
to us by the depressed condition of trade
in those countries, we must look for a
corresponding state of things in the
Dominion, and we may consider ourselves
fortunate that we stand as well as we do
in the face of such circumstances.

It has been said, and no doubt will be
said again, that our fiscal policy is at the
root of our present depression, that our
manufactures are over-stimulated, the
result being over-production, warehouses
over stocked, and low markets.

I deny that our fiscal system is the
cause of any such condition—in proof of
which I will instance England, which
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cannot be accused of over stimulating her
manufactures. If any country is a free
trade country she is—especially in cotton,
woolens and iron—and what do we find?
Unfortunately, stagnation,—hundreds of
mills and factories closed, thousands of
persons unemployed, and her shipping
tndustry in great distress.

I will now take the United States, with
a high protective tariff, and what do we
find? Just the same condition of things
which prevails in England. So that under
free trade, and protection, commercial
countries are evidently doomed to perio-
dical waves of depression. 1 will leave
the political economist to solve the problem
—which of the two systems creates the
evil—reserving to myself the opinion that
a moderate fostering cf our young indus-
tries, such as we have in Canada, is the
wisest course.

I have no doubt but our manufacturers,
who deserve every praise and encourage-
ment, will, with experience, learn to gauge
their productions so as to correspond with
the demand, and thereby avoid the fluc-
tuatior s to which business is now liable.
The farmers of this country, with their
surplus grain, although prices are low, are
most fortunate compared with those of
England and other parts of Europe.
Here the farmer is his own landlord.
With no rents or poor rates to pay he can
afford to hold his stock for better times,
whereas in Europe rents and taxes are
very high and must be paid, and the
farmer is compelled to sell his produce,
however low the market may be, to meet
those demands. OQur farmers then, with
more than abundance to eat and drink,
may be congratulated on their condition.

We can only judge of the position of
our country by comparing it with that of
others, and I think hon. gentlemen will
agree with me that the prospects and
condition of the Dominion compare favor-
ably with those of any other country,

It is very gratifying to know that the
cumulative testimony of disinterested and
distinguished persons continues to confirm
the favorable impressions previously
formed of the adaptability of the Canadian
North-West as a field for immigration,
where every man may be his own landlord,
and where wich ordinary industry he may
live in comfort and peace- It is pleasing
to know that a reasonable addition was

Hox. Mx. MACDONALD (B.C.)

made in the past year to the population
of that country. A moderate tide of
immigration, which the country can con-
veniently absorb, is more to be desired
than too rapid a flow, which from its
volume might have to endure some priva-
tion. We are pleased to know that every
facility will be given for the acquisition
and transfer of land in that country.

The Act relating to the representation
of the people, and the measure confirming
the arrangement with Manitoba, will, I
am sure, receive the best consideration of
this House, as well as all those other
measures referred to in the Speech from
the Throne.

‘The issuing of a Commission to enquire
into the various phases of the Chinese
question was, no doubt, the best course to
take ; especially in view of the very ex-
treme opinions held by some persans on
this question.

In a free country, Chinamen as well as
persons of other nationalities, have their
rights and privileges, so long as they con-
form to the laws of the country. The
Chinaman has undoubted rights, but my
opinion on this subject I will defer to
some other time

1t is most cheering and encouraging to
know that the revenue of the country is
in such a prosperous condition, and this
is doubly gratifying when the shrinkage in
trade during the past year is taken into
consideration.

Then again, the credit of the country
never stood higher in the London money
market than it does now; nor has a co-
lonial loan ever been negotiated at so low
a rate of interest as that negotiated last
year.

The substantial wealth of the country
also has greatly increased in railways and
other improvements, and notably so in
the money savings of the people which
increased by two millions in the past
year. So that taking all in all, we have
reason to be satisfied with the state of our
country.

There is a subject of some importance
to which I may briefly allude, of which I
consider the Colonies may feel proud.
That is, the desire on the part of many
eminent statesmen for closer union with
the Colonies—a federation of all the
Colonies with the Empire. Whether such
a grand scheme can be perfected it would
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be premature now to say. The interest
taken in the Colonies, however, mustbe a
matter of satisfaction to us.

There is another matter for which we
have particular reason to feel gratified,
that is the marked honor conferred on
the Premier of the Dominion by our
graclous Sovereign. Such a fitting recog-
nition of his long nublic services, will, 1
am sure, be regarded by the majority of
the people with much satisfaction.

I beg to move :—

That the following Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor General to offer the
respectful thanks of this House to His Excellency
for the gracious Speech he has been pleased to
make to both Houses of Parliament, namely :—

To His EXceLLENCY the Most Honourable
Henry Charles Keith Petty-Fitzmaurice, Marquis
of Lansdowne, in the County of Somerset, Earl
of Wycombe, of Chipping Wycombe, in the
County of Bucks, Viscount Caln and Calnstone,
in the County of Wilts, and Lord Wycombe,
Baron of Chipping Wycombe, in the County of
Bucks, in the I'eerage of Great Britain; Earl of
Kerry and Earl of Shelburne, Viscount Clan-
maurice and Fitzmaurice, Baron of Kerry, Lixnaw,

and Dunkerron, in the Peerage of Ireland ; Gov-
ernor General of Canada.

MaAY 1T PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :—

We, Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada in Parliament assembled,
humbly thank Your Excellency for your gracious
Speech at the opening of this Session.

We rejoice that Your Excellency in again meet-
ing us for the despatch of business has to congra-
tulate us on the abundant harvest with which
Providence has blessed our country, and upon the
general condition of the Dominion, whose com-
mercial prosperity, although it has to some extent
shared in the depression which has prevailed in
Great Britain and the neighbouring Republic,
rests upon foundations which no temporary or
partial disturbance can remove.

We trust, with Your Excellency, that the
present year will be one of peace and progress.

It affords us great satisfaction to be informed
that the flow of population into Manitoba and the

—

North-West Territories, although impeded by
various and unexpected causes, has been substane
tial, and that the testimony of members of the
British Association and of other visitors to the
North-West last summer’ as to the well-being,
contentment, and hopefulness of the settlers, is
most gratifying.

We learn with much interest that a Bill intro-
ducing into those Territories a more simple and

economical system for the transfer of land will be
laid before us.

It affords us much pleasure to know that the
Report of the Commission for the consolidation
of the Statutes affecting the Dominion has been
completed and will be submitted to us for legisla-
tive action.

The consideration which Your Excellency hap
been pleased again to invite to a measure relating
to the representation of the people in Parliamenty
and for the assimilation of the Electoral_Franchise
in the several Provinces, shall be most attentively
given thereto.

We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that a provisional arrangement of matters for
some time under discussion with the Government
of Manitoba has been entered into, and that a
measure confirming the same will be submitted to

us so soon as it has been accepted by the Provine
cial Legislature.

We receive with great interest the informatiom
that Your Excellency deemed it expedient to issue
during the recess a Commission to consider and
report upon the whole subject of Chinese Immi.
gration with reference to its trade relations, as
well as to those social and moral objections which
have been taken to the influx of the Chinese peo-
ple into Canada; and that the Report of the
Commissioners is very nearly completed, and will
be laid before us during the present Session.

We hear with interest that the necessity of en~
couraging the speedy construction of lines of raile
way through the North-West Territories has
pressed itself on Your Excellency’s Government,
and that we will be asked to aid railway enter-
prise by liberal grants of land.

We thank Your Excellency for inviting our
attention to the urgent representations which’
have been made by the Boards of Trade of the
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chief towns in Canada, as well as by some of the
,-Chambers of Commerce in Great Britain, of the
necessity that exists for the adoption of some sys-
tem of Bankruptcy or Insolvency giving adequate
protection against undue preferences; and we
beg to assure Your Excellency that this importan,
subject shall receive our earnest consideration.

We also thank Your Excellency for informing
us that, in pursuance of the vote of last Sessiont
Your Excellency caused a vessel to be fitted out
and despatched to Davis’ Straits and Hudson’s
Bay, in order to obtain more accurate information
as to the navigation of those waters, and to test
the practicability of the route for commercial pur-
boses; and that a report of the progress of the

expedition will be laid before us.
H

We agree with Your Excellency in thinking
$hat, as an International Exhibition will be opened
at Antwerp during the present year, and as a
Colonial and Indian Exhibition is to be held in
London in 1886, Canada should be represented in
her various manufactures and natural productions
‘on both occasions. The best means of aiding in
these important objects shall not fail to receive
the consideration Your Excellency has been

pleased to invoke from us.

It affords us pleasure to learn that several other
measures of importance will be submitted to us ;
and that among them will be Bills to amend the
Insurance Act of 1877, the Civil Service Act, and
the law relating to contagious diseases among
cattle, as well as measures for taking at an carly
period a census of the population of the North-
West Territories, and one relating to the North-
West Mounted Police.

We beg to assure Your Excellency that our
earnest consideration will be given to the subjects
your Excellency has mentioned, as well as to every
matter which may affect the prosperity and good
government of Canada.

. Hon. DRr. SULLIVAN—The distin-
guished honor of scconding the Address,
which has justbeen so ably presented to you
by my hon. friend from British Columbia,
is a peculiar gratification to me, a gratifi-
cation which I would be happy to exhibit
more properly than I can on this occasion,
were the time afforded me. Unfortunately,

I must throw myself on the generosity of
this House, and ask them to attribute any
faults of mine to the short time at my
disposal, which did not admit of such
preparation as would be worthy of this
occasion.

The agricultural interest of this country,
strong, powerful and progressive, rejoices
in the results of a bountiful harvest. The
prosperity of this interest is felt by all
classes of the community. When they
rejoice the whole country shares in their
rejoicing ; in their adversity the whole
country is sad with them. I am, therefore,
very glad to be able to congratulate this
House on the bountiful harvest which the
agricultural community have reaped and
on the restoration of their prosperity.

The flow of population into Manitoba,
as is mentioned here, is a matter which is
also of great consequence to the whole
Dominion. One of the most important
social events of last year was the visit of
the British Medical Association to Can-
ada. 'T had the honor of meeting its
members in Montreal, and from every one
of them I heard words of pride and gratifi-
cation at the extraordinary success to which
Canada had attained, and expressions of
surprise at seeing such a hardy, bold,
adventurous race occupying the North-
west as they found there.

I shall not take the time of the House
in dealing with other matiers which are
mentioned in this Address. I am sure
we all take a deep interest in the subject
of Chinese immigration, in its moral and
social aspects, and it is possible that
Canada may succeed in solving this, as she
has solved other difficult problems in
government. We shall look forward with
great interest to the report of the com-
missioners on this subject, and probably
we will be enabled to reach some satisfac-
tory conclusion on this grave question
which threatens to agitate the whole
Dominion,

I am pleased to find that the possibility
of Davis’ Straits and Hudson’s Bay being
used for commercial purposes has been
tested, and although there are rumors—
not anything definite, but rumors merely—
that not much may be expected in this
direction, possibly something much more
beneficial to the whole Dominion may
result therefrom than is generally antici-
pated.
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Reference is also made in the Address
to thf: Exhibition, or World’s fair, to be
eld in Holland during the current year.
S those exhibitions are powerful means
of advancing the interests of Canada, and
dlssemlqating a knowledge of this country
and of its people and products, thereby
:ies‘i;mg the purpose of an extensive adver-
careégulagenc-y’ the subject is worthy of
Consideration, and is one which, I

. :&Zg\'xll result in Canada being properly
frUgai nted In a country containing a
- and industrious ~population, a
People amongst whom undoubtedly the
est class of emigrants for this country
will be found.
estBr:l:;the fact of which we all have great-
ho thisson to be proud is that the affairs
ouch country have becn conducted with
A economy and efficiency that the
Overnment are able to announce another

222)135 I am aware that many people
nsider a surplus undesirable. I enter-
tain a dj

fo flerent opinion. It may be due
Y ignorance of how
in::w }tcl’;;lt(,ul)orl these questions, but I
is not con {g the ordinary affairs of life it
have Sidered an undesirable thing to
ea ;urp]uS at one’s command.
depressic?rﬁnﬂ;e dan{wmjcement. that the
over. It ig fade in Canada is passing
statements thotne of the most pleasing
Address W:}l, could be made in the
depress‘i;m h.wn we look at the great
with which Wv ich prevails in the countries
ated, thos We are most intimately associ-
closely i € with which our interests are so
Y identified, England and the United

Parliamentary

Sta the

oth?’s’a f?: et SgOngly protectionist, the
! € trade .

claim th country, surely we may

o 1:1“ the depression in Canada has
focar ]}o?t remote connection with our
gratiﬁl oficy. It was with great pride and
s ::;mc?n I'heard recently the announce-
e dqu? le by the gentlemen who control
st r;ines of this country, that they were
liftecithls ;:d with the National Policy which
Al e cloudsof depression fromthis land
and shed a gloom of sunshine on its com-
mercial condition, and first gave our peo-
ple hope and encouragement. It was
gratifying tolearn that not only are they
not dissatisfied with that policy, but that
they are determined to stand by it, and
that they expect it will continue to confer
solid and abiding advantages on the peo-
Ple of this country. They refuse to be-

lieve that it has had any connection with
the depression, which is happily passing
away, but on the contrary they are satis-
fied that it has prevented much more ex-
tensive distress than might otherwise have
been expected in the manufacturing inter-
ests. For these reasons they are deter-
mined to adhere 1o it, and I hope that
nothing will cause them to swerve frcm
their determination in this respect. The
National Policy, no doubt, induced many
persons to enter into manufacturing, with
the natural result of over-production. For
that we have no remedy but the operation
of the law of the survival of the fittest.
Those who are best able to maintain
themselves and retain their positions will
do so, and those who are not able must,
of course, find other occupations, and thus
the commercial interests of the Dominion
will be strengthened and consolidated,
and maintained in a prosperous condition.

There is also reference made in this
Address to an Insolvency Bill. Of that I
can have but a very imperfect knowledge.
I have, however, a recollection of the
great dissatisfaction which prevailed under
the former system, and I remember how
the grievance becaine so great that the
Government had finally to repeal the Act
and leave the different provinces to manage
these matters for themselves. I am glad
to learn that something will be done to
ensure a fair distribution of bankrupt
estates.

I think there is reason for congratulation
on the peaceful and prosperous condition
of Canada. In no country in the world
has there been a steadier and more solid
and enduring progress than there are
evidences of in the Dominion. My obser-
vation is, of course, limited to the locality
and neighborhood in which I live, but
judging by that—and I ara sure it is not the
most prosperous portion of the country—
no better evidence could be afforded of
the happiness and contentment which
prevail amongst all classes.

The confederation of the Provinces and
the legislation of the past few years—
because but 17 years have passed since the
Union—have had the effect of inspiring a
national sentiment and removing those
animosities and acerbities which disturbed
the quiet and peaceable relations of the
people, and to-day they occupy the position
of being the freest, the most tolerant, and,
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at the same time, the most contented peo-
ple in the world.

Hon. gentlemen, I thank you for the
kind manner in which you have received
the few crude remurks which I have had
to make—necessarily crude from the im-
possibility of devoting to the subject that
time and attention which the dignity of
this House demands—and therefore is it
with feelings of humility, and a conviction
of the imperfect manner in which I have
endeavored to express those sentiments,
that I crave your indulgence on this
occasion,

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—Knowing,
as the members of this hon. House do,
the long period of broken health which I
have passed through, and that I was
simply unable to take any part in the
proceedings of the House last session, I
am sure that hon. gentlemen will grant me
their usual kind indulgence in offering
some observations with regard to the
Address now before us.

I will preface the remarks I am about
to make by defining my own position. It
would be unmeaning on the part of the
leaders of the government to repeat a
former charge that I had gone over to the
Liberal party, from the views which 1 now
entertain. I simply speak as a member
of this high judicial body, because I have
never regarded this House as a body that
should be rendered partizan, and I have
always felt that the two leaders of this
House, in the manner in which they have
controlled it, have inflicted a deep injury
upon this Chamber, and upon the country.
I rise as a member of this high judicial
body to express the opinion which I con-
scientiously hold, thinking and acting for
the people of this country, and not for a
party. That is the view which I entertuin
of the vocation and duty of this House,
and, I may add, that at my advanced age
there is no office at the disposal of this or
any other Administration which I desire
to accept or could accept ; so let there be
no misunderstanding on that point, and
let there be no insinuations thrown out
by the Minister of Justice, as on former
occasions, that I am looking for office—
that I am wanting the Governorship of
Ontario, or any other position

When I speak, I do so according to the
best of my humble judgment in the

Hon. Dr. SULLIVAN.

interests of the country, and if 1 have ever:
said anything on the floor of this House
which the Senate has deemed to be an
error of judgment, I make the most ample
apology for any such sentiment that I may
have uttered. Hon. gentlemen know the
high opinion which I have always enter-
tained of the individual members of this.
House. They know that I have always.
expressed my opinion that a more estim-
able body does not exist in the Dominion
than the members of this Senate. But
the Senate has, in some manner, been
controlled by the leaders of this House;
their opinions are supposed by influences
used, to be silenced, and, as a natural
resuit, the Senate, as a body, no longer
commands the respect or confidence of
the country, and the charge lies at the
door of the Ministers of the Crown for the
manner in which they have conducted
themselves since they have come into
power.

I do not propose to weary the House
by referring to any of the subject matters
of this Address. When a vessel is believed
to be drifting amongst the breakers from
the guidance of the helmsman (that is the
Government, who appear to be suffering
from a fatal disease called Phrenzy) the
absorbing thought of those on board is
how the ship can be saved! It is a very
painful duty for me to say, that, as
an old and life-long Conservative (and I
hope to die a Conservative) I am trom a
sense of duty led to warn you that there
are acts of the present Conservative
Government that must affect disastriously
the country for a time, and must certainly
wreck the Conservative party in less than
two years, and, I am sorry to be compelled
to add, that therc are acts of the present
Government  which show lamentable
depravity of character and total abandon-
ment of principle. Some of their acts
show that as regarding the Government all
prudence, and care, and principle, and
justice, and public gratitude, are gone.
Vested rights are no longer respected but
are ruthlessly trampled under foot. This
Government has become a danger to the
State, and I will illustrate in what manner.

In my opinion the time has arrived when
mass meetings should be held from one
end of the Dominion to the other to stop
in their course those who, to retain power,
have demoralized the public men and the
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electorate, and are demoralizing the
?IE\qrches and the people of the country.
lhls Gow{erpmept, intoxicated by their
arge majority in the Commons, and
Y the kind manner in which the
Majority of this House yield to their
rflshes—unfortunately for the interests of
the country—have become so reckless,
At the bankers of Montreal and of
o for?nto are at this day alarmed to think
appe € position of our affairs. They
lirrf)itzzl to forget that we are a people of
Struggl; Numbers and limited wealth, only
toil 88ling into existence by hardship and
Wea.lth here may be an appearance of
numb In our cities.  We may see a
Servane(r .Of costly carriages with liveried
those S; but we are not quite sure that
obtain e(‘(zilmages are not run by moneys
by dof. \by fraud—by moneys obtained
that Sau ting banks. We are not sure
those Ome of the best houses in which
Obtaingzogle live are not built by money
anks andy fraud in connection with the
the con (ther monetary institutions of
I say that th G
e Government forget the
3%13;%55:3 state of the Maritime Provinces
there proglry' newspaper that comes from
resourcos zlfms. They forget the limited
hey have the Province of Quebec.
will reflect ot in their brain the fame that
constructeq 0}"]1. them, poor men, in having
tlantic 1 this colossal railway from the
travel ir t}?_the. Pacific, that they may
from oce €Ir triumphal car over that road
Tushing Z‘U} ;10 ocean, and we behold them
work tTirowth electric speed this public
and the gg the vast Laurentian ranges
ountaiﬁsr'%es and canyons of the Rocky
agricultura] 0 reach that rich and fertile
with it 16Country ‘of British Columbia
and the Go 1000 white people all told ;
to the io Vernment are looking forward
the conginy with which they will traverse
‘the bolls hent In their triumphal car ere
e ave rung in the advent of 1886.
merchant not a banker or enlightened
know thatmhthe country who does not
the Goye the public obligations which
must brinmme'm are throwing upon us
endan ergh widespread discontent, and
erationg td? permanence of the confed-
omin. an }‘xf disaster should overtake this
ent Govon’t e charge will lie with the pres-
the ¢ ernment.  When the people realize
€ fact that after we shali have spent

seventy millions of dollars on construction,
the country will have to vote eight mil-
lions of dollars annually for the operation
of a road, where, for sixteen hundred
miles little else can be heard but the
mournful screech of the owl, or the echoes
of the locomotive whistle in the solitudes.
of those mountains,—I say when the
people of this country realize this fact,
they will deeply regret the folly which
they and their representatives have been
guilty of, in supporting a Government
which appears to be lost to all sense of
responsibility, and who seem to think only
of keeping themselves in power. A great
publicwork may be carried out with wisdom
or it may be carried out to produce great
disaster. Qur great inter-oceanic road
should have been constructed with pru-
dential care, considering the oresent
extent of our population, and the
limited resources of the people, and it
should have been built by the Govern.
ment. Having said enough to prove
the entire recklessness of the Govern-
ment, would the House now kindly
permit me to show one of the instances
wherein the Government have inflicted
wrong and injustice, and shown gross in-
gratitude. I refer to the wrong and in-
justice done to the Grand Trunk Railway
by permitting the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way to build, with the aid of Government
subsidies, a competing line with the Grand
Trunk Railway, through the Province of
Ontario, with the view eventually of extend-
ing it to Chicago with moneys out of the
public chest of the Dominion. When I
became aware of the purpose of the
Pacific Railway Company to operate a
new line from Montreal, via Peterboro to
Toronto, and from there west to St
Thomas, with a view of competing with
the Grand Trunk for the trade with
Chicago and the North-West, I could not
but come to the conclusion that the
Government’s sense of justice and rectitude
were things of the past. When we calmly
ponder over all the benefits and services
which the Grand Trunk Railway Company
have rendered in developing the magnifi-
cent Province of Ontario and the country
from Montreal westward, fostering the
rapid growth of the cities of Montreal and
Toronto, and in like manner every town
and village along the line; while the
farmers acknowledge that the value of
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their property has been increased ten-fold
thereby—I say when we consider those
facts we cannot but feel that the Govern-
ment have shown by the course they have
pursued, a want of every sense of right
and justice and public gratitude; and
further, they have by their act placed us,
the people of the Dominion, in the humili-
ating position of being chargeable with
heartless ingratitude to the shareholders
-of that Railway Company, who, with their
English gold, developed and built up this
maguificent Province, No one knows
better than the present Government that
$50,000,c00 of share capital were spent by
that railway corporation, upon which not
one dollar of interest or dividend has ever
been declared, and it is sad to think that
any Government in a British Colony could
act in so heartless and ruthless a manner,
towards a company who have invested
their capital on the faith that they might
look for British honor and honesty among
colonial statesmen. How dreadful it s to
think that the Government could be guilty
of such acts. The Grand Trunk Railway
‘Company has had a heavy struggle to live
through all the adverse interests opposed
to it. It has, considering all things, done
its work well.  As to charges preferred by
Montreal or Toronto merchants that it is
a monopoly, those gentlemen ought to
remember that a railway must earn its
way, and they must remember that the
$50,000,000 share capital has never re-
turned a farthing of dividend. If the
road is obliged to carry at every point at
under rates, how can it possibly keep its
bridges, culverts, and rolling stock in
proper order to serve the comfort and
safety of the travelling public, and the
commercial interests of the country ? The
result of permitting the Pacific Railway
Company to use a part of their subsidy
-on this competing line will be that they
will be enabled to crush gradually the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, and
depreciate the value of their bonds, until,
in despair, they will be driven to sell them
at any price, and in this way thousands of
English families will be brought to poverty
and ruin through the unwise acts of
the Dominion Government, and we shall
then have one grand railway monopoly
extending from Montreal west, and exer-
<ising a control over the Dominion, which,
in the end, may drive our people in despair

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER.

to look to Washington for better Govern-
ment. :

A gentleman has asked me to explain
how such a large annual vote will be
required for many years to operate the
Canadian Pacific Railway after it is finish-
ed. If the House will allow me, T will
give the particulars. The most experienc-
ed railway men will tell you that a contin-
uous line of rails between two points does
not make a railway. Structures of trestle
work have to be filled up, stations have to
be established and station houses con-
structed, transfer facilities provided, rail-
way sidings made, new engines and cars
furnished of every kind and description.
Why ! the destruction of property from
railway casualties alone, which no care
has been found sufficient to prevent in the
past, is such as to require an untold
amount of capital. It is computed, and I
believe computed correctly, that at least
8,000 men will be required at times to
keep the track clear of snow north of the
lakes. I do not say they will be required
continuously, but snow storms will come,
and as you know that country, to the
extent of 8oo miles, is incapable of sus-
taining population, and the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company will have to
bring men hundreds of miles from the east
and the west in order to keep the track
clear of snow. The Intercolonial Railway,
when the capital account was closed, cost
$22,500,000. I may be in error, but I
am told that the figures have swollen to
$38,000,000.

I might mention a very peculiar fact
which was brought to my attention be-
fore T left Quebec, about the Canadian
Pacific Railway. It 1s difficult to explain
how the Government permit it, but
the present contractors, I was given to
understand, instead of following Sandford
Fleming’s line, which would have taken
them to the Yellow Head Pass and ene
abled them to cross the Rocky Mountain
range with gradients not exceeding fifty
feet to the mile, have adopted a route,
portions of which actually have gradients
of 200 feet 10 the mile, and on some
portions 250 feet to the mile. Every
railway man and every merchant knows
that they could not bring up three cars
at a time on aroad with gradients 250
feet to the mile. Was there ever such
madness, such folly, as the Government
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Permitting a road to be built with such
gradients. The idea of allowing any por-
Uon of that great work to be built so
that a locomotive could not haul three
cars at a time over it, and this simply in
order that the $25,000,000 in gold may
ofhe[r)aclld over to the Syndicate! The
observ;jy ?]t Toronto, some one jocularly
members t filt they‘ had better send some
and makeohthe Government to Victoria
order 1o t: em station masters there in
Jupiter's ook Passengers for Jupiter or
for the Séltelhtges In order to obtain traffic
ever the anadian Pacific Railway. If
A re was a country that deserved to
there a govemed], it is Canada. If ever
their fr?LS alpeop'.e, who by t'helr lndusgry,
eservedga habits an.d thelI: self-denial,
Minie to have their affairs well ad-
nistered, it js the people of this
guci’lrg}n;‘gn; yet we find this Government
ringi’nw I some unaccountable objects, of
and theb' untold disaster on the country,
comemgsmay'create such widespread dis-
Now w?:a) endangert'heConfcderatan.
obl: a'i’o (;n we consider the financial
the %vr‘o ns thrown upon this country, and
the Grngdan‘d Injustice done, not only to
and Trunk Railway, but also the

Maritime Prov:

Queltggge ‘“ré’vmces and the Province of
» W€ cannot :

Quebec las be surprised that

t session g
to de ent delegates here
emand better terms, and again, this

ZS(S)il:n,aidsenf{vd delegation to demand
City of Q-u N ¢ find the old, historic
attnction CdCC a place of such natural
oughe s and of such interest, and which
COr?ﬂict Ofave been, but for the miserahle
for the Dopqrt'y, the seat of government
dﬁterminedmllmon’ deeply dlssatxfﬁed and
and e s tviey shall have. their rights;
feul: Ve wonder that a similar state of
B INg exists in Nova Scotia and in New
theunéwlcl}{.m qua Scotia was forced into
and i onledzration contrary to its will;
o Is 1t any wonder if they came here to
Iy magd large additional subsidies, when

eg" nd the.Government throwing the
ll?ctladhc'}l)r}oney Into the construction of a
o which can only benefita sparse popu-
atlon for many years to come.

When we behold all this and observe
that the Government have become so
reckless, and determined that the Liberal
Party shall not come into power, or any
oﬁher party, so long as they can buy up
the provinces, is it any wonder that the

country is becoming deeply alarmed?
Man, in the plentitude of his power, thinks
he can secure success by artifice and

‘questionable means ; but no one can with

impunity transgress the laws which are
eternal and immutable for the well being
of society. The only principles which
stand the test of time are the principles
of truth, of right and of justice. Any
other principles must bring a judgment
from above upon the country. I do not
believe that a people so enlightened as
those of this Dominion will any longer
countenance such an abandonment of
principle in high quarters, and 1 do
not think that with all the teachings
of our churches throughout the land,
no honest government can live. If
we behold the Roman Catholic Church in
the Province of Quebec, we can find
throughout that province well ordered
parishes, and the name of God respected
and virtue and morality prevailing. Go
to Upper Canada, and see there the results
of virtuous lives, of frugality and industry.
Yet these gentlemen tell us that no honest
government can live in this country. T will
now conclude my remarks, and I have to
apologize to the Hduse for the imperfect
manner in which I have expressed those
views which I sincerely entertain, and
which T have expressed because I feel the
dreadful position into which we are being
brought by this Government.  And if this
Administration is kept longer in power,
and the people do not rise in their might
to cicanse the political atmosphere, the
eleetric fluid will do its work and we will
be overtaken with a grave commercial
disaster. I will now conclude by quoting
the remarks of the illustrious Washington
in his farewell address to the people of the
United States. He observed :

¢« Houwever partizan combinations may now
and then answer popular ends, they are like'y
in the course of time to become engines by
which ennning, and ambitions and unprinei-
pled men will be enabled to subvert the power
of the rwopln- and use their position for their
own selfisli ends.”

Hon. MRr. SCOTT.—The task of mov-
ing the resolutions for an Address to His
Excellency in answer to the Speech from
the Throne has been discharged by the
member for Victoria with his usual clear-
ness, and with such a warm approval of
the policy of the Government as must no
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doubt have been gratifying to his leaders.
‘The hon. gentleman, the youngest Senator
in this House, who has seconded the
resolution we have all heard with very
great pleasure, and I am quite prepared
to make all allowances for his first address
to this Chamber, although I think that
any apology on that score is quite unneces-
sary. I am very glad to welcome that
hon. gentleman to this Chamber, for
although he is a Conservative, I assume
that that is a blemish which we must over-
look. Under the principle on which gen-
tlemen are appointed to this House only
adherents of the dominant party are
admissable ; and therefore I am free to
say that a very good selection has been
made in this instance. Though the hon.
gentleman has not in the past filled auy
representative position in the country, yet
he is not altogether unknown to fame as a
distinguished member of the profession to
which he belongs. The hon. gentleman
is appointed to a position in this House
that was formerly held by a gentleman
from Kingston, whose memory we all hold
in very high esteem, a gentleman who had,
before he left this House, been recognized
as the oldest member, and had been a
long respected member of the Legislative
Council of old Canada and of the Senate.

Now, coming to the first paragraph of
the Address, on which 1 wish to make
some brief comments, [ am free to say
that T cannot entirely concur in the ful-
some observations made by my hon.
friend who moved the resolutions. We
are asked to join in congratulations on the
abundant harvest with which Providence
has blessed our country, and if the para-
graph stood alone, I am free to say I
should heartily join in it, but it is very
cunningly united with one congratulating
us also on the general condition of the
Dominion. With that part of the para-
graph I am disposed in some degree to
find fault. The paragraph tells us later
on that ‘“the commercial prosperity of
Canada, although it has to some extent
shared in the depression which has pre-
vailed in Great Britain, and in the neigh-
boring Republic, rests upon foundations
which no temporary or partial disturbance
can remove.”

Now, we were told, not a great many
years ago, in 1879 and 1880, and we have
heard it very frequently since the adoption

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

of what might be called the new policy in
this country, that it was going to avert
just such a crisis as there is now over
Canada. In 1877 and 1878 the Govern-
ment of that day were time and again told
that it was their duty to avert the then
existing depression, that by the adoption
of a protective policy the eviis of a depres-
sion might be to some extent minimized.
That opinion, at the time, I challenged,
and I think recent experience of those
who have given the subject anything like
careful thought has convinced them that
the policy adopted in 1879 was not a wise
one, that we have utterly failed to provide
for the farmer of this country what he was
then promised, a home market ; that we
have utterly failed to sustain our own
manufactures, even by the high wall that
we erected to keep the manufacturers ot
other countries out. So long as the
general products of this country had
a demand in the markets of the world,
more particularly the products of our
farms and the products of our forests and
fisheries, so long did prosperity reign, and
it mattered little whether we paid high
or low taxes, but when the strain came
upon us, when the wave of depression
swept over other countriecs, we immedi-
ately shared in the consequence of the
wave. The protective policy of this
country was quite unequal to giving what
had been so liberally promised by the
Government, when such conditions as
have arisen, arise in this country. So
long as our exports were large, and so
long as Great Britain and the United
States were able to buy from us, the wealth
that flowed into Canada was attributed to
the National Policy, although as a matter
of fact we were really importing more than
we had been importing before, with a
consumption of more manufactures than
we had consumed before. 1If the argu-
ment had been a sound one, the manu-
factures in Canada would have grown and
spread, and we would have imported less.
The policy of the Government was that
we should manufacture for ourselves and
not buy abroad. It is quite apparent,
therefore, that the fiscal policy adopted in
1879, has failed to provide the home
market promised to the farmers of this
country. No doubt, while the prosperity
continued it stimulated the manufac-
tures of this country. It induced many
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of our people to take their savings out
©of other industries and place them in
Sugar, cotton, iron and other manufactures.
What has been the result? Ask the
shareholders of those enterprises whether
they would not to-day have preferred
to place their money in 1879, 1880
and 1881 in five per cent. debentures
Tather than place them in the industries to
“{PICh I have alluded! Ask any one of
:a]:m If he would not have preferred to
. € that course rather than to follqw the
in vice of the Government in spreading the
¢ Ustries of this country and increasing

¢ manufactures! We were unable to
Compete with foreign manufactures, and
our own people found, when depression
Came, that they could buy as cheaply
abroad and pay the 40, 50 or 6o per cent.
taxes, as the case might be, as to purchase
In this country. The lesson is a good one,
and if our people gain experience by it, it
:ngbheista blessing to this country in its
that kind(.)ry to pass through an ordeal of
weI:: the next paragraph of the Address
into rleVItOl’d that the flow of population
thou haPltOba and the North-West, al-
Dectegd mpeded by various and unex-
views o rfallllses, has been substantial. My

een ol that question qf emigration have
Viousgaceq before this House on pre-
of Onccasmns, and T think the history
confiy € Year with another goes to
ions Ththe soundness of the opin-
that ; ave so frequently enunciated—
Smaall S(,i that we could exercise in but a
people egree the influence which causes
to tlrr;sson the other side of the Atlantic
govern thtoﬂ America, T he laws which
tinent ar eb ow of population to this con-
No doubet eyond our mﬂue‘ngg or control.
give awa We may offer faC}lltles, we may
them A}{IOEr lands, and widely advertise
ave .th ! those things, I am free to dadmit,
they f?lr Incidental advantages, but that
Cuner;t C;Zt to any marked degree the
anoth of population from one country to
on?t er, I entirely deny: and we have
o t); lio leok to the last ten or fifteen years,
immioe any era we like, and compare the
i ,.i,}l;atlon into this country with that
the e’Umted States, and we find that
¢ eyr:’nowe up and down just as truly as
rises w‘?’}‘;urﬁ' In one thermometer falls or
immi 1th the mercury in another, As the

migration to our shores swells up theirs

swells also, and as theirs diminishes ours
also goes down. Theirs kept going down
from 1877 to 1879 just as ours did. I was
often taunted, when I occupied a seat on
the other side of the House, with the idea
that we were unable to devise any im-
migration scheme that would induce im-
migrants to settle in Canada. I answered
ther that the causes that led to the
removal of people from one country to
another were entirely beyond the control
of anything like legislation on our part.
In 1877 in the United States immigration
had not only ceased, but the migration
was the other way, and we know how the
volume began to swell in 1879, 1880, 1881
and 1882, until it had risen to the largest
figures that ever marked the flow of
immigration into the United States.

We hear that the Government propose
to adopt the Torrens system for the trans-
fer of property in the North-West. I
think the system will answer there very
well. T would not like to see it applied
in the older provinces, more particularly
in the Province of Ontario, with whose
laws I am more familiar, inasmuch as I do
not think it would be suitable where there
are intricate titles from antecedent titles.
In the North-West the titles are few as yet,
and lands have not so freely changed
hands, and the Torrens system can be
safely and easily introduced there.

For the third time we are told that it is
proposed to introduce a bill for the pur-
pose of giving us more uniform represent-
ation through the elective franchise. 1
have never favored that view, because I
think it is a matter that ought to have
been left with the provincial authorities. I
think there is less danger of political inter-
ference with the franchise where it is left
entirely with the local authority to form
the basis upon which the electors shall be
permitted to vote. It will give rise, no
doubt, to the appointment of revising
barristers, and a host of appointiments
altogether in the interests of the political
party that for the time being has control
of the patronage of the country. It there-
fore leaves the system open to the imputa-
tion of being fostered with the view to the
aiding in that way of the political party that
makes theappointment of the officers whose
duty it will be to bring it into operation.

A provisional arrangement, we are told,
has been made between the Dominion and
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the Government of Manitoba, for carrying
on the expenses of that country. We
have had this subject repeatedly before
Parliament, and I think thetime has come
when the youngest member of the Con-
federation ought to have her affairs placed
on such a basis as will render it unneces-
sary to be appealing year after year to the
Government of the day for an additional
subsidy. It ought to be placed on some
sort of a bhasis—either that of population
or on some other recognized principle—
that would obviate this necessity of Mani-
toba being a supplicant to the Dominion
year by year, for assistance in carrying on
the Government of the Province.

We learn that we are to have a report
laid before us that has been prepared by a
commission that lately sat in British
Columbia, to enquire into the question of
Chinese immigration into that Province.
This Government is somewhat famous
for its commissions. We have commis-
sions issued very frequently : in some in-
stances they produce very small results.
They are very convenlent mediums
for conferring favors upon the adherents
of the Government, by affording office for
those who are needy and have very little
to do. I am curious to learn what the
report of this commission may be. I am
free to confess that it is not, perhaps,
desirable that we should have a Chinese
population settling in one of our provinces
in the large numbers that they do. They
are not a desirable class. The Mongolian
race do not seem acceptable to the
Caucasian family. Whether we ourselves
can adopt any policy that will keep them
from coming to our shores is, 1 think,
very questionable.  We all know that this
is a policy which must be entirely control-
led by the Imperial authority. What Lord
Derby might have to say to it, I would
be rather anxious to know, because this
Chinese question has a curious history.
It is a matter within the remembrance of
us all, that the Chinese desired to keep
the barbarians out of China for a long
period of time, and it was only through the
arguments of grape and cannister and shot
and shell that they were induced to believe
in the superior humanizing influence of
the Anglo-saxon race to the Caucasian
race generally. We know that we in-
sisted upon their country being opened
to us; that we ought to have the right

HoN. Mr. SCOTT.

to establish trade in a limited de-
gree with the people of China We
in consequence established ourselves at
Hong Kong, and insisted on having five
ports open to British shipping, and when
the Chinese did not see the propriety of
trading with us, we sent an army down to
Pekin and burnt their beautiful palace
there, and finally they were convinced by
our superior arguments that a trade with
the outer world was a policy that they
ought to adopt. It scems to me rather
inconsistent and rather illogical for the
Chinese now to be told—* It is true we
wanted to trade with China, and we
wanted to settle in China; we desired to
have it free for our merchants to make all
the money they could in that country, and
invest it in British stocks ; but the rule
docs not seem to work the other way and
we are opposed to the Chincse coming
into our territory and settling themselves
amongst us.” It will be an exceedingly
awkward problem to unravel, and to satisfy
the Chinese at least that we are consistent.
It is a subject that has formed for many
years an angry controversy between the
Government at Washington and the Gov-
ernment at Pekin—in fact the result
attained has never bheen one satisfactory
to either parties. The Chinese immigra-
tion has gone on on a kind of sufferance
system that has not been at all satisfactory,
and I assume that that will be the result
of any negotiation that we may desire to
make, unless we acquire the power of
making treatics ourselves, and then possibly
we may be able to devise some system by
which we can obviate the difficulty that
seems to be created by this large itamigra-
tion of Mongolians into British Columbia,

We are told that the Government pro-
pose to aid railway enterprise in the North-
West. I assume that that, perhaps, is by
remitting to the various companies that
have already been alloted grants of land
on their paying for it, the stipulated sum
of half a dollar or a dollar an acre. Itis
a policy that I am quite prepared to
approve of, as I think the construction of
subsidiary lines of railway, through various
parts of the North-West, ought to be in
every way encouraged.

In strange contrast to the first paragraph
of the Address comes the next one, in
which we are told that the time has arrived
in which it is necessary in effect to re-enact
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the old Bankruptcy Law. I say it is in-
consistent with the first paragraph, in
whlch we are told that the towns of the
Dominion are fairly prosperous ; but as
the returns show that the increase of
failures has been very considerable, par-
ticularly the last few years, I assume that
such a provision as the one named in the
Address 15 an absolute necessity.

We are told, also, that in pursuance of
the vote of last session, a vessel was fitted
out in order to ascertain the feasibility of
the Hudson Bay scheme. As to the wis-

Om of that policy, honorable gentlemen

Now my views. When the hon. Senator
'ﬁ'Om.MontrealhwhoI regret is not now
In his place—first brought this subject
efore the House, I then took the ground
that if it were feasible I thought we were
Mot acting in the interests of the people of
(.qnada In favoring a scheme which was
Bolng 1o divert the whole trade of the
North-West through the waters of the
Hudson Bay and the north Atlantic in-
stead of through its natural channel, the
older Provinces of Canada. We have
cen spending hundreds of millions of
. ]fellars In opening up avenues by which
re }?rqducls of the North-West could

ach tide water ; and it scemed to me to
€ Inconsistent with our policy that before
©S¢ avenues have been completed, and
€ wisdom of our large expenditure put
the test, that we should be actually pre-
Fgr;ng to divert the whole of that traffic
COnt!:'oliher route in which the people who
o l~l‘1_t:d this large sum of money have
cmg?a.alble Intercst. But I had always
. chinamfed a belief that the scheme was
the Gl(;encal one: that it was adoptf’:(‘l by
knew u‘]/?mment simply as a foil. They
tion ex) €re was a good deal of dissatisfac-
th sting in the North-West, because

€ people were told there that the pro-
erl;lt(.:itl'selOf {helr farms must reach tide water
one rai)it 1ro.ugh British channels, and over
the Hu‘:la'y 5 and to meet this proposition
take for son Bay scheme was _allowed to
askod tm and shape, and Parliament was
test theo VNOl.e'z‘l 1arg§ sum of money to
it may bPO;lSlbl]lty of it. I have no doubt
and fz)r : { at under certain circumstances
ceed ; Imited time, a vessel can suc-
Hudsor? Bgettmg through ; but that the
municatio ay baffords free and easy com-
North. W 0 Detween Europe and the

est I am disposed to deny.

to

B

Railway schemes were favored last year
and the year before by which the traffic
from the North-West was to reach Hudson
Bay, and we are now spending this con-
siderable sum of money in ascertain-
ing whether a vessel can navigate the
waters of Hudson Bay and Straits. The
probability is that like some of the Arctic
expeditions, we shall have to send another
vessel to try and get the exploring vessel
out of the ice. We know that those
waters are so filled for many months of
the year with vast quantities of icebergs,
that it is wholly unsafe for any vessel to
navigate them except during a very limited
period of the summer season.

The proposition to represent Canada at
the Antwerp exhibition is one that I quite
approve of, and I think also it would be
proper that we should share in the
Colonial and Indian exhibition that is
proposed to be held in England in 1886.
It is a legitimate way of advertising the
pr>ducts of Canada, and of showing the
advance that we have made in the growth
and prosperity of the country.

.Various smaller measures are proposed
to be laid before us, but those I do not
propoie to deial with until they come
properly before us. The Speech is rather
remarkable for its manifold omissions
than for the important communications
which the Government have vouchsafed
to give us.

It is remarkable, there being so
important a matter as the termination of
the Fishery Clauses of the Washington
Treaty, that no reference should be
made to the subject; that this pater-
nal Government should not say to
the fishermen who have heretofore found
a market in the United States, that
they hope in their self-reliance that they
would still go on and prosper, and that
other markets might be open to them in
lieu of the important one that is so soon
to be closed against them.

There are other important questions
that have transpired and have been dis-
cussed widely during the recess, that it
might have been proper for the Govern-
ment to advert to, although possibly it
might have been an admission of humilia-
tion. Since we last met in this Chamber
we know that a very considerable area—
an area very much larger than some of the
provinces of this Dominion—has been
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awarded to the Province of Ontario, that
had been previously claimed as part of the
North-West, as Dominion property ; still
no allusion has been made to that in the
Speech from the Throne. The confirma-
tion by the Privy Council of that long
disputed boundary award that has been
so frequently discussed in Parliament, and
about which so much has %een written,
was surely a matter worthy of notice.
Another question that might have been
adverted to with propriety, is the placing
on a proper basis provincial rights. In
thecontest that has been going on between
the Dominion and the important province

of Ontario in regard to many questions of |

right claimed on bebalf of the Province,
the view of the Dominion has been over-
ruled—notably in the appeals known as
the ““ Streams Bill,” and the * Dominion
License Act.” I think if this Confeder-
ation is to be preserved that the federal
power, which is a strong one, ought to be
exceedingly cautious before it eacroaches
upon the provincial authority. I entirely
approve of the minute which was put on
record by the present head of the Govern-
ment in 1868 or 1869, when this question
of disallowing provincial acts first came
before him. He then, with the full know-
ledge of what had been obtained in the
confederation of the provinces, and re-
cognizing how delicate a subject it was,
fully appreciated the importance of giving
to the provinces their full and absolute
right, by declining to veto any local Bill
unless 1t was manifestly in excess of the
provincial authority. I say it would have
beena wise and a proper thing for this
Dominion if the principles that then actu-
ated the leader of the Government hadcon-
tinued to be his guide in the consideration
of the subjects which have in recent years
come under his attention as the head of
this Government. He has not recently
shown that broad statesmanship that
formerly characterized him, but rather a
tendency to cripple an important province
that seemingly, politically, has not been
favorably disposed to his own views. In
all the contests that have arisen on those
constitutional questions it is a matter of
notoriety that the Dominion has been
worsted It is a matter of regret that those
contests should arise. There ought to be
some degree of elasticity allowed in pro
vincial legislation, and unless the province

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

is encroaching manifestly beyond its
proper limit, it ought not to be interfered
with, and the question ought to be dis-
cussed on a broader and more friendly
basis.  The Province of Ontario may feel
that it was a fortunate thing for this
country that there was a tribunal on the
other side of the Atlantic made up of the
law Lords of the Privy Council who took
a more just view of the situation, wholly
unbiased by any political feeling. I trust
that the experience that has been gained
in the past year may be a warning to
future governments that they are not io
cncroach upon the rights of the provinces:
Our Dominion will be all the stronger;
the people will be more contented if they
feel that the constitution that was given to
them, the written constitution, is one which
is not to be encroached upon ; that it has
to he interpreted at least as fairly for the
weaker power as if it were of equal strength
to the parent power, because things of that
kind naturally give rise to unpleasantness
and irritation.  They reflect upon the
federal Government, because they lead one
to the conclusion that it was a matter of
feeling rather than of principle that was
the guide in considering the important
question of whether the province had gone
beyond its power in the legislation that is
sought to be vetoed.

Mon. Mr. GIRARD.—I have been
long enough a member of this House to
feel assured that there will be no doubt
in the mind of any one as to the position
I occupy. I have come this year, as in
the past, quite disposed to help the Govern-
ment in all measures in the interests of
the country. I do not see in the Speech
from the Throne anything which I could
not sustain; but I rise in case some pre-
judice may be created in the minds of
hon. gentlemen, by the remarks made by
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
in reference to matters which have been
submitted lately by the Government of
Manitoba to the federal authorities, to
make some observations on certain matters
affecting the interests of my province. It
should be borne in mind that we are
surrounded in that country by peculiar
circumstances. When we came into the
Dominion I do not think we received the
fair treatment that we deserved. We did
not receive an equivalent for what we gave,
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and if, from time to time, we have heen!
forced to come to the Federal Government |
to get something more, it was because it
was Impossible for us to go any further!
Otherwise. We have received liberal as-|
Sistance from the Government here, but
It does not follow that we have got all’
that we are entitled to ; and at the present |
::’e, If we consider the value and import- |
€€, not only of the vast Province of|
Malt.oba., but also of the North-West |
m?lrélltoneS, 1 do not think it is saying too |
recei]v tdo observe that we have not yet
to atK Y onc-half of what we were entitled
into ﬂ: ¢ Ytlr.ne I\Ipmtol)a was aglmnttedl
e Union, if more precaution had |
€en taken then to secure our rights. We
aagc respectfully come, from time to time,
d stated our wants to the Dominion Gov-
fir:nmfim and we have received killd atten-
Stanceonllq them, and I suppose in this in-
subsid f‘ «IO,‘\VVe. will receive an increase of
Provin)c. ) thls simply an act of justice to the
sent ar:d“ xch I hfn‘c the honor torepre-
Unan; one which 1 am_ sure will be
Nmously conceded by this House.
are d?:’) 8.1«'1(1 to sce that the Government
o Tililwllao.-beq to advance the construction
here ar)es 1{1 the North-West Territories.
colonizatig H;;:s which in the interests of
as pOSSiblen Should be constructed as soon
i north e Lines are spoken of running
ope 1 est and south-west directions.
t hol t]he (zovernmept will be disposed
that t}?er 0Ose enterprises in such a way
order tg will be constructed rapidly in
country IIJromotc the settlement of the
Su“gesii.no would here take the liberty of
Hibfhertob,a better system of aiding them.
of lang at“e have assisted them by yrants
West wa a time when land in the North-
Perhaps Sitm)t appreciated at its fu}l value.
with E : would be better to aid them
more r’qé il‘n‘t of money. It would be a
pOratiIo)r;sc xc'al'mode of assisting the cor-
constraes which have undertaken the
submit ihlgn of those roads. I respectfully
only of 1S suggestion in the interests not
y of Manitoba but of the North-West

erritories, and in the interests of the
whole of Canada

observe with

effo great satisfaction that
tts have been made by the Government
during the last summer to ascertain the
E:::lcngab{ht)’ of navigating Hudson’s Bay
b btraxts. We know that difficulties

St, but I trust that the Government will

not be discouraged by them. The scheme,
at all events, should be thoroughly in-
vestigated ; if it should be found to be
impracticable, of course, nobody will ex-
pect it to be proceeded with ; but if it
should be found practicable the opening
up of that route would produce an im-
portant change in the commerce of the
whole Dominion, and especially of
Manitoba and the North-West Territories.
It seems to me that it is the duty of the
Government to endeavor, until it is found
to be impracticable, to carry out the enter-
prise.

I wished to make some remarks on a
subject in which 1 am more directly in-
terested ; but other occasions will arise
when I will be afforded an opportunity to
express my views. 1 am quite ready, as 1
said at the begining, to give the Govern-
ment the same support now that I have
given them in the past, not only in the
adoption of the Address but as to their
policy generally.

Hox. Mr. BELLEROSE.—While 1
do not observe in the Speech from the
Throne measures of such importance
announced as in years past, some of them
are certainly important, but as to those it
would be premature to express an opinion
now. They will come before Parliament
in good time and we will then be able to
say whether they are of such a character
that we can support them or not.

I rise on this occasion mainly to express
my regret that the ordinary practice of
having the mover of the Address speak in
one of the two official languages, and the
seconder in the other, has been departed
from this year. If this were the only
objection, certainly, I should not have
risen to protest against it, because I do
not consider it of sufficient importance to
occupy the time of the House ; but it
must be borne in mind that we are $till
without a representative of the French
Canadian race on the treasury benches
of this House, or any Minister who can
explain the measures that come before us
in our own language. We are deprived
of this constitutional right and we are
forced to discuss the important questions
submitted to us, in a language which is
not our own. Under the circumstances,
it is not only our right, but it is our duty
to protest against this injustice to the
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minority in this House. I do not want to
complain too much, because I see there is
a determination to trample upon our
constitutional rights, and that the more
we complain the worse we find our posi-
tion. Time will tell whether we are right
or wrong in the position we have taken. I
believe that we should demand, every
session, that our rights be respected, and
that those who refuse to concede those
rights are perpetrating an injustice.

I was happy to learn, when for the first
time I heard, last night, the announce-
ment of the appointment of the new
senator from the Province of Quebec, the
hon. gentlemen from New Carlisle ; be-
cause I know that with his great experience,
and having been for yearsa member of the
Privy Conncil, he will be an ornament
to the House, and may be able to ac-
complish, perhaps, some thingswhich older
and less distinguished men cannot do.
For that reason I am glad to see him
here, but I protest against the way in
which his appointment has been made.
We hear in those days of corruption in
high places, and of governments which
are demoralizing our population. 1 can-
not say that the transaction to which 1
have referred is one of those demoralizing
events, but it is part of the system. Some
four years ago I announced that this event
would happen, and I cannot, feeling
my responsibility as a public man, sit
silently here while such things are going
on., I would be doing what 1 believe
.to be a wrong, and when I know
the right course to pursue I always
endeavor to follow it. It is not
that I oppose Lieutenant Governors
becoming senators. I believe it is right
that they should occupy seats in this
House, and if a measure were submitted
to us to give to every Lieut.-Governor, at
the expiration of his term of office, a seat
in the Senate, I should probably vote for
it, because I believe that many of our
Lieut.-Governors are comparatively young
men, and the Dominion should not be
deprived of their services. But while I
approve of such a general principle, I
protest against the manner in which this
last appointment has been made—I pro-
test against a member of the family, and a
public official, being appointed here to
keep the seat warm for him until the
expiration of his term of office. I know

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE.

of one or two cases in which gentlemen
worthy of occupying seats here, who have
sacrificed the best part of their lives, and
given their means to promote the interests
of their country and aid the party to which
they belong, who have asked for seats
here in the place of old members who
were ready to retire in their favor, yet
their request was refused ; and I therefore
protest against the course which has been
followed in the present instance.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE—I shall
offer a few remarks on the peculiarly com-
plicated clause of the Address which con-
gratulates Parliament on the bountiful
harvest vouchsafed to us; at the same
time venturing a doubt as to whether that
prosperity so generally overspreads the
country as could be wished. To my
thinking the prosperity of a country like
Canada ought to be continuous Her
normal state ought to be one of progress,
and if it fails to be so, the causes are to
be feund in unwise legislation. ‘The de-
pression of trade is due, in my opinion,
very largely to forcing capital and labor
out of their natural channel into new ones,
which would not have taken place had it
not been for the protection afforded by
certain laws passed for that purpose.
This being so, the tendency of capitalists
is naturally to take as large a share as
possible, and as speedily as possible, of
the new and lucrative undertakings, and,
for a time, success attends those enter-
prises. A large amount of capital is ex-
pended in the erection of buildings, and in
the setting up of machinery, and for a while,
in paying wages of laborers. For a time,
until the markets of the country are glutted
with the products of the manufactories, a
certain show of prosperity does exist ; but
how long does that state of things go on
in a country like Canada, whose manufac-
tured products find no market abroad?
Of course the period during which that
prosperity is to last can, by skilled per-
sons, be calculated to a nicety. It is well
known what a certain number of looms
can supply to a given population, and
when that number of looms is greatly ex-
ceeded the period of prosperity cannot be
long, and the ultimate result must be a de-
pression. This, I think, is the explanation
of a great deal of the depression which
exists in Canada. I may be told that the
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depression exists in free trade England

i(lis well as in this country. No doubt it
: geS, but I think those who have read the
: cent debates in the British Parliament,
Opeiches of leading men in various parts
o tEe ciountry, and the articles in the press
o isng t:)md, must be aware of the fact that
trade B oldly affirmed there, that free
Do ngland is less affected by the de-
s on, whx_ch undoubtedly does exist in

Y countries of the world, than France,

la"y or even the lli
A N t t
ica ’ U ed States o]

Now, this b

much eing so, we need not be very

surprised at the depression. We
lTnL;’Ztrtll?Ok to time for a remedy, but the
arge )nate part of the business is that a
Omirliart of the available labor of the
Pursuits(_)n 1s detached from productive
the emp] So long as prosperity exists and
well fo dp Oyees of the manufactories are
COnditio:‘-]d clothed they are in a happy
Persors -hbut what is to become of those
on the WZV 0se prosperity depends solely
employer ges of manufacturing, when the
uce erx; Sl’ through no fault of the}rs, re-
ess, or SF}’] oyment to perhaps half-time or
gether » '}{Lup their manufactories _alto-
arise out of tehse are questions which clearly
and lahor j e policy of forcing capital
Supporteq l;‘to enterprises which, unless
Protective ¢ Y _a premium secured by a
ot only 5 l.ar_nff, would have no_existence,
E som Imited existence, in Ca_nada.

not m climes occurs that subjects are
€ntioned in speeches *from the

rone gt the . . .
h he opening of Parliament in
which considera le into

there | 'ble interest is felt. Now
attemios a subject which attracts great
N In the Maritime Provinces,

and  much anyieq
course wij])

future with re
Subject of the

y is felt as to what
be pursued in the near
glz}‘ydhto it. I allude to the
. 1sheries and the approach-
:XIE Ce:siglon of the Fisheries CIgEses of
ave bs Ington Treaty. 1 think it would
overn €en a becoming thing if the
from t}Ilnent had introduced in the Speech
statin eh Thrqne a paragraph or two
been g What their course of conduct had
i t\}»]vnh regard to the Fisheries and
the €y expected would be the result of
Cessation of the Fisheries Clauses of

t !
he Washington Treaty, which is to take
Place next summer,

: I know in the
E;gvilgce from which T come, very
Siderable anxiety is felt on the
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subject, by those interested in the
Fisheries, and I cannot help regard-

ing it as a serious omission from the topics
alluded to in the Speech, that the coming
cessation of the Fisheries Clauses of the
Washington Treaty is not alluded to.

With regard to provincial rights, to
which allusion has been made by a pre-
vious speaker, I must say I think itis a
matter of prime importance that the
position of the different provinces should
be well established and well maintained.
Without possession of those rights and
privileges which are secured by the Con-
federation Act our province Is in a very
precaricus position.  The usual result of
encroachments on any of those privileges
is that the population commence to con-
sider the subject of withdrawing from the
Union. I myself always feel inclined to
treat such things as a chimera; but I can-
not help seeing that encroachment on
provincial rights is a matter of most
serious importance. I think they should
be most carefully guarded not only by this
Parliament but by all the provincial
legislatures as well.

Having myself been very much inter-
ested in the subject of exhibitions gener-
ally, T think it would be most desirable
that the Dominion should be represented
on those two occasions which are alluded
to in one of the closing clauses of His
Excellency’s Speech ; but it is necessary
with regard to Antwerp at leas:, that no
time should be lost in taking measures to
collect the exhibits which should be sent
to that country. I am not aware of what
time the exposition will open, but T pre-
sume it is the produce of last season, so
far as cereals and articles of that descrip-
tion are concerned, that will be exhibited.
Later on, of course, would be more advan-
tageous to us in making our exhibit more
general.

I observe that the subject of the Civil
Service is to be renewed, and the Civil
Service Act is to be amended, and perhaps,
from its unsatisfactory condition at present,

‘it is desirable that it should be so.

Another subject to which attention has
been called is the Bankrupt and Insolvent
laws, and those I think are of very great
importance. I believe, myself, that we
shall never have trade placed on a firm,
substantial basis until we have an adequate
Insolvency law. I trust during this session
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it will not be, as it was two or three years
ago, when I and others, expecting some
change would be made or introduced by
the Government, waited and waited until
finally, I remember, I stood in my place
and asked the leader of the Government
if any thing was to be done on that
question, and I was then informed by him
that the intention was to repeal the existing
laws. T hope that will not be done on this
occesion,

One other matter I must speak of, which
has reference to the Province from which
I come : it is that the promises which the
Government made with regard to certain
improvements at the points of transport
during the winter months for our mails
and passengers, had not been timely
attended to. I have called attention
in this House before to the breach—
I will not say breach, but the non-perfor-
mainice of the promise that boat-houses
should be erected at each of the capes be-
tween which our mails cross at this season
of the year. Iast year no commence-
ment had been made, and this year I
crossed at one of those points, not many
days ago, and found the boat-houses had
as yet no existence, although some gangs
of carpenters had just commenced, at this
cold season of the year to work upon
them. I hope the Government will take
more pains to put that service upon a
thoroughly well organized footing.  Last
year, or the year before, I forget which, a
committee of the other House of Parlia-
ment sat and examined a number of
witnesses, and made an extensive report,
which is in print now ; and I think that
that report contained many very useful
suggestions which might be carried out
with great advantage, for the improve-
ment of the transport of mails in winter
to and from Frince Edward Island.

Having occupied the time of the House
so long I feel inclined to close my remarks.

The motion was agreed to,
BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (A) “An Act respecting Real
Property in the North-west Territories.

The Senate adjourned at 5:20 p.m.

Ho~n. MrR. HAYTHORNE.

THE SENATE.
Ottarwa, Monday, February 2nd, 1885,

The SpeaKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

WHITE POPULATION OF
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

AN EXPLANATION.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER-—During
the debate on Friday, from information
which I had previously obtained, I stated
that the whole white population of British
Columbia was 16,000 souls, all told.
Since that time one of the hon. Senators
of this House reproved me, stating that I
had been wrongly informed ; that it was a
larger number. I have since made it my
duty to see Mr. Homer, one of the rep-
resentatives in  Parliament, of British
Columbia, and he informs me that the
number is 25,000. I desire, of course, to
make the amende ionorable for the mistake.
I made the statement in good faith, believ-
ing I had correct information, and I am
very glad to hear that the white population
of the province is 25,000.

The Senate adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Tuesday, February, 3rd, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATOR INTRODUCED.

Hon. James R. GOWAN was intro-
duced, and having taken the oath
prescribed by law, took his seat.

The Senate adjourned at 3.30 p.m.
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THE SENATE. CHAPALS, SIMPSON,
COCHRANE, SMITH,
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 4th, 1885, | FERRIER, THIBAUDEAU,
HaMILTON, TRUDEL,
The SpEAKER took the Chair at Three | LACOSTE, TurNER,
LEwIN, WaAaRK.
MacInngs (Burling
ton)

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE SESSIONAL COMMITTEES.
MOTION.

SOHON. SIR DAVID L. MACPHER-

SON moved the appointment of the fol-

OWing Select Standing Committee : —

JOINT COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY.

Hon. WiLLiam MiLLEr, Speaker.
Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER, ODELL,
ALLay, PLUMB,
ALmon, POWER,
BA“‘LARGEON’ RYAN,
BELLEROSE’ SCOTT,
Gg“;CAPLERVILLE, DE, ?}ILLIVAN,
HAYTH’ I'RUDEL,
ORNE, WARK.

JACOSTE,

ACPHERgq N

(Sir David L.),
JOINT COMMITIEE ON PRINTING.

Hon, Messers.

C
EPIS, McMILLAN,

GowER’ OGILVIE,

G AN, PELLETIER,
UEVREMONT, READ,
AYTHORNE, SULLIVAN,

MAULBACH, ViDpAL,
CCLELAN, WARK,

BANKING AND COMMERCE.

A Hon. Messrs.

L

AR‘;::, MACPHERSON

A BALD, (Sir David L.),

e EROSE, . MCcCMASTER,

B NSON, ODELL,

BOTSFORD, PAQUET

?

COYD, Prums,
ARVELL, Ross

CHAFFERS, RYAI:T

b

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND HARBORS.

Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER, MacInnes (Burling

ALLAN, ton),
BOUCHERVILLE, DE, MACPHERSON, _
CanmpreLL(SIr Alex.) (Sir David L.),
CARVELL, MONTGOMERY,
CHAPAIS, NELSON,
COCHRANE, OGILVIE,
DickEy, PLuMmB,
FERGUSON, PowER,
FERRIER, ROBITAILLE,
HamivTon, Ryax,
KaAuLBACH, ScruULTZ,
LLEONARD, Scorr,
McCLELAN, SMITH,
McDoxaLp (Cape STEVENS,
Breton), SUTHERLAND,
McKay, TURNER,
McKINDSEY, VipaL,
MacponaLp, (New
Westminster),
CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS,
Hon. Messrs.
ALEXANDER, McInnes (B. C.),
ARCHIBALD, McKay,
ARMAND, MCcKINDSEY,
BoTSFORD, MCMASTER,
CampBELL (Sir Alex), MCMILLAN,
CHAFFERS, MACFARLANE,
CORMIER, MACPHARSON
DEeBLoIS, (Sir David L.),
DickEy, NELSON,
FERRIER, ODELL,
FLINT, O’DONOHOE,
GIRARD, PELLETIER,
GRANT, POWER,
HAMILTON, READ,
HowLan, ROBITAILLE,
LEONARD, RyaN,
McCLELAN, ScorT,
McDoNALD, SwmITH,

(Cape Breton), VIDAL.
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STANDING ORDERS AND PRIVATE BILLS.

Hon. Messrs.

ALMON, LACOSTE,
ARCHIBALD, McInnNEs (B. C.),
ARMAND, McKay,
BFLLEROSE, McMILLAN,
BoLpug, MACFARLANE,
BoTsFORD, MONTGOMERY,
CaMPBELL (Sir Alex), NELSON,
CARVELL, O’DONOHOE,
DeBLois, OGILVIE,
DEVER, PAQUET,
FERRIER, PELLETIER,
FurinT, POWER,
GIRARD, READ,
GLASIER, REESOR,
GowaNn, SCHULTZ,
GRrANT, Scorr,
GUEVREMONT, SULLIVAN,
HAYTHORNE, SUTHERLAND,
HowLan, TRUDEL,

The motion was agreed to.
THE SENATE DEBATES.
MOTION.

Hown. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON
moved that the following Senators be
appointed a Committee on the Debates ot
the Senate :—

Hon. Messrs.
Bovrpbuc, ScHu11Z,
BoucHERVILLE, DE, Scorr,
HAYTHORNE, THIBEAUDEAU,
Howetran, TRUDEL,
MACFARLANE, ViIDAL.
PLUMSB,

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—I am sure
the hon. gentlemen who have just been
named will endeavor to discharge their
duty to the best of theirability. All of us
who know the sentiment of the country
must be aware that the Senate has fallen
very much in public estimation. (No, No!)
I only wish it were not so. I wish that I
were not aware of the fact. When I visit
the western counties of Ontario, and
meet old Conservative friends, I wish
I could say that I find them perfectly
satisfied with the way in which we dis-
‘charge our duties. Now, I am not going

to enter into a long history of the reasons
why the Senate has sunk in public estima-
tion, but I do implore the Committee
now named to see in future that the
Hansard Reports find their way to the
public. That is the sentiment of Western
Ontario, and T know that in Western
Ontario nothing is known of the proceed-
ings of the Senate. I hope that the
members of the Committee will endeavor
to extend the circulation of the reports
of the debates of this Chamber. Up
to the present moment they have been
sent only to the daily journals and the
Judges of the Supreme Court. Within
the last 12 hours the Debates Committee
of the House of Commons have decided
to send a copy of the bound volume
of their Debates to every public journal
in the country. I ask the Senate why
should not the Debates of this Chamber
be sent in the same way to every
local journal in the Dominion? While
we are throwing millions away in the
canyons of the Rocky Mountains, surely
we should not grudge a few hundred
dollars to give the people information of
how the government of the country is
carried on. Why should not the Senate
follow the example of the popular branch
of Parliament ? I have had to complain,
session after session, of the action of the
Committee appointed to manage the re-
porting of the debates of this Chamber.
I have had to complain upon many
grounds, and as long as I retain my health
I will continue to express my views openly
on the floor of this House, as a represent-
ative of the people. I am not a nominee
of Sir John Macdonald. The Minister of
Justice once insulted this House by telling
them that I was ungrateful—

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
hon. gentleman has no right to assert that
I insulted the House. .

Hon. MR, ALEXANDER—I can only
say I am very sorry that the hon. gentle-
man once made such an unwise speech.
I stand here as a representative of the
people because I was sent to Parliament
by the people, and the Government placed
me here when the last vacancy occurred.
I am sure we shall not have to complain
of the Debates Committee that they
have not followed the example of the
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House of Commons in sending a copy
of our debates to every journal in every
rovince of the Dominion, so that the
People who pay the taxes may know what

the}r representatives in Parliament are
domg.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not know
Whether the Committee who are about
€ing appointed will be very much influ-
€nced by the remarks made by the hon.
Mmember for Woodstock, but for one
reason I would be sorry that they should.
he practice adopted in this House during
the last few years has been to send the re-
Ports of the Debates of the Senate to the
lfferer‘nt journals throughout the country
according as the formes were printed. In
the House of Commons, where they had
Pursued the same system, they ~have
decided to follow the course recommended
ere by the hon. member for Woodstock,
and instead of sending the reports of the
th‘;bates as they are printed, to forward
.bound volumes at the close of the
Session. [ think it must strike every hon.
‘gl‘:n‘}eman that the latter mode of proced-
th: IS not nearly as likely to bring about
esiend which the hon, n)ember seems to
Operre" as the system which has been in
now ation for some years past. If the
thinipfipers throughout the country do rot
1t worth while to give up space to
jeft P[Jbllca_tlon of our Debates upon sub-
ar ts In which an interest is being taken
€ tme, it is altogether improbable
wa; after the close ot the session, and
inte: those debates have lost whatever
co“ﬂ‘:St they might have possessed for the
posedry’ those newspapers would be dis-
VOIUmtO copy them out of the bound
that Ie; I presume it was not necessary
think ii Oulld say what I have said, but I
con only right to state that I do not
Cur with the hon.. gentleman.

THE COX DIVORCE BILL.
PETITION RECEIVED.

theHON" MR. OGILVIE moved that
pra Petition of George Branford Cox,
ying for the passing of an Act to dis-

so i ! 4
no»:e his marriage with Emily Cox, be
read and received,

Hon.

SIr ,
Under th ALEX. CAMPBELL—

e rule of the House upon the

second reading of the petition, evidence
should be given of the service of the no-
tice of this petition upon the respondent.

The notice was read by the Clerk at
the table, and is as follows :— -

37 Vie,, C., 37, D.

Tu the matter for an application for adivorce
of Grorge Branford Cox. of the town of God-
erich, in the Connty of Huron and Province
of Untario.

I, George Robert Robinson, of the City of
Lous Angeles, in the County of Los Angeles,
in the State of California, one of the United
States ot America, Carpenter,

Do solemnly declare that upon the thirty-
first day of October, one thou=and vight
handred an 1 eighty-tour, I personally served
Emily Cox, mentioned in the within notice,
with 8 true copy of the said notice hereto
annexed, marked “ A’

That the said Emily Cox is now living with
one John Elwood Ellis, at St. Gabriel, 1n the
said State o1 California, as his wife.

That [ formerly fived in the said town of
Goderich, and well knew the said George
Bianford Cox. and also knew his wife, the
said Bmily Cox, and the person I knew in the
said town of Guderich as the wife of the said
George Brantord Cox is the same person who
I to-day served with a copy of the annexed
notice, and who is living with the said John
Elwood Kilis as his wife.

And [ make this solemn declaration con-
scientionsly believing the same to be true,
and by virtue of the Act passed in the thirty-
seventh year of Her Majesty’s reign, ¢ An
Act for the Suppression of Voluntary and
Extra-jndicial Oaths.”

Declared before me at the City of Los
Angeles, in the County of Los Angeles, State
of California, this thirty-first day of October,
A.D., 1834.

A.C. HOLMES, (LS.]
Notary Public.

Notice is hereby given that George Branford
Cox, of the Town ot Goderich, in the County
of Huron and Province of Ontario, gentleman,
will apply to the Parliament of the Dominion
of Caunada, at the next Session thereof, for a
Bill of Divorce from his wife, Bmiy Cox,
tormerly of the said Town of Goderich, but
now ot Calitornia, in the United States of
America, on the grounds of adultery and
desertion.

CAMERON, HOLT & CAMERON,

Solicitors for the said petitioner
George Branford Cox.

Dated at the said Town of Goderich, the 23rd
day ot August, A.D., 1884.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
are obliged to see that the rules are strictly
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complied with in reference to all these
divorce matters, and I do not think they
have been with reference to this declara-
tion. In the first place, it does not appear
by the declaration where the respondent
was at the time she was served with no-
tice. That particular ought to be in the
paper, because the identity of the woman
has to be established in such a way as
will be satisfactory to Parliament ; and it
might also, possibly, become necessary
afterwards to lay an indictment for perjury
in some of those cases. Therefore, 1
think it is necessary to have a statement
of every detail, and it does not appear in
this declaration where the woman was at
the time she was served. The rule is that
she is to be served with a copy of the
notice, and also with the notice as it ap-
peared in the Canada Gaszette. The rule
1s: *““ Every applicant for a Bill of divorce
is required to give notice of his intended
application, and to specify from whom and
for what cause, by advertisement, during
six months in the Carada Gazette, and in
two newspapers published in the district,
in Quebec and Manitoba, or in the county
or union of counties in the other Provinces
where such applicant usually resided at
the time of the separation, or if the requi-
site numbers of papers cannot be found
therein, then in the adjoining district, or
county or union of counties. The notice
for the Provinces of Quebec and Manitob»
is to be published in the English and
French languages.”

Now it does not appear in the declara-
tion in this case that that notice was
published in the Canada Gaszette, at all or
anywhere e'se. There is another serious
-objection to this declaration ; it is that it
has been made before a foreign notary. 1
would suggest to my hon. friend who has
<harge of the petition to allow the matter
to remain over for a day or two, and in the
meantime to supply a new declaration, or
new evidence to show that this service was
<ffected at some particular place. I pre-
sume from what is said here, that it was
effected recally at St. Gabriel, California,
but it does not say so, and evidence to the
effect that the notice that was served is
identical with the notice that appeared in
the Official Gazette is also necessary.

Hon. Mr., OGILVIE—moved that the
Order of the day be discharged, and that

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

the reading of the petition be an Order for
Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to.
THE DAVIS DIVORCE BILL.
SECOND READING OF PETITION.

Hox. Mr. OGILVIE moved that the
petition of Amanda Esther Davis, praying
for the passing of an Act to dissolve her
mariage with Joseph DeSola, be now read
and received. He said: I may say to the
House that there are two witnesses here
in connection with this case—one from
Boston, and from New York—who have
been waiting here for some time, and are
ready to be examined if required.

The Clerk read the declaration of the
service of notice as follows :—

“ Oxrario, Couxty oF CarreroN, To Wit

I, George H. Mullin, of the City of Boston,
in the State of Massachusetts, one of the
United States of America Counsellor at Law,
do solemnly declare:—

1. That I did. on Wednesday, the twenty-
fifth day of June, A.D., 1884, personally serve
one Joseph DeSola with a true copy of the
annexed notice of application to the Parlia-
ment of Canada, marked “A,” by delivering
to and leaving the same with him, at his
lodging honse, in the said City of Buston,
being No, 38 Dover street.

«2. That the said Joseph DeSola is per-
sonally known to me, and believe him to be
the person in said notice of application re-
ferred to.

«“And I make this solemn declaration,
conscientiously believing the same to be true,
and by virtue of an Act passed in the thirty-
seventh year of Her Majesty, intituled : ¢ An
Act for the Suppression of Voluntary and
Extra judicial Oaths.

¢ Declared helore me at the City of Ottawa,
in the County of Carleton, this third day of
February, A D., 1885.

A. F. McINTYRE,

A Commissioner, &c.

Georce H. MuLLIN,

‘UA‘”
¢« Notice is hereby given that an application
will be made to the Parliament of Canada at
the next session thereof on behalf of Dame
Amanda Esther Davis, of the City and Dis-
trict of Montreal, for a Bill of Divorce from
her husband, Joseph DeSola, heretofore of the
same place,merchant, on the ground of cruelty
and adultery.
Datedat Montreal, this 3rd day of June,1884.
KErR, CARTER & GOLDSTEIN,
Solicitors for Appellants.
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How. Sir. ALEX. CAMPBELL—In
this case there is an objection—I do not
Now whether the house will consider it
of sufficient consequence to require that
the witness “e called tothe bar. The de-
Claration does not state distinctly that the
Joseph DeSola whom he served, is the
DeSola against whom the application is
Bad& He says he knows one Joseph
€Sola, and that he believes him to be the
Person referred to in the notice of appli-
gatmp_ I should think that is sufficient,
ut if the House thinks otherwise we
;mght call the witness to the bar. He
erved a person named DeSola, and he
elieves he is the person named in the
Peémon. There is another objection, but
con‘:.got'know w.hethe_r the ’Ho'use will
is not 'f:ir 1t one: this rotice, which is served
N iChl entified in any way with the notice
appeared in the Canada Gazette

not?c rulze requires that a copy of the
anaf} ‘M writing, as it appears in the
bl }i’ d(ﬂf?»elte, and in two newspapers
plicany €d in the district where the ap-
the in .tllsually resided, is to be served, at
son frs ance of the applicant, on the per-
the re(s)'rg whom the divorce is sought, if
taineq l' ence of such person can be ascer-
or of and proof on oath of such service,
Satisfac:} attempts made to effect it, to the
¢fore t}llon of the Senate, is to be adduced
Petitiq e S‘enate on the reading of the
to Sho:; hT here should be some evidence
iS 2 tr that the notice served on DeSola
the Gae copy of the one that appeared in
ings angettc 50 as to identify the proceed-
tion con nllake the record of the transac-
a posit; "lete.  If the hon. gentleman is in
Woul(;m to establish that it is a true copy,
proof in sug/EeCSt tha; he should put that
Might do it opy of the Canada Gazette
Ty eyt
arnada Gazette was d P to be acorrect
copy, and g1 was deemed to be acorrect
the ety the motion was agreed to, and

Petition was read and received. ]

THE sMiTH DIVORCE BIILL.
PETITION READ AND RECEIVED.

The Order of i
¢ 2 the Day having been
;ex:d; Rfeadmg Petition of Charles Smith,
YIng for the passing of an Act to dis.

sol i ; 2
Tt s marriage with Mahala Mevilda

Hon. MkR. READ said :—Before ask-
ing that the petition be read and received,
I put in the declaration of service of no-
tice upon the Respondent. If the declar-
ation is not deemed sufficient by the
House, there is a witness in attendance to
prove the service.

The Clerk reads the declaration of ser-
vice at the table, as follows :

_“In the matter of Charles Smith, applica-
tion for Divorce from his wife, Mahala Smith.

¢ ONTARIO, CoUNTY OF NoRTHUMBERLAND, To
Wir:

T Charles Levis, of the City of Belleville,
Connty of Hastings, Gentleman, do solemnly
declare :—

“That I did in afternoon of Thursday, the
eleventh day of September, in the year of Our
Lord, Oue thousand eight hundred and eighty-
fonr, about three o’clock, personally serve
Mahala Smith, the wife of Charles S8mith, of
the Village of Campliellford, in the Cou~tv of
Northamberland, Proviace of Ontario, Miller,
with a true copy of the hereunto annexed
Notice of application for a Divorce, by hand-
ingto and leaving with the said Mahala Smith,
at the house of Charles Perkins, in the Town-
~hip of Laxton, in the Connty of Victoria,
where the same Mabala Smith was then resid-
ing, the said copy of eaid Notice.

« Before I served the said Mahala Smith
with such copy of such notice I informed her
that it was a notice of an intended application
by her husband to the Parliament of Canada
for a Bill of Divorce from her,and that I
served her the said copy of the Notice at the
instance of her husband and at his request. I
also told her the Notice was published in the
newspapers published at Campbellford and
Cobourgh, in the County of Northumberland,
and known as the Campbeliford Herald and
Cobourgh Nentinel Star,and in the Canada
Gazetle, publiched at Ottawa, in the Count.y
of Carleton, whereupon she said: ¢ What is
it going to amoant to?”

I have known the said Mahala Smith for
geven years.

And I make this solemn declaration, con-
acienteously believing the same to be true,and
Ly virtue of the Act passed in the thirty-
seventh year of Her Hajesty’s reign, intituled :
“An Act for the suppression of Voluntary and
Extra-Judicial Oaths.”

< Declared before me at the Village of Camp-
bellford, in the County of Northumberland,
this thirteenth day of September, A.D. 1884.

DarierL Kexneoy,
J. P. CaarLES LEvis,

—

“A"’
Notice is hereby given that Charles Smith,
of the Village of Campbellford,in the County
of Northumberland,in the Province of Ontario,
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Miller,will apply to the Parliament of Canada,
at the Session thereof next after the expiration
of Six months from the date of this Notice
for a Bill of Divorce from his wife, Mahala
Smith, on the ground of adultery.

Dated at Campbelltord this 2ud dav of July,
A.D, 1884.

CHARLES SmiTH,
By his Solicitor, ad litem,

A. L. CoLVILLE.
To MaHALA SMITH.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—This
seems to me to be a perfect compliance
with the rules of the House, and perhaps
it might be as well in some way or another,
after the present Session, to call attention
to the particularities of the procedure re-
quired by the House in those Divorce
matters. In this case the deponent ex-
presses that he knows the woman, that he
served her with the notice at a particular
locality, which he specifies ; that the paper
he served her with was the notice that had
appeared in the local papers and in the
Canada Gaszette, so that as far as this
stage of the case goes it is made complete
and perfect.

Hox. Mr. READ—I will now put in
the exemplification of judgment in the
case of Smith v. Parker.

The motion was agreed to, and the
petition was read and received.

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
that the House do now adjourn.

Hon. MRrR. HAYTHORNE—Before
the House adjourns I might be permitted
to ask the leader of the Government a
question,—without notice—whether the
Department of Marine and Fisheries has
had any information respecting the late
disaster to the ice-boats in which it is re-
ported there were two members of Parlia-
ment, by detention in the ice in the Straits
of Northumbeiland?

Hox~. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
only communication which is special to
the Government at all was one men-
tioning the disaster, and that persons

Hon. Mr. READ.

were injured by it, to which a reply
was sent that the boatman would be treated
as mariners, and that they should be sent
at the public expense to the hospital, where
they would be taken care of.

Hon. MrR. HAYTHORNE—T may say
that the service having been disorganized
by three boats’ crews being disabled, if the
hon. gentleman is in possession of any
information that he can bring down to-
morrow, the members from the Island
Province who are deeply interested in it
will be very much obliged to him if he
will do so.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL said
he should be very glad to bring down any
information on the subject that was in the
possession of the Government.

The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, Feby. 5th, 1885.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
NEW SENATOR INTRODUCED.

Hon. Francis CLEMOW was intro-
duced, and having taken the oath pre-
scribed by law, took his seat.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, presented their first report, re-

commending a reduction of the quorum.
—Adopted.

Hon. Mr. READ, from the Committee
on Standing Orders and Private Bills,
presented their first report, recommending
a reduction of their quorum.—Adopted.

Also, their second report, recom-
mending that the time limited for receiv-
ing petitions for private bills be extended
to Thursday the rgth inst.

Also, their third report, setting forth
that the 72nd rule of the Senate had been
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complied with in the Davis and Smith
lvorce cases.—Adopted.

Hox. Mr. PLUMB, from the Com-
Mittee on Banking and Commerce, pre-
Sented their first report, recommending
that the quorum be reduced.—Adopted.

Hox. Mr. HOWLAN, from the Com-
Mittee on Contingencies, presented their
first report, recommending that the
Quorum be reduced.—Adopted.

THE SMITH DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hox. Mr. READ introduced Bill (B)
An Act for the relief of Charles Smith.”

The Bill was read the fizst time.

£«

HoN. Mr. READ moved that the

Second reading be fixed for Friday, the
20th instant,

Hox. Mr. TRUDEL—It is well known
c at many hon. members of the Senate
onsider it their duty to oppose these
Cu‘;(t)rce bills at every stage. It is not
Oppgsmary’ howev‘er,.for those who are
ask }?d to the principle of a measure to
come € House to divide upon it until it
it WOS ]llp for the second reading. I think
min uld be advisable, therefore, that the
sh Ority, who object to these divorce bills,
ould enter their protest against them by
aving  each stage entered upon the
Minutes as being carried on a division.
he vote need only be taken, then, at the
Second reading.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

THE DAVIS DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

HowN. Mr. OGILVIE introduced Bill

(C) “ An Act for the relief of Amanda
sther Davis,”

g The Bill was read the first time, on a
ivision,

Hon. Mg, OGILVIE moved that the

Bl" be read the 1 1
S
tl 20th § ot econd time on Fnday,

The motion was agreed to, on a division.

The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February 6th, 1885.

The SpeakEeR took the Chair at Three
o’clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE EVANS DIVORCE BILL.
READING OF THE PEITFION,

The Order of the day having been
called :—
Reading Petition of Alice Elvia Evans,

rraying for the passing of an Act to dissolve
her marriage with Owen Morton Evans—

Hox. Mr. McMASTER said—I pre
sented the Petition in this case, but I
suggested that it should be conducted by
a legal gentleman. The hon. member
from Barrie will take charge of it.

Hox. Mr. GOWAN-—I move that the
Petition of Alice Elvia Evans, praying for
the passage of an Act to dissolve her
marriage with Owen Norton Evans, be
now read and received. Itis impossible
10 exaggerate the linportance of a strict
adherence to forms and procedure in mat-
ters of this grave character. I do not
mean a pedantic exactness which would
substitute the means for the end, but an
adherence to all that is substantial as
prescribed by the rtules of this hon.
body. I have endeavored to see what has
been done in the past. I have looked
over the cases of 1882 and 1883, and also
examined the rules, and I think my hon.
friend, the Minister of Justice, and other
hon. gentlemen will find the papers 1 pre-
sent inexactand very intelligentcempliance
with all that is necessary in cases of this
kind. Not only does the person who made
the necessarydeclaration know the respond=
ent, but he also states where he served it,
when he served it, and his knowledge that
he is the man described as the respond-
ent in the procedure. 1 can vouch for
the person who took the declaration being,
as he is described to be, a notary public,
and I happen personally to know his
signature, so that from my seat in the
House here I can vouch for that fact. I
am bound to say, however, that there is
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one small point which may be considered
important, and to which the Minister of
Justice referred on another matter similar
to this—that the form of notice is not
shown to be the identical form as published
in the Gazette. Possibly he might con-
sider the rule to apply, “ud certum est quod
certum redd: pofest)” but, at all events, to
make the matter sure, I provided myself
with a copy of the Gazeite to which the
Minister of Justice can refer, and it will
be tourd that not merely every form and
requirement has been complied with, but
that it has been complied with in a very
intelligent manner.

Hon. Mr. READ—I do not under-
stand that the House is in possession of
the declaration and notice of service.

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELIL—Oh
yes, of the Petition itself.

Hox. Mr. READ—The House is not
in possession of it yet.

Hox~. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
question is not upon the service of the
Bill, but the service of the Petition, and
the hon. gentleman who has charge of the
Petition gave me an opportunity of look-
ing at the evidence of service and it
seemed to me complete. The affidavit is
by one Andrew Moag.

1. That I did on Wednesday, the fourth
day of June, 1884, serve Owen Norton Evans,
in the annexed Notice named, with a true
duplicate of the said annexed Notice by de-
livering such duplicate to himself personally
at the warehouse of Wilson Brothers, in the
Town of Owen Sound aforesaid.

2. That I am and have been intimately
acquainted with the said Owen Norton Evans
for the past five years, and know that the
person so served by me is the husband of
Alice Elvira Evans, of the City of Toronto,
Dressmaker, in the said annexed Notice
pamed.”

And the notice is :

« Notice is hereby given that application
will be made to the Parliament of Canada at
the first Session thereof which may be holden
after the expiration of six months from the
date of this Notice by me Alice Alvira Evans,
née Johnson, of the City of Toronto, in the
Province ot Ontario, for a Bill of Divorce
from my hueband, Owen Norton Evans,
formerly of the City of Hamilton, and now of

Hon, Mr. GOWAN,

the Town of Owen Sound, in the Connty of
Grey, and the Province of Ontario, Up-
holsterer, on the grounds of adultery and
desertion.”

Then my hon. friend from Barrie says
he has compared this with the notice in
the Gaszette and finds that it is a correct
copy.

Hon. Mr. READ—The House is now
in possession of this evidence.

The SPEAKER—The time to put
that in will be after the motion of the
hon. member from Barrie is agreed to.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion, and the Petition was read and
received.

THE TERRY DIVORCE BILI..
READING OF THE PETITION,

Hon. Mr. READ moved that the
Petition of Fairy Emily Jane Terry, pray-
ing for the passing of an Act to dissolve
her marriage with Charles Hunter Terry,
be read and received.

The SPEAKER—Will the hon. gen-
tleman allow me to remark that I think it
would be as regular a course if in sending
the motion to the Clerk he would send
the declaration with it.

Hon. MrR. READ—The motion énd
all the necessary papers ?

The SPEAKER—Yes, and explain to
the House what they are.

Ho~. MR. READ—I now send with
the motion the affidavit of the serving of
the Bill, declaration of the serving of the
notice, and also proceedings had in the
High Court of Judicature in Ontario, so
far as they have gone.

Order for the payment of alimony, and
affidavit of service of a copy of the notice
on the Respondent were then read.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
service seems perfect and complete.

The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the Petition was read and received,
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PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.
MOTION,

" Hon, Mr. LACOSTE moved the
€ adoption of the second report of the
Ommittee on Standing Orders and Pri-

vate Bills. He explained that it was

:_nerely a recommendation that the time

Or receiving Petitions for Private Bills be

€xtended to Thursday, the 1gth instant.

he motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3:45 p.m.
THE SENATE,
Ottawa, Monday, February oth, 1885.

, The SpEAKER took the Chair at Three
(o] ClOCk p.m_

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The Senate adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

THE SENATE
Ottazyg, Tuesday, February roth, 1885.

, The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
Oclock p.m,

Prayers ang routine proceedings.
THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ADOPTED.

ofln?:-} MRr. READ, from the Joint
presen tl aee on the Printing of Parliament,
that the' their first report recommending
€Il quorum be reduced to nine
members.——Adopted.

THE Cox DIVORCE BILL,
THE PETITION READ.
Hon. Mg, OGILVIE moved that the

etition of George Branford Cox i
( , praying
for the passing of an Act to dissolve his

marriage with Emily Cox, be now read
and received. He said :—Since this Peti-
tion was before the House last week I
have received evidence which I think will
be satisfactory to the Senate.

Hox.Sir ALEX. CAMPBELI—When
this motion was made on a previous
occasion, the affidavit of service of the
Petition upon the respondent was not
considered satisfactory, for several reasons
which were pointed out at the time,
amongst others one being that it was
sworn before a notary public in a toreign
country, and there was no authority under
our rules for the swearing of an affidavit
before such a functionary. Another reason
was that there was no statement of the
place where the petition was served on
the respondent, and I think there were
one or two other objections. Since then,
as the hon. gentleman from Montreal has
said, further evidence has been reccived.
I have had an opportunity of looking at
this further evidence, and it seems to me
such as will be satisfactory to the House.
Hon. gentlemen will bear in mind that
the evidence is not such as would be
required to satisfy a court of law, but
evidence which will be satisfactory to the
House. This additional evidence is the
affidavit of Philip Holt, of the Town of
Goderich, who swears that he is solicitor
for the said George Branford Cox, “ that
J. W. M’Kinley, of Los Angeles, in the
State of California, is the Attorney for
Emily Cox, who resides in the said State
of California. That the said Emily Cox
is the person from whom the said George
Branford Cox is now secking a divorce.
That upon the 6th day of February, 1885,
I sent the telegram which is now shewn to
me marked ‘A, and which is hereto annex-
ed, to the said J. W. M’Kinley; and 1 did,
on the 7th day of February, 1885, receive
the reply which is now shewn to me mark-
ed ‘B.”” The House will observe that the
deponent says this M’Kinley is the attorney
of Emily Cox. He swears to that as a
matter of fact. The telegram is dated Los
Angeles, California, February 7th, and is
as follows :—

“To CaMEroN, HoLr and CAMERON, Goderich,
¢ Service ot Notice of application of George
Branford Cox for divorce admitted.
o J, W. M’KiNLEY, Attorney for Mrs. Emily
Cox.’
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There, therefore, is a direct admission
from the person who is sworn to be the
attorney of Mrs Cox, of the service of
the papers upon her at Los Angeles, and
this is accompanied by the letter, which 1
have also read, from the first person who
effected the service, and who details at
considerable length the mode he took to
effect 1t, and he identifies herself and the
person with whom she is living, and esta-
blishes that she is the person from whom
the petitioner seeks to be divorced ; that
service was effected on her, at this place in
California, of a copy of the notice which
appears in the Gasette and which is
attached to the affidavit ; so in my humble
opinion there is sufficient evidence to
satisfy the House that the petition has

been duly served.
The motion was agreed to, and the

Petition was read and received on a divi-
sion,

Ho~n. MrR. POWER—I should ask to
have the original declaration of the party
who served the notice read. 1 believe 1t
was read some days since, but I think it
would be more regular to read it now,

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL--The
motion is passed, but I will read it.  (De-
claration read.)

THE HATZFELD DIVORCE BILL.

THE PETITION READ.

Ho~n. Mr. KAULBACH moved that
the petition of George Lewis Emil Hatz-
feld be now read and received.  He said
—Before the reading of the petition,
according to the rules of the House, it is
necessary for me to show to the satisfaction
of hon. gentlemen that a copy of the
notice for a Bill of Divorce has been
served upon the party. I have that de-
claration before me, and T think every
essential form has been complied with.
‘The notice was served on Annie Maria
Hatzfeld personally in Toronto on the
24th November last, at the place where
she resided, she acknowledging at the
time that she was the party against whom
‘the application was made, and named in
the notice.  The person who served the
notice does not say that he is personally
acquainted with the respondent, but the

Hon. S1rR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

House will agre= with me that when the
party admitted that she was the person
for whom the notice was intended, it is
evidence which may be considered satis-
factory. I have no identification of the
party himself, but the declaration is made
before A. M. Creelman, notary public, in
Toronto. At a former sitting of the
House it was considered necessary to
show that the person making the declar-
ation was the person he purported to be.
I do not think that is necessary, but I am
in this fortunate position that the hon.
member for Barrie (Mr. Gowan) knows
the party personally, and knows his signa-
ture, and therefore the objection on that
score will be removed. 1 have examined
the notice for application for the Bill of
Divorce, and the notice annexed to the
declaration is a copy of the notice with
some unessential words in it. T do not
think that these additional words will affect
itat all. I did not consider it necessary
to bring a copy of the Gaszette to the
House, but I have read the notice, and 1
think this is substantially a copy of the
notice which was published. As the hon.
member for Barrie said, the House could
take judicial notice of it itself, that it is a
matter of certainty, according to the legal
maxim he then gave us: i@ certum est quod
certum reddi potest. 1 may say I have
shown the deciaration to the Minister of
Justice,who has said to me that he believes
all the requirements of the petition have
been complied with.

Hon.SIRALEX. CAMPBELL—I have
also had the opportunity of looking at the
evidence proving the service of the petition
in this case, and it seems to me to be
satisfactory in all respects, except that the
ldenut) of the person is not sworn to by
the witness, but there is the statement
which the hon. gentleman has alluded to
which is made by the respondent, who
admits that she was the party for whom
the notice was intended. It seems to me,
therefore, that if the service was made
upon a person going by that name, who,
in sa many words, admitted that she was
the wife of the man whose petition we are
considering, that that would be sufficient
to satisfy the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I do not venture
to express a different opinion from the
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Minister of Justice, but I think the Senate
Ought to be very particular as to this step
In these divorce cases.  All the subsequent
?}:;JSCeed'mgs are based upon the service of
it hotice on the defendant, and unless
ants made perfectly clear that the defend-
ot c:jr the party proposed to be made
s ndant, has been duly served, the sub-
€Quent proceedings are all irregular.
p OWw, I think that one of the most essential
€ments in the service is that there shall
t}f no doubt whatever of the identity of
€ person. The Minister of Justice must
S:l?m that very often these divorces are
triblgl tlby collusion. I think that this
rish nfal has to protect itself against the
Cour? collusion as well as the ordinary
tha tSh'Of the country. Then, it may be
the w’fls person w}.l(.) was served was not
WOmal e of the petitioner at all, but some
in ordn representing herself to be his wife
tiOnerelr to further the ends of the peti-
that £ ooking for the divorce. I think
that it at 1s a very essential matter, and
o Sucl:s to be regretted that there should
e b an omission in the declaration.
these age gone a long way in allowing
Oaths\eclaratlons—_they are not even
dence ato be used instead of sworn evi-
Senate thfg Bar of the House, which the
think thfﬁqulred a few years since, and I
ther ¢ at we should not proceed any fur-
Tectionan we have already gone in the di-
ills o of ‘making the procuring of these
taken ‘LS)C I notice too, if I am not mis-
for Ll’m)’ the glance that the hon. member
ec arat?nburg alloyved me to have of that
which w‘0n of service, that the document
iS nop o as served upon the supposed wife
appeare?i €xact copy of the notice which
requir In the Gazette. Now, our rule
A1T€S that the party shall be served

}Vlth a copy of th . .
in the Gaze)l,te, e notice which appears

thgguN-hlSlR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
his int§ody agree with my hon. friend in
ance of thpctorx remark as to the import-
Proceedi 1S particular step in these divorce
cient ev!ggs’ but it seems to me tha* suffi-
Service lfence has_beep furnished of the
rules. 0? l:he notice in this case. The
evidenee the Senate do not require such
of lay . iétls would be necessary in a court
satisis must be such evidence as will
the not; Ctory to the Senate. In this case
'C€ 1s that an application will be

C

made to the Parliament of Canada at the
next session thereof on behalf of George
Louis Emil Hatzfeld, of the City of Ham-
ilton, accountant, for a Bill of Divorce
from Annie Maria Hatzfeld, his wife,
formerly of the town of Dundas, on the
ground of adultery and desertion. The
House will see that the man himself is
described at length, and his residence and
occupation are given, and that the woman
is described at length by name, and her
former residence is mentioned. The
declaration states that the man who served
the notice did, on the 24th day of Novem-
ber, 1884, “ personally serve Annie Maria
Hatzfeld with a copy of the notice of
the application to the Parliament of
Canada herein by delivering such copy to
and leaving the same with her at number
252 Ontario Street, in the said City of
Toronto. At the time of such service as
aforesaid, the said Annie Maria Hatzfeld
admitted to me that she was the party for
whom the said notice was intended, and
that she was the Mrs. Hatzfeld referred to
in the said notice.” A distinct admission
of that kind to the man who served the
notice is evidence which, I humbly sub-
mit, ought to be satisfactory to the House.
Then as to the declaration not being at
the Bar of the House, that we disposed of
in a previous session.

Hon. Mr. POWER~I did not object
to that.

Hon. Sikr ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
are satisfied with a declaration which in-
volves all the legal penalties of perjury
without asking people to take an oath,
which some persons have scruples in
doing. As to the surplusage in the copy
served, it seems to be of no moment.
The words which have been added are:
“in the County of Wentworth,” and “to
you.” In the Gazette it appears: “ notice
is hereby given that an application, etc.”
In the copy served on the respondent it
is ““notice is hereby given to you that an
application, etc.” Then in the notice in
the Gazette the description of the resi-
dence of the petitioner ends with “the
City of Hamilton.” In the copy served
on the respondent it is ‘“the City of
Hamilton, in the County of Wentworth.™
These additional words do not create any
uncertainty as to the place of residence
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but rather make it more certain. We are
not tied down to the exact words of the
Gazette, if the words added are of no
consequence, or if they tend to make
more certain the notice in the Gazette.
It seems to me these are not objections
which ought to prevail in the House.

The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the petition was read and received.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Wednesday, February 1r1th, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PRIVATE BILLS.
TIME FOR PRESENTING EXTENDED.

Hon. Mr. LACOSTE, from the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills, presented their fourth report, stating
that in the Evans, the Terry and the
Hatzfeld divorce cases the rules of the
House had been complied with ; also
recornmending that in the Cox divorce
case the 7znd rule be suspended.

Also the fifth report of the Committee,
recommending that the time for present-
ing Private Bills be extended to Thursday
the 26th instant.—Adopted.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (D), “An Act for the relief of
George Louis Emil Hatzfeld — (Mr.
Kaulbach). :

Bill (E), “ An Act for the relief of Fairy
Emily Jane Terry. (Mr. Read).

THE COX DIVORCE CASE.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved that the
72nd rule be dispensed with in so far as it
relates to the petition of George Branford
Cox, as recommended in the fourth report

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

of the Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills.

Hon. MR. SCOTT—It has been a well
understood principle which prevails in this
Chamber—at least well understood by a
considerable section who are opposed to
divorce—that all the rules laid down by
the Senate should be scrupulously observ-
ed, and that there should be no relaxation
whatever in any instance. I do not now
speak of the merits of this case, or say
whether it is an important relaxation or
not, but I call the attention of the Senate
to it, and feel that it is incumbent upon
us, on the principles we have ourselves
laid down, to insist that all the rules be
strictly complied with. If we once open
the door there is no knowing where we
shall stop, and it is the first case I think—
at least the first to which my attention has
been called—in which a relaxation of the
rules has been asked for. I for one should
not be disposed to consent to it.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
disposed to agree with the hon. gentleman
that we should not consent to a relaxation
of the rules in any case of this kind. 1
think the Committee have been induced
to make this report because recommenda-
tions of the same kind have been made
with reference to ordinary bills, but I have
no recollection of any such recommenda-
tion having been made with regard to
Bills of Divorce, and I agree with my hon.
friend that the full notice required by the
rules of the House should be given. I
do not think it would be safe for us to
proceed with a Bill of Divorce unless that
full notice has been given. I would sug-
gest to my hon. friend from Montreal that
he should defer this motion until the
House has had time to consider whether
they will, in the case of a Divorce Bill,
agree to any relaxation of their rules. ~ If
my hon. friend will postpone his motion
until the day after to-morrow the members
will be afforded time to consider that
question.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—My only reason
for asking that the rule be dispensed with
in this case is that the informality has
been very trifling indeed. It is simply
that the notice was not published in the
local paper for the full two weeks. It was
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Published in the Canada Gazette for the
Ume required by our rule. We have an
acknowledgement from the party against
Whom the Bill is asked, that the notice
Was duly served upon her, and 1 think
€very member of the Committee was
Satisfied that proper notice had been
8iven. Had the notice been published in
the Huron Signal for the two full weeks
the rule would have been fully complied
With.  Of course I am in the hands of the

Ouse, and I am quite willing to let the
Motion stand as suggested.

Motion postponed until Friday next.
THE BANK OF UPPER CANADA.
ENQUIRY.

Hox, Mr. ALEXANDER rose to

rer?]?“ the attention of the Senate to the
all tllSSness of the Government in realizing
Can ‘; bO(la_ﬁ(le assets of the Bank of Upper
$1 lgoa’ In discharge of the large debt of
con 5000, due by that institation to the

try, and enquire whether the Govern-

:;?\?-t Propose to take any further steps to
1Ze on the same.

WhIi{E said : I know that the two motions
Chaf I have on the paper to-day are of a
00 acter to awaken much feeling. That

o S not concern me. If we do not labor
in Ch'eck the wicked course of a few men
Sprelgh position, the moral leprosy will
mra?d.‘ The industrial - classes in the
a Gog }strx_cts, and even In our cities, are
Tight y €aring people, trying to do what is
teachgnder the guidance of their excellent
o SOC'rS and pastors, but gher'e Is a class
think ‘ft’;])’, which I hope is limited, who
titles g at wealth, grand mansions and
thing toe el)"e()'thlng, and they will do any-
It i obtain money to keep those up.
€Y cannot do so by fair means, they

t
Ty and they care not who
TIng this subject
high i .
I need nop sy to gh court of Parliament
as a shareholder of the old bank,
in
'8 very much the prospects of my family,

oul means,
e .
*Y May injure, I am sure I could not
before am etent

tribunal than Ao, ore comp:
in this matter'g the House that I move
and ot €r Irom a sense of public duty,
alt

o}?eli-gg the loss I sustained as a share-
: rought me almost to want, blight-
Ina .
of lSl;‘réuch 3s I was in a measure deprived

feans of educating them.

It is unnecessary for me to say that I
move now as arepresentative of the people
who have lost upwards of a million of
dollars by the failure of that bank; and
the people of this Dominion have a right
to know what has become of all its assets.
Those were first placed in the hands of
Mr. C. J. Campbell (brother of the present
Minister of Justice) and Mr. Peleg How-
land, who, as Government Trustees, re-
ported to the Government on the 22nd of
May, 1868, that after a close and careful
examination, they were afraid there would
be a deficiency of $509,284, after realizing
all the assets. .

Our inquiry to-day is, what has become
of the other half million? The history of
that bank from the year 1858 is a dreadful
one. Its collapse did not arise entirely
from ordinary commercial losses. A large
part of its capital ($3,000,000) as also
$1,000,000, borrowed from the Govern-
ment, was wickedly plundered by men in
high position, some of whom are now in
this chamber, and have to-day luxurious
carriages, with servants and liveries, flaunt-
ing their ill-gotten wealth in the faces of
the ruined shareholders.

I was a director of that bank from 1860
until its doors were closed (1866) and
know its whole history. Another member
of this House, the Hon. G. W. Allan, was,
during that period, president of the Bank.
He is a gentleman standing at the
head of different religious institutions,
president of the British and Foreign
Bible Society in Toronto. At every
annual election of directors of the
bank, he always held the proxies of
the poor widows and orphans and smaller
shareholders, who placed them in his
hands from the confidence they had in
him, and he thus retained his position as
president, although one of its heavy
debtors, until the bank went down. The
result of the management under his presi-
dency was that the bank became insolvent,
spreading misery and woe in a hundred
households. My next neighbor, a man
highly respected in the County of Oxford,
had, as a shareholder, his means of sup-
pert taken from him——sank into his grave
with a broken heart, and his family of
daughters was left in sad circumstances.
I could name a score of other families
who were thus the victims of that foul
conspiracy.



36

The Bank of [SENATE] Upper Canada.

If those wicked and heartless men, in
high position, who have caused this suf-
fering and woe, were to follow some of
their victims to their impoverished and
destitute homes, they could scarcely de-
rive pleasure from their luxurious man-
sions and other trappings of life, sustained
with money which has been taken from
the poor.

It is not my purpose to expose one
quarter the crime practised by those men
in high position in connection with that
old bank.

I could a tale unfold, which would
shock the moral sense of every honest
man. But I refrain from doing so, out of
consideration for the age of the parties
and the prominence of their position.

I now come to the question: what has
become of that half million of missing
assets? In the last report of the Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, signed “John
Rose, Minister of Finance,” it appears to
be assumed that there will be only a de-
ficiency of $500,000. Should not a Com-
mittee of Parliament make a thorough in-
vestigation of the assets, to see what the
different solvent debtors have actually
paid? It is rumored in Toronto that
certain political supporters of Sir John
Macdonald have had their debts, what is
called, “settled.” Is it possible that a
Canadian Government can have been so
depraved as to deal thus with the people’s
money, and thus reward their political
supporters by remitting portions, or the
whole of their debt which they were owing
to the country ? This is a new phase of
political crime. I would respectfully ask
the Hon. G. W, Allan, who was the last
president of that insolvent bank—living as
he is in one of the so termed parks of
Toronto—has he paid the debt of $36,000
and interest which he owed in the books
of that bank? T hope that I shall not be
driven to mention other names still more
prominent.

Now, if the House will kindly grant me
its indulgent ear, I will show how the
whole of the debt due by that Bank can
be recovered, and thus, $1,000,000 saved
for the country. It is a matter of history
that in 1858-59 the Grand Trunk Railway
were owing certain contractors $1,000,000
which they were unable to pay. The
Barings and the Glynns would not advance
any more money to that railway.  Those

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER.

contractors were thus in a very critical
position, for that railway’s credit was
completely impaired. But one of the
contractors was a man equal to the
emergency. He got himself and another
gentleman into the Bank Board during
that period, for I hold in my hand the
names of that Board during 1859, and by
a dexterous move (quite worthy of a
Scotchman) they induced the late Mr.
Thos. Ridout—who had been, up to that
period, a most upright and successful
cashier of the Bank—to become a Director
of the Grand Trunk Railway, and in that
capacity, draw two sterling drafts of
A 100,000 sterling each, upon the I.ondon
bankers, knowing they would lie dis-
honored ; and the said Thos. G. Ridout
was prevailed upon, as cashier of the Bank
of Upper Canada, to pay over that large
amount, namely $1,000,000 to that very
distinguished gentleman of Celtic origin
for the benefit of himself and his co-con-
tractors ; and as a matter of course a large
portion of that $1,000,000 of the Bank
capital was thus lost.

I have taken the highest legal opinion
in regard to this matter, and I am assured
that an action for breach of trust could
to-day be instituted by the Government,
with the certainty of recovering the
amount of the loss from that gentleman.

I see before me an hon. member of this
House, now present, who could give valu-
able evidence in regard to that transaction.
He knows all about it, because he and
his powerful friend were members of the
Board for a limited portion of that year,
and I am sure that a gentleman of his
patriotism will be desirous to aid the
Dominion Government in recovering their
loss. I need not say that I mean the
Hon. Sir David Lewis MacPherson,
Minister of the Interior, a member of this
uon. House, who, to my knowledge, was
oy that Bank Board, during that eventful
period, and when he went out, I became
a member of the Board soon after.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN—However unwil-
ling I may be to drag any personal matter
before this House, it is scarcely possible,
after the allusions which have been made
to me 1in such untruthful and malicious
terms, by the hon. gentleman behind me,
to refrain from doing so, and therefore I
would ask the patience of the House
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While T call their attention to a few facts
Connected with the history of the Bank of
Upper Canada at the period to which the
.JON. gentleman has referred, and especially
In relation to my own connection with the
tlimk. I suppose, hon. gentlemen, that

€re are very few in this House who do
Dot remember the wave of financial de
S:gssxon and distress which passed over

IS country in 1857, 1858 and 1859,
When real estate became almost unsaleable
and many men who were reputed to be
:Vealthy found themselves reduced almost
O beggary. [ left everything bright and
zF:"(:isperous in Canada two years before that
nd Ireturned from abroad to find myself
Unexpectedly involved in very serious
f;>_slses and difficulties, largely due to the
tol ure of others to meet their obligations
re Me, and largely due to very heavy
aSSPOn51t?xllt1e§ which I was obliged to
¢ Sume, in which I had no personal con-
€In whatever, any more than the hon.
gentleman who has just addressed you.
mee outlook at that time, as hon. gentle-
enon Wwill remember, was dark and gloomy
o “18}1- Real estate had gone down
pOP§ essly in value. It was almost im-

Ssible to raise money, except at very

g{eat sacrifices. Notwithstanding this, as
are 0se who know the circumstances
gemlaWare—and there are many hon.

now'emen present in this House who
om the circumstances—I struggled on
. Beet all my liabilities, and this one to
rest gnk of Upper Canada amongst the
ebt edOnestly and faithfully.  That in-
Prior t ness, hon. gentlemen, was incurred
and n(;)tmy occupying a seat on the board,
advane one shilling of accommodation or
obtain ed of any km_d was ever asked for or
any friee dby me, either for myself or for
the tim nI bor connection of: mine, from
the b € ecame presndept in 1862, until
ank closed its doors in 1866.

. tc‘;ntcllnued to make payments on this
time a: I other lla‘:‘)llltles, from time to
Even ITOUId raise money to do so.
it was ‘3' allowance as president, small as
ac COu;ltiSIpald In quarterly on the same
and so m never touched a farthing of it,
Stopped atters continued until the bank
at tha tipayment, when my indebtedness
As hon me amounted to some $34,700.
trustees 'wgentlemer} are aware, certain
ment to €re appointed by the Govern-
Wind up the affairs of the bank.

Those trustees were the late Mr. Peleg
Howland, Mr. Peter Patterson, and Mr. C.
J. Campbell. I had continued making
payments to them on my debt every three
months, when those gentlemen applied for,
and at their request were furnished with, a
schedule of all my real estate, and a state-
ment of my liabilities. After receiving
this they proposed to me, through my
agent, that I should make them an offer
for a cash settlement. This I declined to
do, stating that, if allowed, I would much
prefer endeavoring to go on as I had been
doing, and, if possible, in time work out
the whole indebtedness. The trustees,
however, were unanimous in preferring to
close the account, and offered if I would
pay a certain sum, $12,500 with interest
1n six months, to accept it in full discharge,
and cancel my note, the debt then having
been reduced to $25,000. With great
difficulty, and at a very considerable sacri-
fice, I raised the specified amount and
paid it in within the required time, on the
11th July, 1870, and 1 am now, in 1885,
still working off, by the sale of my property,
the last of the moneys raised upon it to
meet this and other liabilities incurred 1n
those disastrous years. This is a plain
and simple history of the whole transaction
as far as I am concerned in reference to
the Bank ot Upper Canada. Hon. gentle-
men will readily understand, and I am
sure will fully sympathise with me in the
painful position in which I am placed in
being obliged to bring these private
matters before an assembly of this kind,
but I think I have taken an honorable,
manly and straightforward course in fully
explaining my connection with the Bank
of Upper Canada and stating exactly what
the circumstances were.

Now, with reference to certain other
statements which have fallen from the hon.
member for Woodstock : he speaks of
my having obtained my seat at the bank
board by soliciting proxies from all classes
of shareholders, and which I obtained for
the purpose of procuring by my election as
president of the bank an accommodation
for myself and my friends. I do not wish
to use anything but Parliamentarylanguage
—but I have no other choice than to
designate that statement as wholly and
entirely untrue. As I shall show presently
that position was neither sought nor desired
by me ; but let me first give the history of
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the connection of that hon. gentleman
himself with the Bank of Upper Canada.
The fact of the matter is that the hon.
gentleman became a director of the bank
very nearly at the same time that I was
placed on the board myself, and is in every
respect just as responsible as I am for all
that occurred in the bank from the year
1860 or 1861 down to the time the bank
closed its doors. Soon after I was elected
a director of the bank, not at my own
suggestion nor by my own wish, I and
others of my colleagues, finding that the
affairs of the bank were in an unsatisfactory
state, and being dissatisfied with the man-
agement, knowing that the hon. gentleman
was a large shareholder and not then know-
ing him as well as I do now, I suggested
to my colleagues that it would be a good
thing if we could get a gentleman so
largely interested in the welfare of the
bank to take a seat on the board. After
a good deal of persuasion they accepted
my views. I went up to Woodstock ; I
had an interview with that hon. gentleman
and obtained his acquiescence,and he may,
therefore, be said to have been placed on
the board, if not by me, at all events mainly
atmy instance and by my persuasion ; that
he was utterly useless there hon. gentleman
will readily conceive. With regard to my
appointment as president, the hon. gentle-
man knows very well indeed that that ap-
pointment was not sought by me
but thrust upon me. It was the very
last position I desired to fill, simrly
from the fact that I was indebted
to the bank; however at a general
meeting of all the shareholders, held, I
think, in 1861, when a change was made
in the management of the bank—the then
cashier and president having resigned,
there was a good deal of feeling elicited
by the statement of the affairs of the
bank then laid before the shareholders
by the gentleman who was the newly ap-
pointed cashier, the late Mr. Robert
Cassels. The report of the directors was
received with great disfavor, and the
meeting was at first not inclined to adopt
it. Some of us who had only been on the
board for a short time, and were in no
way responsible for the management of
previous years and its results, felt that
this was unjust to us, and I got up and
addressed the meeting, pointing out that
there were those sitting there who were in

Ho~N. MrR. ALEXANDER.

no way responsible for the then position
of the bank, but that as the report would
shew we had been doing our best to
remedy the existing state of things. The
result was that the report was carried, and
very much to my surprise I found myself
elected president of the bank the next day.
Now, the hon. gentleman knows perfectly
well that so far from my desiring that
position, I had been extremely anxious
that a gentleman whose position in the
country was well known, a very wealthy,
honorable and wupright man, and one
who had probably the largest share
in the bank, the late Mr. Thomas
Street, should be elected president;
and there are gentlemen in this House
who know that I did everything in
my power to induce that gentleman to
allow himself to be elected, and that fail- -
ing tu obtain his consent, the next step I
took was to endeavor to persuade a lead-
ing merchant in Toronto, whom I thought
was a good representative man, to accept
the same position. He also declined to
accept it ; and therefore, 1 again say that
that position was in no way sought by me,
nor was it ever used by me for the pur-
pose—as insinuated by the hon. gentleman
from Woodstock—of obtaining one shilling
of accommodation either for myself or for
my friends.

I do not desire to continue a discus-
sion which is in every way, I am sure, most
distasteful to this House, but I think it
fair and right when a geitleman makes
such a gross and malignant personal
attack as the hon. member from Wood-
stock has made upon me, to point out to
the House the animus which has prompted
and the motives which have actuated him
in the course which he has taken to-day.
As I said before, that hon. gentleman was
placed on the board of the Bank of
Upper Canada, at my instance. He con-
tinued on the board with me until the
very time the bank closed its doors. We
met afterwards, as years passed on ; not
one word did I hear from the hon. gen-
tleman, not a whisper or suggestion of the
false and malicious statements which he
has made to-day. We were, apparently, ex-
ceedingly good friends. When at Wood-
stock, I have been at his house, and not
only that, but he did not disdain to allow
his own family to accept the hospitality of
my own roof. For eighteen years I had




The Bank of [FEB. 11,1885]) Upper Canada

39

Aot the most remote reason to suppose

:ﬁat the hon. gentleman entertained
we slightest feeling  of hostility to-
bards me, until the extraordinary out-

reak, which will be fresh in the mem-
ory of this House, which occurred in
1878, when he first thought proper, for
Some reason which I have never been able
:0 divine, and which my hon. friends on
€ opposite side of the House have never
€er able to divine, to attack in the most
Unjustifiable manner the Honorable the
thister of Justice and myself, and he has
ari?in continuing to do this in the grossest
most malignant way, so far as regards
myself, by repeated false statements which
€ never heretofore dared to make before
g‘lyt{]ace, and by repeating those statements
ang fl:) corridors of the House, in the hotels
lete ¥ anonymous communications and
m IS to the newspapers, containing the
OSt gross insinuations and slanders which
nzv?i;]ed not put his own name to, until
atteS whole thing has culminated in the
ack which he has made to-day. I think
of‘?}?y safely leave the matter in the hands
in th? House when I sum up the position
. f;s way : that the hon. gentleman in
what Ist place is just as responsible for
anag occurred in the Bank of Upper
2 ba the whole time I was president as
i ecause heoccupied a seat as director

I 1o 8 all the time. In the second plaec,
Ink that the House will fairly estimate
gei aatrlotism at what it is worth of the hon.
aboufmap as to whether he. cares one snap
ot this $1,100,000 which he says is
ic CO the Government and the people of

a Sul_(C;lmtry.; or whether as in the other
notice motion which now stands on the
POrtuni‘:aper he has simply sought an op-
one why 0}{ giving pain and annoyance to
way whO ad never injured him in any
etore :tever, by dragging this matter
nant per ¢ House and making the malig-
e har dsonal attack upon me in the way
Necessar Ont_e to-day. 1 do not think it is
and y for me to say anything more
pardon mO]}e that hon. gentlemen  will
the Hou: Or trespassing on the time of
Which 11 e in giving the explanatlons
ave heen obliged to give to-day.

Ht?:\}s,"‘ DAVID MACPHERSON
from “;“ arge which the hon. gentleman
ver oodstock brings against me is a

Y grave one—at least it would be a

—

‘my own.

very grave one if it had a tittle of founda-
tion in fact. I can assure the House how-
ever that it has none. The whole of the
story is the creation of his own brain. 1
have lived all but 50 years in this country.
During nearly the whole of that time I
have been engaged in conducting large
and important business, and never until
now has any insinuation been made against
my honor. It is not in the power of any
man to-day, I rejoice to say, to assert that
in any of my many transactions I have
ever attempted to do anything that was
not strictly according to honor and accord-
ing to the principles which should govern
a British merchant. I never was indebted
to the Bank of Upper Canada. By that
I mean to say that I never owed one
shilling that was over-due to the Bank of
Upper Canada. My firm kept our account
with that bank for years. We were some-
times borrowers but we were generally
lenders—generally depositors with the
bank. Our transactions, if they could be
examined, would bear the strictest scrutiny.
So much for the transactions of my firm,
With respect to the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, I never asked a favor for them from
the Bank of Upper Canada or any other
bank, and to say that during the short
time I was a director of that bank I had
used the influence which my position
there gave me to increase the debt of the
Grand Trunk Railway Company with that
bank, or to increase any other debt owing
to that bank is altogether unfounded—is
absolutely untrue. The reason why I
went upon the board of that bank I shall
give to you in the words of another, not
I shall read a letter from the
Hon. Sir Alex. Galt, who was Finance
Minister at the time I was induced to
accept a seat on the board of the Bank of
Upper Canada.
St. Lovuis HoTtEL,
QUEBEO, 22nd October, 1883.

¢ My DEAR MACPHERSON,~—

I regret extremely to learn from your note
of the 20th instant, that your consent to be-
come a director of the old Bank of Upper
Canada has caused you annoyance and mis-
representation,

be facts are that soon after my assump-
tion of office in August, 1858, as Finance
Minister, I became seriously uneasy at the
condition of the bank, and after the Session
~1I think in June, 1859—1I applied, with the
concurrence ot my colleagues, to the late Hon.
John Ross and yourself to accept the position
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of director, with the express understanding

that you should exercise a strict supervision
of the operations of the bank executive, which
Iam aware you did, and ultimately an im-
sroper extension of a loan, contrary to the
irections of the board caused your resigna-
tion. With the transaction to which you
refer, of a loan by the bank to the Grand
Trunk Company of £100,000 vou could not
as a director have anything to do, as it must
have occurred before your election; and your
appointment and that of Mr. Roes were in-
tended to prevent any further advances by
the bank to that Company except with the
revious knowledge and consent of the
overnment.

You are quite at liberty to make any use
you way wish of this note, should you be
exposed to any further animadversion in
consequence of your connection with the
Bank of Upper Canada.”

Yours sincerely,
Signed,
A.T. GALT.

Hox. D. L. MacpHERSON, &c.

That explains why I became a director
of the bank. I was elected a director on
the 25th June, 1859, and took my seat at
‘the board for the first time on the 13th

" July of the same year, and I resigned on
the 16th May, 1860. I was there only ten
months, and my reason for resigning I
shall also give to you in the words of
another gentleman. You will remember,
hon. gentlemen, that the events of which
we are speaking occurred twenty-five years
ago, and desiring to inform myself as
thoroughly as T could, and to refresh my
memory, I applied to those whom I thought
were likely to be best informed. The
managers of the bank, the president and
cashier, have both died : all the executive
officers, I believe, are deuad, and I wrote to
the solicitor, Mr. Clark Gamble, of Toronto,
and asked him if he could give me any
information on the subject. I did so in
1882, on the first occasion when the hon.
gentleman ventured to utter a slanderous
insinuation against me. I wrote to Mr.
Gamble asking for information, and this
is his reply :—

“Upon referring to the minute book of the
Bank of Upper Canada, I find that you were
elected a director upon the 25th June, 1859,
and alter acting at the board twenty-four
times you resigned by letter on the 16th May,
1860. Both you and Mr. Ross (the late Hon.
John Ross) were elected in the following
June, but Jou do not appear to have taken
your seat.”

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON.

“With regard to your resignation, I recollect
it being spoken of at the time, and the reason
given was that the cashier had discounted a
note of the Grand Trunk Company for $5,000
which had been retused by the board on the
previous Wednesday, when you were present;
and on the following Wednesday you saw
what had been done, and called the attention
of the board to the fact, and commented on it
reverely, and never took your seat again.”

Now, hon. gentlemen, that was my
course when a director of the Bank of
Upper Canada. T have now told you why
I accepted a seat on that board, and why
I resigned, and the length of time I occu-
pied a seat at the board. I may go on
and say that soon after that, the bank
getting into still deeper and deeper water,
the board was re-constructed, and the hon.
gentleman from Woodstock, who has
made this furious and unwarranted and
slanderous attack to-day, became one of
the directors and remained one until 1866,
when on the 18th of September of that
year the bank closed its doors. It is im
possible for me to say to what extent the
hon. gentleman was responsible for bring-
ing about the insolvency ot the bank, for
it was perfectly notorious that when he
was travelling up and down the railway
between Woodstock and Toronto, he did
nothing but question people about the
Bank of Upper Canada.

Hon.
hear !

Mr. ALEXANDER—Hear!

Hon. Sir D. L. MACPHERSON—
Whoever would listen to him he asked
what they knew about it.

Hon.
hear !

Mr. ALEXANDER-—Hear!

Hon. Sir D. L. MACPHERSON—
He was a member of that Board for about
six years after I left it. Is it not strange,
if I had been guilty of anything so im-
proper as he states here to-day, that he
took no steps to have me taken to account
for it? How does he reconcile it with
his duty, when at the time all the facts
must have been patent, when the executive
officers who must have been privy to them
—who, in fact, were the parties who must
have carried it out had there been any
foundation for his statements—when they
were all alive, that he did not bring up
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this charge? After the management
Passed out of the hands of the directors
It went into the hands of trustees, and
Was there for four years, until 1870 I
think, Why did he not bring the matter
before them then? Why did he wait for
tWenty-ﬁve years until everyone who
New anything at all about it is dead?
tis quite evident to everyone who has
€ard him to-day that he knows nothing
about it. He made one of the most
€xtraordinary and extravagant—and I was
80Ing to say—infamous charges that it was
Possible fr a man to make and yet he
did not rest that charge on the slightest
Oundation of evidence.
hy did he not bring this matter before
the shareholders? There were meetings
of shareholders, one a private meeting, at
Which the report of the directors was sub-
Mitted ; a meeting at which the share-
holders attended for the purpose of deter-
Mining what course they would take at
the official meeting. Before that meeting
Was held, a deputation waited on me and
*I‘Sk?d me to preside at the meeting, which
did. Is it likely, if there had been a
SUspicion against me, that the shareholders
l‘ivl‘:md'have asked me to do that? Is it
e ely, if there had beenthe slightestfounda-
'on for this slander that it would not have
aked out before a period of 25 years
ad elapsed ? It is a charge that no re-
SPonsible man would dare to make unless
€ Was shielded by the privilege of Farlia-
g:,ent 5 and it is a most unworthy thing, as
a dery hon. gentleman in this House will
abmlt’ for a member of the Senate to
3 use his privilege as the hon. gentleman
om Woodstock has done to-day.
do not think I need say anything
In denial of the gross charge which
Whichas made. The bill for f 100,000
publj h‘? has referred to was a matter of
eenlc discussion for some years. I have
raw Unable to ascertain’ when it was
can 0, but from the best information I
Thegietf It was drawn in 1856 or 1857.
to 18360rmathn I have obtained points
Cames ;that is three years before I be-
it Wasad irector—but it matters little when
the Gy rawn, as I believe all the debts of
aveatng Trunk Railway have been paid.
certain ahen a great deal of pains to as-
faileq when that bill was drawn but have
Bank of €nquired of the solicitor of the
Upper Canada, and his reply was

More
e h

that the books of the bank for that period
had been destroyed. They had been
placed in a basement room on Church
street, where the sewage came in upon
them, and they became so offensive that
they had to be destroyed. I wrote to the
manager of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company, and he was unable to give me
any information. When Sir Alex. Galt was
High Commissioner in 1882, I wrote to
him in London, and requested him to en-
quire at the banking houses of Baring &
Co., and Glyn, Mills & Co., to ascertain
when it was, and I have a note which he
sent me from an officer of that banking
house, explaining why they could not give
any information. Sir A. T. Galt, in en-
closing the letter, writes :

9 Vicroria CHaMBERS, LonDoN, S. W,
December 3rd, 1883,
My;DEAR M ACPHERSON,

I have just received yours of the 19th ult.
You will have learned by my note of Saturday
that it has been found impossible to trace the
bill of exchange in the books of either Glyn
or Baring

. Yours sincerely,
(Signed)  A.T.Gavrr.”

¢ Hox. D. L. MaceHERSON.”

The following is the letter from the
bank, which was enclosed in that from
Sir A. T. Galt:

¢ 67 LomBarp Sr., Lonpox, E. C.,
28th Nov2mber, 1883.
“DEAR SIR ALEXANDER,

I regret to say that we can throw no light
upon the date of the bill for $100,000 to which
you refer in your recent note. The fact is,
although our ledgers are permanently preserv-
ed, they are in this case of no use, because a
bill, acceptance of which was refused, yvquld
not_appear in them ; while the subsidiar
books, in which such a bill would be record-
ed had been, for the period in gquestion,
destroyed. Nor can Barings, to whom I bave
applied, throw any light on the matter. In
these circumstances I really do not see what
we can do.

Believe me to be,
Faithfully yours,

(Signed) A. G, Harvevr.”
S1r A, Gavrr, G. C. M. G.

The hon. gentleman stated to-day, and
stated it more emphatically a few days
ago, that he was moved wholly by his
public duty. He stated here two or three
days ago, when he gave a notice, which I
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-shall not characterize, that he was not
moved by malice—that he bore me no
malice.

Hon.
hear !

Mr. ALEXANDER—Hear !

Hon. S1r DAVID MACPHERSON—
Parliamentary etiquette requires me to
-accept that statement. Had he not made
the statement I would have supposed that
he bore for me the most intense malice.
His conduct towards me during the last
few years has been of so ferociously malig-
nant a character—and so far as I know
without any cause, as I have never given
the hon. gentleman any cause for offence
—that I cannot understand it. I have
never done him any injury: on the con-
trary, he has always received from me the
greatest possible kindness.

Hon. MRr. ALEXANDER—Hear !
hear !

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON-—
‘We werein Parliament together before Con-
federation, and we were on, perhaps,
rather more than the ordinary terms of
intimacy.

Hon.
hear!

Mr. ALEXANDER-—Hear !

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON—
The hon. gentleman was, I may say,
aggressive in his friendship. I bore with
it complacently, and I confess I had a
sort of liking for the hon. gentleman, and
I felt a good deal of sympathy for him,
and wherever it was possible for me to do
him an act of kindness I did it. .

At the time of Confederation, when the
Senators were appointed, taken, as you all
knomsthey were, from the old Legislative
Council so far as the Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec were concerned, strange to
say I first heard that it was the intention
of the Government to offer me a Senator-
ship, from that hon. gentleman.

HonN. MR. ALEXANDER—-Question !
‘Question !

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON-—
He was in the habit of visiting me very
frequently—sometimes at my office, some-
times at my house—and asking me if I

Hon. Si1r DAVID MACPHERSON.

had heard who were to be appointed
Senators ; that of course he and I were
sure to be appointed, still he would like
to know that the appointments were made.
I never applied for a Senatorship, nor did
I ask in any way directly or indirectly
whether I was likely to be appointed, but
I was walking one day in the street when
I felt a hand placed upon my shoulder
violently and nervously, 1 looked around
and found it was the hon. gentleman from
Woodstock, who said, ¢ Oh, you are to be
appointed, but I am not.” It was the first
intimation I had of it. I confess that I
telt exceedingly sorry for the hon. gentle-
man, for he looked the picture of despair.
I brought him to my office with me, and
I tried to comfort and solace him as well
as I could. I told the hon. gentleman
that T was very sorry (and I was truly
sorry), and I suggested to him that vacan-
cies would soon occur. I asked him why
should he not, as he was then, com-
paratively speaking, a young man, run for
a seat in the Commons for one of the con-
stituencies which formed his division for
the Legislative Council !

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER—AnNd be-
tray them to serve your government,

Hon. SikR DAVID MACPHERSON—
But the hon. gentleman was not willing to
trust himself with the people. He speaks
to-day of the people, for whom he pro-
fesses to have a great love, and boasts of
having their confidence, which is, I may
say, a perfectly unfounded and Indicrous
statement. Why, hon. gentlemen, there
is not a constituency in Ontario ; there is
not a constituency in this Dominion where
are 1o be found two gentlemen who would
seriously propose that the hon. member
from Woodstock should represent their
constituency ! I have no hesitation in
saying that—unless they did it as a joke—
unless they did it as a hoax, like his in-
terview of the other day of which we have
read a flaming account! Why, hon. gen-
tlemen, I am assured that for that inter-
view questions and answers were written
by himself ; that he got up a bogus inter-
view at which he had the questions read to
him, and he read the replies, and these
were published broadcast over the country
as being the opinions of a Conservative
Senator of great experience !
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Hon, Mr. ALEXANDER—Bring out
the proofs,

Hown. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON—
'Was stating the course I pursued to-
Wards the hon. gentleman when he was
eft out of the Senate. He then entreated
Me to use my influence with Sir John
acdonald to have him appointed on the
‘OCcasion of the first vacancy. He said it
Was a most serious thing for him. I tried
to make light of it ; I told him that it was
2 matter of the utmost indifference to me
¥ I had been left out ; that I could either
ave retired from political life altogether
Or could have sought election to the
Ommons for one of the constituencies of
My division. He said the effect on him
would be different, that it would injure
m politically, and that it would injure
M socially, and would be altogether
8Ulevous to him and to his family. I
Promised him that I would use my in-
uence with Sir John Macdonald to have
Im appointed, and I did so. I do not
NOw whether it had any-influence. I
“}Ould like to believe that it had not, for
alter the manner in which the hon. gentle-
an has discredited my recommendation
Would like to believe that it had no in-
't“ence In sending him to this House. 1
]?el hon, gentlemen that I ought, figurative-
s)’ to humble myself before this House in
ir%:ckcloth and ashes for having been
o Strumental in any way in recommending
Ne who has done so much to derogate
oM the dignity and position that this
h ouse ought to hold in the country, as
at hon, gentleman has done.  Why, only
Iyr:?esterday, In the street, I was asked by a
ember of the other House who lives at

« tham'e hotel as the hon. gentleman,
in €n 1s the Alexander circus coming on
o your House ? _ He s inviting every one
fung’(’)’ and promises them great deal of
hearq ow, hon. gentlemen, you have
ignit this hon. gentleman prate of the
its me}' (l))f this House and the eminence of
in whr.“herS, and yet that is the manner
gra desut:h he conducts himself, and de-
o the § € Senate. Before he was called
%methienate he was constantly wanting
me to "8 or other, and he importuned
POSSessel:jse ..What influence I might have
(Sir AL with my hon. friend at my right
master é-eCampbell) who was then Post-
neral, to give him a postmaster-

ship. He represented it as being of great
importance to him, and I did so. My
hon. friend did not require any urging:
he was well enough disposed towards the
hon. member from Woodstock. He was
as well disposed towards him as I was,
and he gave him the postmastership, and
I suppose the hon. gentleman retained it
until he became a Senator. But not only
did he seek my aid in public matters but
he invoked my good offices to bring about
a reconciliation between himself and
members of his family living in England.

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—Oh! Oh!
Oh! Disgracetul !

Hon. Sikr DAVID MACPHERSON—
The hon. gentleman’s ox is gored now !

Hox. MR. ALEXANDER—The hon.
gentleman is repeating private conversa-
tion.

Hon. S1r DAVID MACPHERSON—
The hon. gentleman asked me whether in
any of my visits to England I had met a
certain gentleman (I shall not name him
unless the hon. member from Woodstock
Insists upon it), a certain gentleman who
was a member of the London Stock Ex-
change. I said I had. He then told me
he was a near relative of his, but that he
had lost sight of the gentleman’s family,
of himself and his father and family ; that
they had been connected at one time with
a house of great eminence in London,
that that house had been overtaken by
misfortune, and that its members had
gone toreside in foreign countries—and,
as I understood, countries with which
England did not have extradition treaties;
but as this gentleman, who was not so
seriously compromised, had returned, and
had established himself creditably in Lon-
don, that he was inclined to believe it
might be of advantage to himself (the hon.
member from Woodstock) and to his
family, to renew his intimacy with this
gentleman ; that he was prospering, and
that he might be able to advance the in-
terests of some of his children. The next
time I went to England 1 did what the
hon. gentleman asked me to do, and I
told his English friend that the hon. gen-
tleman was a Senator.
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Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER-—And a
postmaster.

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON
—No, the hon. gentleman ceased to be
a Postmaster when he became a Senator;
but I said what I could in his behalf, and
as the sequel has shown, much more than
I ought to have said in his behalf
Whether the renewal of the intimacy
resulted in the advantage to the hon.
gentleman that he anticipated I do not
know ; I merely mention these facts to
show that I have done nothing to provoke
the attacks of unsurpassed malignity which
he has hurled at me ; that on the contrary,
all my acts, whether in regard to publc
matters or private affairs, have been of the
kindliest character, and I know of no cause
for the course which he has pursued, and
which, really, is not consistent, in my
opinion, with that responsibility which
men ought to recognize attaches to their
words and acts. I will only say a few
words more. The hon. gentleman now
poses in this House as the representative
of bankers and merchants. Could there
be anything more absurd? Could there
be anything more ridiculous? Of course,
he does not tell me his private thoughts,
but T am told that he is lamenting that it
should devolve upon him to eject Sir
John Macdonald from office but that he
has a mission—

Hon. MR, ALEXANDER-Hear! hear!

Hown. SiR DAVID MACPHERSON
—The hon. gentleman does not appear to
understand the distinction there is between
being laughed with and being laughed at !
He now laments that Providence should
have made it his mission—these, I under-
stand, are his own words—to eject Sir
John Macdonald from office, and to
assume the reins of Government as Prime
Minister of the Dominion of Canada !

Thanking the House for the patient
hearing they have given me in what is so
much a personal matter, and one that I
need not tell you is exceedingly distaste-
ful to me, I resume my seat.

Hon. Mr, ALEXANDER—I will not
weary the House, because 1 do not think
I am expected to reply to the special
pleading of the present President of the

Bible Society of Toronto, and which
reminds me very much of his pitiable
special pleading on the Irish resolutions.
His special pleading to-day is just as
pitiable—

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
rise to a point of order. The hon. gentle-
man has already spoken. This is not a
substantive motion, but an enquiry, and
having spoken once upon it, he has no
right to speak again.

Hon Mr. ALEXANDER—I think
the House will allow me to reply. The
hon. gentleman has made very grave
charges against me.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB-—The charges are
the other way.

The SPEAKER-—A point of order has
been raised. The hon. gentleman from
Woodstock has already spoken, and there
being no substantive motion before the
House he is not entitled to make a second
speech except by the consent of the
House.

Hon. MrR. PLUMB—Before this mat-
ter closes I should like to understand
thoroughly whether the debt of the Grand
Trunk Railway Company to the Bank ot
Upper Canada has ever been settled.
Although I do not couple my hon. friend
with it at all, it would be desirable to know
whether that debt, as has been claimed by
the hon. member from Woodstock, was a
loss to the public or whether the debt was
paid. If my hon. friend the Minister of
the Interior has the information, I should
like to have a clear statement on that
point,

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON
—What is the question?

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—I should like to
know whether the charge made by the
hon. member from Woodstock, that a
debt of £100,000 due by the Grand
Trunk Railway Company to the Bank of
Upper Canada remains unpaid, or whether
the debt of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company was vaid off ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Government having been concerned in
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that question, I caused enquiries to be
Made in Toronto of a gentleman named

orton, who was one of the book-keepers
of the Bank of Upper Canada at the time.

telegram was sent to make the enquiry,
and this is the reply: *“Morton has ex-
Plained the whole circumstances in con-
Nection with the draft for A 100,000,
drawn by the Grand Trunk Railway
thl’fmgh the Bank of Upper Canada.

his bill, principal and interest, was paid,
Mot by the Government, but by the

fand Trunk Railway themselves. Mr.
th_Or’t)on is prepared to substantiate
1s. There is no doubt therefore

about the intention of the hon. gentleman
n bringing this question up at this late
4y  'The hon. member for Niagara asks
What position the matter stands in now as
ar as the Government is concerned. The
2vernment took over all this property by
2 statute passed in 1870. At that time
there were a great many debts due by the
ank of Upper Canada to private indi-
v'd‘l%lls. The Government advanced a
Considerable sum of money to pay those
‘ }?bts, and they were paid off. Since then
€ Government has realized from the assets
Of the bank $352,456. The assets of the
ank, at this moment in existence, consist
of a certain number of claims which are in
f_‘:“t, and the amount of which I understand
: om the proper officer, the Deputy Min-
tSter of Finance, is $12,000 to $14,000;
Cre are other assets which are not in suit
i;Om whlqh probably $30,000 will be real-
ed, making altogether $44,000, and the
Overnment will ultimately secure about
X 150,000 of their debt from the assets of
e Ban];. Their debt at the time the
ank failed was $1,150,000. Everyone
3s been paid but the Government. The
as‘;Vternment; was obliged to take over the
Certta S, and trustees were appointed for a
ms?m time.  With reference to these
hofgg the Government, in a letter which
with thlr'l my hand, expressed satisfaction
With w }f}r conduct and the thoroughness
ank flch they managed the assets of the
wo or the time they were in office,
et);e?rs. After that, proceedings were
Fin rom time to time by the Minister
ment; :nce with the result which I have
izeq ned, that $352,000 has been real-
out of the assets, and about $40,000
50,000 remains to be realized, and

tha f .
t the Government will ultimately stand

to lose the difference between those assets
and $1,150,000.

SIR DAVID MACPHERSON'S
PORTRAIT.

MOTION.

Hon. MrR. ALEXANDER moved :—

That in the opinion of this House this
portrait of the Honorable David Lewis Mace
pherson, late Speaker of the Senate, be not
allowed to remain in the Senate Corridor.

He said: It is assuredly a most dis-
agreeable and painful duty, that any
member should require to call attention
to so insignificant a matter. It is most
distasteful to me to discuss small matters.
But we are commanded by the highest
authority, to do everything decently and
in order. In a well-ordered house one
should see nothing which can be regarded
as an infringement of good taste. I have
been accustomed to regard life thus. Ifa
man’s noble, disinterested character during
his life, and the services he has rendered
to mankind are great, and such deserve to
be remembered after death, the nation
will erect a monument to commemorate
them. It is scarcely seemly for an indi-
vidual to pronounce his own eulogy.

This is virtually what that portrait does.
You cannot find in the whole Dominion a
man of proper instincts, who does not feel
that the placing of such a portrait, of such
dimensions, amidst the other portraits of
all the distinguished men who have graced
the Chair of this House, during the last
fifty years, is a simple outrage upon
common decency, and bears testimony to
sad infirmity of character,—to the hon.
gentleman’s inordinate vanity.

Such Speakers as Sir John Beverly
Robinson, a man of such exalted mind
and acquirements as fitted him to grace
the Bench in England, or even the Wool-
sack in the House of Lords; Chief Justice
Sewell, of Quebec, an eminent jurist ; Sir
Etienne Taché, one of the framers of
Confederation, and many other such
eminent men, were all satisfied to conform
to one uniform size of painting and frame.
But this portrait, if it means anything, is
designed to convey to posterity the impres-
sion that the Speaker inquestion was a more
exalted character, and rendered greater
services to the country than any one of
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his predecessors. I can scarcely believe
that the members of this House, who are
so competent to judge what is seemly and
proper, and in order, will not admonish
their friend to substitute, at once, a proper
and becoming portrait, uniform in regard
to dimensions with those of all his illustri-
ous predecessors. I perhaps under-esti-
mate the hon. gentleman’s character. It
may be profitable to discuss that so far as
the rules of the House permit us to do,
under this motion. He is a man of large
possessions and wealth. That is a great
virtue in the estimation of some. He has
been a most faithful partizan follower of
the First Minister since 1872,—not before.
I believe Sir John once said that the hon.
gentleman tried to destroy him before that
period. But since then he has done his
master’s work faithfully. I myself have
reason to remember some of his handy-
work. When he attained the object of his
ambition, and became Speaker of this
House, we all remember his memorable
remark, that ¢ we want no more speeches
now to go to the country.”

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON
—1I never said anything of the kind.

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—TI heard the
hon. gentleman say so myself. I remember
distinctly hearing him say in the corridor
“ we want no more speeches.”

Hon. S;ir DAVID MACPHERSON
~—1T repeat, I never said anything of the
kind.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—He and
his illustrious colleague, Sir Alex. Camp-
bell, steadily tried to stop the Official
Reports of the Debates of the Senate, and
the result of their combined labors and
influence has been that theyhavesucceeded
pretty well in destroyingthe Senate in public
estimation.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I rise
to a question of order; what the hon.
gentleman says is perfectly untrue, and if
I sit still under it I hope the House will
understand that I do so because of the
obvious excitement under which he labors.

THE SPEAKER—The House must be
well aware that it is not for me to call an

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER,

hon. gentleman to order, unless some
member rises in his place and states a
question of order. If the hon. gentleman
insists upon the point of order being
decided I will rule upon it.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
think I must ask that the hon. member
be not allowed to veil an attack upon me
and state that I stopped the reporting of
the Debates of the House, under a notice
of motion about a portrait that hangs in
the corridor. These two matters are as
far apart as the two poles. The hon. gen-
tleman cannot elucidate the important
question he has brought before the House
by any reference to the reporters, but I
wish to state that the assertion he has
made is untrue.

Tue SPEAKER—Does the hon. gen-
tleman wish me to rule upon the point
of order?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Yes.

Tue SPEAKER—The point of order
raised by the Minister of Justice is as to
the relevancy of the hon. member’s re-
marks. It certainly is not relevant for the
hon. member to make the remarks com-
plained of by the Minister of Justice on
the motion which is now before the
House.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—I am sure
everyone will recognize that if I have
erred it is not from any want of respect
for the House. They know the esteem in
which I hold every member of this Cham-
ber. I will only observe that the result of
the labors of the hon. gentleman in refer-
ence to whom the motion is made, in con-
junction with others, and the influences
they have used, have completely des-
troyed this House in the estimation of the
country. It is my painful duty to add
that as far as I am concerned, the hon.
gentleman has ever pursued a most parti-
zan course towards me. The House will
remember how his conduct in the chair
once led me to transgress the rules and
led to a regular scene in the Senate. Now
the question will be asked: What are we
to do with this work of art, which is well
executed ? The great magician of the
age—the right hon. gentleman who has
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Tecently had the Grand Cross of the Bath
Conferred upon him—has suggested one
Course, aya meeting of the Privy Council,
Wwhich wa§ to cut the painting in two, and
Put the handsome legs in another frame,
and in this manner the size of the frames
would be uniform with those of former
Peakers, As a humble descendant of
the Celtic race myself, 1 do think this
Would be very cruel treatment, to cut this
8reat Celtic chieftain in two. I really
could not vote for that. I would only
Make one suggestion—with all respect to
¢ House—that this beautiful painting
Might be sent to the National Gallery in
L(mdon, or the Pinacothek in Munich,
the Dycal Gallery in Florence, the Vatican,
Or the Louvre. "I have no doubt that as
a work of art it would be much appre-
Clated at any one of those; or that the
on. gentleman in his generosity might
Present it to our Academy of Arts estab-

ished by His Excellencythe late Governor-
General,

JHE SPEAKER—It is moved by the
THML Alexander, seconded by whom ?

here is no rule of the House requiring
3 seconder, and therefore unless the hon.
8¢ntleman asks leave to withdraw the
Motion I shall put it.

Ho~. Mr. ALEXANDER—No.

HTHE SPEAKER—TIt is moved by the
On. Mr., Alexander :

That
Portrajt
son) late

O remaj

in the opinion of this House this
of the Hon. David Lewis Macpher-
Speaker of the Senate, be not allowed
N In the Senate Corridor.

thiHQN° Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—1
e Nk, under the circqmstances, and con-
nnaermg the attack which the hon. gentle-
o l}llhas made, that it would be desirable
that ave the yeas and nays recorded, s0
tion the hon. gentleman can see his posi-
o .In this House.  If nothing else will

It, perhaps it may have the effect of

Sobering him,

The SPEAKER-—Are the yeas and

;‘;‘e);;.demanded by two members? (Yes,

Hon, Mg ALEXANDER—Can the

e 3 :
¥ a:s and nays be taken on a motion which
No seconder ?
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TaHe SPEAKER—The motion can be
put without a seconder and therefore the
yeas and nays can be taken.

The House divided upon the motion,
which was rejected by the following vote :

CONTENTS:
Hon. Mr. Alexander.

Nox-ConTenTs:

Allan, McDonald (C.B.),

Almon, McKay,

Archibald, McKindsey,

Armand, McMaster,

Baillargeon, McMillan,

Bellerose, Macdonald (B.C.),
‘ Benson, MacInnes,

Boldue, (Burlington),.

Botsford, Miller (Speaker),

Boucherville, de, Montgomery,
Campbell (Sir Alex.), Nelson,

Chafters, Northwood,
Chapais, Odell,
Clemow, 0O’Donohoe,
DeBlois, Ogilvie,
Dever, Pelletier,
Dickey, Plumb,
Ferguson, Power,
Girard, Robitaille,
Gowan, Ryan,
Grant, Schultz,
Guevremont, Scott,
Hamilton, Sullivan,
Haythorne, Sutherland,
Howlan, Trudel,
Kaulbach, Vidal.—52.
Lacoste,

Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON—
I ask to be excused from voting.

BRITISH MEDICAL ACTS.
MOTION.

Hon. MRr. SULLIVAN moved :(—

That an humble Address be presented to.
His Excellency the Governor General, praying
His Excellency to cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all correspondence between
the Federal and Ontario Governments and
the Imperial Government, on the subject of
the Imperial Act, 21-22 Victoria, Chapter 90,
known as the British Medical Act, 1858; the
Imperial Act, 31-32 Victoria, Chapter 29,
known as the British Medical Amendment
Act, 1868 ; the Imperial Act, 41-42 Victoria,.
Chapter 33, known as the Denlists’ Act, 1878
and the amendments proposed to be made
thereto, during the present session of the:
Inperial Parliament.




48

COriminal Law |SENATE] Amendment Bill.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
Government has no objection to the
motion which my hon. friend has made,
and I am glad that he has made it, for it
will give him, and those who are associated
with him in the medical profession, the
opportunity of knowing that the views
that they have put forward have been suc-
cessful, and that the legislation which is
likely to take place in the Imperial Parlia-
ment on this subject is such as the medical
profession desire.

The motion was agreed to.

HYDROGRAPHIC SURVEYS OF
ILAKES IN THE NORTH-WEST.

ENQUIRY,

Hox. Mr. SCHUILTZ enquired :

Whether it i the intention of the Govern-
ment to proceed during the coming summer,
with Hydrographic Surveys of Lakes Winni-
peg, Manitoba, and Winnipegosis.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—A
survey is going on at this moment at Lake
Huron, and the only body of persons who
are able to conduct such a survey are em-
pioyed there. So soon as the survey there
shall have made satisfactory progress, the
Government will be able to consider the
further survey which the hon. gentleman
points to; but in the meantime nothing
can be very well done, and -certainly
nothing has been done.

The Senate adjourned at 5:15 p.m.
THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Thursday, February 12th, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o’clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT
BILIL.

FIRST READING.

HoN. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—Last
session, at the time the hon. gentleman

from Halifax (Mr. Power) was in his
place, a Bill which was then in his charge,
relating to seduction and inveigling young
women into disreputable houses, was dis-
charged from the Orders of the Day. It
stood upon the paper for the second read-
ing, but on promising that with reference
to one of these matters I would introduce
a Bill during the present session, it was
withdrawn. The one to which I refer was
the inveigling of young women into impro-
per houses. In pursuance of that promise,
beg to introduce Bill (F) “An Act
further to amend an Act intituled ‘An Act
respecting offences against the person.’ ”

The Bill was read the first time.

Hon. Sir ALLEX. CAMPBELL moved

I'that the Bill be read the second time on

i Monday next.

Hon. MR, POWER—I would like to
ask the Minister of Justice if he proposes
to introduce this year a Bill to codify the
criminal law which he spoke of last session?
If I remember right he went so far as to
say that he would have a draft of the pro-
posed code prepared.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
not yet able to say absolutely whether we
will or not. What we are proposing in
consolidating the Statutes is to give the law
as it stands, I suggested that probably
during the present session we should
submit to the House for consideration a
Bill founded upon the criminal code which
they have been endeavoring to introduce
in England. Amendments in that code
were necessary, and we have given some
attention to them, as much as we could,
amongst other measures. If we get suffi-
ciently advanced with the Bill we intend
to introduce it this session, not with a
view of having it passed this year, but to
have it distributed and read in order to
take it up next session. I still propose
to go on with that plan, not with the idea
of proposing to pass such a code during
the present session but with a view to
going on as far as to present it to both
Houses of Parliament towards the end of
the session, and letting it go to the public
during the vacation.

The motion was agreed to.
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THE EVANS DIVORCE BILL.
FIRST READING.

Hox. Mr. GOWAN—The Committee
on Standing Orders and Private Bills
aving reported that all the rules of the
oOuse have been complied with in con-
nection with the petition of Alice Elvira
vans, I beg to introduce Bill (G) “An
Act for the relief of Alice Elvira Evans.”

. The Bill was read the first time on a
1vision,

The Senate adjourned at 3:30 p. m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February, 13th, 1885.

, The Spraker took the Chair at three
o'clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE called the
attention of the House to the fact that the
Overnment, through the Minister of
JUstice, had intimated that it was not their
Intention to proceed with the Bill respect-
Ing real property in the North-West
€rritories on Monday ; that at the re-
Quest of certain hon. gentlemen, the con-
Sideration of the measure was to be post-
Poned until the end of next week, to allow
members an opportunity to become fam-
lliar with the details of it. That being the
€ase, and there being no other important
Work before this Chamber, and Wednesday
€Ing a statutory holiday, he did not see
¥ Y the House should not adjourn until
Tiday next. With the permission of hon.
gentlemen, he would move the suspension
of the gth rule, and that when the House
adJ(.’u'n§ to-day it do stand adjourned
until Friday the 20th inst., at 3 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

SECOND REPORT.

Hon,

of th MR. READ moved the adoption

€ second report of the Joint Commit-

D
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tee of both Houses on the Printing of
Parliament.

Hon. Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL—
There is in the report a recommendation
for the expenditure of money, and where
a recommendation of that kind is found
in a report, it is usual and necessary to
allow it to stand until it shall first be
adopted in the House of Commons. I
therefore ask my hon. friend to allow this
report to stand until that is done.

HoN. MrR. READ moved that the
order of the day be discharged and that
the report be taken into consideration on
Friday next.

The motion was agreed to.

THE COX DIVORCE BILL.

REFERRED BACK TO COMMITTEE.

Hon. MRr. OGILVIE moved that the
72nd rule be suspended in so far as the
same relates to the petition of George
Branford Cox, as recommended in the 4th
report of the Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills. He said—When
I spoke the other day about this Biil I
said that the notice had received its full
publication in the Canada Gazette and
that it was simply short two weeks in the
local paper. Now, the only fault to be
found with it is that it was one week short
in the local paper, and I do not think that
there is anything in that which should
lead the Senate to refuse to adopt the
report.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I am
sorry to be unable to agree with my hon.
friend from Montreal, who asks us to
suspend the rule in this particular case.
In reference to an ordinary Bill we suspend
the rules very frequently in compliance
with a recommendation of this kind in the
report of the Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills, but in these
divorce cases we are, strictly speaking, a
court, there being no other court com-
petent to discharge that duty in any part
of the Dominion, and we ought to follow
strictly the rules which have been laid

down. Naturally it occurs to my learned
friend from Montreal, who is a layman
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that six weeks’ notice is just as good as
seven, since the evidence establishes that
the respondent has been served with the
proper papers, and that therefore this
irregularity is of no consequence ; but you
cannot deal with a subject of this kind in
that light way. If you can throw off one
week why not two, and if two why not
three, or four, or five, or the whole notice?
The only safe course to take is to require
that the rules of the House be rigidly
observed. We do not know what dangers
the party may have been exposed to, or
what may have been the result of the
failure to publish during that one week,
and therefore as the parties themselves
are to blame for this omission, and as they
might have taken the necessary precaution,
and it is by their own negligence and
default that it occurred, it seems to me
the House should be clear of all blame in
the matter, and should see that their rules,
which were laid down after deliberation,
and for the express purpose of giving all
parties full notice and warning and an
opportunity of coming here, are strictly
observed. We should take extreme care
in granting these divorces. It is one of
the most important decisions which can be
given affecting the relations between man
and wife, and that serious step should not
be taken without the utmost precaution,
and without seceing that every form is
strictly complied with. I hope the day is
long distant when there shall be any re-
laxation of the rules which protect persons
in the state of matrimony, and that we
shall never reach the condition of affairs
which prevails in the United States, where,
it has been remarked, in some States the
railway trains stop ten minutes for divorces.
Let us adhere to the rules which have been
laid down for safety and which are neccs-
sary. Ithink in a case of this kind, where
the notice 1s not complete or satisfactory,
and where the indentification is not
thorough, we should exercise extreme care.
I have read those papers again, because I
was anxious to facilitate my hon. friend
in the matter if I could, and it does not
appear to me that this notice, which was
served on Mrs. Cox, 1s a true copy, or a
copy at all of the notice which appeared in
the Gazette ; neither would it be possible, I
think, to prefer satisfactorily an accusation
of perjury or false declaration against the
person who makes the original declaration

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

of service, because although I dare say he
served it, his declaration is made before a
notary public in the United States, which
is not provided for in the Statute ; so the
evidence of notice served on the parties is
not satisfactory. That is an additional
reason why we should strictly observe the
rules of the House, which require full
notice, and I think if we depart from them
now we shall be establishing a dangerous
precedent. Another session a member
will have charge of a Bill and the notice
may be two weeks short; he will quote
this case and say, in such a session where
the notice was one week short it was held
to be no serious violation of the rules, and
in this case it was only two weeks short,
and what is the difference? I hope my
hon. friend will agree with the majority of
the House, as I believe, in thinking that
we should adhere to the rules.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH-I fully agree
with the Minister of Justice that we should
not relax our rules in this case. If we doso
now, we cannot say how far we shall goin
this direction in the future. I cannot see
how any injury can be done to the parties
in this case, because there is ample time
to apply to the Private Bills Committee
again and get justice this session. I do.
not think this 1s a case in which the prin-
ciple de minimus non curat lex applies.
I do not look upon this omission as a
trifle, and I believe that the rules of the
House should be strictly adhered to and
given full effect to.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE~-I should like
to know whether this petition should be
referred back to the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders and Private Bills, or whether I
should move that the order of the day be
discharged, and that it be brought up on
Friday next, the 2oth instant, when we
meet again ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL--I
think my hon. friend had better move that
the order of the day be discharged, and
this petition referred back to the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills for further consideration.

Hon. MRr. OGILVIE moved that the
order be discharged and the petition refer-
red back to the Committee

The motion was agreed to.
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PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.
TIME FOR RECEIVING EXTENDED.

Ho~x. MrR. DICKEY—I may be ex-
Cused for reminding the House that the
time for presenting petitions for Private
Bills has been limited to the 1gth inst.,
the day before we meet again. 1 observe
In the House of Commons the time is
limited to the zoth inst. It will be neces-
Sary to provide for this emergency by ex-
tending the time to the same day, or later.

. Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
time for receiving Private Bills has been
enlarged to the 26th, and the time for re-

Celving petitions might be extended to the
Same day.

T‘HE SPEAKER—You cannot makea
Mmotion of that kind, except on a recom-
mendation from the Private Bills Commit-
tee, without a suspension of the 18th rule.

Hox. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL—Why
Should we suspend the rule since in the
Ouse of Commons they have given
Dotice that they will not extend the time
cyond the 20th ? Why should persons
Who wish to present petitions for Private
s, and who have not done so, be given
any further extension of time ?

Hox. Mr. DICKEY—Why should
Parties who come here for justice be de-
Prived of an opportunity of presenting
Petitions because this House chooses to
adjourn for a week 2

Hox. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL moved

that !hc 18th rule be suspended, and that
'€ time for receiving petitions for Private
ills be extended to the 26th inst.

The motion was agreed to.

SESSIONS OF COMMITTEES DUR-
ING ADJOURNMENT.

ENQUIRY.

in HohN. Mg, HAYTHORNE-- Respect-
Seimt ¢ sessions of Joint Committees, it
ma ; to me that some inconvenience
mix € caused, unless the P'rmtmg_ Com-

€e, for example, can sit during the

.which I desire toread to the Senate.

adjournment, because at this period of the
session documents are accumulating very
fast, and there should be no delay in
having them dealt with.

Hon. Sikr ALEX. CAMPBELL—They
do not need to obtain leave from the
House to meet.

THE SPEAKER—The Committees of
this House can meet during the ad-
journment.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Friday, February 20th, 1885.

The SpEakER took the Chair at Three
o’clock p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE SMITH DIVORCE BILL.
SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been read
for the
Second Reading of Bill (B) for the reliet of

Charles Smith, and the Petitioner do attend
at the Bar and be heard by Counsel,

Tue SPEAKER said : I have received
from the Clerk of the House a telegram

It
is as follows :

¢ WooDVILLE JUXNCTION,
“ Feby. 19th, 1885,
Epwarp J. LANGEvVIN,
Clerk ot the Senate. }

« Have only to-day received copy of Bill
¢ for the relief of Charles Smith. Want the
 hearing adjourned for one week. I will
‘“ appear 1n person or by counsel then.

¢ Manara MoriLpA SEUFELL.”

The name is not properly signed, but I
presume this telegram is from the res-
pondent in this case. I do not suppose
it will affect the second reading of the Bill
to-day.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Where is Woodyville Junction ?
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Mr. SPEAKER—I do not know;
somewhere in Ontario, I believe.

Hox. Mr. READ—T beg to hand in
the certificate of the Clerk of the Senate
with respect to this Bill, and ask that it be
read at the table.

The certificate was read by the Clerk at
the table, and is as follows :

« I, Edward Joseph Langevin, Clerk of the
8enate of Canada, hereby certify—Notice of
the day fixed by the order of the Senate, made
on Thursday the 5th day of February, 1885,
for the second reading of the Bill intituled
“An Act for the rehef of Charles Smith,’

ursuant to the Standing Order of the Senate
in that behalf was atfixed on the doors of the
Senate throughout a period of fourteen days
after the date of the first reading of the said
Bill and between the said 5th day of February,
A.D., 1885, and the 14th day of February,
1885.

Given under my hand, at the Senate
Chamber, in the City of Ottawa, in the
Province of Ontario, in the Dominion of Can-
ada, this 20th day ot February, in the year of
Our Lord 1885.

Signed,
E. J. LANGEVIN,
Clerk of the Senate.

Hon. MrR. READ—I beg to notify the
House that a witness is in attendance at
the Senate ready to be examined as to the
service of the notice and of the Bill, and
I now move that he be heard at the Bar
of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

MR. SPEAKER ordered that the wit-
ness do appear below the Bar of the House.

The witness having appeared at the
Bar, was sworn.

HoN. MR. READ—I beg to ask the
witness the following questions :—What is
your name, place of residence, and occu-
pation ?

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
proper mode of proceeding is that the
hon. gentleman should ask the permission
of the House to put the question.

MRr. SPEAKER—The regular way is
that the hon. gentleman in charge of the
Bill should make a motion that such a
question be put to the witness, and if the
House agrees to it then the question will
be read by the Clerk.

Hon. MR. READ—1I beg leave to move
for permission of the House that the
following questions be put to the wit-
ness :—-“ What is your name, place of
residence and occupation.”

The motion was agreed to.

Tue CLERK having read the question
at the table,

THE WITNESS replied * “ Charles S.
Gillesrie, of the Village of Campbellford,
County of Northumberland, hardware
merchant.”

Hon. MR. READ—1 beg leave to move
that the following question be put to the
witness-— “ Look at the paper writing now
shown to you marked A, being an Act for
the relief of Charles Smith, and on the
paper writing now shown to you marked
exhibit B, being the Order of the Senate
on Thursday, sth February, 1885, both
writings being certified by the Clerk of the
Senate : did you serve copies of both
writings with the certificates of the Clerk
of the Senate thereon upon Mahala Avilda
Smith, and at what date and at what
place ?”

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBEILL—Ina
Court of law the question would be object-
ed to at once as being a leading question :
the question should be—* Did you serve
this paper and if so upon whom ?"

Hon. Mr. READ—I followed exactly
the proccedings as they appear in the
Campbell case.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
House will see that it is important because
it may be that the witness supposes that
he served the notice upon this particular
woman, and this question being put in
this leading way he replies at once “Yes” :
whereas the question being put to him
properly he might say to himself “I do not
know whether it was this woman I served
or not”; and therefore, from that point
of view, it should be asked in the way it
would be put in a court of law, and in
courts they know by long experience the
advantage of a question being put proper-
ly, and that leading questivns are not
proper, and that they do lead to parver-
sions of the truth,
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Hon. MR POWER—I would call the
attention of the Minister of Justice to one
Circumstance in connection with this
matter that does not exist in viva wvoce
€xaminations in court. In this case both
questions and answers are put in writing,
and the witness has had time to consider
them before coming to the Bar of the
House, and therefore the objection of the

on. gentleman is not quite as strong as it
Would appear at first sight.

THE WITNESS—I served copies of
the writings now shown to me marked A
and B respectively, with the certificates
thereon of the Clerk of the Senate upon
the said Mahala Alvira Smith, on Tuesday
the 17th February instant, at the residence
of Charles Parkin, in the Township of

ambton, County of Victoria, Province
of Ontario. I have known her for twenty
years past.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB—I desire to call
the attention of the Senate to the fact that
the name of the respondent is not given
Correctly in any of the papers. In one
It 1s called Mahilda. In another case it
IS called Mavilda, and the real name is
Mahala Mavilda.

Hon. Mr. READ—I beg to msve
that the following question be put to the
Witness;—

“State the particular mode in which
you effected such service of the writings
g i}r;]d B respectively on Mahala Avilda

mith,”

The motion was agreed to.

ThE WITNESS—I served the said
Copies of the said writings A and B on

ahala  Mavilda Smith personally by
anding the same to her, and stating at
€ same time that the paper writings A
and B were served on her that she might
OPpose the Divorce if she wished, and to

€t her know the matter was before the
€nate, '

folfiow. ‘Mr. READ—I move that the
OWIng’ question be put to the witness:—

u “Is the person Mahala Avilda Smith,
wg??’ whom you served copies of the
tings marked A and B respectively,
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Mahala Mavilda, the wife of Charles
Smith, of the Village of Caimnpbellford,
County of Northumberland, Province of
Ontario, miller, formerly Mahala Avilda
Zufelt.”

The motion was agreed to.

THE WITNESS—The person, Mahala
Mavilda Smith, upon whom I served
copies of the writings marked A and B
respectively, is Mahala Mavilda, the wife
of Charles Smith, of the Village of Camp-
bellford, County of Northumberland, in
the Province of Ontario, miller, formerly
Mahala Mavilda Zufelt, from whom the
said Charles Smith petitions for divorce.

HoN. MR. READ—I move that the
witness be now permitted to withdraw.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. MR. READ—I beg to move that
the examination of the petitioner in this
matter at the Bar of the Senate, as well
generally with regard to any collusion or
connivance between the parties, be for the
present dispensed with, but that it be an
instruction to any committee to whom the
Bill upon the subject may be referred, to
make such examination.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY—The collusion
or connivance spoken of in the rule is col-
lusion or connivance to obtain a separation,
which is not mentioned in this motion.

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—It
was distinctly understood in these pro-
ceedings that it should appear in the
resolution, or be stated by the hon. mem-
ber in charge of the Bill, from his place
that the petitioner was present and ready
to be examined at the bar, and that fact
was taken down in the minutes ; and that,
I think, ought to precede this motion. If
the hon. gentleman will either state in his
place, or put it in the resolution, that the
petitioner is at the Bar of the Senate ready
to be examined, it will be sufficient. It
also should appear that he is ready to be
examined in the way pointed out by the
hon. gentleman from Ambherst, that is,
with reference to collusion for the pur-
pose of obtaining a separation ; the peti-
tioner is to appear before the Bar of the
Senate at the second reading of the Bill,
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to be examined by the Senate generally,
or as to any collusion or connivance
between the parties to obtain a separation.
Now, this motion only says that the peti-
tioner is to appear at the Bar of the Senate
to be examined by the Senate generally,
or as to any collusion or connivance,
leaving out the words “to obtain such
separation.” It certainly ought to be
stated he is at the Bar of the Senate ready
to be examined.

Hon. MR. READ—The petitioner is
at the Bar of the Senate, ready to be ex-
amined.

Hon. Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL—If
the hon. gentleman will allow me we will
have the motion amended at the table.
I would take this opportunity of saying,
with reference to the remark made by the
hon. gentleman from Niagara (Mr. Plumb),
on looking at the papers I find that
although the name of the respondent has
been mis-pronounced sometimes by the
Clerk and the hon. gentleman, that they
all relate specifically to the same person
whose name is given in the papers and in
the Bill as Mahala Mevilda Zufelt.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon, Mr. READ—TI beg to move that
Bill (B), “ An act for the relief of Charles
Smith,” be now read the second time.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Ho~n. Mr. READ moved

- That the said Bill be referred to a Select
Committee, composed of Hon. Messrs. Wark,
Vidal, MacInnes, (B. C.), Gowan, Clemow,
McKindsey and the mover, to report thereon
- with all convenient speed, with power to srend
for papers, personsand records, and examine
witnesses on oath ; and that the exemplifica-
tion of the proceedings to final judgment in
the High Court of Justice, Ontario, Common
Pleas Division, in the case of Charles Smith
vs. Charles Parkin, and the further proceed-
ings presented to the Senate on the reading
of the petition of the said Charles Smith, be
referred to the said Comumittee, and that all
rgons summoned to appear . before the
enate in this matter appear before said Com-
mittee, and that the said Committee have
leave to sit on Saturdays and other non-
sitting days.

HoN. MrR. WARK—I beg to have my
name omitted from the resolution. I

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

think that any Senator who has passed his
8oth year should be exempt from such
duty.

Hon. MR. ALMON—TIt isa very unfair
thing that persons asked to serve on the
committee should be appointed by the
member who has charge of the Bill. Of
course he is to a certain extent interested
in the case of his client, and that he should
choose the juryis manifestly unfair. Ido
not object to the personnel of this commit-
tee, still I think the principle is bad. The
committee should be chosen, not by the
party in charge of the Bill, but by the
Speaker of the Senate. I am perfectly
aware that the finding of the committee is
not final ; still if a prejudiced committee
were appointed they might ask some ques-
tions that were improper, and omit to ask
others that should be asked, and in that
way submit to the House an unfair view
of the case. I do not think there is any
danger of it being done in this case, but I
think it would be very much better if the
precedent should be established, that such
committees should be appointed by the
Speaker.

Hox. Mr. KAULBACH—I do not
agree with my hon. friend that because a
member introduces a Bill he is thereby in
any way biased in the selection of a
committee. I should not think so.
Neither do I think that a member would
feel himself in any case so biased. As
regards the personnel of the committee I
think itis a very good selection, and 1
only rise to say that I do no think that a
member being appointed to a committee
would feel that he had any personal in-
terest in it, or that he would take an
extreme view of the matter.

Hox. MrR. READ—I may state that
I conferred with the Minister of Justice
as to the selection of this committee, and
it may be called his committee and not
mine.

Hon. Mr. POWER—That of course
removes any objection that my hon.
colleague might have, but I rise for the
purpose of saying that my colleague from
Halifax was quite justified in making the
statement he did, because in the last
case, I think, that we had before the
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Senate—that is the Nicholson case—
With a view of obviating the danger of
any partiality on the part of the committee
1t was appointed by his Honor the
Speaker. That I think was the case in
the Nicholson matter.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—Not ap-

Pointed by him, but merely referred to him,

ut I think in the present case the Speaker
should be relieved from such a duty.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
thought the understanding of the House
Wwas that the geatleman in charge of the
Bill should confer with the Speaker, but
On mentioning the matter to His Honor
With reference to another Bill he informed
me that he thought not—that the under-
Standing of the House was that the gentle-
man in charge of the Bill should confer
With the Minister of Justice, and therefore
my hon. friend came to me and we settled
Upon this committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER—I merely rose to
Temark that my hon. colleague was justified
In what he said.

Hon. S;ir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
ope my hon. friend from New Brunswick
Will not persist in his objection to serve on
the committee. Although he has attained
the age which he mentions, yet he is young
In vigor, and there are so many of these
‘Cases coming before the House that I am
afraid he and I and other old men will
ave to serve. I hope my hon. friend
Will consent to act.

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD—With respect
to the reference which has been made to
2 member having charge of a Bill of this
Ind nominating a committee, I recollect
’fhstmctly that there was a discussion about
It on a former occasion, and 1 suggested,
'o overcome an objection made by the

On. member from Halifax, that the
Peaker was the proper person who should
Nominate the committee, but of course the

Iister of Justice is quite competent to
Perform the duty.

.shHON. SiIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
ould be happy to give it up.

o JoN. MR, BOTSFORD—I made the
Suggestion myself in consequence of an

objection which had been made by some
parties that the member in charge of the
Bill should not have the selection of the
Committee.

Tre SPEAKER—I am sorry that my
recollection of the circumstances attending
the occasion to which the hon. gentlemen
have alluded is not in harmony with that
of the hon. gentleman who has just resumed
his seat. I think I myself was the member
who brought the subject to the notice of
the House some years ago and after some
considerable discussion, if my memory
serves me right, it was the unanimous
wish of the Senate that the leader of the
House, who happens to be the Minister
ot Justice, should advise with the mover
for the committee, and that the committee
should have his approbation ; that 1s my
recollection. Under any circumstances
the House would hardly expect me,
knowing my views on the question, to
nominate a committee; but apart from
that my recollection is very distinct and I
think it was the decision of the House
that the Minister of Justice should nomi-
nate the committee and watch the pro-
ceedings all through.

Ho~n. Mr. DICKEY—It must be
admitted that there could be no fairer
mode of choosing a committee than that
which has been adopted in this case, and
had the junior member for Halifax been
aware of the facts he would have been,
probably, content with merely suggesting
that in future cases nomination should not
take place by the member having charge
of the Bill. It was a fair position for him
to assume, and in fact he expressly stated
that he took no exception to the gentlemen
who were appointed in this instance.
Therefore there is really nothing to prevent
the House from acceding to the motion.

Hon. Mr. ALMON—If T had known
that the Minister of Justice had been con-
sulted in this case I would not have raised
the objection : but suppose we had not
the good fortune to have the Minister of
Justice in this House what would be done ?

HoN. MR. READ—The leader of the
House could nominate the committee.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
could make some other provision. There
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is one thing omitted in the motion to
which I wish to draw attention. I hardly
think myself that it is necessary, but I am
not able to say positively, and therefore I
think the hon. gentleman should follow
precedent. In a case which is before me,
which came up in 1884, of one Graham,
the words “and examine witnesses on
oath” appeared. Those words are omitted
in this motion. I believe the Committee
does not get the power to examine the
witnesses by any delegation by this House,
but by virtue of an Imperial Act of Parlia-
ment. I am not quite positive about that,
but I believe so, and perhaps the words
are not necessary, but it is very often dan-
gerous to depart from the regular form.

Hon. MRr. DICKEY—The 78th rule
provides that the committee shall have
power to examine witnesses under oath.
The rules mention it distinctly ; so I sup-
pose my hon. friend did not think it
necessary to incorporate these words in
his motion.

Hon. MRrR. READ—In 1884 I had
those words included, but when it came
up it was found that the committee had
authority to examine witnesses under oath
without it.

Hon. Mr. POWER—It is better to
insert the words ; they cannot do any harm.

Hon. Mr. PLLUMB—The rule says
that “witnesses are heard on oath.” It
may be necessary that the authorization
should be made by motion in the House.

Tue SPEAKER-—My own opinion is
that it would be better to adhere to the
form, and state *“examine witnesses on
oath.”

The motion was amended accordingly
and agreed to on a division.

THE DAVIS DIVORCE BILL.
SECOND READING POSTPONED.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE presented the
cartificate of the Clerk of the Senate that
notice in the Davis Divorce Case had been
affixed at the door of the Senate for 14
days, as required by the rules of the

Hon. Si1rR ALEX. CAMPBELL.

House. He moved that Max Fischacher,
of Boston, Mass., be examined at the Bar
of the House,

The motion was agreed to, and the
witness was sworn and examined at the
Bar as follows :—

Q. What is your name, place of residence,
and occupation ?

A. Max Fischacher, of the City of Boston,
in the State of Massachusetts, one of the
United States of America, Counseller at Law.

Q. Look on the paper writing now shown
to you, marked “A,” being an Act for the
relief of Amanda Esther Davis, and on the
paper writing now shown to you, marked
“B,” being an order of the Senate on Thurs-
day, the 5th February, 1885, both writings
being certified by the Clerk of the Senate.
Did you serve copies of these writings with
the certificates thereon of the Clerk of the
Senate upon Joseph DeSola, and on what day
and date and at what place?

A. I served copies of the writings now
shown to me, marked ‘“A” and “B” res-
pectively, with the certificates thereon res-
pectively, of the Clerk of the Senate, upon
the said Joseph DeSola, whom I have known
for several years, upon Friday, 13th day of
February, instant, at his lodging house in the
City of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts,
and which is known as number two, Rollins
Street, in said City.

Q. State the particular mode in which you
effected such service of the writings““A” and
“ B respectively, on Joseph DeSola ?

A. T served the said copies of the said
writings “A” and “*B” on the said Joseph
DeSola, personally, by handing the same to
bim, ang I informed him that as I had
caused the Notice of Application to the Par-
liament of Canada, on the part of his wife,
tor a Bill of divorce to be served upon him,
and as I knew him personally, these papers
were sent to me with the request that I should
serve him with same. I explained the char-
acter and purport of the documents to him
and he understood the same.

Q. Is the person, Joseph DeSola, upon
whom you served copies of the writings
marked “A’ and ¢ B, respectively, Joseph
DeSola, the husband of Amam{‘; Esther
Davis, of the City of Montreal, in the Prevince
of Quebec, and the person from whom the
petitioner herein is seeking divorce ?

A. The person, Joseph DeSola, upon whom
I served copies of the writings marked “A™
and *B,” respectively, is Joseph DeSola,
the husband of Amanda Esther Davis, the
petitioner in this matter.

The said Max Fischacher was directed
to withdraw.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved :—

That the examination of the petitioner in
this matter at the Bar of the Senate as well
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generally ag in regard to any collusion or
COunivance between the parties, be for the
lpl'ei!ent. dispensed with, but that it be an
struction to any committee whom the Bill
erg referred on the subject to make such
Xamination,

. Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—This motion
'S open to the same objection as the one
In the last case : the words “ for the pur-
Pose of obtaining a separation” should be
Inserted after ¢ parties.”

Hox. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—And
aso it should be stated that the petitioner
%S at the Bar of this House. Perhaps my
.'O0. friend can say whether the petitioner
IS at the Bar of this House ready to be
€xamined,

" Hon, Mk, OGILVIE—As you see by
€ Bill, the petitioner is a lady. She is
Dot here, but she will appear at any time
at the House may name to be examined.

Hown. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—I do
?Ot think we should proceed further unless
ehon. gentlemanmoves that her presence
&t the Bar be dispensed with, and the
Ouse is pleased to assent to her being
§XCused, because the rule is distinct, “the
Petitioner is to appear below the Bar of
€ Senate at the second reading to be
€Xamined by the Senate,” and my hon.
'end shouid have given notice that he
Would ask the House to dispense with the
in € on this occasion. I can see no harm
dismy hon. friend moving that the rule be
OutDensed with, and then he may make
o Such a case as he can, to get the House
agree that the presence of this petitioner
ot Bar be not required. I must say,
in Wever, that I think it would be establish-
8 2 bad precedent. I have never known
1S rule to be dispensed with in any case
poore 5 perhaps my hon. friend should
unf.thOHe the second reading of the Bill
.4 Monday or Tuesday, when the peti-

tloner co
uld
eXamineq, be at the Bar ready to be

befI;I°”' Mr. KAULBACH—The motion
Stanse the House might be allowed to

molgion. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
°n be allowed to stand over until

Tuesday, and that the Bill be then read
the second time.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH—The motion
before the House is the reference, and
that motion should be amended so as to
include the words “between the parties
to obtain such separation,” in the same
manner as the motion in the preceding
case.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—
Perhaps the best way would be for my hon.
friend instead of moving this to say that
on Tuesday he will move that the examin-
ation of the petitioner be dispensed with.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE—Very well, I
will move on Tuesday next that the ex-
amination of the witness be dispensed with.

Hon. MrR. POWER—My hon. friend
will have to give notice that the second
reading is postponed. It seems to me
that one motion would do the whole. If
my hon. friend will move that the further
proceedings in connection with this peti-
tion and the second reading of the Bill
be adjourned until Tuesday, the whole
ground will be covered.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—We
have got so far in this direction that I
think it will answer all the purposes—my
hon. friend should move that the order of
the day be discharged and that the Bill be
read the second time on Tuesdav.

The motion was agreed to and the
second reading of the Bill was accordingly
postponed until Tuesday next.

OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. S1ir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (F) “ An Act
further to amend an Act intituled ¢ An
Act respecting offences againstthe person.””
He said : this is a Bill introduced for the
purpose of giving effect to an understand-
ing which was arrived at in this House
last session that I would during the
present session introduce a Bill on this.
subject; my hon. friend from Halifax
having charge of a Bill on the subject at
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the moment, agreed to withdraw it on that
" understanding.  The Bill which I now
present to the House deals simply with
the inveigling of young women into bad
houses for illicit purposes. I think per-
haps when it comes before the Committee
‘of the Whole, that I will propose an
-amendment for the purpose of making it
still more distinct than it is, an amend-
ment which I have ready, and which I
think the committee when I propose it,
will be willing to adopt. In the mean-
time I move that the Bill be read the
second time.

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

The Senate adjourned 5 o’clock.

THE SENATE.
Ottawa, Monday, February 23vd, 1885.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
THE BANK OF UPPER CANADA.
MOTION.

Hon. MR. ALEXANDER—moved :—

That a Committee be appointed to enguire
into and report, from time to time, to the
House, the value of the remaining Assets of
the Bank of Upper Canada still uncollected,
with particulars of the settlement with debtors
of the bank, since its failure; also the balance
now due by the bank to the country, with
power to gend for persons, papers and records,
the said Committee to consist of Messieurs:

He said :—

Before proceeding to show the House
that the pnblic interests loudly demand
that this committee should be granted,
may I be permitted to ask, hon. gentle-
men, what would be your thoughts and
feelings if, through a foul conspiracy of
men in high position, you had sustained
pecuniary losses which had brought an
affectionate wife prematurely to her grave,
and deprived your children of the kindest
and best of mothers,—I ask, what would
be your feelings if two men that you
know of your ownknowledge, to be the chief

Hon, Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

members of that conspiracy, had the
heartlessness and the daring to charge
you with slander and malignity, when in
discharge of your duty, you endeavored in
the interests of the country to bring them
into court?

Such are the weapons of defence usually
had recourse to by men charged with
crime. It is dreadful to think that two
members of this House, who are at the top
of Canadian society, could be so skilled in
such arts and practices, and that they
should be so hardened in their dark ways,
and have the shameless audacity to make
statements on the floor of this House
which, if the rules of Parliament permitted,
can only be pronounced to be simply un-
true and false, thinking, poor men, that
they can thus throw off the charge brought
against them. Before I sit down, I think
that I shall have no difficulty in satisfying
every member of the House as to the
falsity of their statements.

The public interests demand that the
House grant me this committee, and if it
do so, I have no hesitation in saying that
I possess evidence which will enable the
country to recover a very large part of the
$1,100,000 due by that old insolvent
bank.

Two members of this House, the
Hon. Sir D. L. Macpherson, and the Hon.
George W. Allan, who have had most
grave and serious charges preferred against
them, in connection with this matter,
openly deny the truth of the statements
I made here upon a previous occasion.
If they are innocent, they must be anxious
to see a committee appointed, that they
may have an opportunity of refuting such
charges and establishing their innocence.
If they are not the first to call for the
yeas and nays—if they do not vote for a
committee, every member of the House
must feel that before God and man they
must be guilty. On the 1oth February,
those two hon. gentlemen adopted the
tactics of their illustrious chieftain, who,
in another quarter, in reference to another
matter, exclaimed, “these hands are clean.”
Now that conservative chieftain has never
been accused of the debasing act of wrong-
fully taking any of the public money for
his own personal wants. If this com-
mittee is granted, T shall have no difficulty
in proving that the Hon. George W. Allan
has most wrongfully evaded the payment



The Bank of [FEB. 23,1885] Upper Canada. 59
\
'::a large amount of money—many thou-{ Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—There

per;di of dollars—due by him to the
iﬁil;el of this country. I shall have no
acc Uity in shewing that such evasion was
rustmphshed‘through the action of the
one eefs appointed by the Government,
brotho whom was Mr. C I Campbell,
w'ller of the present Minister of Justice.
Ul not trangress the rules of the House
' }; nrseml.ndmg it of another questionable
ichacpon’ which once came up here for
an Sslon.  And I further desire to have
_suChOPportun}ty, by the appointment of
State a committee, to shew that the solemn
Ments made on the floor of this House
'tga:htf Present Minister of Justice, namely,
two tOth principal and interest of those
ing ts erling drafts qf ) £ 100,000, amount-
paido nearly one million dollars, had been
sc1d to the bank, I ask the hon. getleman
€ made that statement ?

How. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL—Yes.

sugh 2% MR ALEXANDER—I say that
’Calcula Statement is an erroneous one, and
"°0umated to mislead the House {md the
'Whichry. It was that overwhelming loss
ank dchleﬂy led to the closing of the
atth oors.  The Grand Trunk Railway
di at period 1861-2 was in great financial
‘ incllltxes. Its plant and stock and evely-
X 8 had been mortgaged. The bank
ai(fted a settlement with that embarrassed
get Way Company, taking all they could
ing’ Namely certain postal bonds, produc-
$8 ognly an annual revenue of about
What o The House can easily calculate
N aSUCh a security capitalized would be,
that t}':y child at a common school can see
those ¢ shareholders of that bank, lost by
two sterling drafts about $800,000.

1h°nH°N- SIR ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
'Onl); %entlemaq the other day spoke of
Neve ne sterling draft 100,000, I

T heard of more than one.

kngs): » MR, ALEXANDER—Tt is well
1 that the amount was nearly

00 ne:
dl‘e’lftso’oo')’ the proceeds of two distinct
of £100,000 each.

Hon Sir
: ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
n
€ver heard of more than one draft.

were two, amounting to nearly $1,000,000,
I speak from my own knowledge as a
member of that bank board. If the
Grand Trunk Railway, at a subsequent
period after the bank doors were closed
paid this colossal amount, the share-
holders of that unfortunate bank received
no benefit therefrom, and never knew
anything of it. We had no further legal
claim on the Grand Trunk Railway. We
had during 1861-2 effected the settlement
in the manner described.

Now, it is very distasteful to me that I
should have to ask permission to shew the
untruthfulness of the greater part of the
statements of a personal character, so un-
worthily dragged into the debate, by both
parties accused. I will endeavour to be
as brief as possible.

First, I never discovered that the
Hon. Sir D. L. Macpherson had been a
member of that bank board until a great
many years afterwards. He had covered
his track so carefully. I myself, through
Mr. Galt, then Minister of Finance, had
the late lamented and respected Mr.
Ridout relieved of his high position as
cashier, charging him as the guilty party
in regard to those two sterling drafts; and
I was astonished to learn one day in
Toronto, some 15 years afterwards, from
a prominent citizen who was in the board
of 1859, that the said David Lewis Mac-
pherson was the guilty party. From that
period I accepted no hospitalities at
Chestnut Park. He knows that I refused
by telegram from Woodstock to do so. 1
am not going to annoy the House by dis-
cussing further such matters. As regard-
ing the private letter of Sir Alexander Galt,
that gentleman will scarcely approve of it
being introduced here, when we remember
that he was one of the contracting com-
pany, who benefitted by the foul transac-
tion, causing the bank such a loss. The
whole statement of the hon. gentleman,
from beginning to end, I can only
characterize as one tissue of distorted
facts, bearing painful testimony to a
depraved mind. Who ever charged him
with overdrawing his account? But we
charge him with a most heartless and
most wicked act. Does the hon. gentle-
man remember his legal adwiser telling
him in 1860 that he had better leave the
poard at once, or he might be indicted?
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Hon. Sir DAVID MACPHERSON
‘—No.

Hon. Mr. ALEXANDER—AnNd now
it devolves upon me to make one or two
comments upon the carefully prepared
statement of the Hon. George W. Allan,
which, perhaps, he thinks in the holy
simplicity of his heart, to be a conscien-
tious statement. He has not displayed
his usual adroitness by confessing, as the
other hon. gentleman has also done, that
the books of the bank, which were in the
possession of his cousin, Mr. Clarke
Gamble, had been destroyed. They had
been placed in a basement room on Church
St., when the sewage came in upon them
and they became so offensive that they
had to be destroyed. What a confession
of the means had recourse to, to hide and
conceal the dark deeds of certain men,
living at the top of society! They dare
not burn the books, or they would have
been arraigned on a criminal charge; but
they place them in a dirty cellar until they
become offensive, so that they must
destroy them. They thus think that
proof cannot be produced as to the
debts of certain parties, and as to the
frauds perpetrated upon the people of this
country, by the improper compromise of
debts owing them, by men living in such
mansions as Moss Park. In conclusion,
what shall T say of this carefully prepared
statement, of a gentleman who -carries
upon all occasions the mantle of religion
on his shoulders? I cannot say that in
the whole of my life of three score and
ten years that I ever heard a tissue of
allegations, so much at variance with
truth. Does he pretend to forget that
from the moment he became president of
that bank, it was one continuous struggle
on my part, to eject him and two mem-
bors of the board, who always acted in the
interests of the debtors, and in the inter-
ests of those who where thrusting upon us
bad mortgages? Does he pretend to
f uct that along with his wealthy col-
] ..,gue on the board, to whom he referred
in his speech, both combining together,
threw me out of the board, somewhere
about 1863, for one year? And why did
that wealthy gentleman combine against
me? Because I referred to a $92,000
motten mortgage of his brother-in-law
which had appeared to me to have been

wrongfully taken by the bank from im-
proper influences. And that wealthy
friend of the president united his forces to
get me ejected, and we did not speak for
twelve months afterwards.

Hon. MR. GOWAN-—I rise to a ques-
tion of order. I see by the 26th rule of
this house all personal, sharp or taxing
speeches are forbidden. If this rule
means anything I cannot understand the
house listening to the speech of the hon.
member, which seems mostly pointed to
insulting two hon. gentlemen of this
Senate. There must be some good reason
for this rule, and I really think the hon.
gentleman’s remarks ought not to be per-
mitted. The hon. member has used lan-
guage and insinuations that touch the
honor of both those hon. gentlemen with-
out one particle of fact, and in a manner
and spirit that cannot commend itself to
any reasonable mind. His whole pro-
ceeding throughout, I feel—and I hope 1
may be excused for saying so—is not a
little out of harmony with the spirit of
courtesy which finds its home in the heart
of every christian gentleman. Iappeal te
this hon. House to say whether this rule
26 means anything or is to be carried out
at all? If it is carried out it is impossible
in my mind to conceive a case to which it
more directly applies than the one now
before us.

Ho~n. MrR. ALEXANDER—My hear-
ing is so affected by age that I have not
heard the hon. gentleman and I am there-
fore unable to reply to him.

Tue SPEAKER—The rule to which
the hon. gentleman calls the attention of
the House is the 26th. It is a very simple
rule, and now that my attention has been
called to it I may say that the hon. gentle-
man has been out of order from the
beginning of his speech up to the present
time. It is not the one rule merely of
Parliamentary practice that the hon. gen-
tleman has transgressed, but several rules;
it is not my duty to cail the hon. gentle-
man to order as long as my attention has
not been called to the fact. Now that my
attention is directed to it I must tell the
hon. gentleman from Woodstock that the
personal allusions in which he has been
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indute:
th(ihﬂgmg towards two hon. members of
Ouse are out of order.

unglow- Mr. ALEXANDER—Do I
org eC:‘;tand the Speaker to rule me out of

m;hm SPEAKER—I tell the hon. gentle-
N he has been out of order from the

beginn: :
‘ifr%gmmg of his remarks up to the present

malON. MR, "ALEXANDER—Then I
: %Say that if I am debarred in the Par-
o uent of the country from endeavoring
Orphnf()ld a serious wrong done to the
shar a}:ls and widows and other innocent
ad et olders of the Bank of Upper Can-
res €n my only recourse must be to the
P: % and I must send my remarks to the
€S of the country.
Wig‘ :‘E SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
ever €member that he has the privilege of
the Y other member of this House within
Tules ot Parliament.

amHon. MRr. ALEXANDER—Then if I

furthprevented from going on to explain

av er I move the resolution of which I
€ gven notice.

AITHE SPEAKER—TIt is moved by Mr.

€xander i
secon —There is no
Seconder. ded by

H
Altth' SIR  ALEX. CAMPBELL—

foun d“gh the hon. gentleman has not
think 2 seconder to his motion, I yet
Some It is desirable that I should give
tl’ans;ie)'( lanation with reference to the
i ctl(:vn to which he has called atten-
o as exceedingly glad that the hon.
gﬁgxtzlsm?,n Wwas called to order by my hon.
not lik: 0 has just taken his seat. I did
- 0 appeal to the House in the way

Was pe:;‘. gentleman has done, though I
hon, ectly sensible all the time that the
irregulgrentleman was speaking, of the
it wag - course he was pursuing, and that
accusat] mpletely out of order, but as his
on, colclm was levelled partly against my
Subr;t €ague near me, I thought I would
o ea“d hear all he had to say. We
ec“sea{d most of what he had to say,
that 1o Presume from his own language
Was very near the end of his

—

remarks before he was interrupted by my
hon. friend from Barrie. T desire only to
offer a few remarks explanatory of
the 100,000 bill of which he has
spoken, remarks which will make as
clear as daylight everything which
occurred with reference to that bill from
its inception to the time of its payment.
The hon. gentleman says now, for the first
time so far as I know, that there were two
bills each of £ 100,000, and amounting to
$1,000,000. 1 agree that the whole
amount of the debt due by the Grand
"Trunk to the bank was upwards of $1,000,-
ooo; but there was one bill and not
two. We have the history of that bill
very much in the public papers and in the
returns which were brought down to Par-
liament some years ago. We see there
that there was a dispute between the
Bank of Upper Canada and the Govern-
ment as to who wasliableforthis £ 100,000.
We see the inception of the dispute ; we
see its termination ; we see its settlement.
The settlement consisted in the dispute
having been abandoned by the bank, and
the £ 100,000 sterling assumed by them,
and the admission made that they and not
the Government were liable for its pay-
ment. These transactions were not alto-
gether during the time of the present Gov-
ernmentoraltogetherduring the time of the
Mackenzie administration. They orignated
long before that, and the {100,000 I find
first mentioned by Mr. Holton in 1863,
wher he was Minister of Finance. Mr,
Street and Mr. Walbridge, two directors of
the Bank of Upper Canada, and Mr.
Cassels, cashier of the bank, waited upon
Mr. Holton tor some settlement of the
amount which they owed the Govern-
ment. Mr. Holton tells them that the
total amount of indebtedness must be
reduced by the 1st of January next to
$1,486,000, including the G. T. R. bill
for £100,000. They assent to those
terms, and those terms are embodied in
an Order-in-Council on the report of Mr.
Holton, and the first paragraph of the
report adopted by the Governor-General
in Council at the instance of Mr. Holton
(who was not a member of any Govern-
ment of which Sir John Macdonald and
myself were members, but was a member
of the Government of the late Sandfield
Macdonald who was a reformer), the
first paragraph of the report which the
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Executive Council adopted on
Holton’s report, is as follows :

Mr.

“ That” the bank shall abandon the pre-
tensions it has heretofore advanced as to its
non-liability for a certain bill of exchange of
the G. T. Co., endorged by the bank, and now
held by the Government for £100,000sterling.”

Not two bills, the House will preceive,
but one bill.  These gentlemen, after
considering that proposition, write to say
that they do abandon all pretension, that
they adopt the Minister’s view, and that
the bank will assume and pay that sum of
A 100,000 sterling. But hon. gentlemen
will perhaps be curious to know was that
undertaking carried out? Did the bank
ultimately pay the £100,000 sterling, or
was the loss sustained by the Government ?
Well, my hon. friend near me, the
Minister of the Interior, has been very
anxious to know what did become of
the £ 100,000 sterling, and my hon. friend
from Barrie also took some trouble to
find it out, and was able to obtain a letter
from a gentleman who had been an officer
of the Bank of Upper Canada, one of the
few still remaining alive, who filled the
position of inspector at the time some of
these disasters befell the bank. In that
letter this gentleman, who wasin a position
to know all about the £ 100,000 sterling,
says i—

The time elapsed is so long since these things
took place, and there was such a burden of the
same kind to look after, that I have now, I
am happy to say, cnly a vague and general
idea of the whole thing, and without my own
special books, which I left in the bank for
reference, I should be quite at sea on the
subject.

The settlement with the Grand Trunk was
an after matter and was carried out durin
the time Mr. Robert Capels was in charge. %
fancy all such matters as you refer to were
included in that settlement. You may
remember that the Grand Trunk transferred
to the bank a large amount- of postal service
bonds besides mortgages, I think, in rolling
stock &c.,
and then he adds a paragraph which
struck me very much and I regret exceed-
ingly that the view which he takes was not
adopted by the hon. member from Wood-
stock—

I cannot see what is to be gained by raking
up this matter. The shareholders of the
unfortunate bank,~—passed away. Those that
remained would rather not be tortured by
h}:wing the thing needlessly brought before
them.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

It may be said that that is not clear and
decisive : that this gentleman says the
A 100,000 sterling was settled, but he
says he has only a vague recollection of it.
My hon. friend near me had made appli-
cation to Mr. Hickson, manager of the
Grand Trunk Railway, for the purpose of
ascertaining if they could tell him ; and up
to a day or two ago he had received no
answer. When this matter was before
this House some days ago he was awaiting
a reply. He now, fortunately, has got
Mr. Hickson’s answer. The Grand Trunk
Railway Company also suffered from their
books being destroyed. They were de-
stroyed by fire, and judging by the hon.
gentleman’s remarks to-day he will say
that this fire was the work of the hon.
gentleman from York and my hon. friend
nearme for the purpose of “concealing dark
transactions.” I am astonished at the
hon. gentleman’s boldness and the
recklessness with which he makes these
charges. The letter of Mr. Hickson
shows accurately what became of this
matter, how the bill was paid, and that
the Bank of Upper Canada, so far from
losing the £100,000 sterling, actually
made money out of it, because they got
certain postal bonds at 8o which after-
wards turned out to be worth par, and
more than par, and they not only got
the £ 100,000 and interest, but they made
a profit in the way it was paid, and yet
the hon. member from Woodstock keeps
attacking my hon. friend near me with
reference to that £100,000 bill, although
he had nothing whatever to do with it
and although he got no portion of the
money. He not only did not defraud the
bank, he not only did not induce them to
cake the £ 100,000 sterling bill, but, who-
ever did so, the bank lost nothing by it :
the bank gained by it, and the best evi-
dence of the fact is that which is furnished
by Mr. Hickson, the manager of the
Grand Trunk Railway, who, luckily, has
been able to find the books in which the
transaction was entered, and that only
within the last week. He says, under
date of the 1g9th February:

GRraND TRUNK RamLway oF Canapa,
GENERAL MaNAGER’S OFFICE,
MoNTREAL, 19th Feb., 1885.
Dear Sir David,
Since you first wrote to me on the subject,
I have caused efforts to be made at various



The Bank of [FEB. 23,1885 Upper Cunada.

63:

tln(’es to find some trace of the transactions
Graween the Bank of Upper Canada and the
ﬂﬂ.end Trunk Railway which were settled
er, the passing of the Grand Trunk Arrange-
Pts Act in 1862.
esterday the accountant of the compauny
Ceeeded 1 turning up, amongst a number
the oks which apparently were saved from
off fire  which destroyed the company’s
OCes in 1875, an old journal for 1862, and
facrtz fllat I have had extracted the following
The debt due from the company to the
fOr,l;; Including an unpaid bill of exchange
Ju 100_,000, apparently drawn originally in
e 1859) was $1,495,830.54. Interest and
m:k"_ges to December 3lst, 1862, were added.
ba Ing the total $1,782,873.97, for which the
Mip;,, received Grand Trunk Postal and
tary Service Bonds £181,500, ¥883,300; a
age on surplus lands for $1,076,459.46.
ostal and Military Service Bonds were
the revenue derived from the Imperial
anadian Governments up to 1878, the
Ounts varying slightly from time to time,
> L think on the average, producing about

mOrt
The
Paiq

fer cent, In 1878 they were converted into
COHI‘JGtuaI 5 per cent. debenture stock of' the
lap P2ny. he mortgage on the surplus

ansds carried 4 per cent. interest, which

regularly paid up to the date when it was

debenctonverted into 5 per cent. perpetual
N H :

£16 066? stock, the amount issued being

B

alw:e interest on the debenture stock has

h&rdys been‘ regularly paid, and even in these
times it is selling at 107.

“boultave not been able yet to find any papers

butI the_ se(tlement “.'lt]l the Governme_nt,

facts am inclined to think that the foregoing

You dsllpply you with the information which

Qot esire, and I very much regret that I was
" a position to give them to you earlier.

1 am,

Yours very faithfully,

J. HICKSON,
General Manager.
Tece; 8. You will observe that the Bank
the ved a larger amount in securities than

amount of the debt with interest. This

88ge02“6i"g to there being added to the mort-
Posta| bgﬁﬁ:‘*nt. of the nommgl value of the

he Hop, Sir

s qc, &

So that
nothing
100

Davip L. MacerersoN, K.C.M.
c.

Ottawa.

not only had these gentlemen
to do with the bank taking the
m »000 sterling, but the bank, so far
the 1}§Jsmg, actually gained. They got
pOSta‘IVbole of the debt converted into
aftery, onds and mortgages, which were
ety ards turned into five per cent. de-
ow Te stock, which debenture stock is

selling at 107. These are the facts,

and yet the hon. gentleman has sent broad-
cast throughout the country his state-
ments, without a tittle of evidence to
support them. He says he did not know
that my hon. friend had been on the.
board. What ignorance to confess! Is
this a thing to bring before the House
when the hon. gentleman does not know
any of the facts, not even that my hon.
friend was on the board ? He was aiming
at succeeding the hon. gentleman from
York as president of the bank, and yet he
knows nothing of the facts, and he ven-
tures to circulate through the country
his accusations against my hon. friend.
(Sir David Macpherson) and the hon.
member from York. My hon. friend
from York, as he explained the other-
day, was indebted to the bank. He felt
it necessary to enter into this subject on a
former occasion, and the House now
understands it perfectly, and knows exactly
how he stood with reference to it. Many
others were in the same position. The
compromise made with the hon. gentle-
man was suggested, not by himself, but by
others. He was desirous of paying his.
indebtedness in full, as he has informed
the House. The hon. member from,
Woodstock says: * But the brother of the
Minister of Justice was one of the trustees.”
Yes, the brother of the Minister of Justice
was one of the trustees. The brother of
the Minister of Justice was accountable to.
the Ministry of the day, and I will read.
you a paragraph, which I never saw before
to-day, which will show what the Finance
Minister at that time, Sir John Rose,
thought of him—* He is of opinion that
the steps taken by the trustees since their
appointment, have been marked with
judgment and descretion.” Could any-
thing be more absurd than for the House .
to be detained by these bad, malicious
and wicked accusations which are given to
the public at the hands of a man who
admits that he was not aware of what was .
going on, and apparently has not the sense
to know what took place either in the
bank or in the country. The Government
cannot grant the hon. gentleman the com-
mittee for which he has asked.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—I happened,
unfortunately to.be a shareholder at the.
time of the failure of, the Bank of Upper-
Canada, to a small extent, and I was very
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largely interested in matters in which I
was a trustee, and also many of my friends
were very largely interested in the condi-
tion of the bank. I attended every meet-
ing that took place, and I knew, as I
believe every one in the country knew,
that the hon. member from Saugeen was
a director, but we were all anxious because
we felt that unless something was gained—
some large sum was gained from this debt
due by the Grand Trunk Railway—that
we might be in the position of being called
upon to answer under the double liability
clause. Everything was therefore watched,
and watched closely, and I took a great
deal of pains at the time to inform myself,
as I was, as I said, largely interested for
others. I remember, so far as my memory
can reach back for so many years, the
transactions tolerably well and I remember
distinctly, for it was understood at the
time, that this draft was fully settled, and
fortunately for us settled, because otherwise
we would have been called upon to pay
under the double liability clause. I did
not feel sure of details, and I wrote to a
gentleman whom I know in Toronto, who
has been my broker for years and stands
as high as any man in the whole Province
of Ontario for probity, and as a well
informed and thorough business man, and
who was at one time, after the failure of
the bank, appointed an inspector. He had
peculiar facilities for gaining thorough
knowledge of all that took place in the
bank. Desiring to see how far my memory
was borne out I wrote to him on the sub-
ject. I scarcely expected that a man of
his habits would be likely to speak, unless
he had the books by him, in detail of the
matters I wrote to him upon, but I
did expect, and I received the letter
which the Minister of Justice has read,
and which fully, so far as it went, confirm-
.ed my own recollection. My recollection
went beyond his, for I remember distinct-
ly that it was spoken of and understood
by those who were seriously interested in
the condition of the bank, that that bill
was fully and entirely settled. The hon.
gentleman from Woodstock was lately in
my part of the country, and I am very
glad that he was there before he taking
those proceedings, for that part of the
country, the old District of Saugeen, sent
the Minister of the Interior to the Senate,
and there are thousands and thousands of

Hon. Mr. GOWAN,

people, particularly his own countrymen
in the District of Saugeen, that would
have looked with much disfavor upon the
hon. gentleman who impugned one
whom they so thoroughly and so
deservedly respect.  The Highlander
comes of a gallant and noble race. He
scorns everything that is mean and un-
manly. He scorns insinuations, and I
think they would have scarcely failed to see
that there is much of what was personal
and unfair in the attack of the hon. gentle-
man from Woodstock upon the two
gentlemen that he selected for attack. 1
looked at it with all the calmness I could
command, and the whole of his remarks
seemed to be pointed against these gentle-
men, and not for the purpose of serving
the country.  Now the Highlander, as I
said, is a gallant man and scorns what is
mean ; but he has no astuteness, and I
think he would have failed to distinguish
the position of the hon. gentleman from
Woodstock. He would fail to perceive
that a gentleman speaking in this House
and elsewhere has two distinct entities :
that is that he could say in this House
what he would not venture to say else-
where. They would be very apt to resent
it, not that the hon. gentleman need

feel any alarm about coming to
the Division: he will be perfectly
safe so far as his person 1s con-

cerned. The Highlander in Canada is a
peace-loving man, one that respects the law,
and the days of the skein dhu have happily
passed away ; but they would feel with me,
and every hon. gentleman in this House
will feel with me that there are wounds
more grievous than the knife can inflict,
when a man conscious of integrity finds his
honor assailed. I regret that this motion
should ever have been brought forward by
a gentleman of culture. I regret the
allusions which he made, allusions which
can here find no response, to speak of
men’s large houses, of their equipages and
liveries. Surely he could find no response
in this hon, House to such appeals. In
another arena he would have pointed
them out as bloated aristocrats. Now,
that such arguments should be tolerated
in this House 1 cannot understand.
I do hope, even yet, that the hon. gen-
tleman will withdraw this resolution, which
can serve no good purpose and can in no
way promote the public good. It relates
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' natters that even upon the simple
8tound of expense it would be pre-
pOStGTOl}S for any government to consent
0 enquire into, and that enquiry I believe
—and I speak for a large number of
People, my own connections and others—
¥ould be utterly distasteful to them, and

€Y would regard it as wholly unnecessary.
unc 8 to be excused intruding a word
t}FOH this House. It is not at all necessary

at I'should say anything. 1 would not be
fg:s‘lmplious enough to say one word in
of Dect to the standing and high character
ass t.}{e hon. gentlemen who have been
o atled, but there was one little point that

tuck me as—1I can scarcely select lan-
guage sufficiently strong tocharacterize it—
1t Struck me as utterly uncalled for. My
On. friend from Toronto was sneered at
SCause hie was president of a Bible society.
toeg'lhqt hon. gentleman is in a position
to }:strlbute books,'blessed books, that
X 2¢h much that I think the hon. gentle-
an from Woodstock would improve by
tt“ ying ; it would amongst other things
€ach him that charity that thinketh no

il that vaunteth not itself, neither is
prfed up.

Hox. Mr. ALLAN-—Thad not intended

0 Say anything on this occasion at all,
O?Cil:_lse I should best consult the dignity
reft 1s House and my own self-respect by
faining from making any remarks in re-
Ply to the hon. gentleman behind me,
mllt towards the end of his speech he inti-
ated that if he could aot make those
anderous charges here he would make
€M through the press of the country,
pubji Presume he will also have his speech
eblShed in the official reports of the
gret ates of this House, and I should re-
sho ;f my silence, my not replying to him,
an uld be construed as an admission of
llttyerc’f the charges and insinuations he has
or tid to-day. 1 take this opportunity
conty at reason, to give them the fullest
fon adiction, in order that my contradic-
May be recorded in the official report.
moie On. gentleman has referred in still
Which, 8ross language to-day than that
my ¢ he used on a previous occasion to
my hOnr\ectxon with the bank. I hold in
COnta?n'd a copy of the G/obe of June 1865,
of them}?g a report of the annual meeting
unus Shareholders, at which there was an
ually large attendance and at which the

E

hon. gentleman, who was then a director,
was present, when a very full and exhaus-
tive s:atement of the affairs of the bank
was given by the then cashier, Mr. Robert
Cassels. In the course of that statement
Mr. Cassels said, although it was contrary
to the bank charter to make public, or
to tell anything about any man’s private
account, yet he had my permission, and I
had requested him to state how my
account at that time stood. He said
that that account had been reduced
$15,500 since I had been president,
and that it was continuing to be re-
duced by payments every three months
with interest, until the time the bank
stopped : that it was at that time reduced
to $25,000, and it was upon that amount
the trustees offered to settle for $12,500.
I wish to say with regard to those trustees
that while I think hon. gentlemen will
agree with me that it is unnecessary to
defend the character of one gentlemen
who was referred to here to-day, Mr.
Charles Campbell, because I think that
they will see that he has been attacked
simply because he happens to be the
brother of the Minister of Justice, at the
same time I cannot help protesting against
the insinuations which have been thrown
out as to the integrity of two men well
known in Toronto, now passed away, the
late Mr. Peleg Howland and the late Mr.
Peter Patterson. They were both known
in Toronto as men of perfect upright-
ness and integrity, and therefore 1 desire
to take this opportunity of protesting
against the insinuations which have been
thrown out against them, as if they were
in collusion with me for a settlement of
the debt. I also desire to say further that
Mr. Clarke Gamble, who was solicitor for
the Bank of Upper Canada, under whose
charge the hon. gentleman says the books
were, had nothing to do with them. Those
books were in the hands of trustees. I my-
self never saw, and never hadanything todo
with them from the time the bank failed
down to the present moment. I may say
also, so far as Mr. Gamble himself is con-

cerned, that he had nothing whatever to
do with the settlement of my debt. I
make those statements because I should
be sorry if any wrong impression should
be created by the hon. gentleman’s reck.
less insinuations.
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Hon. Mr. GOWAN—I was present at
that meeting and heard what took place.

Hon. St1r DAVID MACPHERSON—
I do not intend to trespass on the time of
the House to-day more than to give an
unqualified denial to every statement
which the hon. gentleman has made which
in any way impugns my integrity or honor.
I simply repeat here that I had nothing
whatever to do with the bill to which he
refers—nothing to do with its inception or
settlement. Its settlement appears, from
the evidence produced here to-day, to
have been full and complete, but if it had
not been so, I would not have been re-
sponsible, legally or morally, to the extent
of one cent. I never had anything to do
with it, and as I stated here the other day,
I simply accepted a seat upon the Bank
board at the instance of the Government
of the day, to check loans by the
Bank of Upper Canada, and when I found
that I could not do that effectually, 1
retired. That was my whole connection
with the bank. The hon. gentleman is
not content with slandering those who are
here to defend themselves, but he insinu-
ates everything that is dishonorable against
gentlemen who are not here. He spoke of
Sir Alexander Galt as having been inter-
ested in this bill of exchange—as having
been my partner—

Hox, Mr. ALEXANDER—Every one
knows it.

Hon. Sik DAVID MACPHERSON
—Sir Alex. Gall was my partner from
1852 to 1856, when he and the late
Mr. Holton, who was also my partner at
that time, both retired from the firm.
They both made up their minds that they
would give their attention to public affairs.
They were very well qualified for that pos-
ition, and they dcvoted themselves to
public life for a long time—Sir Alex. Galt
generally in office, Mr. Holton in office
for a time, and then in Opposition.
Both were very active public men,
as all who hear me know. Mr
Holton, whoever knew him will say, was
the soul of honor.  Sir Alex. Galt is the
same, and to say that he was influenced
as Minister of Finance by anything that
took place years before when he was my

partner, is an unmitigated and cruel
slander.

Ho~x. Mr. ALEXANDER—I make
no charge against Sir Alex. Galt.

Hon. S1r DAVID MACPHERSON—
I cannot understand any man who is re-
sponsible for his words making such a
statement. Is it surprising that men. in
this country, of sensitive feeling, are unwil-
ling to enter into public life when they are
exposed to shafts such as have been
hurled at myself and other gentlemen
here, and at some who are not
present to defend themselves? Is
it surprising when they are exposed

to the shafts of envious men, of dis-
appointed men, of men who have
been political failures; and of ma-
lignant cranks—is it surprising that

they should shrink from public life? I
shall not trespass longer on the time of
the House. 1T felt called upon to give an
unqualified denial to all that the hon gen-
tleman said of an injurious character
against myself and against the friends
whom I have named.

Ho~n. Mr. PLUMB-I do not think
that this matter ought to pass without
some further consideration. We have
had on two occasions recently the most
extraordinary exhibitions ever seen in this
Chamber. An hon. gentleman, responsi-
ble as a member of this House, has
brought before us charges of the gravest
character, and he has repeated those
charges, and 1 believe he has repeated
them not only on the floor of this House,
but elsewhere, and instead of bringing to
the Senate any sort of evidence on which
to found those charges, he has shown
himself to be totally unacquainted with
the transactions upon which he claims
they are based. Although he has been a
director of the banking institution to
which he refers, he has not even looked
at the minute book of the bank to see who
were the directors who preceded him—
who are perfectly well known to have pre-
ceded him. All he had to do was to
turn to the books to ascertain, but he
did not then know, and has lately dis-
covered that one of the gentlemen he has
accused of foul transactions in connection
with the bank had been a member of the
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board. It is one of the most extraordin-
ary positions I have ever known an hon.
gentleman to place himself in, and yet he
Pretends to possess ordinary business in-
telligence. He went into the board
and undertook the responsibilities of
3 director of that large institution, and
Yet with the books before him, which
€ does not say had been falsified,
€Cause he had given a high character
to the late Mr. Ridout who was cashier
of the bank, he does not know who were
€ directors immediately preceding him.
€ does not know anything of the trans-
actions about which he speaks; he does
ot know as much about them as I do,
though an outsider. I held a large amount
Of stock in the bank, and the family with
Which T am connected had a much larger
Mterest in jt. I was in London at the
time of the failure of the bank, and I
New that the dishonored bill referred to
ad been paid by the Grand Trunk Co.
and paid by postal bonds and other securi
ties, and that those bonds were handed
over to Glyn & Co., and taken by Glyn
X Co. at par in paying the indebtedness
of ‘the bank to that firm. There-
Ore nobody could be a suffcrer as a share-
Older in the bank by that transaction,
€Xcept as they may have been sufferers
Tough the mismanagement of the bank,
and if they were sufferers in that way, it
35 nothing to do with the statement
Which the hon. gentleman has brought
efore ys to-day. It is most painful to
c“d that anyone could bring forward
w arges of this kind, and persist in them
g €0 it has been shown on a late occa-
On that there was no sort of foundation
tgrh'fhem. The hon. gentleman owed it
it hlmse'm and he o\\:cd it to this House,
wh ¢ did not owe it to the gentlemen
a a(?m he accused, that he should not
0% m, bring this matter before the Senate,
acu‘llsk_hon. members to listen to such
for tg:mons upless he had some foundation
the d‘em: The hon. gentleman owed it to
not hlgmty of this House that he should
ch ave brought before them such grave
arges unless he had investigated the
parOIe matter thoroughly, and was pre-
ed with day and date to justify them.
eewas N0t necessary to ask for a commit-
llp(’mand there is only one hypothesis
p which  we should hold the
% gentleman responsible for what he

says and does, and that is a hypothesis
which, of course, it would be improper to
state here ; but upon no other can it be
deemed possible that an hon. gentleman
could have done and said what he has
done and said in connection with his.
accusations when they were proved to be
baseless—not only stating that this bill
had remained unpaid (they are the hon.
gentleman’s very words) while it has been
proved that there is no such bill outstand-
ing, but making collateral charges, sneering
at the hon. gentleman, and saying that he
was receiving the benefit of the ill-gotten
gains which he had made out of the
unfortunate bank ; that he had corrupted
the cashier and had got himself appointed
a member of the Board of Directors for
the express purpose of doing a certain
fraudulent act.  The hon. gentleman thus
attacked says that he was appointed a
director for the express purpose of pre-
venting the Grand Trunk Railway from
obtaining more money from the bank ;
that the Government had a large deposit
there, and that the Government wished to
protect itself as it could not withdraw its
deposit without endangering the standing
of the bank, and the next best thing to do
was to place somebody on the board who
would endeavor to protect the interests
of the Government and of the bank by
preventing the Grand Trunk Railway from
getting further advances, and that the hon.
gentleman left the board when he found
that he could not check the bank in
making those advances, and when he
found that a loan rejected at the board
had been discounted by the manager.
The hon. gentleman from Woodstock
should have known that, for if he had
consulted with my brother-in-law, the late
Mr. Street, who cannot be charged with
collusion in regard to any improper tran:-
actions of the bank, as he was one of the
largest shareholders in it and was never a
borrower, and whose name is certainly
beyond reproach—he could have ascer-
tained the fact. It is because he was
connected with the bank that I think it
my duty to tell the hon. gentleman from
Woodstock that a man like the late Mr.
Street could have been in no way party to
or privy to any improper transactions in
connection with that institution. His
name was a sufficient guarantee for that,
as he was respected and trusted by every-
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body who knew him. I had been the
agent of the bank for the sale of its bills
on Glyn & Co.,, and I was in London
when the indebtedness of the bank to Glyn
& Co. was settled by Mr. Street and Judge
Galt and Mr. Robert Cassels, and I know
that the settlement that was made
with the Glyns was a most favorable one
for the bank. I know that the securities,
many of them, that had been received
from the Grand Trunk Railway Company
were handed over to Glyn & Co., who
were the largest creditors except the Gov-
ernment, who could have swept away and
swallowed up the assets if they had chosen
to do so, and thrown a large responsibility
on the shareholders who were subject
to the double liability, that would
have made the failure much more disas-
trous than it finally turned out tobe. And
what is the hon. gentleman doing now?
He is endeavoring to stir up this settle-
ment, and to see whether there is still any
liability resting upon shareholders. He is
doing his best to place himself and the
other shareholders of the bank in the
position to be called upon, if they are liable
—for every shareholder was subject to the
double liability. I think nothing could
have been more inexpedient than to stir
up the transactions connected with the
settlements of the bank. As for my two
hon. friends here, it is not necessary for
me to say anything in vindication of their
position. The silence of this House
when the hon. gentleman from Woodstock
brought up his charges ought to have been
a sufficient rebuke. The silence of this
House on this resolution which has been
upon the notice paper for a week and
received no seconder, ought to have been
a sufficient evidence that the hon. gentle-
man’s position is one of utter isolation
here, and a sufficient expression of the
feeling throughout this House without
forcing upon it such a scene as we have
witnessed to-day. It is a most painful
matter to refer to, and I trust that the hon.
gentleman, if he carries out the threat with
which he closed his speech, that he will
appeal to the country through the press,
will receive from the press the justice
which the malice of his charges deserves.

Ho~. Mr. ALEXANDER—No hon.
member of this House can approach the
hon. Senator from Barrie without admitting

Hon. Mr. PLUMB.

his great legal attainments, his large
experience, and his general high character.
I never had the honor of meeting the hon.
gentleman until I met him in this House,
except at the annual meetings of the Bank
of Upper Canada when that hon. gentle-
man used to appear with all his means and
might, as a friend and supporter of the
presidant, Mr. Allan,

Hon. Mr. GOWAN—I beg tostate
that that is utterly incorrect—utterly and
palpably incorrect, and I appeal to my
hon. friend from Toronto opposite (Mr.
Allan) to say whether on more than one
occasion I did not press for information—
whether I did not ask in a hostile spirit
for it, because I felt aggrieved—and in a
hostile spirit towards the directors of the
bank ?

Hox. MrR. ALEXANDER—The hon.
gentleman and his friends at Barrie paid
pretty dearly for the support and the
proxies which they gave to the hon. mem-
ber from Toronto—the hon. gentleman
and his friends suffered very severely for it.
As to the remarks of the hon. gentleman
from Niagara I scarcely feel called upon
to reply to them as he was pitchforked
into this House after being rejected by the
people. I like to believe that all the hon.
members of this House represent the
people, but the hon. gentleman from
Niagara does not : he was pitchforked
into this House by his great Chieftain, Sir
John Macdonald. No doubt the House
1s heartily sick of the whole subject, and I
never would have referred to those personal
matters if they had not been unworthily
dragged into the debate by the hon. gen-
tleman ; but I conceive it my duty now
to say, and I say it very solemnly and
with very great pain, that the acts and
the conduct of those two hon. gentlemen
remind us of the solemn words addressed
in England by a celebrated Judge, upon
the occasion of his sentencing Sir John
Dean Paul to penal servitude, upon which
occasion he observed “ We may well daily
pray to God to lead us not into tempta-
tion.”

Hon. Mg, SCOTT—I do not know
whether it is the intention of the hon.
gentleman from Woodstock to press the
motion, because I see the committee has



Not been named. However, it is my duty
to make a few observations on this occas-
10n, and T think I speak the sentiments of
€ members of this House when I say
that there is no hon. gentleman in this
~-Damber who would desire to stifle any
nquiry that would be attended with results
neficial to the people or in the interests
Of the shareholders of the Bank of Upper
anada ; but the question is whether the
Tesolution itself is proper, whether, as it is
Worded it would be proper for this House
0 name a committee whose duty it would
€ to furnish to the public particulars of
-€ scttlement with debtors of the bank
Since its fajlure.  After the bank failed it
fame to Parliament for an Act that author-
1zed the assignment of all its assets to
Certain trustees.  ‘Those trustces were
. Thomas Street, Mr. Robert Cassels,
M. Peter Patterson, Mr. Hugh C. Barwick
and Mr, Peleg Howland.  All of them, I
te 'eve, are since dead. At that time those
Tustees were given ample power to wind
UP the affairs of the bank; they were
:UthOrisz to make such com.promises in
Settlement of claims as in their judgment
Was best.  There was also a clause intro-
du?ed \vhich prevented the trustees from
in‘?‘“g anything that might be_ considered
Jurlous to the interests either of the
Sharcholders or of those who preferred
Clalms against the bank, inasmuch as
A certain proportion of the creditors
f the bank had a right to apply to
¢ Court of Chancery to call upon
€ trustees to account for their conduct
h\agr any sharchelder holding zoo shares
the right to call upon the trustees
anr°u8h the Court of Chancery to explain
haz,i broposed act, or any act that they
performed in turtherance of the trusts

i eg }jad assumed. That Act was not con-
Was red satisfactory, and but little progress
wh‘iclflmde. In 1870 an Act was passed
€ absolutely transferred to Her
AJesty all the assets then in the hands
the trustees of the bank. I assume
lmt all that had occurred anterior to that
€ would be quite beyond the province
nan?:y committee that this House might
18 tl(: make any inquiry into. Since
a\l'e bt e governments of th1§ country
of the Cfffin. charged with the administration
ractig 1:lurs of the Bank of Upper Canada.
Wind; ally, the gentleman employed in
Ing up the affairs of that institution

tha
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has been pretty much in the position of
an officer of the Finance Department, and
amenable to the Head of the Department
to render account of the service he was
performing, and to ask advice and ap-
proval of the policy he was adopting in
winding up the affairs of the bank. The
concluding clause of the Act of 1870 is as
follows :—

¢« A «tatement of what shall have been done
under this Act shall be laid beforz Parlia-
ment,within the first 15 days of each Scssion,

after the passing thereof, until the affairs of
the =aid bank are fully wound up and settled”

Having been a member of the Cabinet
which was charged with the duties that
were thrown on the Government of Cana-
da under this Act, it may be proper that I
here obscrve that during the years from
1874 to 1879 communications were fre-
quently had with Mr. Gamble with respect
to the duties which were imposed upon
him, and he was called upon from time to
time to close up and complete the sales of
land and the closing of any open accounts
in order that a final settlement might be
made. T assume as a departmental mat-
ter that has been continued to be done
since 1878. I think that while it might
be highly improper that a committee
should be named with the large powers
proposed under this motion, it would be
quite in order that the Government should
be called upon to lay before Parliament a
statement of the transactions that have
been closed during the antecedent years—
speaking without a knowledge whether
such a thing has been done or not. Tam
unable to say whether statements have
been regularly furnished under the Act.

Hox. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELIL—I do
not know whether they have been furnish-
ed or not, but we are quite ready to do it

Hon. Mgr. SCOTT—I think in the
interests of all concerned those statements
should be furnished to Parhament in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Act.
These ought to be subject to the fullest
inquiries. We know that every other
department of the Government is obliged
to make a report each year on subjects in
which the people outside of the Govern-
ment are largely interested, and I think it
is of the first importance that the attention
of the Government should be called to
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this subject, and a statement should be
furnished showing how the assets of the
Bank of Upper Canada have been dispos-
-ed of,

Hon. Sikr ALEX CAMPBELL—I
-quite agree with my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT—Does the hon.
gentleman know when the last return was
made ?

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
am not aware of it.

Hox., Mgr. SCOTT—TI think a return
should be brought down of the transactions
since the last statement, that would
furnish information for ecverybody in-
terested. I will propose an amendment
to the motion in the way I suggest if it is
considered necessary.

Hox. Sk ALEX. CAMPBELL—
There, is no necessity for the amendment ;
I will scc that the statement is brought
down.

Ho~x. Mr. SCOTT—On that under-
standing I will not propose any amend-
ment.

The House diviced on the motion
which was rejected on the following
vote :—

CONTENTS:
Hon. Mr. Alexander.

Nox-CoNTENTS :

Hon. Messrs.

Almon, MeDonald (C.B.),

Archibald, McKay,

Armand, McKindsey,
Baillargeon, MeMillan,
Bellerose, Mactartane,

Benson, M: mpl.orsm\

Bot ford (Sir David Lewis),

Boy Miller (Speuker),
Canmh(ll (Sir Alex.), Montgomery,

Chatters, Nelson,
Chapais, Odell,
Clemow, Paquet,
Dever, Pelletier,
Dickey, Plumb,
Fliot, Power,
Glrard Reesor,
Gowan, Robitaille,
Grant, Ryan,
Guevremont, Scott,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT.

a

Harmilton, Smith,
Haythorne, Sullivan,
Howlan, Sutherland,
Kaulbach, Trudel,
Lacoste, Tuarner,
Lewin, Vidal.—49.

REAL PROPERTY IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES BILIL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL moved
the second reading of Bill (A), “An Act
respecting Real Property in the North-
West Territories.” He said: It is a plea-
sure to get away from such discussions
as we have been cngaged in since the
House met, to one which I hope will be
of some use to the country. The Bill
which is now upon the table proposes to
introduce into the North-West Territories
what is called the Torrens system of land
titles registration.  Introducing such a
system, or any system, into the North-
West Territories, of course, has a very

large meaning. It will change what
has hitherto been the law over a very large

territory, over the territory extending from
the western boundary of Manitoba te the
eastern boundary of British Columbia,
and all of us look forward to there being
in that country at some future period a
very large population; so that we are
about to legislate, if the House should see
fit to adopt this proposition, for what will
be the home of a great people. The
country to which I have referred has,
up to the present time, had for its system
that which prevails in the Province of
Ontario, and with some little variation
prevails also in the English speaking
provinces of the Dominion, and more or
less in the Province of Quebec. That
system was borrowed, I think, in On-
tario and in that portion of the Domin-
ion which we call the Maritime Pro-
vinces, from the United States of
America. I believe in Ontario we borrow-
ed our system of registration from the
State of New York, and in New Bruns-
wick and Nova Scotia they probably were
led by the same example to adopt their
system of registering titles. In Quebec
they had their origin in a different source,
to which I will refer presently. The laws
in force in Ontario were introduced into
the North-West Territories, and are the
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?t“;i‘wm(:h govern the disposition of land
i 1S moment in that part of the Domin-
n of Canada.
i s Propose to change them in a very
Mportant respect, and 1 think, therefore,
wif'ore Linform the House of the change
Ich this Bill will introduce, it will be
¢ e&swable that I should, for a few moments,
wh?rto the exact system of Registrationlaws
ich Prevails in the other Provinces of the
OMminion at this moment.  In all the
p\rct);/lmc_es.of the old Dominion of Canada
and al 1s in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick
_Ontario, all the English speaking
E;OVlnces—the same system exists, varied
anr(llleWh‘at’ by statutory regulations,
. varled somewhat perhaps by judicial
€cisions, but substantially the same ; and
ef Same remark could be made with re-
€nce to the Province of Prince Edward
ni:ﬁd In the two first provinces I have
Wick loned, Nova Scotia and New Brups-
€k, the ordinary form of conveyance which
fae adopt, and which hon. gentlemen are
miliar with, stands good if registered.
Stands good if not registered as against
Y Pperson, save a subsequent grantec
judc') has first registered his deed, and
awlglal decisions have grafted upon that
the In N.o_va Scotia and New Brunswick
additional condition that the new
8fantee has not had notice of the first
W?f}?- That is the state of the law
. _ Teference to registration in vaa
é’tla and New Brunswick. In Prince
ere“r;ird Island they have adopted a dif-
regiot rule, and have said that the first
Prev: cred deed shall take priority of the
granious non-registered deed, even if the
the lee had express notice. In Ontario
anilw' has also distinctly enacted, in so
Eed) words, that the grantee in the second
ious Must be without notice of the pre-
ence one in order to give him the preter-
o BSO that the judicial decisions in
made runswick and Nova Scotia have
enacy the law parallel *o what express
s ar\(Iinents ‘have made it in Prince Edward
}dand in Ontario. In the Province
directl;ebec they have gone more in the
O"enOn of the system which is called the
of the ISZ system than‘ we have done in any
ere t}:lglxsh-speakmgprovmces, because
Tegister dey have. decided that a non-
Sequmte deed is cut out by the sub-
has ¢ registered deed, even if the party
XPress notice, and they have gone so

an

far as to decide that a Sheriff’s deed regis-
tered will cut out a previous non-registered
deed made by the execution-debtor. Some
of the American casesin which the same
point has come up raise this question:
How can an execution have any effect
against a man’s land if the man has
already conveyed it away ? Although the
deed is not registered, there is nothing you
can sell. There is strong reasoning in its
favour, but in a case in Lower Canada,
which has been given to me, they decided
that a deed is not really operative so far as
concerns the execution-creditor until it
has been registered, and that the title so
far remains in the original grantor that it
can be sold by the Sheriff in the face of
a non-registered deed ; so that they
have gone further than even the English-
speaking provinces have gone in the
direction in which this Bill points.
Now, that is the state of the law with refer-
ence to the registration of deeds in the
provinces in this part of Canada. The title
is conveyed by the execution of the
deed by its being sealed and delivered.
The registration is a necessary precaution
to take against a subsequent grantee,
but it does not effect the question of the
title being conveyed, save when the two
titles come into collision, the onethatof the
granteeof the deed not registered, the other
that of the grantee of the deed registered.
In British Columbia the general belief has
been, and that belief is shown in many
works which I have on my table, amongst
others the work of Mr. & Becket on the
Torrens System, a lecture by Mr. Torrens
who afterwards became Sir Robert
Torrens, that the Torrens system is in
force in British Columbia; but such is
not the case. I have a report from the
Registrar-General which shows that the
system in British Columbia is not the
Torrens system, and I will explain the
difference :  The Torrens system hinges
on this, that a title does not pass until
registration, and that the registration is
the critical moment at which the title
passes from the grantor to the grantee,
That is not the system which is in force
in British Columbia. In that province
the title passes by the execution of the
deed, and there, as in this province, the
registration is only adopted for the pur-
pose of securing the grantee against sub-
sequent deeds ; but the Torrens system is
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not followed there in that essential par-
ticular upon which Sir Robert Torrens
dwells more strongly than any other—that
is, that the title passes, not by the execu-
tion of the deed, but by the registration.
In British Columbia, the title passes by
the deed, and the registration is a second-
ary matter, for the purpose of taking pre-
caution only. Those who advocate the
Toirens system lay great stress upon the
fact that the Torrens system does not
recognize trusts in any way. Now, the
British Columbia system does recognize
trusts. The Registrar-general takes great
credit to the system in British Columbia,
because it does recognize trusts. Then,
the system in British Columbia does not
adopt the Toriens short forms of convey-
ance, and the Registrar-General takes
credit for that. He saysthere is nonecessity
of adopting short forms, because they have
men there who are skilled in conveyan-
cing, and they adopt the English forms
with great safety. I do not see, therefore,
that the Torrens system is in force in
British Columbia, and Sir Robert Torrens
himself, and Mr. & Becket and Mr. Max-
well, who makes a report on the subject,
forthe governmentof ¢ Straits Scttlements,”
are all wrong in giving the Torrens system
credit for the good results which are
claimed to have flowed from it in British
Columbia.  The good results in that pro-
vince are not to be attr:huted to the Tor-
rens system, but to onc which is much
more akin to that which we have ourselves
in this part of the Dominion: that is,
a system of registration based on what
was originally the American system, or
the system in force in the original States
of the Union, and now adopted in all of
them, I believe. That is the state of
the law in the different provinces of the
Dominion. In the North-West Terri-
tories the law of Ontario was introduced
almost verbatim, but the law of Ontario is
also the law of the other provinces of
which I have spoken—Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island,
and almost the law of Quebec—the only
difference being with respect to the points
to which I have attempted to draw
attention, so that really the law which
exists in the North-West Territories
may be said to be that law which is com-
mon to the English speaking provinces,
and which is almost the same as the law

Hon. S1r ALEX. CAMPBELL.

of the Province of Quebec. In the
North-West Territories they have in-
troduced the condition that a deed
to be good in the hands of a registered
grantee must be a deed without notice of
the previous grant. Such being the
state of the law it is proposed to intro-
duce into the North-West Territories the
Torrens system as one more simple and
cheap in its working than that which now
obtains, There are some advantages no
doubt in the Torrens system, to which I
will allude presently ; but I am unable to
concede toit thesurpassing credit whichthe
books I have alluded togive itand which its
author attributes to it. I think if auybody
in Ontario or Quebec, New Brunswick or
Nova Scotia had been visiting New South
Wales or any of the Australian colonies, or
New Zealand, and had been asked what
system we had at home, he would des-
cribe with considerable praise our system
of registration, our short forms of convey-
ancing and the implied covenants and
those points which have been introduced
by statute from time to time in the several
provinces and which have made our system
of conveyancing and registration much
more easy, convenicent, short and econo-
mical than any system which these
gentlemen in Australia and other col-
onies have ever had to dcal with.
Having had experience of the English law,
and finding what difficulties, expense and
inconvenience that system entailed, they
were naturally delighted with the Torrens
system, because of its simplicity and
cheapness.  They contrasted it, not with
such a system as ours, but with the
English system, and in the treatises to
which T have referred, the writers speak
constantly, not of such a system, but of the
English system with its elaborate and
antique conveyances and the great expense
which the English law entails. They say
“Here is a picce of land worth £ 100,
and it costs £g50 to convey it from A
to B.” Happily, our forms of con-
veyance have been much simpler. Our
registration, however complicated the
title may have become, is fairly safe
and convenient, and on the whole very
easily worked. I think if T had been
travelling in any of the Australian colonies,
that is about the statement and explana-
tion I would have made of our system in
Canada. They were dealing with diffi-
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Culties arising from the English iaw, and
i;3)’}\{\'cre delighted with the suggestion of
ocy Robert Torrens that there was no
oS Ston for these long forms, and that the
w8age of land from one person to another
;gkt be made as simple as a transfer of
one Stockvor the transfer of a ship from
w Person” to another: and he said the
ﬁy to do that is to allow every person
0 has Jand, if the land has already been
pz;toe?ted.—that is if a_patent from the
land“n Is already existing—to put his
under the Torrens system if he
glftaseS, but as to those titles which come
on tfll]ftfir the passing of the Bill to insist up-
oo T being placed under the Torrens
YStem.  If you want to sell land under
¢ Torrens system you make a short
Ihe“}()mndum of the sale. You go to the
€8istry office and surrender your certi-
arcxiljte of title and memorandum of sale,
to ththe Registrar issues a new certificate
.*1€ vendee and he has the title, and
W(I)Sr]t(:iertlﬁcate is made good againstall the
fitle by statute. That is the way the
Passes from hand to hand. If the
ndee wishes to sell he goes back to
¢ Registrar, surrenders his certificate
the dnew certificate is granted, so that
ver title passes from person to person.
Y much in the same way as a bill of
ale of o ship, the certificate of ownership
te'“g produced, the sale is endorsed on
€ certificate of ownership, only in the
i?f}? of land the certificate of ownership,
Certﬁ" land.ls sold, is given up :mfl‘a new
syStQICate Is granted.  Thatis the Torrens
introgl’ and it is the system which was
ia NuCed into all the colonies in Austra-
ént ew Zealand, in the Singapore settle-
vi S1n the Straits of Malacea, and the
Stro:fllce.m the works I have referred to is
regarg y infavor of it. It has worked well in
curit to cheapness, in regard to se-
fl‘omy' of titte which has resulted
given I, and in every respect it has
as satisfaction to the people, and
hishi:,nade land more valuable by dimi-
25 8 the difficulties of transfer, and
Subje;lad-e It more useful as being a
though with which any one could deal,
Safelg ncC;t a man learned in the law, very
to m)é and securely. The objection scems
beer, with reference to titles which have
Patented anterior to the Act; they
°W:e0rts iloﬂ}e under the system unless the
esire 1t, and the two systems are

there running on parallel lines, the
ordinary system of conveyancing under
the English law more or less tempered by
local enactments, and the Torrens system.
So, if you have to do with land granted
prior to 1857, which was about the time
Mr. Torrens began his agitation (although
his Act was not passed until 1859 or 1860)
you find yourself with the English law,
and all the difficulties about title which
you would expect to accompany their
system of conveyancing ; and if you are
dealing with lands patented after the
passing of the Act, you are dealing with the
Torrens system, making everything plain.
I hear that the Attorney-General of Ontario,
my friend Mr. Mowat, proposes to intro-
duce the Torrens system into some parts
of Ontario and not into the whole
province—that he proposes to introduce
it into the County of York and into the
City of Toronto, but not elsewhere in the
Province of Ontario, and he propoeses
there to allow both systems to run along
on parallel lines. It is difficulr to
know how to deal with such a subject
where the titles which are outstanding
are numerous, and 1 do not venture to
pronounce an opinion upon the course
which Mr. Mowat has taken. I have the
greatest possible respect for his judgment
and for his knowledge of the law, and for
his earnest disposition to endeavor to do
that which in his judgment is best for the
country. Happily, so far as this Bill is
concerned, and so far as the North-West
Territorles are concerned, we are not
driven to the dilemma in which he is
placed. There are so few titles outstand-
ing now in the North-West Territories that
1 without hesitation adopted the plan of

( making it compulsory that all titles were

to be placed under the Torrens system.
I obtained returns from the Minister of
the Interior showing that up to the 3ist
July last only three hundred titles had

' been issued in the North-West Territories.

Of course there were a great many more
in Manitoba, but in the Territories there
were up to the 3rst July last only 300
issued. It was manifestly the best course
to pursue to place all the titles under the
Torrens system, and that this Bill proposes
to do. There are other points in this
measure which will necessarily engage the
attention particularly of the legal men
of the House when the Bill is in Com-
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mittee. Amongst them, and which struck
me with considerable doubt—but which
doubt has given way and I am prepared
to argue in support of it—is the non-
recognition of trusts. The Torrens sys-
tem does not recognize trusts at all. The
idea I gather from the book which I
have read is that the title must pass abso-
lutely from the person whose name appears
on the book, and if he is under amy
obligations to other persons in respect of it
they must rely upon his character,and a spe-
cial provision for changing trustees which is
provided by the Torrens system ; so that it
I have a trustee and I am not satisfied with
his character in any way I can apply to the
courts and have him changed as often and
whenever I like. The system to which
Mr. Torrens has given his name does not
in any way recognize a trust. It provides
simply that a memorandum shall appear
upon the registry book to the effect that
there shall be no survivorship—1I have for-
gotten the phrase exactly but that is the
meaning—if there are two trustees one
shall not succeed to the whole property on
the death of the other. That is the mean-
ing which is intended and which is given
to it in the books of registry by a simple
entry. Thedeed wewillsupposeto beto two
persons, Smith and Jones. The registry
would say “no survivorship.”  That
would prevent any person from buying
except from the two of them, because
he would know that one could not succeed
to the title in the case of the death of
the other, and it would occur to him
then to ascertain whether those persons
were trustees. If they should be trustees
and there is any difficulty about it, or any
other question arises, application can
be made to the court for a caveat,
and this caveat will stop the conveyance
for a month subject to the decree of the
court ; so if any doubt arises 1egarding a
trust, or the dona fides of the persons who
hold the title in their name on the books
of the registry office, and propose to sell,
a delay of a month can be obtained by
any one having an interest to inquire into
the circumstances by filing a caveat which
the Judge is authorized to give him. At
the end of that time, if the Judge does
not grant some writ prohibiting him, the
sale goes on. That point of abolishing all
trusteeships, and all necessity for the
purchaser to look after the trust or the

Hon. Sir ALEX. CAMPBELL.

trustees, is one on which Mr. Torrens and
those who advocate this system lay great
stress. They think it better to let those
who trust and the trustee fight out
their own matters, but to say as
regards the title the course shall be clear,
and it shall go from person to person as
shown by the certificate of ownership
without any nccessity for the purchaser to
look after the trust or the trustees.

Then there are two or three other points
to which I shall allude which are not
essential parts of the Torrens system, but
which appear in this Bill and constitute
very important parts of the change which
it is proposed to introduce into the North-
West Territories. These are parts which
have been engrafted, as it were, on the
Torrens system. One is—and it appears
a startling one at first, although after be-
coming accustomed to it we lose that
feeling—changing the name and character
of real estate altogether. The Bill pro-
poses to convert real estate into what
lawyers call chattels real. 'This would
have startled our forefathers very much,
but we are accustomed to changes, and
on reflection it does not make much
difference whether you call land real estate
or chattel real. The effect is to do away
with a great deal of the law which affects
real property and which is not consistent
with the Torrens system. I am very con-
versative myself, and it is only by slow
degrees that I have come to think favorably
of this change as I am now endeavoring to
explain to the House. Real estate being
converted into a chattel, various things
follow. Tor instance when a man dies
his land under the existing law goes to his
heirs.  Under the Torrens system it
would not. It would go to his executors,
and then the person entitled by will or by
heirship is obliged to go to the executors
or administrators and get his title from
them. They deal with the chattels real
just the same as with other chattels.

If there is a devise, it is to be followed;
if there is no devise, the property is to be
Distributed according to the Statute of
distributions. I have abstained from read-
ing any of the papers I have before me to
the House, but I have ample information
on this point. The chattel real comes to
the executors or administrators, and then
the heir or devisee gets the property from
them. The law provides if there is a will,
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;};::it the chattels go to the executor
the executor gets the certificate
Ownership in his turn. The title
tOuld appear first as Mr. Walker’s,
€n Mr. Walker’s executor comes, with a
g:obate of will and the certificate of own-
ship which Mr. Walker held, and asks to
c:r‘t’_egIStered. On giving up Mr. Walker’s
o ificate of ownership and showing letters
Probate, the executor’s name is put
gé’“"n as the owner ofthe land. The heir
anes o the executor and gets a convey-
rec'e’ he then goes in his turn to the
8istry office, gives up his certificate and
8etS a new one.
miT}len if there is no will, the chattel ad-
. Nistrator 1s bound by the Statute of Dis-
Butions, which is much the same in all
inter Provinces, and which we propose to
andoduCe into the North-West Territories,
trit the executor will be bound to dis-
Ute the land according to that statute.
Verese are important points, and points of
'aw)’ considerable interest, especially to
tio,)yeTS, one of the first ones I have men-
¢ ated being part of the common system,
insg of the abolition of trusts. The land,
to f}é:d of going absolutely to the heir or
thra devisee, would go of necessity
srough the executor or administrator, but
Obi' €xecutor or administrator would be
Willlged to carry out the provisions of the
»and would be obliged to convey to
Pers er or to the devisee or other
‘Vhic(;lns' entitled. Then another point
Which 15 introduced into the Bill, and
Syste Is not a part of the common
) ncem at all, is the short form of convey-
Conyen, We have had these short forms of
:IEaVee) ance for years.  Perhaps before I
might the point about “chattels real,” I
has |, refer to a very strong opinion which
'Chiefeen expressed on the subject by
Justice Hoyles, of Newfoundland,
Hocl’m“'rltes a letter to Mr. George S.
o heStead, a ggntlemaq in Toro’nto,
on as taken an interest in this subject,
Act» a} feature of the “ Real Chattels
ave tok Newfound]apd. It seems they
in s aken this step in Newfoundland and
o n{)r?e of the Australian Provinces. I
all thogalther that they have taken it in
Some S¢ provinces, though they have in
Beck tand 1t 1s very much praised by Mr.
System” Who writes a work on the common
baye generally. In Newfoundland they
adopted " the system since 183z.

They there passed an Act in accordance
with public opinion and feeling on the
subject, and Judge Hoyles saysof it :

“By onestroke it swept away primogeniture,
entails, curtesy dower, and numerous other
incidents of land in England, reduced to the
condition of a literary curiosity a large body
of real property law, and by the substitution
of a single and simple tenure for the complex
titles by which land is held in the Mother
Country, it lessened litigation and rendered
simple and easy the proof of title and the
construction of deeds and wills.”

I may perhaps trouble the House by
reading some of those papers in Committee
but I will not do it now to embarrass the
consideration of the larger features of the
subject. The Bill also does away with
with dower and tenancy by curtesy.  All
these things follow the general principle
which the Bill lays down, that real estate
shall be no longer real estate, but shall be
“chattels,” and then all the rest follow.
I think, myself, that the chief result so far
as the improvement goes, is in this: that
on each occasion of a transfer the title will
be made clear. As it is now in all the
provinces, I may sell a lot to-day to Mr.
Walker, and a lawyer investigates the title,
and it may cost a considerable sum of
money. If Mr. Walker wants to sell it
next year to somebody else the title is
again investigated, at further expense, and
so on from transfer to transfer. Under
the Torrens system that investigation is
done by the officer and the new grantee
gets a certificate at once that he is the sole
owner, and that is good against all the
world. Then if he wants to sell he goes
to the person who wants to buy who asks,
“Are you the owner?” He says *“Yes,
this is my certificate of ownership.” He
produces his certificate and that is the end
of 2ll litigation and dispute ; the title is
perfect and good. Many of the advantages
which the Bill otherwise offers, I think,
exist in the older provinces of Canada
already.

Great stress is laid, in works before
me, on the advantages of short forms of
conveyance, which are quite common with
us : that a few words shall have a meaning
given to them, by statute, of a very en-
larged character.  If you say, for instance,
‘““and the grantor undertakes to produce
all deeds,” or if you say, “and the grantor
covenants there are no incumbrances,”
then by a statute in force in Ontario,
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and in some of the lower provinces, a
large meaning is given to them which in-
cludes all kinds of circumstances which
might possibly happen to render the
covenant useful ; and that advantage we
already possess, and it is one which those
who write upon the Torrens system laud
it for very much indeed. I think that
the system being once in force in the
North-West Territory, it will be found
simple and easily worked; but I would
not have ventured to ask the House to
take my assertion had I not verified
my own view by very considerable dis-
cussion with a gentleman who has re-
sided in that part of the world for
some years as Stipendiary Magistrate,
and who is himself a very good law-
yer. I refer to Mr. Richardson, who
was formerly in the Department of Justice.
Before taking the responsibility of pre-
senting this measure to the House for
consideration, I summoned that gentle-
man down from that part of the country,
and we talked over the whole subject, and
he quite satisfied me that the system
could be worked, and worked easily, in
the North-West Territories ; and he said
not only was he persuaded of that, but
that the Council who governed the North-
West Territory were of that opinion also.

There is, as hon. gentlemen know, a
Council, composed partly of gentlemen
nominated by the Crown, and partly by
elected members who enact laws for
the North-West. A project of this
kind was submitted to them last year, but
they were not able to make any great
progress with it for want of time, and for
want of legal members in the Council,
although Mr. Richardson was there, and
the consideration of it was postponed ;
but it elicited astrong expression of opinion
from the Council that a measure of this
kind could easily be worked in the North-
West Territories. I have endeavored to
describe the change which it would pro-
duce. Now, with reference to the working
of the system in the North-West Terrni-
tories, we propose to divide the country
into four Registration districts, Assinia
boia, Alberta and two districts in Saskatch-
ewan. The country further to the north,
towards Peace River, has not now any
white population, and no patents and no
transactions in land, and we do not pro-
pose at present to make any disposition
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with regard to it. But we propose to take
these four registration districts and deal
with them. These districts have been
formed by Order-in-Council, and their
boundaries have been established by
Order-in-Council with the force of law.
They are called now “districts” but
they are intended to, and will no
doubt, be eventually provinces, and
the system which we are introducing
in those districts which are to become
provinces will, we think, be that which is
likely to be adopted, and must of necessity
be adopted (in the first instance at ail
events) by the inhabitants of those dis-
tricts when they do become provinces.
We propose to make each of these dis-
tricts a registration district. There are
registrars there now who are quite com-
petent to discharge the duties which this
Bill will impose upon them. Three
of them are lawyers, who are quite
competent to discharge the duty of regis-
tering titles, inspecting, and giving certifi-
cates of ownership. We have provided
for an appeal from them to the collective
body of Stipendiary Magistrates of the
North-West, who are, three of them, gen-
tlemen of the legal profession, and who
will constitute for practical purposes a
very fair Court of Appeal for such titles
as are likely to come in question for the
next few years.  Of course, in that new
country, the titles are not likely to be very
complex for some time. The gentlemen
of whom I speak as forming the Court of
Appeal would be Mr. Richardson, form-
erly a barrister of Ontario of good stand-
ing, very well known to many hon. gentle-
men in this House, and who was once in
the Department of Justice, and 1 think
those gentlemen who came in contact with
him there will have formed a high opinion
of his ability, as I have done ; another is
Mr. MacLeod, a gentleman from Ontario,
and of large experience in the North West
and also a very fair lawyer. The other is
a Mr. Rouleau, a gentleman from Quebec,
and who also enjoys a fair reputation as a
lawyer in that province. The titles not
being very complicated, for some time to
come at all events, T think a court so con-
stituted would be, for practical purposes,
sufficient, and an appeal to them, so far
as this Bill is concerned, we propose to
make final. Another feature of the Torrens
Bill is this: that a small fine is paid into
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the Treasury in the Province of Australia
mo ew Zealand on each transaction, the
% ey going to make an assurance fund,
that if the registrar—-those officers 1
t}?;’e described in the first instance—or
Scr'bCOl-m of Appeal which I have de-
oftlhed In the second instance—if either
2 oacm should make a mistake and give
Certificate of ownership to the wrong
€Sztml,) and the right man should be able to
Ona lish that fact, he should have a claim
) ethat fund. Under the Torrens system
man to whom the certificate is issued
Quires the title whether a mistake is
.°~€ or not, but if a wrong certificate is
ven, the person wronged has a claim on
COIlS fund, and in some of the Australian
0n:mes this  fund is a very large
Srnalland the claims upon it have been
that and one would infer from that fact
¢ the system has ‘worked so admirably
aere‘ that the fund would be hardly neces-
lar. DUt the transactions have been very
ofgn? and numerous, involving large sums
for Oney. T will only detain the House
Oft}? Moment to mention what the growth
Well’e fund has been. By reference to Max-
ve Sreport on the Torrens system of con-
1Yancmg by registration of title, at pages
Staf?nd 23, you will find a statement of the
Reoi of the Lands titles and General
of tg}iStrY office at Ac}elaxde, and an estimate
the e total_expend}ture and total revenue,
a dexl)endlture,bemg stated at £13,211
Nump, € revenue at £23,000. The total
appe €r of transactions at the office, as
Samears by reference to page 19 of the
21, TEPort, was 7,334 in 1872, _and
do’:e% In 1881. The amount of business
Vi, under transfer of land, Statute of

le, 29 Vie. No i .
. Vic. No. 301) in 1881 as com
Pared wity 1880 was as follows :—
A;})ghcations to bring 1880. 1881.
nu”ldble}nder the Act, -
Extonber....... . 865 1256
ae“""“audmcluded,
l'“--..........-- 50,764 64,990

Value of landincluded, £1,015,150 £1,451,193
Certificate of title is-

sued, numbers ...... 10,066 13,977
Transters, Mortgages,

Leases, Releases, Sur-

renders,&c.,numbers 18,015 23,993
Registering Proprietors

numbers ........... 311 36
Other transactions (not

including copies of

documents supplied) 20,234 22,210
Forms sold .......... 226 369
Fees received ...... . £26,579 £34,570

The following statement shews the
number of dealings registered under the
Real Property Act of New South Wales
during the years 1876 to 1881, irclusive :

NUMBER OF DEALINGS.

Year. Numbers. Value.
4,557 .0vee .. £2,272,170
5,428 .. 3,563,576
6,238...... 4,358,326
6188 10.nn .. 5,844,311
8,725..... 8,658,149
11,008 ..eee .. 9,305.286

Hon. Mr. BOTSFORD--Who pays
the fine, the grantee or the grantor ?

Hon. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
grantor.

Honx. Mr. KAULBACH—How do
they propose to treat leases ?

Hon. SiR ALEX. CAMPBELL—The
certificate of ownership is made conclusive
against all leases of more than three years,
A lease of three years will be held valid.
The transactions in one of the provinces
of Austrelia are of a very large character,

The following is a statement showing
the sums réceived on account of registra-
tion fees in the North-West Territories,
from first of October 1878 to 3rd Decem-
ber 1884 :—
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1878 1879 1880 1881 1882 1883 1884
Nawues. — — — — —_ — —
1879 1880 1881 1882 1883 1884 1885
W.J.8cott ...coevniune. | $13 25 | $190 00| $245 00 $393 75| $16 50
E. A. Brisbois ........ $558 25| ...
Alex. Sproat...... ........ 198 00| .... §5 75
Dr. A. Jukes.... -cvvviven, ceee 181 95| 273 50
Totals,............. $13 25 | $190 00| $245 00| $558 25| $591 75| $198 45! $279 25
SUMMARY.
Total received by W. J.Scott .eeuvovvuen civniit.l, $858 50
“ ¢~ E.A. Brisbois ..... .... o eene . 958 25
c ¢ Alex. Sproat ...... ceiveecenees 203 75
“ “ Dr.A. Jukes....veeeiinisannnnes 455 45

Total Receipts covuessvee vaens. $2,075 95

I merely give this statement to show
that the transactions are very small thus
far in the North-West Territory, and that
they have been very great in New Zealand
ane the Australian colonies. Then I have
to point out to the House also, as regards
sheriff’s titles, that the certificate of owner-
ship will be good as against any sheriff’s
claim ; but the sheriff is obliged, imme-
diately on receipt of the execution, to file
a notice of it, with the Registrar, and then
it comes in and makes an incumbrance,
which hinders or encumbers selling; leases
over three years are excepted. Then in
the Bill there are also exceptions with
reference to certain kinds of transactions
which people are necessarily obliged to
embark in, and these last are Canadian in
their origin. These are the exceptions as
found in the 57th clause:

The land mentioned in any ceruficate of
title granted under this Act, shall, by impli-
cation, and without any special mention in
the certificate of title, unless the contrary is
expressly declared, be subject to—

(@) Any subsisting reservations contained

in the original grant of said land from the
Crown ;

(b) Any municipal charges, rates or as-
sessments for the year current at the date of
such certificate, or which are thereafter im-
posed on the said land, or which have there-
tofore been imposed for local improvements,
and which are not the due and payable;

(¢) Any eubsisting right of way or other
easement, howsoever crealed upon, over or
in respect of said land ;

(d) Any subsisting lease or agreement for
a leage for a period not exceeding three years,
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where there is actual occupation of said Jand
under the same ; '

(€) Any decrees,order or executions against
or affecting the interest of the registered owner
—in such Jand, which may be registered and
maintained in force against such registered
owner whilst he so continues the registered
owuer ;

(f) All public highways embraced in the
discription of the lands included in any cer-
tificate shall be deemed to be excluded from
the certificate ;

(9) And any right of appropriation which
may by statute be vested In any person or
body corporate.

The House will see that although they
are very important, yet that great care is
taken to make clear and not to extend the
exceptions. They are confined to short
periods, to charges which are disposed of
within a very short time, and in that way
the matter is made as secure as possible.
I should mention to the House, before
asking for the second reading of the
measure, that the draft of the Bill is very
much taken from the Bill introduced by
Mr. McCarthy at the last Session of parlia-
ment in the other branch of the Legislature.
I have caused to be circulated amongst
the members of the House an index show-
ing and giving easy reference to the various
clauses, and to that I have had appended
a table showing the origin of the different
clauses which the Bill contains, and in that
hon, gentlemen will perceive that the
principal part of this measure is from Mr.
McCarthy’s Bill. That Bill was not, I am
informed, prepared by Mr. McCarthy him-
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s}eILf’rbbUt by Mr. Beverly Jones and Mr.
on ert Jones, of Toronto. Mr. Beverly
gllisis )5 a gentleman occupying a distin-
essi ed position in the conveyancing pro-
st on. It was one of these gentlemen who
ang gave attention to this subject of late,
o ta'rom them Mr. McCarthy’s Bill was
the ned, and they are entitled I believe to
ori Credit of having drafted that Bill. The
SYS%énal plan of n}troducmg the Torrens
illm was, I believe, suggested by Mr.
WaSis Some years ago at a time when he
op 0 the Government with my hon. friend
Cre%qme' I desire to give these gentlemen
Itfor the large share which they have
theen In the preparation of many parts of
umeasure which is upon the table. Of
fTOnzse the main features of it are all taken
his ; the woylg of Sir I.{obeyt Torreps, and
Syst S the original merit of introducing the
€m, though the merit of that even is
Sc}:.]e ted, because the substance of the
En lt'ne Was presented in a report to the
asgilSh House of Commons in 1857.
irst 0 May 1857 that Sir Robert Torrens
of Proposed his system tothe Government
Work €W South Wales. He publishes a
In which he disclaims all knowledge
Britisi report of the Committee of the
introg HOusq of Commons, at the time he
erefuCed his system, and it would seem
ame Ore that the idea occurred at the
of (v Ime to the committee of the House
self %mmons and Sir Robert Torrens him-
l';l €Cause the recommendation of the
Orrmlttee, and the main features of the
thinkerF System are much the same. I
Teasy, ttlttve explained to you, as far as Is
of theaB-le’ the general features and scope
the ¢ tl, and T trust that it will engage
Profe htion of the gentlemen of the legal
SSlon in the House, and that we shall
3 good deal about it before we pass
e“S next stage. I will in the mean-
Move the second reading of the Bill.

meI:tON. MR. SCOTT moved the adjourn-
of the debate until Friday next.
€ motion was agreed to.

he Senate adjourned at six o’clock.

It
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wa, Tuesday, February 24th, 1885.

°’cl<:‘cissf£“‘-k took the Chair at three

Prayers and routine proceedings.
PRIVATE BILLS.

TIME FOR RECEIVING EXTENDED.

Hon. Mr. LACOSTE presented the
eighth report of the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders and Private Bills. He said:
by this report the Committee recommends
that the time for the reception of Private
Bills be extended to the 5th March instant,
and I move that this report be now
adopted.

Hox. Mr. POWER-—Before that re-
port is adopted I think there should be
some understanding as to when this pro-
cess of continually coming up and
asking an extension of time for receiving
Petitions and wutroducing Private Bills
should cease.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL—This does not
extend the time for receiving Petitions,
but for Bills only.

Hon. MrR. POWER—I suppose at the
next meeting of the Committee we shall
have a recommendation for a further ex-
tension of the time for receiving Bills. 1
think that it would be a great deal more
to the purpose either to dispense for the
session with the rules with respect to Peti-
tions and Private Bills or to adhere to the
rules, or to fix some date beyond which it
is understood that the rules shall not be
relaxed without special cause. It is
simply making an absurdity of our rules
and our procedure to have this process
going on week after week.

Hon. MR, LACOSTE—I may say to
the hon. member that the extension has
been granted in the other House.

Hon. MR. POWER—That makes no
difference.

Hon. MrR. LACOSTE—The Committee
of the other House thought proper to
extend the time for receiving Private Bills
to the 5th March, and we are only extend-
ing it to the same date.

The motion was agreed to.
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the Senate.

CONSOLIDATION OF DOMINION
STATUTES.

MOTION POSTPONED.

Ho~n. Sik ALEX. CAMPBELL—I
desire to postpone the motion of which I
have given notice that the report of the
Commissioners appointed to consolidate
and revise the Statutes of the Dominion
be referred to a select committee, to con-
sist of the Hon. Messieurs Dickey, Gowan,
Lacoste, Pelletier, Power, Scott, and the
mover, and that the said committee be
empowered to act on behalf of the Senate
in any joint committee of the two Houses
on the same subject should the House of
Commons agree to the creation of such
joint committee. 1 desire to postpone
that otion for some time, because the
statutes have not been distributed yet very
fairly, and more tune I think is desirable
for the consideration of the report which
1t is proposed, by the notice of motion, to
refer to a select committee ; but I desire
in doing so, to ask the House to allow me
to add some names to the committee.
The names of Mr. Odell, Mr. Trudel,
Mr. Girard, and some others, which, if
the House will permit me, I will hand in
to the Clerk. The idea will be, that I
shall endeavor to get each province repre-
sented on the committee.

The motion was agreed to and the
order of the day was discharged.

LEGISLATION IN THE SENATE.

MOTION POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been
called :—

That he (Mr. Plumb) will ask the Govern-
ment to encourage the initiation of Private
Bills in this House, with a view to the more
equal division of the labors of the two branches
in the earlier period of the Session, and that
he will also ask the (iovernment to originate
in this House as many measures as the lew
and usages of Parliament will permit in order
that this House may nore adequately fill its
place in the Constitution.

Hon. Mr. PLUMB said : some papers
will have to be prepared in connection
with this motion, and by my own desire
and on the suggestion of my hon. friend

the leader of the Government, I would
ask to have the motion postponed until
Thursday week.

Ho~x. Mr. POWER—Now that the
hon. gentleman has postponed this matter,
I wish to call his attention and the atten-
tion of the House to what strikes me as
being a somewhat serious irregularity in
the notice which he has given. Thereare
three modes by which a member of this
House can bring his views before Parlia-
ment—he can simply make an enquiry for
information and get an answer from the
Government : he can call attention to a
matter and conclude by an enquiry, and
he can move for papers or a committee or
anything of that sort. Although the hon.
gentleman from Niagara has put his notice
in the form of an enquiry it is really not an
enquiry but a request. The hon. gentle-
man does not ask for information;
he asks the Government to encourage -
a certain course which he suggests ; and
I wish to call the attention of the
House and of that hon. gentleman in
particular to the fact that we have never
had an instance of this kind before,
and it is in the judgmeat of the House
to say whether it is not irregular, and
whether the proper mode would not
be that the hon. gentleman should call
the attention of the House to the fact that
very few Private Bills are introduced here,
although we have time to attend to them;
but to ask the Government to do so is
manifestly irregular,

Tue SPEAKER—The hon. gentleman
will have time to modify his motion be-
tween now and the time mentioned, if he
thinks proper. There is something in the
objection raised by the hon. member from
Halifax. As he stated, there are two ways
of bringing this up before the House,
either by enquiry or by motion. On a
simple enquiry on a subject, a debate of
an extended character is not permitted,
but under the practice prevailing in the
House of Lords, which was introduced in
this branch of the Legislature first by the
hon. Minister of the Interior, the practice
was adopted whereby in giving notice that
a member would call the attention of the
Government to a certain subject and ask
information thereon, a general discussion
was permitted. I have no doubt that that
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as the intention of the hon. member from
Olﬂgara, although the enquiry as stated
W?)' the: paper is not exactly in the form
n '°h Is customary in this House. Bouri-
t.Ol, In his work on Parliamentary Prac-
lc(e, bage 322, says :(—

<

co The more regular, and now the more
rem'_"[)ll practice, is for a member, in cases
hequlljlng some discussion, to give notice that
pub}“,m call attention on a future day to a
GOVIC matter, and make an enquiry of the
fec‘el‘nmgpt on the subject. Then it is per-
a Y legitimate to discuss the whole question

ll:t ength, as the terms of the notice show the
€ntion of the person who puts it on the

Dbaper.»

Now

s Lam not prepared to say that the
s of the motion do not give notice of
We Intention of the mover, but I think it
ould be more in accordance with the
porﬁctlce of this House, which has been
owed for some time, if the hon. mem-
i:rt}fFOm Niagara would modufy his notice
¢ way indicated.

term

J'ecIt{'ON' Mr. FLUMB—I have no ob-
-0 whatever to modify this question
Willag}: way in which the object I desire
Pr. ¢ attame@. T am not at thls.moment
€pared to refer to any proceedings, but
think the notice is in conformity with
noe ‘?Sﬂge of the House of Lords. I will
Tnis;imte t)mt positively, but with the per-
is d 9_“ of the Housg, if it 1s fot}nd that it
tainleflrable to mo@xfy the motion, T cer-
amv) am most dgsrrous to do so; a.nd I
the Sef}j much obligzed to my hon. friend,
cnior member for Halifax, for calling
attention to it, and if there be any

. ularity in the notice I shall be glad to
Ve it corrected.

il‘reg

WINTER COMMUNICATION
WITH P. E. L

ENQUIRY.

thalti?. Mr. HAYTHORNE T think

Notjc '€ enquiry of which I have given

lermse 'S strictly in conformity with the

on of the rule just laid down by his
Or the Speaker. It is as follows :—

“em}.lt,zt tge will call the attention of the

orthe the ins,l,ltﬁciency of the steamship
mai] gpg Light » for the performance of the
towy, and Passenger service between George-
sDPing\a dlct_ou, more particularly in early
Meny nd will ask the leader ot the Govern-
&not‘}lls House whether it is intended to

f the « N er vessel on that route, as consort
orthern Light;” and if so, when?

F

My reason for making this separate
motion is because I wish to keep this
branch of the subject of communication
with the mainland separate from the other,
which refers to a particular case; and my
special reason for calling attention to it
to-day is, because I was a witness last
spring of circumstances which, in my view,
involved grave risk to numerous valuable
lives. I may state at once my belief that
the steamer ‘“ Northern Light” is in good
condition ; that great pains have been
taken to strengthen all her weak parts and
put her in a state of efficiency; but her
capacity is small. Although not a very
small vessel, a large part of her space is
occupied by engines and boilers, freight
and luggage. Of course the commander
is not absolutely bound to carry freight ;
nevertheless it is carried. The luggage of
a large number of passengers piled on her
deck is no trifling matter. On my return
home from my duties in this House last
spring, I was detained on the mainland
for two or three days awaiting a change of
weather which would enable the “Northern
Light” to come to Pictou. A telegram
informed us that she had left Georgetown
on her passage, but she was evidently
hindered byadverse winds and the presence
of very considerable quantities of ice in
the straits. Ultimately she arrived safely,
bringing, as it was said, about 100 pas-
sengers.  Her mails and what freight
she brought were of course soon de-
livered and every dispatch was made to
enable the vessel to return to the Island
that same afternoon. She actually effected
the passage, but the point to which I wish
to draw the attention of this House, and
particularly the attention of the Govern-
ment, is that there were from 75 to 87
passengers on board on her return. I say
75 ; my hon. friend who sits opposite (Mr.
Montgomery) to me says there were 87
passengers on board, but this I have no
hesitation in saying,ithat even with the
smaller number and their luggage on
board, and such freight as that vessel was
capable of carrying, there was barely
standing room, to say nothing of sitting
room, or the accommodation which one
expects to find in a passenger stcamer, I
leave it to this House, composed of
intelligent and experienced men in all
walks of life, to say whether it is a thing
to be desired or tolerated, that year after
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year the lives of Her Majesty's subjects
should be risked in that way ? It is true
that on the occasion to which I refer that
vessel made her passage in a very few
hours, but circumstances might have
occurred—circumstances had occurred
in previous years—which would have kept
her out in the Gulf, perhaps shut into an
ice field for three or four days; and I
simply ask what would have become of
that crowd of passengers who had scarcely
standing room on the decks, if such an
event had happened? Of course it must
be attended with very great suffering and
inconvience to them if nothing else, but
hon. gentlemen who perhaps may recollect
an accident which occurred in Ontario in
the summer time on a river, and how that
accident was attended with frigh*ful loss
of life, may easily conceive how much
greater loss of life would ensue should
such a vessel as the “Northern Light,”
crowded with passengers, be caught for
any length of time in bad weather in an
ice field in the spring. It is for this
reason that I have called the attention of
this House and the Government to this
question ; because I feel that if T failed to
make these circumstances fully known in
my place in this House, I should be respon-
sible for any accident which might occur
from want of making known the facts. 1
take it that this is by no means a nccessity.
The Government have built a vessel called
the ¢ ILansdowne” which was launched
last November, a strong vessel, compe-
tent for navigating ice-encumbered seas,
and that vessel, as was stated in reply to a
question put by me during last session,
was to be ready for service last Autumn—
last October the lcader of the Government
stated. No doubt delays freqquently occur
as to the precise time at which a vessel
can be launched and made ready for
service at sea, and I am not disposed to
find fault because that vessel was not
where they promised she should be last
Autumn; but I do solemnly appeal to the
Goverpment not to allow a repetition of
such things as I have described, and which
will infallibly occur again this spring under
similar circumstances. I appeal to them
to send the steamer “Lansdownc ™ to assist
the “ Northern Light,” for the conveyance
of passengers and their luggage and freight,
as a consort to the “Northern Light.”
Hon. gentlemen might suppose that there

Hon. MrR. HAYTHORNE.

was a simple remedy for this by instructing
the captain not to take more than a certain
number of passengers on board. Well,
that of course would be a remedy, but it
would be a vast inconvenience, and it
would be something more, it would be a
cruel thing, because 1t is within my know-
ledge that last spring numbers of poor
people were waiting for a passage across,
and they had not the means to pay their
expenses if they had been long detained
there. I was informed that some of them
went out and sought work in order to be
able to live while waiting for the arrival of
the “Northern Light,” and, therefore,
while taking fewer passengers might be a
remedy for the danger, it would be cruel,
when the Government have another vessel
fully capable of assisting the “ Northern
Light,” to detain passengers there. I
would now ask the question of which I
have given notice.

Hox. Mgr. KAULBACH—My hon.
friend, as in duty bound, looks after the
interest of the Island from which he
comes, and he always speaks on this sub-
ject with great force. No doubt it is the
duty of Parliament, and of the Govern-
ment In particular, to see that proper se-
curity is afforded to life and property. It
is evident however that this crowding of
the steamer with passengers can only
occur in exceptional times, in the spring
when there is a great deal of travel and
traffic across the straits in consequence of
the usual winter stoppage. This excep-
tionally large traffic can only occur for
two or three weeks in the spring and per-
haps means could be devised 